
Ideas And Content  

 6  

The writing is exceptionally clear, focused and int eresting. It holds the reader's attention. Main ide as stand out and are developed 
by strong support and rich details suitable to audi ence and purpose. The writing is characterized by: 

• Clarity, focus and control 
• Main idea(s) that stand out 
• Supporting, relevant, carefully selected details; w hen appropriate, use of resources provides strong, accurate, credible 

support 
• A thorough, balanced in-depth explanation/explorati on of the topic; the writing makes connections and shares insights 
• Content and selected details that are well-suited t o audience and purpose 

 5  

The writing is clear, focused and interesting. It h olds the reader's attention. Main ideas stand out a nd are developed by supporting 
details suitable to audience and purpose. The writi ng is characterized by: 

• Clarity, focus and control 
• Main idea(s) that stand out 
• Supporting, relevant, carefully selected details; w hen appropriate, use of resources provides strong, accurate, credible 

support 
• A thorough, balanced explanation/exploration of the  topic; the writing makes connections and shares in sights 
• Content and selected details that are well-suited t o audience and purpose 

 4  

The writing is clear and focused. The reader can ea sily understand the main ideas. Support is present,  although it may be limited or 
rather general. The writing is characterized by: 

• An easily identifiable purpose 
• Clear main idea(s) 
• Supporting details that are relevant, but may be ov erly general or limited in places; when appropriate , resources are used to 

provide accurate support 
• A topic that is explored/explained, although develo pmental details may occasionally be out of balance with the main idea(s); 

some connections and insights may be present 
• Content and selected details that are relevant, but  perhaps not consistently well-chosen for audience and purpose 

 3  

The reader can understand the main ideas, although they may be overly broad or simplistic, and the res ults may not be effective. 
Supporting detail is often limited, insubstantial, overly general, or occasionally slightly off-topic.  The writing is characterized by: 

• An easily identifiable purpose and main idea 



• Predictable or overly-obvious main ideas or plot; c onclusions or main points seem to echo observations  heard elsewhere 
• Support that is attempted, but developmental detail s that are often limited in scope, uneven, somewhat  off-topic, 

predictable, or overly general (expository, persuas ive, for example) 
• Details that may not be well-grounded in credible r esources; they may be based on clichés, stereotypes  or questionable 

sources of information 
• Difficulties when moving from general observations to specifics 

 2  

Main ideas and purpose are somewhat unclear or deve lopment is attempted but minimal. The writing is ch aracterized by: 

• A purpose and main idea(s) that may require extensi ve inferences by the reader 
• Minimal development of main idea; insufficient deta ils 
• Irrelevant details that clutter the text 
• Extensive repetition of detail 

 1  

The writing lacks a central idea or purpose. The wr iting is characterized by: 

• Ideas that are extremely limited or simply unclear 
• Attempts at development that are minimal or non-exi stent; the paper is too short to demonstrate the de velopment of an idea 
• Lack of focus 

 0  The response cannot be scored. A response is consid ered “un-scorable” if it is blank, illegible, writt en in a foreign language, totally 
off topic, or expresses a written refusal to addres s the prompt. 

 

 Organization  

 6  

The organization enhances the central idea(s) and i ts development. The order and structure are compell ing and move the reader 
through the text easily. The writing is characteriz ed by: 

• Effective, perhaps creative, sequencing; the organi zational structure fits the topic, and the writing is easy to follow 
• A strong, inviting beginning that draws the reader in and a strong, satisfying sense of resolution or closure 
• Smooth, effective transitions among all elements (s entences, paragraphs, ideas) 
• Details that fit where placed  

 5  The organization enhances the central idea(s) and i ts development. The order and structure are strong and move the reader 
through the text. The writing is characterized by: 



• Effective sequencing; the organizational structure fits the topic, and the writing is easy to follow 
• An inviting beginning that draws the reader in and a satisfying sense of resolution or closure 
• Smooth, effective transitions among all elements (s entences, paragraphs, ideas) 
• Details that fit where placed 

 4  

Organization is clear and coherent. Order and struc ture are present, but may seem formulaic. The writi ng is characterized by: 

