Rubric: Analysis of an Columnist’s Style


	KEY TRAITS
	10
	9
	8
	7
	6
	5 (RW)

	DEVELOPMENT OF IDEAS
	• An eloquent introduction identifies an columnist for analysis; the thesis statement presents a perceptive observation about the columnist’s style and its effect on the reader.

• Relevant details, examples, and quotations from the columnist’s works thoroughly support all the key points.

• A satisfying concluding section summarizes the analysis and offers a unique insight into the columnist’s style.
	• A fluent introduction identifies an columnist for analysis; the thesis statement presents a clear statement about the columnist’s style and its effect on the reader.

• Relevant details, examples, and quotations from the columnist’s works support the key points.

• The concluding section summarizes the analysis and restates an interesting idea about the columnist’s style.
	• The introduction identifies an columnist for analysis but could be more engaging; the thesis statement makes a comment about the columnist’s style and its effect on the reader. 

• One or two key points need more support.

• The concluding section summarizes most of the analysis, but it doesn’t provide an original insight.
	• The introduction identifies an columnist for analysis; the thesis statement only hints at the columnist’s style.

• Details, examples, and quotations support some keys points but are often too general.
• The concluding section provides an incomplete summary of the analysis.
	• The introduction identifies an columnist, but there is no thesis statement idea.

• Details and examples from the columnist’s works are unrelated to the key points, and few quotations are used.

• The concluding section lacks a summary of the analysis.
	• The introduction and thesis statement are missing.

• Details, examples, and quotations are irrelevant or missing.

• The concluding section is missing.

	ORGANIZATION OF IDEAS
	• Key points and supporting details are organized effectively and logically throughout the analysis. 

• Varied transitions successfully show the relationships between ideas.
	• Key points and supporting details are organized effectively and logically throughout most of the analysis.

• Transitions show the relationships between most ideas.
	• The organization of key points and supporting details is confusing in a few places.

• A few more transitions are needed to clarify the relationships between ideas.
	• Most key points are organized logically, but many supporting details are out of place. 

• More transitions are needed throughout the analysis to connect ideas.
	• The organization is ineffective; key points need to be rearranged. 

• More appropriate transitions are needed to connect ideas.
	• A logical organization is not used; ideas are presented randomly.

• Transitions are not used, making the analysis difficult to understand.

	LANGUAGE FACILITY AND CONVENTIONS
	• The analysis has an appropriately formal style and a knowledgeable, objective tone.
• Language is precise and sophisticated.

• Sentence beginnings, lengths, and structures vary and have a rhythmic flow.

• Spelling, capitalization, and punctuation are correct.
• Grammar and usage are correct.
	• The analysis generally has an appropriately formal style and a knowledgeable, objective tone.
• Language is precise.

• Sentence beginnings, lengths, and structures mostly vary and contribute to an effective analysis.

 • Spelling, capitalization, and punctuation are mostly correct.
• Grammar and usage have minor errors.
	• The style becomes informal in a few places, and the tone does not always communicate confidence.   
• Most language is precise.

• Sentence beginnings, lengths, and structures vary somewhat.

• Several spelling, capitalization, and punctuation mistakes occur. 
• Some grammatical and usage errors are repeated in the analysis.
	• The style is informal in many places, and the tone reflects a superficial understanding of the columnist’s works.   
• Language is repetitive or vague at times.
• Sentence structures barely vary, and some fragments or run-on sentences are present.

• Spelling, capitalization, and punctuation are often incorrect but do not make reading the analysis difficult.
• Grammar and usage are incorrect in many places, but the writer’s ideas are still clear.
	• The style is informal, and the tone is inappropriate in many parts of the analysis.
• Language is often repetitive or vague.
• Most sentences have the same beginning, length, and structure. Many fragments and run-on sentences are present.

• Spelling, capitalization, and punctuation are often incorrect. 
• Grammar and usage are often incorrect and distract from meaning.
	• The style and tone are inappropriate for the analysis.
• Language is inaccurate, repetitive, and vague.
• Repetitive sentence structure, fragments, and run-on sentences make the writing monotonous and difficult to follow.

• Spelling, capitalization, and punctuation are incorrect throughout.
• Many grammatical and usage errors change the meaning of the writer’s ideas.


