English 2. ####, Sp '09 GRADE SHEET: Essay #1 Writer:
GRADING CRITERIA? PROFICIENT | COMPETENT DEVELOPING
A AB B BC C CDDF

Rhetorical Negotiation of Purpose vis-a-vis Audience

1. How well does the opening of the paper locate its purpose in
terms of interpreting the narrative and cultural elements of two
visual texts that have a “common denominator”?

2. How well does the paper show that analyzing the two visuals
together reveals more about each?

3. How well does the paper address the class and teacher as an
audience w/in a common conversation about visual rhetoric?

Organization / Logic

4. How well does the thesis statement state the essay’s purpose,
focus the paper, and forecast its organization?

5. Does the text employ a logical sequence of paragraphs?
6. Does the text organize ideas logically within paragraphs?
7. Is there an effective conclusion, avoiding mere summary?

Development
8. How well are paragraphs framed around the writer’s own
points, which link to thesis?

9. How well does the text provide evidence for these points with
details about the visual texts derived from personal observation, ideas
in source texts, and external research?

Student Expert’s Ethos

10. To what extent does the writer demonstrate confident,
authoritative understanding of the assigned interpretive purpose and
content?

11. To what extent does the writer demonstrate personal
engagement with purpose and content?

Readability
12. How free is the text of spelling, grammar, punctuation errors?

13. How effectively do sentences use clear subjects and verbs,
parallelism, and transitions?

14. Is there evidence that the writer attended to the old-new
contract to enhance readability?

15. How well chosen is the text’s vocabulary?

Information Literacy

16. How well does the text integrate reliable and timely outside
sources, as needed?

17. How effectively does the text rhetorically analyze sources?

18. How well does the text use attributive phrases and internal
APA style parenthetical citations?

19. Does the text present an accurate APA references list?

20. Does the text present the visual texts under discussion with
conventional APA format and captions for visual figures?

! See the unit rubric on our D2L site for each category’s definition of proficient, competent, & developing.

GENERAL COMMENTS ON OTHER SIDE/SEPARATE SHEET

SW’s: 1 2 3 PEER REVIEW:
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Rhetorical Negotiation of Purpose vis-a-vis Audience

1. How well does the opening of the paper locate its purpose in
terms of evaluating coverage of an event by multiple U.S. and
international news media?

2. How well does the paper develop an argument by applying
clearly articulated evaluative criteria re good quality journalism?
3. How efficiently does the paper provide needed contextual
information re the event and news sources under discussion?

4. How well does the paper address the class and teacher as an
audience w/in a common conversation about reliable journalism?

Organization / Logic

5. How well does the thesis statement make an evaluative claim
about the quality of coverage across the media outlets and indicate
the criteria used for evaluation?

6. Does the text employ a logical sequence of paragraphs?
7. Does the text organize ideas logically within paragraphs?
8. Is there an effective conclusion, avoiding mere summary?

Development

9. How well is the thesis supported by body paragraphs that
explain the criteria-match process in use? (ABGW 439)

10. How well are body paragraphs developed from point
sentences stating the writer’s reasoning in the writer’s own words?
11. How well does the text provide evidence for these criteria-
match points via summary, paraphrase, and quotation?

12. How effectively does the text summarize and respond to
anticipated objections to criteria or to matches?

Student Expert’s Ethos

13. How well does the writer demonstrate confident, authoritative
understanding of the assigned evaluative purpose & content?

14. How well does the writer demonstrate personal engagement
with purpose and content?

Readability
15. How free is the text of spelling, grammar, punctuation errors?

16. How effectively do sentences use clear subjects and verbs,
parallelism, and transitions?

17. Is there evidence that the writer attended to the old-new
contract to enhance readability?

18. How well chosen is the text’s vocabulary?

Information Literacy

19. How well chosen are the news sources that are evaluated?
20. Is access provided to all five news sources?

21. How effectively does the text rhetorically analyze sources?

22. How well does the text use attributive phrases and internal
APA style parenthetical citations?

23. Does the text present an accurate APA references list?

GENERAL COMMENTS ON OTHER SIDE/SEPARATE SHEET

SW’s: 1 2 3 PEER REVIEW:

! See the unit rubric on our D2L site for each category’s definition of proficient, competent, & developing.




