
CH115- Science of Crime- Fall 2016 
Paper #3 Rubric 

 
Nuts and Bolts: 
 

2 points 1 point 0 points 

Annotated bibliography was on time, has at 
least six references, and otherwise meets 
the requirements. 

Annotated bibliography was 
submitted but is deficient in some 
aspect. 

Annotated bibliography was not 
submitted or is deficient in most 
aspects. 

Paper is on time, has 5-6 pages of text, and 
has 6+ references. 

Paper is slightly late, has < 5 
pages or > 6 pages, or has < 6 
references. 

Paper has < 4 pages or > 7 
pages or has few references.1 

Paper has consistent and proper in-text 
citations in MLA format. 

Paper has some in-text citations 
and generally follows MLA format. 

Paper has no in-text citations 
and/or does not follow MLA 
format. 

Paper has a catchy and creative title. Paper has an adequate title. Paper title is uninteresting 
and/or misleading. 

Paper smoothly flows in a single voice. Paper has some awkward 
junctions between sections leading 
to lack of continuity. 

Paper was clearly written by 
more than one person. 

 

Content: 

 

Category Exceeds Expectations  
 

Meets Expectations  
 

Needs 
Improvement 

Inadequate 
As Is 

 
Presentation 
of the Case  
 
(8 pts max) 
 
 

The descriptive detail is 
rich and interesting. The 
essential facts are 
complete and correct, 
and there is no 
redundancy or 
extraneous detail; the 
sequence of events is 
clearly laid out and the 
major characters are 
brought to life. The 
reader is drawn into the 
paper and is compelled 
to keep reading. 

The description is 
sufficient to set the 
scene. Enough facts are 
outlined, but there are a 
few extraneous details 
or omissions. The 
sequence and major 
characters are 
presented well enough 
to avoid confusion. The 
reader is willing to keep 
reading. 

The reader is 
distracted by too 
many extraneous 
details or is lost 
because key points 
are omitted. The 
sequence is 
confusing and one or 
more major 
characters are 
inadequately 
presented. The 
reader would prefer 
to stop reading. 

There are 
serious gaps 
or omissions, 
making the 
case hard to 
follow. The 
authors 
should have 
checked their 
facts better. 
There is no 
incentive to 
keep reading. 

 

Objective 
Summary of 
the Evidence 
and its 
Analysis 
(8 points 
max) 
 

All evidence is clearly 
presented, with a 
richness of detail. The 
appropriate analytical 
techniques are explained 
clearly to the layperson. 

Evidence is presented. 
The appropriate 
analytical techniques 
were described, but 
some of the details were 
hard to follow or 
incorrect.  

The analytical 
techniques that are 
described are not the 
appropriate ones or 
were poorly 
explained. 

The analytical 
technique is 
inappropriate 
and not well 
explained. 

                                                   
1 Late papers are penalized by 10% per day. 



 
Critique of 
Analysis 
 
 
(8 pts max) 

The paper presented a 
thoughtful, thorough, and 
well constructed critique 
of the quality of the 
analysis. 

The paper presented an 
adequate critique of the 
analysis. 

The paper attempted 
to critique the 
analysis but fell 
short. 

There is no 
critique of the 
analysis. 

Overall 
Quality of 
Writing 
 
(4 pts max) 

The paper is free of 
errors in grammar, 
punctuation, and 
mechanics. The writing is 
fluid and the word choice 
is compelling. 

The paper has 
occasional errors in 
grammar, punctuation, 
and/or mechanics. The 
writing is competent and 
gets the job done. 

The paper has 
persistent errors in 
grammar, 
punctuation, and 
style. The writing 
does not meet 
reasonable 
standards. 

The quality of 
writing is 
consistently 
poor. 

Overall 
Impact 
 
(4 pts max) 

The paper exceeds 
expectations for writers 
at this point in their 
college careers. Clarity 
and quality of prose is 
exceptional. 

The paper meets 
expectations for writers 
at this point in their 
college careers. Clarity 
and quality of prose is 
consistently good. 

The paper almost 
meets expectations 
for writers at this 
point in their college 
careers. Clarity and 
quality of prose is 
inconsistently good. 

The paper 
does not meet 
expectations 
for writers at 
this point in 
their college 
careers.  

 

 


