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APPENDIX G
:  W

RITING
 INTENSIVE RUBRIC 

 

 
Q

EP SLO
 1 

Inquiry and Source Use 
Q

EP SLO
 2 

Context, Purpose, Audience 
Q

EP SLO
 4 

Proofreading and Editing 
Q

EP SLO
 5 

Aw
areness 

 

W
riter uses w

riting to investigate 
com

plex, relevant topics and address 
significant questions through 
engagem

ent w
ith and effective use of 

credible sources. 

W
riter produces w

riting that 
reflects an aw

areness of context, 
purpose, and audience of their 
m

ajor disciplines and/or career 
fields. 

W
riter proofreads and edits his 

or her ow
n w

riting, avoiding 
gram

m
atical and m

echanical 
errors. 
 

W
riter assesses and explains the 

m
ajor choices that they m

ake in his 
or her w

riting (based on self-
analysis). 
 

4 
E

xcellent 

D
ocum

ents dem
onstrate the w

riter’s 
ability to identify and fully engage 
significant questions relevant to the 
course. 

D
ocum

ents consistently 
dem

onstrate a keen aw
areness of 

audience, purpose, and 
conventions of the 
discipline/course. 

D
ocum

ents consistently display 
careful proofreading and are 
largely free of surface-level 
errors. 

T
he analysis clearly dem

onstrates 
the w

riter’s ability to identify and 
explain the w

riting choices and 
strategies used in the portfolio 
docum

ents. 

3 
G

ood 

D
ocum

ents dem
onstrate the w

riter’s 
ability to engage m

eaningful questions 
relevant to the course, but w

ith 
occasional lapses. 

D
ocum

ents dem
onstrate an 

aw
areness of audience, purpose, 

and conventions of the 
discipline/course w

ith only 
occasional lapses. 
 

D
ocum

ents reflect the 
proofreading efforts of the w

riter 
and include only occasional 
surface-level errors. 
 

T
he analysis dem

onstrates the 
w

riter’s ability to identify and explain 
the w

riting strategies used in the 
portfolio docum

ents, w
ith only 

occasional areas that are confusing 
or incom

plete. 

2 
A

dequate 

D
ocum

ents dem
onstrate the w

riter’s 
ability to engage questions that are 
relevant to the course, but in lim

ited 
w

ays. 

D
ocum

ents dem
onstrate an 

uneven aw
areness of audience, 

purpose, and conventions of the 
discipline/course. 

D
ocum

ents evidence som
e 

proofreading and editing, but 
several surface-level errors 
rem

ain. 

T
he analysis dem

onstrates that the 
w

riter is som
etim

es able to identify 
and/or explain the w

riting strategies 
used in the portfolio docum

ents, but 
there are several areas that are 
confusing or incom

plete. 

1 
P

oor 

D
ocum

ents largely fail to dem
onstrate 

engagem
ent w

ith questions relevant 
to the course. 

D
ocum

ents largely fail to 
dem

onstrate an aw
areness of 

audience, purpose, and 
conventions of the 
discipline/course. 

D
ocum

ents reflect m
inim

al or 
ineffective proofreading and 
editing strategies. N

um
erous 

surface-level errors rem
ain. 

T
he analysis largely fails to 

dem
onstrate an ability to identify and 

explain w
riting strategies in the 

portfolio docum
ents. 


