Scientific Communication Writing Assignment Rubric — Peer Evaluation

your name: Zara Quraishi

assignment reviewed: 4

Using the rubric below, please evaluate each of your assigned news articles in each of the areas
shown, filling out a separate evaluation form for each news article. Please highlight the part of
the rubric text that explains why you chose a specific assessment category. In the “General

Feedback™ section at the bottom of this form, please include more specific feedback, including

things that you liked as well as things that you feel could be improved upon and suggestions on

how to improve them.

Excellent

Good

Needs Improvement

Content:

Does the news article
onvey the writer’s
nderstanding of a
[iological topic?

[he news article
ntroduces a biological
opic and clearly
llustrates the writer’s
inderstanding of the
opic including what is
mown and not known
ibout it and how
inderstanding the
viology associated with
he topic helps us
inderstand larger issues
)T concepts.

[he news article
ntroduces a biological
opic and presents
nformation about it,
put the topic is not
xplained clearly or
Joesn’t distinguish
petween what is known
's. what is not known
)r doesn’t explain how
inderstanding the
piology associated with
he topic helps us
inderstand larger
ssues or concepts.

[he news article does
ot illustrate the writers
inderstanding of the
opic and does not
ndicate what is known
’s. what is not known or
1ow understanding the
piology associated with
he topic helps us
inderstand larger issues
r concepts.

udience:
s the writing
ppropriate for the
arget audience?

[he news article avoids
argon and clearly
lefines terms and ideas
or a non-expert
ludience.

[he news article
Jefines or explains
ome terms, but some
cey terms or ideas
vould be challenging
or a non-expert
judience.

[he news article lacks
lefinitions and
xplanations, making
he topic inaccessible to
non-expert audience.

Drganization:

s the news article
learly organized?

[he news article is well
yrganized and easy to
ollow with good

'he news article is
renerally organized and
asy to follow but

[he news article is
lisorganized, and the
nformation presented
loesn’t flow well.




ransitions between the
varagraphs.

onceptual connections
ren’t always clear.

Rubric continues on next page

Excellent

Good

Needs Improvement

ormat, spelling &
rammar:
oes the news article
llow the
ecommended format
nd is it free of writing
rrors?

[he news article follows
ruidelines for paper
ength and format and
1as been carefully
roofread for spelling
ind grammatical
nistakes.

['he news article is
jutside the
ecommended length
)r does not conform to
he formatting
fuidelines; the news
irticle contains a small
pumber of spelling
Ind/or grammatical
rrors.

[he news article is
ignificantly outside the
ecommended length
nd does not conform to
he formatting
ruidelines; the news
rticle contains
jumerous spelling
nd/or grammatical
ITOTS.

Citations:

re the citations
resented
ppropriately?

[he news article
‘ontains appropriate
n-text citations and a
ist of references for all
ource material.

['he news article is
nissing either
jppropriate in-text
itations or a list of
eferences.

[he news article is
nissing appropriate
n-text citations and a
ist of references OR
itations are missing for
ne or more sources.

ationale for choosing
pic:

id the writer indicate
hy they chose the
pic?

[he rationale for
'hoosing the topic is
learly explained.

No rationale for the
opic’s choice is
provided.

General feedback (5 points):

Consider explaining what Parkinsons is in the first paragraph because that is your topic. Indent
parapgraphs so it is easier to read. I think it also needs to be proofread, the explanation of the
article is thorough but some redundant words make it unclear. I think you may want to add more
background information to help understand the first article's content. Also needs in-text citations.
I like the conclusion connecting this research to understanding other mental illnesses!




Overall assessment (excellent, good, needs improvement):

I think this article is good but needs to be proofread and edited to create a better flow. The
explanation of each article is thorough but some wording is unclear and could be improved.
Overall, I think with proofreading this essay will be excellent.



