Rubric for Writing Workshops (with Peer Assessment)
Note that, for the dimensions below, the piece may not necessarily match all of the criteria. 
In some cases, just one of the criteria is sufficient to set the piece as 4, 3, 2, or 1 on that dimension.

	Dimensions / Scale
	4 – Exceeds Expectations
	3 – Meets Expectations
	2 – Needs Improvement
	1 - Inadequate

	Topic (20%):

Does the piece have a clearly stated, specific and well-defined thesis, with supporting details that are well-developed and substantiate the thesis?
	· Thesis shows originality and engages the reader in the first few words or sentence

· Thesis is specific, well-defined and sets a clear agenda for the piece

· Supporting details are well-developed and support the thesis
	· Thesis is specific, well-defined and sets a clear agenda for the writing

· Supporting details support the thesis, but could be more developed


	· Thesis may be overly general or not set a clear agenda for the writing

· Supporting details may be disorganized or unrelated to the thesis


	· Thesis is irrelevant or not present

· Supporting details are seriously underdeveloped or unrelated to the thesis



	Audience (25%):

Does the piece have an interesting, varied, and fluid style, with word choice, sentence variety, and paragraph structure that are appropriate to the nature of the piece and its audience?
	· Piece’s style and details are appropriate and draw the reader in

· Word choice is appropriate and distinctive, demonstrating a wide vocabulary

· Sentence and paragraph structure is appropriate and varied


	· Piece’s style suits audience, but could draw more interest

· Word choice is appropriate, but not particularly distinctive

· Sentence and paragraph structure is appropriate, but could use more variation


	· Piece’s style may not be appropriate for audience

· Word choice may not be appropriate or is uninspired or uninteresting

· Sentence and paragraph structure may not be appropriate


	· Piece’s style is not appropriate for audience

· Word choice is not appropriate

· Sentence and paragraph structure is not appropriate



	Purpose (25%):

Does the piece have a clear purpose and do the piece’s content, style, conventions, and formatting support its purpose?
	· Piece shows clear evidence of a specific purpose

· Purpose is shown in a creative way

· Content, style, conventions, and format help achieve purpose


	· Piece shows clear evidence of a specific purpose

· Purpose may be stated more explicitly

· Content, style, conventions, and format help achieve purpose


	· Piece’s purpose may not be totally clear

· Content, style, conventions, and format may negatively affect purpose


	· Piece’s purpose is not clear

· Content, style, conventions, and format negatively affect purpose



	Form (20%):

Does the piece follow conventions for standard written English (grammar, usage, and mechanics), as well as the City Vision formatting guidelines, such that it is comprehensible and well-presented?
	· Piece is clear and comprehensible

· Form or genre chosen is the most appropriate to the topic

· Standard conventions for written English (grammar, usage and mechanics)  are followed without errors

· Piece adheres to format rules specified, including for documenting of sources, without errors


	· Piece is clear and comprehensible

· Standard conventions for written English (grammar, usage and mechanics) are followed, with only a few minor errors

· Piece adheres to format rules specified, including for documenting of sources, with only a few minor errors


	· Piece may be difficult to follow in parts

· Standard conventions for written English (grammar, usage and mechanics) are followed, but with errors, including possibly some major errors

· Piece adheres to format rules specified, including for documenting of sources, but with errors, including possibly some major errors


	· Piece’s failure to follow conventions makes it difficult to comprehend

· Standard conventions for written English (grammar, usage and mechanics) are not followed 

· Piece does not adheres to format rules specified, including for documenting of sources



	Peer Assessment (10%):

In your role as reviewer, do you provide actionable, constructive suggestions to two of your peers regarding all levels of their pieces (conventions - word/sentence level, structure - paragraph level, purpose/audience - paper as a whole)?
	· Peer assessment is detailed and actionable

· Peer assessment not only provides suggestions, but asks questions that help the person being assessed consider for themselves how their writing may be improved

· Peer assessment evaluates the paper’s achievement of purpose in general, including its style and effectiveness for its audience in general, not just conventions or paragraph-level concerns


	· Peer assessment is relatively detailed and actionable

· Peer assessment largely is in the form of suggestions

· Peer assessment addresses both conventions and paragraph-level concerns


	· Peer assessment is superficial and/or vague

· Peer assessment is in the form of suggestions

· Peer assessment addresses only conventions


	· Peer assessment is critical, rather than constructive

· Peer assessment is not actionable for improving writing




