
 

 

 

 4 - Excellent/Superior 3 -Effec�ve/Acceptable 2 - Atempted/Fair 1 - Minimal 0 - None 

Introduc�on Engages the reader.  
Offers background 
informa�on needed to 
understand the thesis. All 
sentences point to a 
clearly worded thesis that 
demonstrates a strong 
understanding of the 
prompt.  

An interes�ng opening 
that leads to background 
informa�on needed to 
understand the thesis. 
The thesis demonstrates 
a good understanding of 
the prompt. 

No atempt to engage the 
reader. Background 
informa�on is somewhat 
related to the thesis. The 
thesis is poorly worded 
and shows only a par�al 
understanding of the 
prompt. 

Offers litle or no 
development. The 
thesis is simply a 
restatement of the 
prompt.  

There is no clear 
introduc�on. 

Response to 
Prompt 
 
 
 
 

Responds to all aspects 
of the prompt  
Demonstrates an 
outstanding 
understanding of the 
content needed to 
address all aspects of the 
prompt. 

Addresses the prompt in 
an effec�ve manner 
Responds to several 
aspects of the prompt. 

Addresses the prompt in 
an adequate manner, 
focusing on a minor 
aspect of the prompt. 

Barely addresses 
the prompt. 

Fails to address the 
prompt. Absence 
of relevant 
content. 
 

Evidence 
 

*Some 
science 
prompts 
focus solely 
on the 
process so 
that 
becomes the 
evidence. 

All evidence is reliable 
and relevant and uses 
facts, quota�ons, and/or 
specific examples from 
the USAD Resource Guide 
or the novel. All the 
evidence purposefully 
supports the thesis and 
main ideas. 

Most evidence is reliable 
and relevant and uses 
facts, quota�ons, and or 
specific examples from 
the USAD Resource Guide 
or the novel. Most of the 
evidence purposefully 
supports the thesis and 
main ideas. 

Some of the evidence is 
reliable and relevant and 
uses facts, quota�ons, 
and or specific examples 
from the USAD Resource 
Guide or the novel. Some 
of the evidence 
purposefully supports 
the thesis and main 
ideas.  

Evidence is weak 
because it fails to 
support the main 
ideas and/or 
thesis. 

No evidence from 
the USAD 
Resource Guide or 
the novel to 
support the thesis 
or main ideas. 
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Analysis/ 
Commentary 

The writer provides 
thorough and specific 
explana�ons of the 
rela�onship between 
each piece of evidence 
and the main idea and/or 
thesis. 

The writer provides clear 
explana�ons of the 
rela�onship between 
each piece of evidence 
and the main idea and/or 
thesis. 

The writer provides basic 
explana�ons of the 
rela�onship between 
each piece of evidence 
and the main idea and/or 
thesis. 

The writer 
provides minimal 
explana�ons of 
the rela�onship 
between each 
piece of evidence 
and the main 
idea/thesis. 

The writer 
provides no 
explana�on that is 
relevant to the 
evidence offered. 

 
Cohesion 
 

Ideas are ar�culate and 
clearly focused. 
Offers the reader a 
logical progression of 
thought. Asser�ons are 
equivalently 
developed. 

Ideas are ar�culate and 
clearly focused. 
Asser�ons are developed 
but not equivalently 
developed. 

Ideas are somewhat 
focused and ar�culate. 
Tangen�al informa�on 
interferes with the 
reader’s comprehension. 
Some asser�ons are not 
fully developed. 

Ideas are loosely 
focused which 
interferes with the 
reader’s 
comprehension of 
the writer’s 
purpose. 

Ideas are not 
focused and 
somewhat 
inar�culate.  

Organiza�on Each body paragraph 
begins with a clear strong 
topic sentence. 
Paragraphs are arranged 
in a sophis�cated way 
that enhances the essay. 
Transi�ons are cra�ed 
seamlessly to connect 
sec�ons. 

Topic sentences are 
effec�ve. Transi�ons not 
only link paragraphs but 
also clarify the 
connec�ons among 
them. 

Topic sentences are 
iden�fiable but not 
strong or very clear.  
Transi�ons link 
paragraphs. 

Topic sentences 
are ineffec�ve or 
weak. Minimal 
use of transi�ons.  

When a topic 
sentence is 
offered, it is 
unrelated to the 
thesis. No 
transi�ons or 
ineffec�ve use of 
transi�ons. 

Closing 
 

A well-organized, 
inten�onal conclusion 
that offers a wider 
implica�on/future 
direc�on.  

A well-organized 
inten�onal conclusion 
that is complete and 
offers the reader some 
new thoughts. 

The conclusion is 
repe��ve, simply 
offering the reader a 
summary. 

The conclusion is 
incomplete and 
minimally 
developed. 

There is no 
inten�onal 
conclusion. 



 

 

 4 - Excellent/Superior 3 -Effec�ve/Acceptable 2 - Atempted/Fair 1 - Minimal 

Word Choice/ 
Dic�on 

The use of language 
demonstrates an elevated 
vocabulary which engages 
the reader. Word choice is 
sophis�cated and precise. 

Word choice is precise and 
appropriate for the subject. 
All words are used correctly. 
 

Word choice is appropriate 
for the subject. Most 
words are used correctly. 
Some needless repe��on 
of words and phrases. 
 

Word choice is unclear, 
simplis�c, or informal. 
Some words are not used 
correctly. Needless 
repe��on of words and 
phrases. 

Spelling/Punctua�on 
 
 
 

A few minor errors in 
spelling and punctua�on 
but they do not impede 
understanding. 

A few minor errors in 
spelling and punctua�on 
that offer some distrac�on 
from the paper’s content.  

Several errors in spelling 
and punctua�on that 
impede understanding. 

Many errors in spelling 
and punctua�on that 
impede understanding. 

Grammar/Sentence 
Structure 
 

Sentences are skillfully 
cra�ed, and highly varied in 
length and type to make it 
engaging and readable. 
One or two minor errors in 
grammar. 

Varied syntax is used 
throughout the piece to 
make it engaging and 
readable. Very few errors in 
grammar. 

 Some varied syntax that 
communicates clearly. 
However, some sentence 
structures are awkward 
and detract from meaning. 
 

Sentences are generally 
short and choppy or are 
structured so poorly they 
detract from meaning. 


