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	Item
	Excellent (5)
	Strong (4)
	Marginal (3)
	Weak (2)
	Unsatisfactory (1)

	Thesis

Score ___
	Central idea is clear, original and significant.  Consistently clear focus throughout.

  
	Central idea is worthy.  Thesis clarity and consistency of focus in the writing is good.
	Central idea is apparent but vague or trivial, or a worthy idea receives inconsistent focus. 


	Central idea is superficially presented or poorly maintained.
	Lacks a discernible central idea.

	Analytical Depth

Score ___
	Sophisticated use of definition, method, and evidentiary detail.  Shows precision of thought and breadth of understanding.


	Effective use of definition, method, and evidentiary detail Shows good thought and research effort.


	Displays knowledge of subject but inconsistent analytical rigor or questionable methodical effectiveness. 


	Displays superficial knowledge of subject or poor analytical development.


	Fails to develop a convincing analysis.

	Organization

Score ___
	Sophisticated selection of evidence and method.  Writing is consistently, logical, coherent, and easy to follow.


	Good use of evidence and method.  Writing is generally orderly and logical throughout.


	Organization apparent, but problems of logic or consistency undermine clarity and persuasiveness.
	Weak organizational strategy, or poor logical consistency and argumentative coherence.  
	Incoherent and ineffective evidentiary development.

	Supporting Evidence/ Research

Score ___
	Shows substantial research effort and evidentiary breadth.  Evidence is relevant and convincing throughout.  Sources are documented accurately. 

 
	Shows good research effort and evidentiary breadth.  Evidence is generally effective.  Sources are documented accurately. 


	Shows research effort but contains faulty, irrelevant, or insufficient evidence; or fails to document sources effectively. 
	Lacks depth of research or evidentiary sufficiency or fails to document sources fairly and correctly.
	Lacks supporting evidence, fails to document sources, or plagiarizes.

	Usage & Mechanics

Score ___
	Presents sophisticated rhetorical appeal that includes clear and precise choices of language and structure.
	Generally effective in form, with good use of language and structure.
	Passingly clear, but inadequately attentive to grammar, language, or syntax. 
	Contains frequent errors in syntax and vocabulary that confuse meaning.
	Contains serious syntax and grammar errors that obscure meaning.   


These guidelines will help you develop your writing skills and also guide you in evaluating your current proficiency. For environmental or coastal policy professional work in the future, you will need to write well. In fact, a substantial part of your career development, annual review, and promotion will depend on your ability to write clearly and sharply. You will need to write good memo’s, short briefing papers, reports, or, perhaps, even monographs or lengthy reports. If you find yourself stressed out or think you are deficient in some area of writing I suggest that you take a technical writing class. 
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