FCPS Secondary English & Language Arts Rubrics
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	Construct Measured
	Score Point 4
	Score Point 3
	Score Point 2
	Score Point 1
	Score Point 0
	

	Comprehension
	The student response provides an accurate analysis* of what the text says explicitly and inferentially and cites convincing textual evidence* to support the analysis, showing full comprehension of complex ideas expressed in the text(s).
	The student response provides an accurate analysis* of what the text says explicitly and inferentially and cites textual evidence* to support the analysis, showing extensive comprehension of ideas expressed in the text(s).
	The student response provides a mostly accurate analysis* of what the text says explicitly or inferentially and cites textual evidence*, shows a basic comprehension of ideas expressed in the text(s).
	The student response provides a minimally accurate analysis* of what the text says and cites textual evidence*, shows limited comprehension of ideas expressed in the text(s).
	The student response provides an inaccurate analysis* or no analysis of the text, showing little to no comprehension of ideas expressed in the text(s).
	
Reading Score






Comments:


	WRITING

	Construct Measured
	Score Point 4
	Score Point 3
	Score Point 2
	Score Point 1
	Score Point 0
	

	Development of Ideas
	The student response addresses the prompt and provides effective and comprehensive development of the claim*, topic* and/or narrative elements* by using clear and convincing reasoning, details, text-based evidence*, and/or description; the development is consistently appropriate to the task, purpose, and audience.
	The student response addresses the prompt and provides effective development of the claim*, topic* and/or narrative elements* by using clear reasoning, details, text-based evidence*, and/or description; the development is largely appropriate to the task, purpose, and audience.
	The student response addresses the prompt and provides some development of the claim*, topic* and/or narrative elements* by using some reasoning, details, text-based evidence*, and/or description; the development is somewhat appropriate to the task, purpose, and audience.
	The student response addresses the prompt and provides minimal development of the claim*, topic* and/or narrative elements* by using limited reasoning, details, text-based evidence* and/or description; the development is limited in its appropriateness to the task, purpose, and/or audience.
	The student response is underdeveloped and therefore inappropriate to the task, purpose, and/or audience.
	
Writing Score






Comments:

	Organization
	The student response demonstrates purposeful coherence*, clarity, and cohesion, and includes a strong introduction*, conclusion, and a logical, well-executed progression of ideas, making it easy to follow the progression of ideas.
	The student response demonstrates a great deal of coherence*, clarity, and cohesion, and includes an introduction*, conclusion, and a logical progression of ideas, making it fairly easy to follow the progression of ideas.
	The student response demonstrates some coherence*, clarity, and/or cohesion, and includes an introduction*, conclusion, and logically grouped ideas, making the progression of ideas usually discernible but not obvious.
	The student response demonstrates limited coherence*, clarity, and/or cohesion, making the progression of ideas somewhat unclear.
	The student response demonstrates a lack of coherence*, clarity and cohesion.
	

	LANGUAGE

	Construct Measured
	Score Point 4
	Score Point 3
	Score Point 2
	Score Point 1
	Score Point 0
	

	Clarity of Language
	The student response establishes and maintains an effective style*, while attending to the norms and conventions* of the discipline. The response uses precise language* consistently, including descriptive words and phrases, sensory details, linking and transitional words, words to indicate tone, and/or domain-specific vocabulary.
	The student response establishes and maintains an effective style*, while attending to the norms and conventions* of the discipline. The response uses mostly precise language*, including descriptive words and phrases, sensory details, linking and transitional words, words to indicate tone, and/or domain-specific vocabulary.
	The student response establishes and maintains a mostly effective style*, while attending to the norms and conventions* of the discipline. The response uses some precise language*, including descriptive words and phrases, sensory details, linking and transitional words, words to indicate tone and/or domain-specific vocabulary
	The student response has a style* that has limited effectiveness, with limited awareness of the norms of the discipline. The response includes limited descriptions, sensory details, linking or transitional words, words to indicate tone, or domain-specific vocabulary.
	The student response has an inappropriate style*. The student writing shows little to no awareness of the norms of the discipline. The response includes little to no precise language.
	
