
Annotating Texts: Developing an Evaluative Essay Rubric
Total Possible Points: 100
Note: This rubric is for completing the assignment as an individual, not in a group.
	
	Unsatisfactory 1-5 points
	Needs Improvement
6-10 points
	Meets 
Expectations
11-15 points
	Exceeds Expectations
16-20 points
	Outstanding
21-25 points

	Area One: From Hamilton and Curran’s article, when you consider the city, in which your college is located, in what ways is it “greener and more inclusive” and, if not, in what areas might there be growth or improvement?
	The area may be lacking in development or may be missing in whole. Warrants for this rating might also include but not be limited to significant ambiguous statements, insufficient evidence, a lack of citations, and/or generalized or no explanations
	Area’s question has been answered, supported, and concluded, but some parts may have multiple errors or points of ambiguity. Conclusions may raise new facts or opinions 
	The area adequately answers question(s), provides support and explanation, and develops concluding statements. Conclusions do not introduce new material (facts or opinions). 
	The area meets expectations AND correctly uses in-text citations for paraphrases or quotes and shows an attempt to revise l insight(s) with few errors or ambiguity
	The area exceeds expectations AND thoroughly develops meaningful insights, and explanations without ambiguity or error. In-text citations are correct and accompanied with full text citations

	Area Two: In Joassart-Marcelli’s essay, when you consider the area near your college, how would you describe “the relationship between food and ethnicity”? Is this relationship “authentic” or “alternative”? Explain why or why not. 

	The area may be lacking in development or may be missing in whole. Warrants for this rating might also include but not be limited to significant ambiguous statements, insufficient evidence, a lack of citations, and/or generalized or no explanations
	Area’s question has been answered, supported, and concluded, but some parts may have multiple errors or points of ambiguity. Conclusions may raise new facts or opinions 
	The area adequately answers question(s), provides support and explanation, and develops concluding statements. Conclusions do not introduce new material (facts or opinions). 
	The area meets expectations AND correctly uses in-text citations for paraphrases or quotes and shows an attempt to revise l insight(s) with few errors or ambiguity
	The area exceeds expectations AND thoroughly develops meaningful insights, and explanations without ambiguity or error. In-text citations are correct and accompanied with full text citations

	Area Three: DiAngelis, Mhuireach, and Ishaq encourage individual composting, if you have resources to do so, and  municipal composts. Within the city, in which your college is located, what options, if any, of composting (individual or community) are available? 


	The area may be lacking in development or may be missing in whole. Warrants for this rating might also include but not be limited to significant ambiguous statements, insufficient evidence, a lack of citations, and/or generalized or no explanations
	Area’s question has been answered, supported, and concluded, but some parts may have multiple errors or points of ambiguity. Conclusions may raise new facts or opinions 
	The area adequately answers question(s), provides support and explanation, and develops concluding statements. Conclusions do not introduce new material (facts or opinions). 
	The area meets expectations AND correctly uses in-text citations for paraphrases or quotes and shows an attempt to revise l insight(s) with few errors or ambiguity
	The area exceeds expectations AND thoroughly develops meaningful insights, and explanations without ambiguity or error. In-text citations are correct and accompanied with full text citations

	Area Four: Students should also research food resources…. In your opinion, are these resources enough to meet college or community needs? What areas of growth or improvement do you think should be considered either based on the readings or in addition to them? 

	The area may be lacking in development or may be missing in whole. Warrants for this rating might also include but not be limited to significant ambiguous statements, insufficient evidence, a lack of citations, and/or generalized or no explanations
	Area’s question has been answered, supported, and concluded, but some parts may have multiple errors or points of ambiguity. Conclusions may raise new facts or opinions 
	The area adequately answers question(s), provides support and explanation, and develops concluding statements. Conclusions do not introduce new material (facts or opinions). 
	The area meets expectations AND correctly uses in-text citations for paraphrases or quotes and shows an attempt to revise l insight(s) with few errors or ambiguity
	The area exceeds expectations AND thoroughly develops meaningful insights, and explanations without ambiguity or error. In-text citations are correct and accompanied with full text citations
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