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Introduction: Papers have a strong introduction which grabs the reader's 
attention.
Argument: The paper has a strong thesis statement which identifies the central 
arguments of the paper.
Supporting Argument: The paper has several subpoints that illustrate/support 
the thesis statement.
Sources: Sources are integrated seamlessly and e!ectively into the paper.
Cogent use of theories and concepts from course.

Conclusion: Papers have a strong conclusions where the thesis is restating and 
the main points are summed up.

Content Subtotal: _______ 30

TECHNIQUE /5 /4 /3 /2 /1

Good sentence structure, easy to read

E!ective paragraphing and transitions 

Formatting and Presentation: APA or MLA, name, ID number, 1 inch margins, 
double-spaced, 12 font, Times New Roman, 4 min. external sources, page limit.  
AND posted on blog

X X

Paragraph on division of labour, the challenges and benefits of collaborative 
writing and research.

X X X X
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Presentation /5 /4 /3 /2 /1

E!ective in communicating idea

Time Limit respected (5 min)
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COMS 324 / 4 — 2014 WINTER FINAL PROJECT RUBRIC / 2



COMS324: COMMUNICATION ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENT
RESEARCH PAPER

EXPLAINED

Final Grade _______ 50

COMS324: 
COMMUNICATION 

ANALYSIS OF 
ENVIRONMENT

/5 /4 /3 /2 /1

Introduction: Papers have a 
strong introduction which 
grabs the reader's attention.

These introductions 
introduce the reader to 
the object of inquiry, the 
background research, and 
their thesis statement in a 
concise, structured, and 
organized manner. These 
introductions capture the 
reader's attention and 
move smoothly into the 
body of the paper.

These introductions 
introduce the reader to the 
object of inquiry, the 
background research, and 
their thesis statement in a 
somewhat concise, 
structured, and organized 
manner. These introductions 
are less attention grabbing 
than 5, and move slightly 
clunkily from the 
introduction to the body of 
the paper.

These introductions 
introduce the reader to 
the object of inquiry the 
background, research, 
and their thesis 
statement in an 
unorganized manner. 
Some elements may be 
missing or undeveloped. 
These introductions do 
not grab the attention of 
the reader and do not 
move smoothly to the 
body of the paper.

These introductions 
poorly introduce the 
reader to the object of 
inquiry and may be 
missing the background 
research or thesis 
statement. These 
introductions are not 
organized and do not 
grab the reader's 
attention and the 
movement to the body 
is extremely choppy.

These introductions 
only briefly mention 
the object of inquiry 
and are missing the 
background research 
and thesis statement. 
These introductions 
are completely 
disorganized and 
there is no 
connection to the 
body of the paper.
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Argument: The paper has a 
strong thesis statement 
which identifies the central 
argument of the paper.

These thesis statements 
encapsulate what the 
entire paper is about and 
include what the student is 
arguing. Excellent thesis 
statements are concise and 
well developed. The entire 
paper always relates back 
to this thesis statement. 
These thesis statements go 
well beyond simply making 
observations.

These thesis statements 
encapsulate what the entire 
paper is about and include 
what the student is arguing. 
These thesis statements are 
less concise and less 
developed than those that 
receive a 5. The rest of the 
paper relates back to the 
thesis statement, but is less 
explicit than those that 
receive 5. These thesis 
statements go beyond simply 
making observations.

These thesis statements 
touch on most of what 
the paper is about, but 
are less comprehensive. 
These thesis statements 
need to be more concise 
and well developed.
The rest of the paper only 
makes some connections 
to the thesis statement, 
but they are not explicit. 
These thesis statements 
do not go beyond making 
observations.

These thesis statements 
are disconnected to 
what the paper 
discusses. These thesis 
statements are long and 
vague. The rest of the 
paper barely connects 
to the thesis statement. 
These thesis statements 
are descriptive 
observations rather than 
an argument.

These thesis 
statements are not 
explicit and are 
disconnected to the 
rest of the paper. 
These thesis 
statements are 
di!cult to find and 
are vague.
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Supporting Arguments: The 
paper has several subpoints 
that illustrate/support the 
thesis statement.

These arguments illustrate 
the thesis statement. 
These supporting 
arguments have topic 
sentences at the beginning 
of each paragraph which 
detail to the reader the 
supporting argument, they 
explicitly connect to the 
thesis statement and 
situate their object of 
inquiry within the 
scholarly field and specify 
its significance and 
relevance. These 
arguments analyze, in a 
well- developed paragraph, 
elements of their object of 
inquiry that illustrates 
their thesis statement.

