Student

Scoring Rubric for Written Ph. D Comprehensive Exam (Department of Geological Sciences)

Date

Committee Member

Initial the appropriate boxes in each category. Each student’s performance will be scored in five categories: Critical Thinking, Breath of Response, Literature Support, Content

Organization, and Written English Language Skills. The committee’s ranking will be based upon a five-point scale (5 = Exemplary, 4 = Strong, 3 = Competent, 2 = Marginal, 1 =
Unacceptable). The minimum successful score will be “Competent” or better from a majority of the Committee.
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1 - Unacceptable

Does not understand questions
and/or concepts.

No discernable evidence of
science behind core discipline.

Little or no evidence cited to
support responses.

Responses are arbitrary or not
structured, illogical or not
coherent.

Numerous grammatical errors
and stylistic problems that
obscure the majority of the
expressed thoughts;

errors in almost

every sentence.




