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PLEASE NOTE:  Your final portfolio will be read holistically and given a single comprehensive score on a 5 point scale.  In determining that single score, the separate pieces will not be averaged but rather the quality of the portfolio as a whole will be the focus.

A portfolio that is EXCELLENT in quality.  It is characteristically substantial in content (both length and development) and mature in style.  It demonstrates an ability to handle varied prose tasks successfully and to use language creatively and effectively.  Voice tends to be strong, and there is usually a clear sense of audience and content.  Often, there is a close connection between the writer’s sense of self and the writing—and/or a sense of thematic unity within the separate portfolio pieces.  A “5” portfolio typically takes risks that work—either in content or form—and challenges the reader by trying something new.

A portfolio that is VERY GOOD in overall quality.  A “4” portfolio is substantial in content, although its pieces are not as fully developed as a “5.” It uses language effectively but not as creatively as a “5.”  It suggests an ability to handle varied prose tasks successfully, and its voice is clear and distinct if not powerful.  Sense of audience and context is clearly present if not always firm.  A “4” portfolio tends not to take as many risks as a “5.”

A portfolio that is GOOD in overall quality.  The writing is competent both in content and style.  There are more strengths than weaknesses, but there may be unevenness of quality or under development in one or two pieces.  The reader may want “more” to be fully convinced of the writer’s ability to handle varied prose tasks successfully and to use language effectively.  There is a sense of audience and context, but some of the writing may seem formulaic or lack strong voice.  There tends to be minimal risk-taking or originality.

A portfolio that is FAIR in overall quality.  It does not suggests the competence that a “3” portfolio demonstrates.  Strengths and weaknesses tend to be evenly balanced—either within or among the portfolio pieces.  One or more or the pieces may be too brief or underdeveloped.  There is some evidence of the writer’s ability to handle varied prose tasks successfully and to use language effectively, but is offset by recurring problems in either or both content and style.  A “2” portfolio often lacks both a clear sense of audience and a distinct voice.




A portfolio that is BELOW AVERAGE in overall quality.  It does not suggest the writing competence that a “2” portfolio does.  Weaknesses clearly predominate over strengths.  The writing may be clear, focused, and error-free, but it is usually thin in substance and undistinguished in style.  Two or more of the pieces may be either short and underdeveloped or abstract and vague.  Moreover, the writer rarely takes risks, relying instead on formulas and clichés.  There is little evidence of the writer’s ability to handle varied prose tasks successfully.  The few strengths are more than overbalanced by significant weaknesses.
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