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Writing Traits Employed for Assessment

· Technical Content

10
The writer displays a solid understanding of the technical aspects of the experiment, including the impact of the assumptions made.  The calculations are properly performed.  Graphs are properly prepared and display the key ideas being presented.   Attempts are made to quantitatively explain the data.

6
While the technical concepts presented are, in general, valid, the writer does not convey a command of the subject.  Minor mistakes exist in handling the data.  Only limited attempts are made to describe the accuracy of the data quantitatively.  Conclusions are not firmly supported by the data.

2
The writer lacks an understanding of the subject.  The calculations are not done correctly.  Invalid conclusions are reached.  Attempts at providing a quantitative interpretation of the results are limited.

· Ideas

10
Report is clear and focused.  It holds the reader’s attention.  Relevant details enrich and clarify the ideas presented.  The graphs and charts are selected to enhance the readers understanding of the data and experimental outcomes.

6
Report is clear and focused, yet the overall product does not especially hold the reader’s interest.  Attempts are made to support the main concepts and conclusions, yet these may be limited or obvious,  too general, etc.

2
Report lacks clear direction.  Purpose is unclear.  Ideas are not substantiated or the reader is left to draw his/her own conclusions. 

· Organization and Development

5
Organization is consistent with standard conventions.  It leads the reader clearly through the material to the conclusions.

3
The reader can follow what is being said, but the overall organization is not effective at conveying the main themes of the work.

1
The report is disjointed and lacks direction.  One cannot follow the work being presented.

· Voice/Tone

5
The writer’s style follows convention and is engaging.  It should read as though the author is actively involved in the work and its presentation as a written document.

3
The writer does not seem to be fully involved in presenting the results of the experiments.  The presentation seems to be routine.

1
The writer seems indifferent to how the information is being presented.  The writing seems mechanical.  The presentation of the material may be too casual.

· Word Choice

5
The language is precise, and the choice of words is accurate for the material being discussed.  The vocabulary is not overdone;  the writing is concise.

3
The message is conveyed, but could be more clear or more direct.  The language is merely functional.  The text contains only familiar words and phrases.  Redundancies often exist.  Useful detail is often omitted.

1
A limited vocabulary is employed;  the words chosen are imprecise, if not incorrect.  It ranges from being too vague to too redundant as to detract from understanding the content.  The language is repetitive.   

· Fluency

5
The report is easy to read.  The sentences are well structured.  It is easy to make the transition from one idea to another.

3
While there is fluidity to the writing, occasional awkward sentence structure causes the reader to stop and reread material in order to gain an understanding of what is being said.

1
The report is very difficult to read or to follow.  Mechanically, the sentences are choppy, incomplete, random, or just plain awkward.

· Writing Conventions

10
Basically the report contains excellent grammar and spelling.  The writer clearly has a grasp of standard writing conventions and can implement these conventions to better convey his/her ideas.  One has to search for errors.

6
The grammar and spelling in the report is essentially correct.  Errors are noticeable and begin to detract from the readability.  One can understand what is being said, but the errors distract.

2
The document contains numerous spelling and grammatical errors.  The product is difficult to read.  It becomes difficult for the reader to focus on the content;  the document must be reread if the meaning is to be obtained.