• Clear sequencing 
• An organization that may be predictable 
• A recognizable, developed beginning that may not be  particularly inviting; a developed conclusion that  may lack subtlety 
• A body that is easy to follow with details that fit  where placed 
• Transitions that may be stilted or formulaic 
• Organization which helps the reader, despite some w eaknesses 

 3  

An attempt has been made to organize the writing; h owever, the overall structure is inconsistent or sk eletal. The writing is 
characterized by: 

• Attempts at sequencing, but the order or the relati onship among ideas may occasionally be unclear 
• A beginning and an ending which, although present, are either undeveloped or too obvious (e.g., "My to pic is...", "These are 

all the reasons that....") 
• Transitions that sometimes work; the same few trans itional devices (e.g., coordinating conjunctions, n umbering, etc.) may 

be overused 
• A structure that is skeletal or too rigid 
• Placement of details that may not always be effecti ve 
• Organization which lapses in some places, but helps  the reader in others 

 2  

The writing lacks a clear organizational structure.  An occasional organizational device is discernible ; however, the writing is either 
difficult to follow and the reader has to reread su bstantial portions, or the piece is simply too shor t to demonstrate organizational 
skills. The writing is characterized by: 

• Some attempts at sequencing, but the order of the r elationship among ideas is frequently unclear 
• A missing or extremely undeveloped beginning, body,  and/or ending 
• A lack of transitions, or when present, ineffective  or overused transitions 
• A lack of an effective organizational structure 
• Details that seem to be randomly placed, leaving th e reader frequently confused 



• Attempts organization, but the reader has to figure  it out 

 1  

The writing lacks coherence; organization seems hap hazard and disjointed. Even after rereading, the re ader remains confused. The 
writing is characterized by: 

• A lack of effective sequencing 
• A failure to provide an identifiable beginning, bod y, and/or ending 
• A lack of transitions 
• Pacing that is consistently awkward; the reader fee ls either mired down in trivia or rushed along too rapidly 
• A lack of organization which ultimately obscures or  distorts the main point 

 0  The response cannot be scored. A response is consid ered “un-scorable” if it is blank, illegible, writt en in a foreign language, totally 
off topic, or expresses a written refusal to addres s the prompt. 

 

 Voice  

 6  

The writer has chosen a voice appropriate for the t opic, purpose, and audience. The writer seems deepl y committed to the topic, 
and there is an exceptional sense of "writing to be  read." The writing is expressive, engaging, or sin cere. The writing is 
characterized by: 

• An effective level of closeness to or distance from  the audience; engaging, lively, or interesting 
• Technical writing may show a more academic voice 
• An exceptionally strong sense of audience; the writ er seems to be aware of the reader and of how to co mmunicate the 

message most effectively 
• Reader may discern the writer behind the words and feel a sense of interaction 
• A sense that the topic has come to life; when appro priate, the writing may show originality, livelines s, honesty, conviction, 

excitement, humor or suspense 

 5  

The writer has chosen a voice appropriate for the t opic, purpose, and audience. The writer seems commi tted to the topic, and there 
is a sense of "writing to be read." The writing is expressive, engaging, or sincere. The writing is ch aracterized by: 

• An appropriate level of closeness to or distance fr om the audience; engaging, lively, or interesting 
• Technical writing may show a more academic voice 
• A strong sense of audience; the writer seems to be aware of the reader and of how to communicate the m essage most 

effectively 
• Reader may discern the writer behind the words and feel a sense of interaction 



• A sense that the topic has come to life; when appro priate, the writing may show originality, livelines s, honesty, conviction, 
excitement, humor or suspense 

 4  

A voice is present. The writer demonstrates commitm ent to the topic, and there may be a sense of "writ ing to be read." In places, 
the writing is expressive, engaging, or sincere. Th e writing is characterized by: 

• A questionable or inconsistent level of closeness t o or distance from the audience 
• A sense of audience; the writer seems to be aware o f the reader, but has not consistently employed an appropriate voice. 

