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	Written Communication
	4
	3
	2
	1

	Standard conventions of grammar, punctuation, mechanics, and spelling
	Writer uses standard conventions (grammar, punctuation, mechanics, spelling) effectively. Nearly error free.
	Writer uses most standard conventions effectively. A few consistent errors.
	Writer uses standard conventions inconsistently. Many errors inhibit comprehension.
	Writer shows persistent errors in using standard conventions. Errors seriously impede reading comprehension.

	Content development and organization
	Content explores complex ideas that are used to shape compelling work.  
The paper demonstrates strong and purposeful organization with meaningful, fluid transitions that enhance flow and impact.
	Content demonstrates consideration of new ideas that are used to shape solid work. The paper is well organized and easy to follow. There is good flow and transition across supportive ideas and concepts.
	Content demonstrates attention to simple ideas that are evident in the work. Organizational structure is inconsistent. Transitions between supportive ideas and concepts are often rough.
	Content demonstrates consideration of simple ideas that are evident in some elements of work. The presentation of ideas is mostly random. The writing is difficult to follow and there is little to no organizational structure. 

	Effectiveness of expression
	Conveys idea to readers with good clarity and fluency consistently throughout the document. 
	Conveys idea to readers with general clarity and fluency, but there are a few areas where clarity and/or fluency could be improved.
	Conveys idea to readers with limited clarity. Writing lacks fluency.
	Fails to convey idea and lacks clarity of thought.  Writing is readable but lacks fluency.

	Critical Thinking
	4
	3
	2
	1

	Central focus
	Writer communicates central focus requiring support; focus is specific and sufficiently narrowed.
	Writer communicates a central focus requiring support; focus may be overly generalized or predictable.
	Writer communicates an over-generalized central focus.
	Writer does not communicate a clear central focus.

	Evidence
	Writer provides strong evidence; consistently utilizes and documents meaningful, objective, external evidence to support ideas and concepts.
	Writer provides evidence to support the central focus; evidence is objective/external with little subjective opinion and includes citations/documentation.
	Writer provides uneven or insufficient evidence; evidence may be disconnected from central focus or subjective and undocumented.
	Writer provides little or no evidence to support paper’s central focus.

	Valid inferences and clear conclusion
	Writer applies logical thought to produce arguments with valid inferences, organized reasoning and clear conclusion. Writer accurately explains where the evidence does and does not support the central focus. 
	Writer applies logical thought to produce arguments, but some inferences may be invalid; reasoning may not always be easy to follow. Conclusion weakly supported.
	Writer attempts to apply logical thought to produce arguments, but inferences may be inaccurate or fallacious. Conclusion drawn, but not supported.
	Writer does not attempt to draw inferences or use logical thought; restating a central focus is not reasoning.  No conclusion drawn.
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