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	Use the discourse of a discipline or interdisciplinary field to communicate that field’s subject matter to academic or professional audiences through critical thinking and analysis and written, communication.


	· Research question is unclear or insignificant and does not advance our knowledge of the field/discipline

· Is unaware of previous research and/or makes no attempt to situate the research in the professional debate.
· Lacks awareness of or misrepresents the professional discourse.
·  Repeatedly demonstrates an inconsistent and/or inaccurate use of professional terminology.

	· Poses a significant question that makes a contribution to the professional dialogue

· Is aware of previous research on the topic and situates the argument in the professional debate
· Acknowledges and uses the professional discourse
.
· A consistent and accurate use of terminology

	· Poses a significant question that makes an important contribution to the professional dialogue
· Not only situates the argument in the professional dialogue but clearly adds to the conversation.
· Demonstrates a sophisticated understanding of professional discourse
·  Expands and integrates professional terminology into an original argument/analysis.



	Locate and Evaluate High-Level Professional Communication in a field/discipline
	· Does not demonstrate adequate research

· Utilizes an insufficient range of primary sources or data, and critical or theoretical/methodological sources as appropriate

· Theory or methodology are unclear or inconsistent. 
· Sources generate ideas that are disconnected or insufficient.

· Sources are irrelevant to the topic.

· Secondary sources are not clearly related to primary sources/data.
· Does not demonstrate knowledge of important work in the field.
· Incorrect use of citation format appropriate to field/discipline
· Spotty citation and ineffective use of notes
	· Demonstrates adequate research: both depth and breadth.
· Utilizes an adequate range of primary sources or data, critical and theoretical sources as appropriate.
· Theory and methodology work to further the argument.
· Sources are used to generate multiple, connected ideas that further the argument or analysis
· Sources are relevant to the topic.

· Secondary sources are clearly related to claims about primary sources/data.

· Demonstrates knowledge of important work in the field.
· Uses appropriate citation style correctly

· Clear citation and supporting notes. 


	· Demonstrates extensive depth and breadth of sources.
· Utilizes a wide range of primary sources/data, secondary and theoretical/methodological sources as appropriate.
· Theory or methodology are clearly articulated, outlined, and carried through.
· Sources are used to generate multiple connected ideas that coherently further the argument.

· Sources are relevant and integrated into the argument.

· Secondary sources are thoroughly engaged in the thesis either by supporting claims about primary sources/data and working to advance an original argument or cited and refuted by the writer or cited and conceded to.
· Demonstrates comprehension of and conversation with important work in the field.
· Correct use of appropriate citation style



	
	
	
	

	Observe the accepted conventions of spelling, grammar, organizational structure, punctuation, delivery and documentation expected in disciplinary, interdisciplinary, or professional contexts.


	· Project does not conform to the format for professional communication in the field/discipline

· The overall project and/or individual sections lack a clear thesis or sense of purpose
· Non-existent or inconsistent and confusing organization.  Connection between sections unclear

· Lacks evidence to support claims or evidence is not connected to claims.  
· Analysis is weak or non-existent. Summary and report stands in place of evidence.

· Lacks effective transitions

· Lacks appropriate voice and style.  Syntax impedes understanding of the argument.

· Many grammatical and typological errors.
	· Project is a competent example of professional communication in field/discipline

· Both the project and the individual sections have a clear thesis/purpose.
· Argument of both the project and individual sections progress to a logical conclusion with only minor issues with coherence.

· Appropriate use of primary and secondary sources to support the argument

· Analysis, on the whole, is coherent and relevant.

· Effective use of transitions.

· Appropriate voice and style 
· Mostly free of grammatical and typological errors

	· Project is a sophisticated example of professional communication in field/discipline

· Thesis/purpose is clear and carried consistently through the project.

· All evidence is clearly related to the argument and thoroughly supported with original and sophisticated analysis. 
· Clearly advances from introduction to conclusion; argument is coherent and never loses the reader
· Analyses are thorough and provide original insights and observations

· Transitions are seamless and show mastery of argumentative moves.

· Skillful and polished voice and style.
· All but free of grammatical and typological errors
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