Language Score






Comments:

	Knowledge of
Language and
Conventions
	The student response demonstrates command of the conventions* of standard English consistent with effectively edited* writing. Though there may be a few minor errors in grammar and usage, meaning is clear throughout the response.
	The student response demonstrates command of the conventions* of standard English consistent with edited* writing. There may be a few distracting errors in grammar and usage, but meaning is clear.
	The student response demonstrates inconsistent command of the conventions* of standard English. There are a few patterns of errors in grammar and usage that may occasionally impede understanding.
	The student response demonstrates limited command of the conventions* of standard English. There are multiple errors in grammar and usage demonstrating minimal control over language. There are multiple distracting errors in grammar and usage that sometimes impede understanding.
	The student response demonstrates little to no command of the conventions* of standard English. There are frequent and varied errors in grammar and usage, demonstrating little or no control over language. There are frequent distracting errors in grammar and usage that often impede understanding.
	



	Raw Score
	3.76-4.0
	3.51-3.75
	3.26-3.5
	3.01-3.25
	2.76-3.0
	2.51-2.75
	2.26-2.5
	2.01-2.25
	1.76-2.0
	1.51-1.75
	1.26-1.5
	1.01-1.25
	0.76-1.0
	0.51-0.75
	0.26-0.5
	0.01-0.25
	0.0

	Percentage
	100%
	97%
	94%
	90%
	87%
	84%
	81%
	77%
	74%
	71%
	68%
	64%
	61%
	58%
	55%
	51%
	48%









	
LISTENING (i.e. responding to a presentation)

	Construct Measured
	Score Point 4
	Score Point 3
	Score Point 2
	Score Point 1
	Score Point 0
	

	Comprehension
	Provides an accurate analysis of the topic* or claim* presented in diverse media and formats (e.g. visually, quantitatively, orally) and cites convincing evidence* to support the analysis, showing full comprehension of complex ideas expressed in the presentation.
	Provides an accurate analysis of the topic* or claim* presented in diverse media and formats (e.g. visually, quantitatively, orally) and cites evidence* to support the analysis, showing extensive comprehension of ideas expressed in the presentation.
	Provides a mostly accurate analysis of the topic* or claim* presented in diverse media and formats (e.g. visually, quantitatively, orally) and cites some evidence* to support the analysis, showing a basic comprehension of ideas expressed in the presentation.
	Provides a minimally accurate analysis of the topic* or claim* presented in diverse media and formats (e.g. visually, quantitatively, orally) and cites limited evidence* to support the analysis, showing limited comprehension of ideas expressed in the presentation.
	Provides an inaccurate analysis or no analysis of the topic* or claim* presented in diverse media and formats (e.g. visually, quantitatively, orally), showing no comprehension of ideas expressed in the presentation.
	
Listening Score





Comments:



	SPEAKING (i.e. giving a presentation)

	Construct Measured
	Score Point 4
	Score Point 3
	Score Point 2
	Score Point 1
	Score Point 0
	

	Presentation of Knowledge & Ideas
	Addresses the prompt and provides effective and comprehensive development* of the claim/topic, demonstrating purposeful clarity and using a logical, well-executed progression of ideas and clear and convincing reasoning*, making the ideas easy to follow.
	Addresses the prompt and provides effective development* of the claim/topic, demonstrating a great deal of clarity and using a logical progression of ideas and clear reasoning*, making the ideas fairly easy to follow.


	Addresses the prompt and provides some development* of the claim/topic, demonstrating some clarity and using grouped ideas and some reasoning*, making the ideas discernible but not obvious.


	Attempts to address the prompt and minimally develops* the claim/topic, demonstrating limited clarity and/or cohesion, making the progression of ideas somewhat unclear.




	The student response is underdeveloped, incoherent, and/or unclear and therefore inappropriate to the task, purpose, and/or audience.
	
Speaking Score





Comments:

	
	Purposefully uses appropriate eye contact, adequate volume, and clear pronunciation.
	Satisfactorily uses appropriate eye contact, adequate volume, and clear pronunciation.
	Inconsistently uses appropriate eye contact, adequate volume, or clear pronunciation.
	Inadequately uses appropriate eye contact, adequate volume, or clear pronunciation.
	Does not use appropriate eye contact, adequate volume, or clear pronunciation.
	

