	ADVANCE \d12tc \l1 "Critical Argument Rubric Charaacteristic
	Points Possible 
(Fractions permissible)
	Points 

	Follows Directions
	8= responds fully and appropriately to the assignment in timely fashion

6= responds reasonably well to assignment in timely fashion

4= responds acceptably to assignment, fairly timely

2= some significant failure to respond to assignment, or untimely

0= wholly fails to respond to assignment, and/or untimely
	

	Thesis,

Central Ideas
	8    8= easily identifiable, clear and concise, and appropriate to course, plus relevant insightful/interesting

6= mostly identifiable, clear, and appropriate to course

4= somewhat difficult to identify, unclear, and/or inappropriate to course

2= very difficult to identify, unclear, and/or inappropriate to course

0= unidentifiable, unclear, and/or wholly inappropriate to course
	

	Use of Evidence
	1  12= appropriate source information (includes PS lit, critical evaluation of sources) , accurately used to support thesis and ideas, excellent integration of quoted/paraphrased material

8  10= source information is reasonably appropriate (includes some PS lit and evaluation of sources) and accurately used to support most ideas/arguments; good integration of source material 

6  8= weak source information (lacking PS lit, unreliable sources, and/or inadequate research), inaccuracy, inadequately supports ideas/arguments, weak integration of material and/or overuse of quotes/paraphrasing

4  6= very weak source information (clearly inadequate research), ideas/arguments not supported, significant inaccuracy, disjointed and/or inappropriate use of source material 

4= wholly fails to use sources appropriately and accurately
	

	Analysis, Logic, Argumentation
	1   12= ideas are developed and progress logically from an identifiable thesis, compelling or convincing argument, counter-arguments are addressed and/or limits to thesis recognized, opinion  does not substitute for fact

1   10= thesis is generally supported and ideas developed, logical progression predominates, reasonably convincing, some consideration of counter-arguments, limited use of opinion

8   8= insufficient thesis support and development of ideas, poor  logical progression, many assertions are vague or unsupported, disjointed or repetitive assertions, overuse of opinion 

6= unsupported thesis, underdeveloped ideas, frequently illogical 

4= wholly fails to relate evidence to ideas, illogical, blind assertions 
	

	Organization
	4   4= coherent and clear, paragraphs support thesis statement, each paragraph supports its topic sentence, excellent transitions

3   3= mostly coherent, generally supports thesis and topics, good transitions

2   2= lapses in coherence, mixed support for thesis, topic sentences often not supported in paragraphs, transitions often missing or weak

1= frequently incoherent, lacks support for thesis and topic sentences, lacks transitions 

0= wholly incoherent, unsupportive of thesis
	

	Mechanics 
	6   6= excellent command of language, proper grammar, very few to no misspelled words, correct word choice, variety and complexity of sentence structure, proper citations/appendices format

4   4= good language, generally proper use of grammar, few misspelled words, acceptable word choice, some variety and complexity in sentence structure, generally uses proper format

2  2= acceptable but vague/unsophisticated language, persistent grammar and/or  usage errors, sentence structure is predominately passive, format flaws

1  1= weak use of language, poor grammar, and numerous mechanical errors undermine coherence, gross format flaws 

0  0= borderline illiterate
	

	Total Points
	
	

	Comments on Strengths:


	
	

	Recommendations to Address Weaknesses:


	
	


