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When a particular rubric is shared by different users, understanding and
interpretation of the rubric may vary depending on the users, which could lead to reliability or validity
problems. One of the solutions is to supplement a rubric with well-articulated interpretations and
relevant writing samples. We have conducted the studies to determine such interpretations and writing
samples supplementing an original L2 (English) essay/paragraph writing rubric, which the research group
have developed for classroom use in Japanese higher education. On the basis of the results, we have
prepared the interpretations and writing samples. We have also implemented a teaching plan where students
use the rubric for peer assessment as well as self-assessment. The questionnaire to the students showed

that the rubric helped them identify aspects needing improvement.
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Content & Idea Development

The content is relevant to the given topic.

The writing is coherent.

Every topic sentenceis clearly shown.

Every topic sentence is fully devel oped.

Organization

The writing includes an introduction —
body — conclusion structure.

The writing is logically organized.
The writing flows smoothly.

Connecting words / expressions are used
effectively.

Grammar

A variety of sentence structures are
used.

Sentence structures are accurate.
The writing has no errors of subject-verb

agreement, tense, number, pronouns,
articles, prepositions, and so on.

Vocabulary

A variety of words and expressions are
used.

The choices of words and expressions are
appropriate.

Mechanics

(
Y )
The first line of each paragraph is
appropriately indented (3 to 5 letters or
% inch).

Lines are appropriately changed.

The spelling is accurate.

The punctuation and capitalization are
accurate.
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