These arguments illustrate 
the thesis statement. These 
supporting arguments have 
topic sentences at the 
beginning of each paragraph 
which detail to the reader 
the supporting argument, 
they are less explicitly 
connected to the thesis 
statement and the examples 
to help situate their object of 
inquiry and point to its 
relevance are less developed 
and analytical than those 
that receive 5. These still 
have a strong grasp on their 
object of inquiry to illustrate 
their thesis statement.

These arguments are less 
illustrative of the thesis 
statement. These thesis 
statements have weaker 
topic sentences which are 
vague in how they 
connect to the thesis 
statement, and the 
examples require much 
more development and 
analysis. The object of 
inquiry and its relevance 
are vague and do not 
clearly illustrate their 
thesis statement.

These arguments are 
not illustrative of the 
thesis statement. These 
thesis statements do 
not have topic 
sentences and the 
examples are not 
developed or analytical. 
The elements of the 
object of inquiry are 
very vague and are 
unconnected to the 
thesis statement.

These arguments do 
not illustrate the 
thesis statement. 
These thesis 
statements do not 
have topic sentences 
and do not use their 
object of inquiry as 
source of arguments.
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Sources: Course and external 
scholarly, and, media sources 
are integrated seamlessly 
and e!ectively into the 
paper.

These essays demonstrate 
an excellent understanding 
of their sources. They 
identify correctly the main 
arguments and key points 
of each source as 
necessary for their 
argument. They include 
relevant concepts and 
images. The sources are 
seamlessly integrated into 
the paper.

These essays demonstrate a 
good understanding of the 
sources. They identify 
correctly the main 
arguments and key points of 
each source as necessary for 
their argument. They include 
somewhat relevant concepts 
and images. The sources are 
somewhat seamlessly 
integrated into the paper.

These essays demonstrate 
a satisfactory 
understanding of the 
sources. They identify 
somewhat correctly the 
main arguments and key 
points of each source as 
necessary for their 
argument. They include 
some relevant concepts 
and images, but some 
concepts are not useful to 
the essay. The sources are 
integrated, but not 
seamlessly.

These essays 
demonstrate a lack of 
understanding of the 
sources. They identify 
some of the key 
arguments and points of 
each source as 
necessary for their 
argument. They include 
poor explanations of the 
key concepts and o"er 
poor or no relevant 
images. The sources do 
not connect with the 
argument and topic of 
the paper.

These essays 
demonstrate no 
understanding of the 
sources. They do not 
identify any key 
arguments or points 
of the sources. They 
do not include 
explanations of the 
key concepts  and 
images (if included) 
and they are not 
relevant to the 
argument and topic 
of the paper at all.
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Cogent use of theories and 
concepts from course

The argument and 
supporting arguments are 
explicitly connected, and 
the course materials are 
very well integrated into 
the fabric of the paper. 
This paper's elements 
function together.

The paper flows together 
well, but is a little bit more 
choppy than 5s. The 
argument and supporting 
arguments are less explicitly 
connected and the course 
materials are well integrated 
into the fabric of the paper. 

The paper flows well in 
few places, but overall can 
be very disconnected. The 
argument and supporting 
arguments are only 
slightly connected and 
the course materials are 
included in the paper, but 
are not integrated well. 
This paper's elements 
function together slightly, 
but overall produces a 
choppy paper.

The paper shows very 
little amount of 
research. The paper 
does not flow at all. The 
argument and 
supporting arguments 
are not connected and 
the course materials 
may not be fully 
included or well 
integrated. This paper 
may have some 
elements missing and 
those present are only 
vaguely connected.

The paper shows no 
research into the 
topic. The paper does 
not flow together and 
the course materials 
are not used and 
many elements are 
missing.

Conclusion: Papers have a 
strong conclusions where the 
thesis is restating and the 
main points are summed up.

These conclusions restate 
the thesis statement and 
wrap up all supporting 
arguments and go far 
beyond simply making 
observations. These 
responses are memorable 
and insightful. This is a 
concise paragraph which is 
structured and well 
organized.

These conclusions restate 
the thesis statement and 
wrap up all supporting 
arguments. These responses 
are less memorable and 
insightful, but still go beyond 
simply making observations. 
This is a concise paragraph 
which is slightly less 
structured and organized and 
vaguer than papers that 
receive 5.

These conclusions include 
a vague restating of their 
thesis statement and may 
only wrap up some 
supporting arguments. 
These responses are not 
memorable or insightful 
and rely on simply stating 
observations. This 
paragraph should be more 
concise and requires 
much more organization.

These conclusions 
vaguely restate the 
thesis statement, but 
does not wrap up the 
supporting arguments. 
This paragraph is 
disorganized and 
unclear.

These conclusions do 
not restate the thesis 
and do not wrap up 
supporting 
arguments. This 
paragraph is 
disorganized and 
unclear and does not 
connect to the rest of 
the paper.

