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The University of Melbourne criteria for marking are foundational and strictly followed; this rubric provides a set of descriptors to guide the marking process. 

Note that the checks on this rubric indicate focal areas of attention and essential points of differentiation but were not divided into strict points or percentages.
	Area 
	Excellent 
	Superior 
	Competent 
	Developing
	Unsatisfactory

	Argumentation, structure, discussion and conclusion
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Excellent argumentation

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Logical structure
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Insightful discussion
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Logical conclusion
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Complex argumentation

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Clear structure 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Supported discussion
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Sound conclusion
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Competent argumentation

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Identifiable structure 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Descriptive discussion

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Summative conclusion
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Developing argumentation

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Unclear structure 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Unsupported discussion

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Sporadic conclusion
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Largely descriptive
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Faulty structure 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Faulty discussion

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Illogical conclusion 

	Demonstrated understanding of the topic area
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Fluent and interwoven conceptualization 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Summaries and syntheses are very well written 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Sophisticated theoretical understanding
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Integrated conceptualization
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Summaries and syntheses are sound and consistent

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Superior theoretical understanding 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Conceptualization inconsistent
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Summaries and syntheses are sound but inconsistent 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Competent theoretical understanding 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Insecure or sporadic conceptualization
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Summaries and syntheses are weak and inconsistent
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Weak theoretical understanding 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Absent conceptualization 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Summaries and syntheses are faulty
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Little theoretical understanding

	Expression, mechanics, academic style
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No errors in expression
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Ease of reading

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Correct punctuation and grammar throughout the paper
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Engaging academic style 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Minor errors in expression 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 At times, reading is slowed

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Few punctuation and grammatical errors 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Sound academic style
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Noticeable errors in expression 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Some difficulty in reading

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Some punctuation and grammar errors mar the paper
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Competent academic style 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Key errors in expression 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Reading is impeded

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Several punctuation and grammar errors
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Developing academic style 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Significant errors 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Difficult reading 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Poor punctuation and grammar
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Undeveloped style

	Use and presentation of academic references 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 All citations are from recognized academic sources 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Citations use is correct, consistent and relevant 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 References go well beyond assigned reading 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Most citations are from recognized academic sources 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Citation use is systematic and appropriate
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 References go beyond assigned reading


	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Several citations are from recognized academic sources; others may lack credibility 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Citation use is systematic but occasionally faulty 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 References consist of assigned readings only
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Some citations are from recognized academic sources; several lack credibility 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Citations are sporadic or irrelevant
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Few assigned readings are used
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Few, if any, citations are academic  

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Citations are absent; usage is faulty
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No assigned readings are used 


