Final Draft – Macbeth

Name:________________________________________
2016-17 10th Writing Rubric for Formal Thesis-Driven Literary Analysis     
Literature and Composition II


	
	Exceeds standard 

(10)
	Meets standard 

(8.5)
	Almost meets standard 

(7.5)
	Approaches standard (6)
	Still developing 

(5)
	Not present

(0)

	Thesis

(x1.5)
CCSS W-1
	** Unique, highly individual and a clear, provable argument

**Coherent and written in an exemplary fashion

**Placed appropriately in the paper
	**Clear, provable argument.

**Coherent and well written.

**Placed appropriately in the paper
	**Attempts to make an argument

**Clear. 

**No significance or    ”so what” addressed
**Placed appropriately in the paper
	**Barely attempts to make an argument

**Poorly written and/or unclear

**Placed appropriately in the paper
	**Not an arguable point.

**Poorly written and unclear

**Placed inappropriately in the paper.
	No thesis

	Evidence

(x1.0)
CCSS W-2, 9

RL-1
	**Strongly supports thesis

**Clear, relevant and highly developed/specific 

**Quotes well-chosen and seamlessly integrated

**Comes from appropriate sources
	**Supports thesis

**Clear, relevant, and mostly developed/specific

**Quotes well-chosen and mostly well-integrated

**Comes from appropriate sources
	**Mostly supports thesis

**Somewhat clear and relevant; or somewhat developed/specific

**Quotes somewhat well-chosen, and somewhat well integrated

**Comes from appropriate sources
	**Only supports part of the thesis

*Somewhat clear and relevant; and somewhat developed/specific 

**Quotes minimal and/or not integrated

**Some sources may be inappropriate
	**Does not support thesis

**Unclear , random, and not developed/specific

**Very few to no appropriate quotes

**Uses inappropriate sources
	No evidence

	 Analysis

(x1.0)
CCSS W-2

RL-2, 3, 4, 5
	** Creative, complex, clear, and original understanding of the text/content.

**Supports & connects clearly to evidence

**Accurate and well presented
	**Clear, complex, and original understanding of the text/content

**Supports & connects to evidence; could be more developed or address more nuance

**Accurate and well presented
	**Clear, lacks some originality and/or creativity in understanding the text/content

**Supports but does not clearly connect to evidence; or needs more development to go beyond surface

**Accurate and acceptably presented
	**Somewhat unclear ; lacks creativity and originality in understanding of the text/content

**Attempts to support but does not clearly relate to evidence; or needs much more development to go beyond surface

**Somewhat inaccurate and/or poorly presented
	**Unclear and unoriginal; does not understand the text/content

**Lack support and any relation to evidence

**Inaccurate and poorly presented
	No analysis

	Organization (x1)

(SEE BACK)

CCSS W-2, 4
	**Superb organization, easily readable and understandable

**Logical and coherent sequence

**Inviting, creative, complete intro

**Clear, complete, satisfying conclusion 
	**Clear, readable form

**Logical and mostly coherent sequence

**Inviting intro

**Satisfying conclusion
	**Clear and mostly readable 

**Somewhat logical & coherent sequence

**Basic introduction

**Basic conclusion
	**Somewhat clear, problems with readability

**Lacking in transitions or unfocused

**Intro lack connection to paper

**Weak conclusion, lacks connection
	**Unclear and unreadable

**Unfocused, incoherent, not logical
**Little to no intro

**Little to no conclusion 
	No attempt to organize

	Style 

(x1)

CCSS L-1, 2
	**Advanced and vivid persuasive use of language

**Advanced, creative use of mechanics

**Strong, unique voice
	** Adequate and vivid persuasive use of language

** Correct use of mechanics

**Clear voice
	**Mostly adequate use of language, some problems

** Mostly correct use of mechanics

**Some voice
	**Problems with word choice, grammar, and construction

**Problems with mechanics

**Developing voice
	**Major, distracting problems with word choice, grammar, and construction

**Major, distracting problems with mechanics

**Bland voice
	No coherent style



Rubric score





/55

Meets length requirement 

yes 

within 100 Words (-2.75 [5%])
no (-5.5 [10%])
CCSS L-3
Sources cited correctly 


yes 

minor errors (-2.75 [5%])

major errors (-4)
CCSS L-3
Correctly formatted


yes

minor errors (-2.75 [5%])

major errors (-4)
Final score


   


/55

“Superb” literary analysis organization which exceeds the standard includes: 

· Introduction Paragraph:

· An intriguing HOOK initially grabs the reader’s attention

· Appropriate BACKGROUND INFORMATION introduces the reader to your topic

· The TITLE AND AUTHOR of the text(s) you’re examining are introduced

· The introduction closes with your THESIS STATEMENT

· Body Paragraphs: 

· Begins with a TOPIC SENTENCE that alludes to your thesis

· EVIDENCE (quotes) is fluently introduced

· Effective transitions 

· Details from the text provide content to lead into your quote

· ANALYSIS


· Fully elaborate to show how your evidence supports your thesis statement

· Follows every piece of evidence you use

· Ends with a CONCLUDING SENTENCE to resolve the paragraph and restate the connection to the thesis

· Conclusion Paragraph:

· Begins with a RESTATEMENT OF YOUR THESIS in different words
· Introduces no new information
· Can briefly restate your evidence
· Closes with a concluding statement
· Persuasive writing will close with a call to action
Reflection on your writing progress:
· What were your strengths on this writing assessment?

· What writing skills or techniques do you need to focus on before we begin our next formal writing assignment?

· What are your analytical writing goals for this year and what progress have you made thus far in achieving them?
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