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	Criteria
	Exceeds
23 to 25 points per area
	Meets
21 to 22 points per area
	Emerging
19 to 20 points per area
	Poor/Not Shown
0 to 18 points per area

	Paper Formatting and Style
	Fully adheres to all special instructions and consistently follows the CCS Style Guide and Turabian requirements without error. Writing maintains a formal academic tone throughout, with no use of first person or contractions. All required sections (cover page, table of contents, content, and bibliography) are present and flawlessly formatted. Document demonstrates exceptional attention to detail, consistency, and professionalism.
	Follows special instructions and generally adheres to the CCS Style Guide and Turabian requirements, with only minor formatting or stylistic errors. Academic tone is maintained with rare or minor lapses (e.g., an isolated contraction or informal phrasing). All required sections are present and correctly formatted with only minor inconsistencies. Overall presentation is clear and acceptable for graduate-level work.
	Partially follows special instructions and demonstrates inconsistent adherence to the CCS Style Guide and Turabian requirements. Noticeable issues with formatting, style, or tone are present (e.g., repeated informal language, occasional first-person usage, or inconsistent formatting). One or more required sections may be incorrectly formatted or underdeveloped. Errors begin to detract from clarity and professionalism.
	Paper not submitted or fails to follow special instructions and does not adhere to the CCS Style Guide or Turabian requirements. Writing lacks an academic tone and may include frequent use of first person, contractions, or informal language. Required sections are missing or improperly formatted. Errors are substantial and significantly hinder readability, clarity, and academic credibility.

	Proper Citations and Bibliography
	Exceeds the required number of outside sources, all of which are contemporary and clearly scholarly. Footnotes are consistently and correctly placed throughout the body and are flawlessly formatted according to Turabian standards. Bibliography entries are complete and correctly formatted. All footnotes and bibliography entries correspond exactly, with no missing sources or mismatches. Demonstrates exceptional accuracy, consistency, and attention to detail.
	Meets the required number of outside sources, which are generally contemporary and scholarly. Footnotes are properly placed and formatted, with only minor errors. Bibliography entries are correctly formatted with minor inconsistencies. Footnotes and bibliography largely correspond, with few or no minor mismatches. Overall citation practice is sound and appropriate for graduate-level work.
	Falls slightly below the required number of outside sources or includes sources that are not consistently contemporary or scholarly. Footnotes are inconsistently placed or contain formatting errors. Bibliography entries show multiple formatting issues. Some discrepancies exist between footnotes and bibliography (e.g., missing entries or mismatches). Errors begin to detract from credibility and academic rigor.
	 Paper not submitted or does not meet the required number of outside sources, or sources are largely non-scholarly or inappropriate. Footnotes are missing, incorrectly placed, or improperly formatted. Bibliography is missing or incorrectly formatted. Significant discrepancies exist between footnotes and bibliography, including numerous missing entries or mismatches. Citation practices significantly undermine academic credibility.

	Content Quality
	Fully follows all special content-related instructions. The introduction is clear and compelling, including an effective hook, a well-defined purpose, a strong thesis, and a clear approach. Content thoroughly and thoughtfully responds to all elements of the writing prompts with depth, clarity, and insight. Conclusion effectively summarizes the argument and clearly connects back to the thesis, demonstrating how it has been fully addressed. Work reflects strong critical thinking and coherence throughout.
	Follows most content-related instructions with only minor omissions or weaknesses. Introduction includes a recognizable hook, purpose, thesis, and approach, though one element may be underdeveloped. Content adequately responds to all elements of the writing prompts, though some areas may lack depth or clarity. The conclusion summarizes the argument and generally connects back to the thesis. The overall argument is clear and appropriate for bachelor-level work.
	Partially follows content-related instructions, with noticeable gaps. Introduction is present but may be missing key elements (e.g., a weak or unclear thesis, a missing approach, or an ineffective hook). Content addresses some, but not all, elements of the writing prompts, or responses lack sufficient development. The conclusion is present but may be weak, incomplete, or only loosely connected to the thesis. Issues begin to affect clarity and overall coherence.
	Paper not submitted or fails to follow content-related instructions. The introduction is missing or lacks multiple required elements (hook, purpose, thesis, approach). Content does not adequately respond to the writing prompts or is significantly incomplete. The conclusion is missing or fails to summarize the argument or connect to the thesis. Lack of organization and development significantly hinders understanding.

	Overall Impression of Paper
	The paper leaves the reader with a clear and thorough understanding of the assigned topic. Goes beyond facts and figures to engage deeper themes of value and relevance with insight and reflection. Length fully follows instructions. The paper clearly demonstrates that intended learning has taken place, showing strong comprehension, integration, and application of course concepts.
	The paper provides a clear understanding of the assigned topic. Moves beyond basic facts to address themes of value and relevance, though depth may be limited. Length follows instructions with only minor variance. The paper demonstrates that intended learning has taken place, with adequate comprehension and application of course concepts.
	The paper provides a partial or uneven understanding of the assigned topic. Focuses primarily on facts with limited engagement in deeper themes of value and relevance. Length may fall somewhat short of or exceed instructions. The paper provides limited evidence that intended learning has occurred, with gaps in comprehension or application.
	The paper was not submitted, or it does not provide a clear understanding of the assigned topic. Largely limited to disconnected facts or insufficient content, with little or no engagement in deeper themes of value and relevance. Length does not follow instructions. The paper does not demonstrate that intended learning has taken place.
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