The reader may glimpse the writer behind the words and feel a sense of interaction in places. 
• Liveliness, sincerity, or humor when appropriate; h owever, at times the writing may be either inapprop riately casual or 

personal, or inappropriately formal and stiff 
• Humor may appear 
• Writer doesn't want the audience to know him/her we ll 

 3  

The writer's commitment to the topic seems inconsis tent. A sense of the writer may emerge at times; ho wever, the voice is either 
inappropriately personal or inappropriately imperso nal. The writing is characterized by: 

• A limited sense of audience; the writer's awareness  of the reader is unclear 
• An occasional sense of the writer behind the words;  however, the voice may shift or disappear a line o r two later and the 

writing become somewhat mechanical 
• A limited ability to shift to a more objective voic e when necessary (expository, persuasive, for examp le) 
• Stiff voice 

 2  

The writing provides little sense of involvement or  commitment. There is no evidence that the writer h as chosen a suitable voice. 
The writing is characterized by: 

• Little engagement of the writer; the writing tends to be largely flat, lifeless, stiff, or mechanical 
• A voice that is likely to be overly informal and pe rsonal 
• A lack of audience awareness; there is little sense  of "writing to be read" 
• Little or no hint of the writer behind the words; t here is rarely a sense of interaction between reade r and writer 

 1  

The writing seems to lack a sense of involvement or  commitment. The writing is characterized by: 

• No engagement of the writer; the writing is flat an d lifeless 
• A lack of audience awareness; there is no sense of "writing to be read" 



• No hint of the writer behind the words; there is no  sense of interaction between writer and reader; th e writing does not 
involve or engage the reader 

 0  The response cannot be scored. A response is consid ered “un-scorable” if it is blank, illegible, writt en in a foreign language, totally 
off topic, or expresses a written refusal to addres s the prompt. 

 

 Word Choice  

 6  

Words convey the intended message in an exceptional ly interesting, precise, and natural way appropriat e to audience and purpose. 
The writer employs a rich, broad range of words, wh ich have been carefully chosen and thoughtfully pla ced for impact. The writing 
is characterized by: 

• Accurate, strong, specific words; powerful words en ergize the writing 
• Fresh, original expression; slang, if used, seems p urposeful and is effective 
• Vocabulary that is striking and varied, but that is  natural and not overdone 
• Ordinary words used in an unusual way 
• Words that evoke strong images; figurative language  may be used 

 5  

Words convey the intended message in an interesting , precise, and natural way appropriate to audience and purpose. The writer 
employs a broad range of words, which have been car efully chosen and thoughtfully placed for impact. T he writing is characterized 
by: 

• Accurate, specific words; word choices energize the  writing 
• Fresh, vivid expression; slang, if used, seems purp oseful and is effective 
• Vocabulary that may be striking and varied, but tha t is natural and not overdone 
• Ordinary words used in an unusual way 
• Words that evoke clear images; figurative language may be used 

 4  

Words effectively convey the intended message. The writer employs a variety of words that are function al and appropriate to 
audience and purpose. The writing is characterized by: 

• Words that work but do not particularly energize th e writing 
• Expression that is functional; however, slang, if u sed, does not seem purposeful and is not particular ly effective 
• Attempts at colorful language that may sometimes se em overdone 
• Occasional overuse of technical language or jargon 



• Rare experiments with language; however, the writin g may have some fine moments and generally avoids c lichés 

 3  

Language is quite ordinary, lacking interest, preci sion and variety, or may be inappropriate to audien ce and purpose in places. The 
writer does not employ a variety of words, producin g a sort of "generic" paper filled with familiar wo rds and phrases. The writing is 
characterized by: 

• Words that work, but that rarely capture the reader 's interest 
• Expression that seems mundane and general; slang, i f used, does not seem purposeful and is not effecti ve 
• Attempts at colorful language that seem overdone or  forced 
• Words that are accurate for the most part, although  misused words may occasionally appear; technical l anguage or jargon 

may be overused or inappropriately used 
• Reliance on clichés and overused expressions; gener ic, basic 

 2  

Language is monotonous and/or misused, detracting f rom the meaning and impact. The writing is characte rized by: 