Content Subtotal: _______ 30
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TECHNIQUE /5 /4 /3 /2 /1

Good sentence structure; easy 
to read.

These responses are very 
well written. Responses are 
clear, concise, avoiding 
repetition, avoiding overly 
broad/general statements, 
and the writing flows well. 
No grammatical or spelling 
errors.

These responses are well 
written. Responses are 
clear and concise, 
responses may employ 
somewhat general 
language, and may be 
slightly di!cult to read at 
times, but overall, solid 
writing. Some 
grammatical or spelling 
errors, but do not detract 
from meaning.

These responses are written 
to satisfaction. Responses 
are not always clear, 
language is not concise, 
general language, at times 
di!cult to read . Some 
grammatical and spelling 
errors that obscure 
meaning.

These responses are 
poorly written. 
Responses somewhat 
clear at points. 
Writing makes very 
little sense. Reading is 
rendered di!cult due 
to spelling and 
grammatical errors.

These responses are 
very poorly written. 
Very unclear writing, 
run-on sentences, and 
makes very little sense. 
Reading is rendered 
very di!cult due to 
spelling and grammatical 
errors.

E!ective paragraphing and 
transitions

These responses are 
extremely well organized 
with logical transitions from 
paragraph to paragraph. 
These responses are well- 
structured, ideas are built on 
each other.

These responses are well 
organized with logical 
transitions from 
paragraph to paragraph. 
These responses are well- 
structured, ideas are built 
on each other  but not as 
strong as 5s.

These responses are well 
organized with choppy 
transitions from paragraph 
to paragraph, the 
organization and structure is 
somewhat logical and ideas 
can be scattered.

These responses are 
poorly written. 
Responses are not 
always clear, language 
is wordy general, and 
di!cult to read. Many 
grammatical and 
spelling errors that 
obscure meaning.

These responses are 
poorly written and 
poorly or not organized. 
Paragraphs do not flow 
and ideas are completely 
scattered. Very unclear 
writing, run-on 
sentences, and makes 
very little sense. 
Reading is rendered 
very di!cult due to 
spelling and grammatical 
errors.
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Formatting — APA or MLA, 
name, ID number, 1 inch 
margins, double-spaced, 12 
font, Times New Roman, 5-6 
pgs.  AND handed in with 
Proposal Outline Rubric

X X

Paragraph on division of 
labour, the challenges and 
benefits of collaborative 
writing and research.

X X X X

Technique Subtotal: _______ 14

Presentation /5 /4 /3 /2 /1
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E!ective in 
communicating 
idea

Presentation demonstrates 
an excellent understanding 
of essay. Thesis statements 
encapsulate what the entire 
project is about and include 
what the student is arguing. 
Excellent thesis statements 
are concise and well 
developed. Able to 
seamlessly integrate 
theories. Presentation style 
is e"ective and supports the 
kind of messages in the 
essay. If Collab: Team 
demonstrates excellent 
collaborative e"ort in 
speaking. 

Presentation demonstrates an 
excellent understanding of 
essay. Thesis statements 
encapsulate what the entire 
project is about and include 
what the student is arguing. 
Thesis statements are concise 
and well developed, but at 
times not as clear. Correctly 
and cogently identifies main 
arguments and able to 
seamlessly integrate theories 
but less than a 5. Presentation 
style is e"ective and supports 
the kind of messages being 
argued in the essay. T If Collab: 
eam demonstrates 
collaborative e"ort in speaking. 

Presentation demonstrates 
a satisfactory 
understanding of essay. 
Thesis statements 
encapsulate what the entire 
project is about and include 
some arguments. Thesis 
statements are concise and 
well developed, but at times 
not as clear. Identifies main 
arguments but integration 
of theories is choppy. 
Presentation style is 
e"ective and somewhat 
supports the kind of 
messages in the essay. If 
Collab: Team demonstrates 
collaborative e"ort in 
speaking. 

Presentation demonstrates 
some understanding of 
essay. Statements are only 
descriptive observations 
rather than an argument. 
Barely or does not identify 
main arguments and 
theories. Presentation style 
is wordy, redundant and 
informal and does not 
support the kind of 
messages in the essay. If 
Collab: Team demonstrates 
little collaborative e"ort in 
speaking. 

Presentation 
demonstrates no or 
very little of essay. 
Statements are vague 
descriptions of the 
project. Presentation 
style is ine"ective and 
does not support the 
kind of messages in 
the essay. If Collab: 
Team demonstrates 
no e"ort in 
collaborative 
speaking. 

Time Limit 
respected (5 min)

X X X X

Presentation Subtotal: _______ 6
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