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Criterion Achievement Level 

A (5) B (4) C (3) D (2) F (1) 

Context 
and Purpose 

 

Demonstrates thorough 
understanding of context, 
audience, and purpose of 
task.  

Demonstrates adequate 
consideration of context, 
audience, and purpose of 
task.   
 

Demonstrates awareness 
of context, audience, and 
purpose of assigned task.  
Communicates in general, 
rather than specific terms.    

Demonstrates minimal 
attention to context, 
audience and purpose of 
task.   

No obvious purpose for 
assigned task.  

Organization 
 

Communication is clear, easy 
to follow and understand.  
Information is logically 
organized.  There are 
cohesive specific sections and 
effective transitions between 
sections.  

In general, information is 
organized and easily 
understood.  Well defined 
sections, each with a central 
idea.  Transitions between 
sections are rough.  

Organization of main ideas 
might be logical, but does 
not provide unified “story”.  
Some sections lack a 
central idea.  No 
transitions between 
sections.  

Lacks organization, 
making it difficult to 
understand the purpose 
and follow the argument.  
Most sections have no 
central idea.  No 
transitions between 
sections.  

No clear organization or 
purpose.  Lack of organization 
interferes with 
comprehension.  Sections 
only describe individual 
sources, and there are no 
transitions.   

Language, 
Wording and 
Syntax 

Communication is concise and 
clear.  Word usage is 
objective, precise, accurate, 
professional and appropriate.  
Language skillfully 
communicates meaning with 
clarity and fluency.  

Communication is generally 
concise and clear.  Language 
is generally appropriate, 
attempts to address 
professional audience, is 
accurate and conveys 
intended meaning.  

Wording is not concise.  
Word usage conveys the 
general meaning, but is 
sometimes unclear, 
incorrect or too informal.  

Wording is not concise.  
Improper word choice or 
usage is common and 
compromises clarity.  
Needs of audience are 
ignored.  

Serious issues with language, 
word choice and syntax must 
be addressed for effective 
communication.   

Central Message Central message is 
compelling, precisely stated, 
appropriately repeated, and 
memorable.  

Central message is clear and 
consistent with supporting 
material.  

Central message is 
understandable, but not 
often repeated and not 
memorable.  

Central message can be 
deduced, but is not 
explicitly stated.  

There is no central idea.  

Mechanics  Grammar and punctuation 
are appropriate to the 
audience and genre. All 
facts are paraphrased and 
cited correctly.  Formatting 
follows professional 
standards.   

Grammar and punctuation 
are appropriate to the 
audience.  Errors may 
occur, but are not too 
distracting.  Facts are 
usually correctly 
paraphrased.  Formatting 
follows professional 
standards.  

There are mechanical 
errors that are 
distracting and cause 
confusion.  Facts are 
not consistently 
paraphrased or cited 
correctly.  Formatting 
follows professional 
standards. 

Frequent mechanical 
errors that interfere 
with comprehension 
and cause confusion.  
Quotes are used 
instead of 
paraphrasing, and 
many mistakes in 
citing references.  

Serious issues with 
communication style. 
Abundance of mechanical 
errors makes 
comprehension impossible.  
Information is not 
appropriately cited, and 
references are not correctly 
formatted.  
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Criterion Achievement Level 

A (5) B (4) C (3) D (2)   F (1) 

Concept 

presentation1 

Demonstrates advanced 
understanding of concepts, 
main ideas, and/or sources.  
Ideas go beyond restating 
facts. Presentation of 
information is authoritative 
and credible.  

Demonstrates solid 
understanding of concepts, 
main ideas, and/or sources. 
Begins to show some 
evidence of evaluation of 
source material.  

Demonstrates basic 
understanding of 
concepts, main ideas, 
and/or sources.  

Demonstrates basic 
understanding of 
concepts, main ideas, 
and/or sources; however, 
some evidence of 
misunderstanding.  

Does not demonstrate 
understanding of the 
concepts, main ideas, and/or 
sources. The presentation of 
information lacks credibility.  

Assessment of 
evidence, context 

and assumptions1 

Describes strengths and 

weaknesses of studies2 and 
correctly interprets the 
meaning of these factors 
when assessing importance of 
outcomes. 

Describes strengths and 
weaknesses of studies and 
mostly correctly interprets the 
meaning of these factors when 
assessing importance of 
outcomes.  

Describes strengths and 
weaknesses of some 
studies and sometimes 
correctly interprets the 
meaning of these factors 
when assessing 
importance of outcomes. 

Describes strengths and 
weaknesses of some 
studies but tends to 
incorrectly interpret the 
meaning of these factors 
when assessing 
importance of outcomes.  

Fails to consider strengths 
and weaknesses of studies 
when interpreting the results.  

Derived valid, 
insightful and 
appropriate 

conclusions1 

Accurately summarizes the 
information presented and 
derives insightful conclusions.  

Accurately summarizes the 
information presented and 
attempts to derive overall 
conclusions.  

Summarizes some of the 
results and derives a 
conclusion using those 
points.  

Summarizes some of the 
results and derives a 
conclusion using select 
points.   

Implies there are not enough 
data to make a conclusion 
and states more work needs 
to be done.  

1Criterion used to evaluate critical thinking.   
2’Studies’ may be modified to be ‘data, information, facts assumptions, perspectives’ .   
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