• Words that are colorless, flat or imprecise 
• Monotonous repetition or overwhelming reliance on w orn expressions that repeatedly detract from the me ssage 
• Images that are fuzzy or absent altogether 

 1  

The writing shows an extremely limited vocabulary, or is so filled with misused words that the meaning  is obscured. Only the most 
general kind of message is communicated because of vague or imprecise language. The writing is charact erized by: 

• General, vague words that fail to communicate 
• An extremely limited range of words 
• Words that simply do not fit the text; they seem im precise, inadequate, or just plain wrong  

 0  The response cannot be scored. A response is consid ered “un-scorable” if it is blank, illegible, writt en in a foreign language, totally 
off topic, or expresses a written refusal to addres s the prompt. 

 

 Fluency  

 6  

The writing has an effective flow and rhythm. Sente nces show a high degree of craftsmanship, with cons istently strong and varied 
structure that makes expressive oral reading easy a nd enjoyable. The writing is characterized by: 

• A natural, fluent sound; it glides along with one s entence flowing effortlessly into the next 



• Extensive variation in sentence structure, length a nd beginnings that add interest to the text 
• Sentence structure that enhances meaning by drawing  attention to key ideas or reinforcing relationship s among ideas 
• Varied sentence patterns that create an effective c ombination of power and grace 
• Strong control over sentence structure; fragments, if used at all, work well 
• Stylistic control; dialogue, if used, sounds natura l 

 5  

The writing has an easy flow and rhythm. Sentences are carefully crafted, with strong and varied struc ture that makes expressive 
oral reading easy and enjoyable. The writing is cha racterized by: 

• A natural, fluent sound; it glides along with one s entence flowing into the next 
• Variation in sentence structure, length and beginni ngs that add interest to the text 
• Sentence structure that enhances meaning 
• Control over sentence structure; fragments, if used  at all, work well 
• Stylistic control; dialogue, if used, sounds natura l 

 4  

The writing flows; however, connections between phr ases or sentences may be less than fluid. Sentence patterns are somewhat 
varied, contributing to ease in oral reading. The w riting is characterized by: 

• A natural sound; the reader can move easily through  the piece, although it may lack a certain rhythm a nd grace 
• Some repeated patterns of sentence structure, lengt h, and beginnings that may detract somewhat from th e overall impact 
• Strong control over simple sentence structures, but  variable control over more complex sentences; frag ments, if present, 

are usually effective 
• Occasional lapses in stylistic control; dialogue, i f used, sounds natural for the most part, but may a t times sound stilted or 

unnatural 

 3  

The writing tends to be mechanical rather than flui d. Occasional awkward constructions may force the r eader to slow down or 
reread. The writing is characterized by: 

• Some passages that invite fluid oral reading; howev er, others do not 
• Some variety in sentence structure, length, and beg innings, although the writer falls into repetitive sentence patterns 
• Good control over simple sentence structures, but l ittle control over more complex sentences; fragment s, if present, may 

not be effective 
• Sentences which, although functional, lack energy 
• Lapses in stylistic control; dialogue, if used, may  sound stilted or unnatural 



 2  

The writing tends to be either choppy or rambling. Awkward constructions often force the reader to slo w down or reread. The 
writing is characterized by: 

• Significant portions of the text that are difficult  to follow or read aloud 
• Sentence patterns that are monotonous (e.g. subject -verb or subject-verb-object) 
• A significant number of awkward, choppy or rambling  constructions 

 1  

The writing is difficult to follow or to read aloud . Sentences tend to be incomplete, rambling, or ver y awkward. The writing is 
characterized by: 

• Text that does not invite, and may not even permit,  smooth oral reading 
• Confusing word order that is often jarring and irre gular 
• Sentence structure that frequently obscures meaning  
• Sentences that are disjointed, confusing, or rambli ng 

 0  The response cannot be scored. A response is consid ered “un-scorable” if it is blank, illegible, writt en in a foreign language, totally 
off topic, or expresses a written refusal to addres s the prompt. 

