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) o ETS's Essay Rubiric

Score of 4: Advanced

Score of 3: Proficient

Score of 2: Partial

Score of L Inadequate

°

°

°

Demonstrates thorough com-
prehension of the source ext.
Shows an understanding of
the text's cencral idea(s) and
of most important derzils and
hew chey intercelate, der-
onstrating 2 comprehensive
understanding of the text,

It free of errors of fact or
interpretation with regard to
the text.

Makes skillful use of textual
evidence {quotations, para-
phrases, or both), demonstrat-
ing a complete understanding
of the source text.

+ Demonstrates effective
comprehension of the
SOUICE TeXT.

Shows an undersranding of
the text’s central ideals) and
imporrant derails.

Is free of substantive errors
of facr znd interpreration
with regard to the text.
Makes appropriate use of
textual evidence (quota-
tions, paraphrases, or both),
demonsirating 2n under-
standing of the source rext.

Demaonstrates some compre-
hension of the source text.
Shows an underscanding of
the text’s cenrral ideals) bur
not of imporrant derails,
May contain errors of fact
and/or interpretation with
regard to the wx.

Makes limited and/or
haphazard use of rextual
evidence (quotartions, para-
phrases, or both), demon-
strating some understanding
of the source text.

-+

*

* Demnonstraces lictle or no com-
prehension of the source wexr.

* Pzils ro show an nnderstand-

ing of the texr’s cencral idea(s),

and may include only details

without reference to central

idea(s),

May contain numerous esrors

of fact and/for interprerarion

with regard ro the text.

Makes lirtle or no use of

textnal evidence (quotations,

_ parapheases, or both), demon-
strating litele or no under-
standing of che source wext.

Analysis

"

3

Offers an insightful analysis of
the source texr and demosn-
strates & sophisticared under-
standing of the apalytical rask.
Offers 2 thorough, well-
considered evaluarion of

the aurhor’s use of evidence,
reasoning, and/for stylistic and
persuasive elements, andlor
feature(s) of the student’s own
choosing. -

Contains relevant, sufficient,
and strategically chosen sup-
port for claim(s) or point(s)
made.

Focuses consistently on those
features of the text that are
most relevant to addressing
the rask.

-

Offers an effective analysis
of the source text and dem-
onstrates an understanding
of the znalyrical rask.
Competently evalvares the
surhor's use of evidence,
reasoning, and/or stylistic
and persuasive elements,
and/or feature(s) of the stu-
dent’s own choosing.
Contains relevant and suf
ficient support for claim(s)
ar point(s) made.

Focuses primarily on those
fearures of che rext thatare
most relevant to addressing
the task.

-

Offers limired analysis of the
source texr and demonsirates
only partial understanding
of the analytical rask.
Identifies and atcempss
deseribe the author’s use of
evidence, reasoning, and/

or stylistic and persuasive
elements, endfor fearure(s) of
the student’s own choosing,
bur merely asserrs rather
than explaing their impor-
rance, Cr one ur more ﬁSPCCES
of the response’s analysis are
unwarranted based on the
text,

Contains litile or no suppore
for claim(s) or poin(s} made.
May lack a clear focus on
those fearures of the text that
are most relevant to address-
ing the task.

-

-

Offers lirtle or no analysis

or ineffecrive analysis of the
S0ULCE EX1 E.ﬂd dEmDﬂSIIEtCS
litie or no underscanding of
the analyric task.

1denrifies witheut explanation
some aspects of the authors
use of evidence, reasoning,
and/os stylistic and persuasive
elements, and/or feature(s) of
the student’s choosing,
Numerous aspects of the
response’s analysis ate unwar-
ranted based on the text.
Conrains lictle or no suppore
for claimfs) or point(s) made.
or support is largely irrelevant,
May not focus on fearures

of the text that are relevaat

to addressing the rask or the
response offers no discern-
ible analysis {e.g,, is largely or
exclusively summary).




mand of language.

-

claim.

the essay.

Writing

= Cohesive and demonstrates a
highly effective use and com-

Includes a precise cencral

Inchudes 2 skillful introduc-
tion and conciusion. The
response demonstrares a delib-
erate and highly effective pro-
gression of ideas both within
paragrzphs and throughout

Wide variety in sentence
structures. The response
demonstrates a consisient use
of precise word choice. The
response mainains a formal
style and objecrive tone.
Shows a strong command of
the conventions of standard
written English and is free or
virtually free of erross.

* Maostly cohesive and dem-
onstrates effective use and
control of language,

» Includes a central claim er
implicit controlling idea.

* Includes an efective intro-
duction and conclusion. The
response demonstrares 2
clear progression of ideas
both within paragraphs and
throughout the essay.

*+ Varlery in sentence
structures. The response
dermonstrates some precise
ward choice. The response
mainrains 2 formal style

and objective tone.

» Shows 2 good control of
the conventions of standard
written English and is free
of significant exrors that
detraet from the qualicy of
writing,

» Demonsrrares lictle o1 no
cohesion and limired skiil

in the use and control of
language.

May lack 2 clear cenural
claim or controlling idea or
may deviate from the claim
or idea over the course of the
responsé.

May include an incffective
introduction and/for conclus
sion. The response may dem-
QASITale 50me progrcssion O{
ideas within paragraphs bur
not throughout the response.
Limired variety in sentence
SLILCTUTES; SERTENCE STruc-
tures mmay be repertitive.
Demanstrates general or
vague wozd choice; word
choice may be zepetitive. The
response may deviate notice-
ably from a formal seyle and
objective tone.

Shows a limited control of
the conventions of standard
written English and contains
ecrozs that detract from the
quality of writing and may
impede undersranding.

v

L]

«

* Demonstrates firde or oy o

cebesion 2and inadequage
skill in the use and Contg) o
language. i
May lack a clear central o)y
or controlling idea. -
Lacks a recognizable ingy,.
ducrion and conclusion, T,
response does not have a g;;.
cernible progression of idey
Lacks variery in sentence
STTUCTUreS; SENTERCE Struc.
tures may be repeticive, T,
response demonstrates gener,|
and vague word choice; wasd
choice may be poor or inzc.
curate. The response may |z,
a formal styte and objective
tone,

Shows a weak control of the
conventions of standard wrir-
ten English and may conuin
numerous errors that under-
mine the quality of writiag,
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