	Multimedia to
Enhance Ideas
	Skillfully includes multimedia components (e.g. graphics, sound) and visual displays to enhance* the development of main ideas or themes.
	Satisfactorily includes multimedia components (e.g. graphics, sound) and visual displays to enhance* the development of main ideas or themes.
	Includes multimedia components (e.g. graphics, sound) and visual displays to support the development of main ideas or themes.
	Includes multimedia components (e.g. graphics, sound) and visual displays but they inadequately support the development of main ideas or themes.
	Does not include multimedia components (e.g. graphics, sound) and visual displays to support the development of main ideas or themes.
	



	SPEAKING & LISTENING (i.e. small group discussion)

	Construct Measured
	Score Point 4
	Score Point 3
	Score Point 2
	Score Point 1
	Score Point 0
	

	Comprehension
	Comes to discussion thoroughly prepared*, having read material under study.  Explicitly draws on that preparation by referring to clear, convincing textual evidence to show full comprehension of complex ideas and stimulate a collaborative discussion.
	Comes to discussion prepared*, having read material under study.  Draws on that preparation by referring to clear textual evidence to show extensive comprehension of ideas and stimulate a collaborative discussion.
	Comes to discussion somewhat prepared*, having read most of the material under study.  Draws on that preparation by referring to some textual evidence to show basic comprehension of ideas and stimulate a discussion.
	Comes to discussion minimally prepared*, having read some of the material under study.  Draws on that preparation by referring to limited textual evidence that shows inadequate comprehension of ideas.
	Comes to discussion unprepared*, not having read material under study.  

OR

Refers to no textual evidence and shows little or no comprehension of ideas.
	
Speaking & 
Listening Score





Comments:

	Comprehension & Collaboration
	Skillfully follows rules for collegial discussion, sets specific goals/ deadlines*, and establishes individual roles as needed.
	Satisfactorily follows rules for collegial discussion, sets specific goals/ deadlines*, and establishes individual roles as needed.
	Inconsistently follows rules for collegial discussion, sets specific goals/ deadlines*, or establishes individual roles as needed.
	Inadequately follows rules for collegial discussion, sets specific goals/ deadlines*, or establishes individual roles as needed.
	Does not follow rules for collegial discussion, set specific goals/ deadlines*, or establish individual roles as needed.
	

	
	Skillfully poses and responds to specific questions* with elaboration and detail by making comments that enhance the topic, text, or issue under discussion.
	Satisfactorily poses and responds to specific questions* by making comments that contribute to the topic, text, or issue under discussion.
	Inconsistently poses or responds to specific questions* by making comments that contribute to the topic, text, or issue under discussion.
	Inadequately poses or responds to specific questions* by making comments that support the topic, text, or issue under discussion.
	Does not pose or respond to questions* that support the topic.
	

	
	Provides an accurate review* of the key ideas expressed and demonstrates full understanding* of diverse perspectives.
	Provides an accurate review* of the key ideas expressed and demonstrates extensive understanding* of diverse perspectives.
	Provides a mostly accurate review* of the key ideas expressed and demonstrates basic understanding* of diverse perspectives.
	Provides a minimally accurate review* of the key ideas expressed and demonstrates limited understanding* of diverse perspectives.
	Provides an inaccurate review* of the key ideas expressed and demonstrates no understanding* of diverse perspectives.
	



	Raw Score
	3.76-4.0
	3.51-3.75
	3.26-3.5
	3.01-3.25
	2.76-3.0
	2.51-2.75
	2.26-2.5
	2.01-2.25
	1.76-2.0
	1.51-1.75
	1.26-1.5
	1.01-1.25
	0.76-1.0
	0.51-0.75
	0.26-0.5
	0.01-0.25
	0.0

	Percentage
	100%
	97%
	94%
	90%
	87%
	84%
	81%
	77%
	74%
	71%
	68%
	64%
	61%
	58%
	55%
	51%
	48%


***Students receive a “0% (no credit)” for the following: no response; response is unintelligible or undecipherable; response is not written in English; or response is too limited to evaluate
*See GRADE-LEVEL CLARIFICATIONS or GRADE-LEVEL STANDARDS for specific expectations.
