Analytic Essay Scoring Guide
9-8
 FORMCHECKBOX 
Excellent use of thoughtfully chosen, apt, and specific concrete details and references to the text

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Demonstrates significant understanding of the passage, its intent, and the rhetorical strategies the author employs.

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Response to the prompt and/or topic is cogent (convincing), insightful, and perceptive commentary and interpretation—free of plot summary; ideas are expressed with clarity and skill. Skillfully addresses the “what,” the “how,” and the “why” in the prompt. 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
Well organized with careful development; excellent thesis; logically ordered, strong conclusions; smooth transitions (not “First,…Second,…)
 FORMCHECKBOX 
Well-written, with pleasing sentence variety, sound sentence structure (no fragments, run-ons), precise and fresh diction (word choice). Uses the literary present, third person (if necessary) and few “to be” verbs.

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Virtually no errors in conventions such as spelling, grammar, usage, and mechanics.

A 9 essay is above the pack—fresh, sophisticated, marked with stylistic finesse
7-6

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Effectively uses well-chosen and specific concrete details and references to the text

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Demonstrates sufficient examination of the author's point and the rhetorical strategies he uses to enhance the central idea.

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Commentary and analysis is thoughtful and convincing, but less insightful and less developed than a 9-8. Effectively addresses the “what” and the “how” but misses the “why.”

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Sound organization, intelligent, but less effective thesis, logically ordered, effective conclusion, good use of transitions. 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Well written, with some sentence variety; good sentence structure, high-level and varied diction. Uses the literary present and third person (if appropriate) most of the time.

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Few errors in conventions—spelling, grammar, usage, and mechanics. 

A 6 is a “safe” paper; carefully done, but needs more

5

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Contains and uses concrete details and textual references correctly, but it may be superficial, obvious, and/or vague
 FORMCHECKBOX 
Demonstrates uneven or insufficient understanding of how rhetorical strategies create an author's point.  Often, the writer merely lists or observes in the passage instead of analyzing effect. 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
Commentary is generic, but contains some analysis. Writing displays writer’s ideas in an overly generalized fashion. 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Paper is organized, adequate thesis, but may not address the complexity of the question, logically ordered, adequate conclusion, contains transitions. 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Little sentence variety, but adequate sentence structure, diction is adequate and correct, but may be repetitive or generic. May drift from literary present or slip into inappropriate voice (ex. going from 3rd person to 1st)

 FORMCHECKBOX 
May have some, but not serious, errors in conventions—spelling grammar, usage, mechanics. 

A 5 paper meets the assignment, but  seems general and mechanical
4-3

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Contains some supporting evidence, but is weak, paraphrase, vague or inaccurate.

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Demonstrates little discussion of rhetorical strategies or incorrect identification and/or analysis of those strategies.

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Analysis and commentary is weak, misguided, and/or inaccurate and unclear. Response paraphrase and plot summary opposed to analysis. Writing does address the topic and conveys the writer’s ideas, but is underdeveloped. Response fails to adequately address the question.
 FORMCHECKBOX 
Paper shows some sense organization, imprecise thesis or merely a restatement of the question; ideas may drift from or are not connected to the thesis; weak conclusion may lack transitions and topic sentences.

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Little sentence variety; sentence structure errors, generic and/or repetitive diction—overuse or misuse of “I” and/or “you”
 FORMCHECKBOX 
Weak control over conventions—spelling, grammar, usage, mechanics

A 3 compounds the weakness of a 4: weaker writing skills, less organization,

misinterpretations, inadequate development and serious omissions.

2-1

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Very little, if any, concrete details and textual support; if present, it is unacceptably vague.

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Demonstrates little ability to analyze or identify rhetorical strategies.  May misread the prompt and replace it with easier tasks, such as paraphrasing the passage or listing some strategies used.

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Plot summary and/or paraphrase substitute for commentary and analysis; some attempt to answer the question, but with very little clarity and coherence

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Lack of control over organization and development; may ramble; thesis is weak or nonexistent; a restatement of the question or absent altogether 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Little sentence variety; may have distracting errors in sentence structure and diction
 FORMCHECKBOX 
Weak control and distracting errors in conventions—spelling, grammar, usage, mechanics 

A 1 paper is unacceptably brief or incoherently long, full of mechanical errors, and/ or missed the focus of the topic
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