 

 Conventions  

 6  

The writing demonstrates exceptionally strong contr ol of standard writing conventions (e.g., punctuati on, spelling, capitalization, 
paragraph breaks, grammar and usage) and uses them effectively to enhance communication. Errors are so  few and so minor that 
they do not impede readability. The writing is char acterized by: 

• Strong control of conventions; manipulation of conv entions may occur for stylistic effect 
• Strong, effective use of punctuation that guides th e reader through the text 
• Correct spelling, even of more difficult words 
• Paragraph breaks that reinforce the organizational structure 
• Correct capitalization; errors, if any, are minor 
• Correct grammar and usage that contribute to clarit y and style 
• Skill in using a wide range of conventions in a suf ficiently long and complex piece 
• Little need for editing 

 5  
The writing demonstrates strong control of standard  writing conventions (e.g., punctuation, spelling, capitalization, paragraph 
breaks, grammar and usage) and uses them effectivel y to enhance communication. Errors are so few and s o minor that they do not 
impede readability. The writing is characterized by : 



• Strong control of conventions 
• Effective use of punctuation that guides the reader  through the text 
• Correct spelling, even of more difficult words 
• Paragraph breaks that reinforce the organizational structure 
• Correct capitalization; errors, if any, are minor 
• Correct grammar and usage that contribute to clarit y and style 
• Skill in using a wide range of conventions in a suf ficiently long and complex piece 
• Little need for editing 

 4  

The writing demonstrates control of standard writin g conventions (e.g., punctuation, spelling, capital ization, paragraph breaks, 
grammar and usage). Minor errors, while perhaps not iceable, do not impede readability. The writing is characterized by: 

• Control over conventions used, although a wide rang e is not demonstrated 
• Correct end-of-sentence punctuation; internal punct uation my sometimes be incorrect 
• Spelling that is usually correct, especially on com mon words 
• Basically sound paragraph breaks that reinforce the  organizational structure 
• Correct capitalization; errors, if any, are minor 
• Occasional lapses in correct grammar and usage; pro blems are not severe enough to distort meaning or c onfuse the reader 
• Moderate need for editing 

 3  

The writing demonstrates limited control of standar d writing conventions (e.g., punctuation, spelling,  capitalization, paragraph 
breaks, grammar and usage). Errors begin to impede readability. The writing is characterized by: 

• Some control over basic conventions; the text may b e too simple to reveal mastery 
• End-of-sentence punctuation that is usually correct ; however, internal punctuation contains frequent e rrors 
• Spelling errors that distract the reader; misspelli ng of common words occurs 
• Paragraphs that sometimes run together or begin at ineffective places 
• Capitalization errors 
• Errors in grammar and usage that do not block meani ng but do distract the reader 
• Significant need for editing 

 2  

The writing demonstrates little control of standard  writing conventions. Frequent, significant errors impede readability. The writing 
is characterized by: 

• Little control over basic conventions 



• Many end-of-sentence punctuation errors; internal p unctuation contains frequent errors 
• Spelling errors that frequently distract the reader ; misspelling of common words often occurs 
• Paragraphs that often run together or begin in inef fective places 
• Capitalization that is inconsistent or often incorr ect 
• Errors in grammar and usage that interfere with rea dability and meaning 
• Substantial need for editing 

 1  

Numerous errors in usage, spelling, capitalization,  and punctuation repeatedly distract the reader and  make the text difficult to 
read. In fact, the severity and frequency of errors  are so overwhelming that the reader finds it diffi cult to focus on the message and 
must reread for meaning. The writing is characteriz ed by: 

• Very limited skill in using conventions 
• Basic punctuation (including end-of-sentence punctu ation) that tends to be omitted, haphazard, or inco rrect 
• Frequent spelling errors that significantly impair readability 
• Paragraph breaks that may be highly irregular or so  frequent (every sentence) that they bear no relati on to the organization 

of the text 
• Capitalization that appears to be random 
• A need for extensive editing 

 0  The response cannot be scored. A response is consid ered “un-scorable” if it is blank, illegible, writt en in a foreign language, totally 
off topic, or expresses a written refusal to addres s the prompt. 

