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Rubric for assessing Multi-Genre Research Paper

___ Score for Holistic Impact (up to 55 points)
___ Score for Completed Check Ins (up to 90 points)
___ Score for Required Elements (up to 255 points)

___ Total Score: up to 400 points
___ Holistic Impact

51-55
 Knocks me off my feet, bowls me over, this project is so informative and emotionally moving. Throughout there is evidence of original thinking, depth, specificity of detail, and sophisticated language or insight. Research is interesting, surprising, and creatively incorporated into the project. The project is filled with excellent writing that includes attention to a pleasing picture on the page, action verbs, varied sentence length, effective word choice, strong leads and endings, visual and other sensory imagery. Evidence of revision and polish to individual elements is evident in the final presentation.

46-50 
A Good Project; I’m upbeat because the writer pays attention to many of the elements that are mentioned above. The audience learns about the chosen topic as a result of the project. The multi-genre project was executed in a competent way; some individual work may be uneven in execution, with some individual pieces shining through more than others. Evidence of revision in discrete elements is uneven.

40-45 
This project is complete or nearly there, but it has a “middle of the road” feeling to it. The project shows inconsistencies in the writing, or lacks important qualitative elements. Additional revision would improve the overall project.

35-39
 This project is not complete and lacking important elements of the multi-genre project. Material may seem perfunctory, as if written hastily and never revised. Content may show limited insight and depth. Unification of the project is uneven or not present.

34 or lower  This is not acceptable work. A parent-teacher conference may be required.

____   Completed all Check In Elements  (10 points each)


90  outline, sources (2), rough draft, peer editing (2), creative element, final draft, works cited
____ Required Elements:

5 Original Illustrative Title / Cover Page

5- Original, surprising, piques a reader’s interest, imaginative, may be a subtitle too

4.5- Serviceable, some imagination

4- Title simply names the subject

3.5- Title prosaic, something like “Kesey Multi genre Project”

0- Title missing

5 Table of Contents
5- Well-formatted, easy to read, and accurate.

4.5- Serviceable

4- Present but not perfect

3.5- Not an easy-to-use table of contents

0-  Table of contents is missing

10 Unifying Element- the presence of a theme throughout all related works

10 – Theme is evident and fitting to the chosen topic. Unifying elements are striking and they provide an interesting element to compliment the overall project. Visuals, fonts, elements of voice, and other tools are used to maintain cohesion 

8 – Theme is evident. Visual and other unifying devices are used competently. 

4 – Theme is unevenly represented in the project as a whole.

2– Minimal unifying elements are apparent, theme is not easily discernible.

0- Unifying elements are not evident 

15 Physical appeal/Presentation of the project

15 – All elements of the finished project are presented in an artistic, appropriate fashion. Care and attention is evident in the authors’ attention to detail and in the design of the finished project.

14 – Care for presentation and design is evident. Most elements of the physical presentation are presented with neatness, attention to detail and evident care. 

12 – The physical presentation of the project is acceptable.

9 – The physical presentation of the project is at a minimum level of acceptability.

0- Physical presentation is inappropriate, or unacceptably messy, jumbled, and confused.
50  Written Documents/Creative Element  (50 points each)
50 – The document/creative element explores the topic to the fullest extent and offers a new insight.  The reader has learned something new and in an engaging fashion.  It is obvious the writer took great care with the piece.

45 – The document/element has a focus and explores the topic well.  It is obvious the writer took care.

38 – The document/ element has a focus and tries to explore the topic with depth.  The writer probably took care.

30 – The document/element relates to the topic but it is not explored in any depth.  The writer didn’t really spend time.

20 – The document/element perhaps does not have a clear focus, no depth and/or does not meet minimum requirement for length.  The writer obviously did not take time to work on the piece.
5 Copy Editing/Mechanics/and Adherence to conventions

5- All elements of the project showed polish and adherence to grammatical, and other conventions of the chosen genre. There were zero to few mistakes or typos.

4.5- Most elements of the project showed adherence to grammatical and other conventions of the chosen genre. There were a few mistakes, but they were not distracting.

4- The copy editing, mechanics, and adherence to conventions showed some work; more work would improve the overall level of accuracy and adherence to convention.

3- The copy editing, mechanics and adherence to conventions was noticeably uneven.

0-  any care for grammar and mechanics was missing

5 Works Cited/Bibliography of Research Incorporated into the Project

5- Complete, and it adheres to the MLA format. At least 5 varied sources were used to good effect.

4.5- Serviceable, but the bibliography was incomplete or the sources used were not varied. The MLA format may not be as strong.

4- MLA format is not used, but the bibliography shows varied sources used. A researcher could find your sources if they tried.

3.5- The bibliography is inaccurate and a researcher could not find original sources if they tried.

0-  missing
10   Participation in Peer Review Processes

10 – Peer review participation was excellent to strong throughout project work. Collaborative, critical and supportive comments were exchanged regularly.

8 – Peer review was good, the students actively engaged in all group processes and exchanged quality peer feedback
5 – Peer review participation was engaged in at an acceptable level.

3 – Peer review participation was uneven or engaged in at a minimal level of acceptability.

0 – Peer review participation was completed at an unacceptable level.
50   Public Presentation of the Final Project 

50 – The chosen presentation style fits the intended audience. The presentation incorporates projection, presence, and attention to the needs of the audience. The audience comes away from the presentation with a sense that they learned something new, received a gift, or have newly-provoked thinking.

45 – The presentation was pretty interesting, but it did not have quite the ‘wow’ factor of the presentation described above. Elements of presentation were not fully developed.

38 – The presentation was better than average; the audience got it, but something wasn’t quite working. Perhaps the presentation did not fit the theme, or the audience did not hear the speaker throughout. 

30 – The presentation was adequate. 

25– The presentation was complete but only to minimal requirements.
