
Grading Rubric 

Please note that, in the interest of offering students practice in proofreading and editing their own 

work, comments offered through reproductions of the forms below are general in nature. That is, 

they identify systematic problems and make broad suggestions rather than making line-by-line 

corrections. 

 

Per course policy, assessment of the assignment is done according to performance in several 

categories, named and described below. Each category is weighted with a number of steps’ 

change to the basic grade of C. 

 

Category Comments Steps Yes/No 

Assignment Guidelines Met   +0/-3 

Introduction Effective   +0/-1 

Thesis Clear and Appropriate   +1/-1 

Counter-argument Clear and 

Appropriate 
  +1/+0 

Rebuttal Clear and 

Appropriate 
  +1/+0 

Supporting Points Clear and 

Appropriate 
  +1/+0 

Evidence Clear and 

Appropriate 
  +0/-1 

Explanations Clear and 

Appropriate 
  +1/-1 

Conclusion Effective   +0/-1 

Organization Effective   +1/+0 

Formatting Correct   +0/-1 

Mechanics Correct   +0/-1 

Engagement Developed   +1/+0 

Overall Score  

Overall Comments 

 

 

 Assignment Guidelines Met—Is the paper of an appropriate length: 3,100 to 3,400 

words? Is it primarily an argumentative work? 

 Introduction Effective—Does the paper begin with a clear and cogent indication of the 

topic to be discussed and the context in which it will be discussed? 

 Thesis Clear and Appropriate—Does the paper provide a clear thesis? Is the thesis 

reasonably and authoritatively asserted? Is it of sufficient heft as to be able to support 

sustained inquiry? 

 Counter-argument Clear and Appropriate—Does the paper provide a reasonably counter-

argument, supporting it adequately? 

 Rebuttal Clear and Appropriate—Does the paper appropriately rebut the counter-

argument, demonstrating adequate intellectual space for the thesis to be investigated 

appropriately? 



 Supporting Points Clear and Appropriate—Does the paper provide enough points and 

strong enough points of support for the thesis? Do they reflect adequate reflection upon 

and consideration of the topic and the thesis? 

 Evidence Clear and Appropriate—Are all supporting points provided with sufficient 

primary, secondary, and (optionally) tertiary/critical source evidence to validate them? Is 

the evidence appropriate to the purposes to which it is directed? Is the evidence 

appropriately attested, both in the text and at the end of the text? 

 Explanations Clear and Appropriate—Is the evidence provided sufficiently and 

appropriately explained in terms of how it supports the point being made? Are the points 

made sufficiently and appropriately explained in terms of how they support the thesis? 

 Conclusion Effective—Does the paper end with an effective motion to some point 

beyond itself? Does it lead primary readers smoothly and appropriately to consider a 

course of action or some other idea, indicating what can be done in light of the validated 

thesis the paper presents? 

 Organization Effective—Does the paper move smoothly and appropriately from the 

introduction through counter-argument, rebuttal, and points of support to its conclusion? 

Are there clear and appropriate transitions among its various paragraphs and components, 

indicating both that new ideas are being treated and the relationships among those ideas? 

Are the supporting points ordered in a manner easily read and conducive to the overall 

effect of the argument? Is the paper weighted appropriately towards the explanation of 

support for the thesis? 

 Formatting Correct—Is the text of the paper double-spaced on letter-size sheets with one-

inch margins on all sides; in 12-point Times New Roman, Garamond, or Georgia type; 

with page numbers in the upper right corner of the page, with the student’s surname 

preceding the number; with page numbers and surnames in the same typeface as the rest 

of the document; with heading and title placed appropriately; and with text aligned 

fittingly? 

 Mechanics Correct—In terms of usage, does the text conform to standards promulgated 

by the MLA and discussed during class time? Does it maintain a level of diction 

appropriate to its authorship and its intended audience? 

 Engagement Developed—As a sort of extra-credit component, does the ResPpr offer 

some particularly engaging or poignant element unusual or exceptional in a work of first-

year composition? Does it avoid cliché and trite phrasing? Does it stake out an unusual 

position or make a solid and reasonable attempt to push the boundaries of the assignment 

in productive ways? 
 