 

 Holistic Score  

 6  

The response has a very clear point, message, theme , or plot, which is sharply focused and elaborately  supported by relevant 
details, examples, explanations, and/or plot develo pment. The response is organized very clearly and l ogically, in a way that is 
appropriate for the mode and purpose of writing. Th e writer establishes and sustains a style that is a ppropriate, effective, and 
engaging. Word choices are rich, varied, vivid, and  precise. Sentences flow clearly and smoothly with few if any sentence-structure 
errors. There are few if any flaws in GUM (grammar,  usage, and mechanics), and they do not detract fro m the overall quality of the 
response. 

 5  

The response has a clear point, message, theme, or plot, which is focused and well supported by releva nt details, examples, 
explanations, or plot development. The response is organized logically, in a way that is appropriate f or the mode and purpose of 
writing. The writer establishes and sustains a styl e that is generally effective and engaging. Word ch oices are generally proficient. 
Most sentences flow clearly and smoothly although t here may be a small number of sentence-structure er rors and less-than-fluent 
constructions. There may be a small number of flaws  in GUM (grammar, usage, and mechanics), but they d o not detract noticeably 
from the overall quality of the response. 



 4  

The response has a point, message, theme, or plot, which is fairly well focused and supported by relev ant details, examples, 
explanations, or plot development. The response is organized in a way that is mainly clear and appropr iate for the mode and 
purpose of writing although there may be minor digr essions, omissions, and/or repetition. The writer e stablishes a style that is 
generally effective and fairly engaging although it  may not be sustained consistently throughout. Word  choices are appropriate, 
and some may be proficient. In general, sentences f low clearly and smoothly although there may be some  sentence-structure 
errors and less-than-fluent constructions. There ma y be flaws in GUM (grammar, usage, and mechanics) t hat detract to some extent 
from the overall quality of the response. 

 3  

The response attempts to communicate a point, messa ge, theme, or plot, but it may not be well focused or supported by relevant 
details, examples, explanations, or plot developmen t. The response may exhibit flaws in organization, such as digressions, 
omissions, and/or repetition that make it somewhat unclear and/or inappropriate for the mode and purpo se of writing. The writer 
attempts to establish a style that is effective and  engaging, but the result is only partially success ful and may not be sustained 
consistently throughout. Word choices are generally  acceptable, but some may be immature, or routine a nd predictable, and few if 
any are proficient. Some sentences may not flow cle arly and smoothly and there may be sentence-structu re errors and less-than-
fluent constructions. There are likely to be flaws in GUM (grammar, usage, and mechanics) that detract  to some extent from the 
overall quality of the response. 

 2  

The response lacks a clear, focused point, message,  theme, or plot, or it may state ideas but fail to support them with details, 
examples, explanations, or plot development. The re sponse probably exhibits flaws in organization, suc h as digressions, 
omissions, and/or repetition that make it unclear a nd/or inappropriate for the mode and purpose of wri ting. The writer’s style is 
neither effective nor engaging. Some word choices m ay be acceptable, but others may be immature, incor rect, or routine and 
predictable. In general, sentences do not flow clea rly and smoothly, and there are likely to be senten ce-structure errors and less-
than-fluent constructions. There are probably signi ficant flaws in GUM (grammar, usage, and mechanics)  that detract from the 
overall quality of the response. 

 1  

The response lacks a point, message, theme, or plot , or it exhibits ideas that are confusing and not s upported with details, 
examples, explanations, or plot development. The re sponse probably exhibits serious flaws or deficienc ies in organization that 
make it unclear and/or inappropriate for the mode a nd purpose of writing. The writer fails to establis h a style. Many word choices 
are inappropriate or unacceptable because they are immature, incorrect, or overly routine and predicta ble. Sentences do not flow 
clearly and smoothly, and there are sentence-struct ure errors and a noticeable lack of fluency. There are probably numerous and 
serious flaws in GUM (grammar, usage, and mechanics ) that detract significantly from the overall quali ty of the response. 

 0  The response cannot be scored. A response is consid ered “un-scorable” if it is blank, illegible, writt en in a foreign language, totally 
off topic, or expresses a written refusal to addres s the prompt. 

 


