RUBRIC FOR ANNOTATED BIBLIOGRAPHIES

Assignment specifications and searching strategies

	  10                   9                    8
	    7                6                5              4
	    3                2             1               0

	Meets assignment specs of finding at least one article from Google and at least two from Academic Search Premier; fully explains search process including use of search terms 
	Meets assignment specs for using Google and Academic Search Premier, but only partially explains search process.
	Generally fails to meet assignment specs, explain search process, or show ability to use Academic Search Premier


Bibliographic citations

	  10                   9                    8
	    7                6                5              4
	    3                2             1               0

	Cites articles correctly using APA style for “Reference” list 


	Generally follows APA style but with missing elements or come mistakes in ordering or punctuation of data
	Doesn’t follow APA style


Article summaries

	  20                   18                    16
	    14                12                10              8
	    6                4              2               0

	Complete, clear, useful summaries of articles; puts source’s argument into writer’s own words with minimal quotation
	Summaries are satisfactory, but less complete, clear, accurate,  balanced, or idea-centered
	Summaries are too short, vague, or unclear to be useful.  Reader can’t benefit from writer’s research.  


Evaluative critique

	  20                   18                    16
	    14                12                10              8
	    6                4              2               0

	Useful and effective evaluative critiques of each article; identifies source and genre of article; effective rhetorical analysis of article and source; effective analysis of article’s usefulness for writer’s purpose 
	Generally satisfactory evaluative critique; may be strong on some articles but weak on others; may be less effective than a 16+ in analyzing each article rhetorically or analyzing its usefulness
	Weak or unsatisfactory evaluative critique; may be overly thin or not address required components of rhetorical analysis and evaluation of usefulness
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