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	[bookmark: _u6d30sofds8m]Discussion
	2
The review presents a discussion of the sources, but this may be insufficient or inconsistent in supporting the research topic.
	4
The review supports the research topic by highlighting appropriate information from the sources. 
	6
The review demonstrates a compelling argument about the topic through effective interpretation and synthesis of the sources.

	[bookmark: _3wels7o6wsyz]Perspectives
	1
The review summarizes multiple works without clearly identifying a variety perspectives.
	3
The review summarizes multiple works, and identifies a variety of perspectives about the topic of inquiry.
	5
The review explains the relationship among multiple works, representing a variety of perspectives that connect to the topic of inquiry.

	[bookmark: _3wels7o6wsyz]Credibility of Sources
	1
The review uses sources that are unsubstantiated as relevant and/or credible for the purpose of the inquiry.
	3
The review uses credible and relevant sources suited to the purpose of the inquiry.
	5
The review explains the relevance and significance of credible sources and clearly connects them to the purpose of the inquiry.

	[bookmark: _3wels7o6wsyz]Mechanics of Writing
	1
Style, grammar, usage and mechanics are inconsistent, and/or interfere with the meaning.
	3
Word choice and syntax adhere to established conventions of grammar, usage and mechanics. There may be some errors that do not interfere with the meaning.
	5
Word choice and syntax effectively enhance communication and consistently follow established conventions of grammar, usage and mechanics.

	[bookmark: _3wels7o6wsyz]Conventions of Citation
	0
The method  of attribution is inconsistent and/or there are many errors.

Reviews that violate the academic honesty policy will result in no grade for this assignment.
	2
The review accurately cites and attributes the work of others. There may be minor inconsistencies or errors that do not violate the academic honesty policy.
	4
The review effectively distinguishes between the student’s voice and that of the sources through consistent use of the conventions of attribution and citation.
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