Documentary Film Analysis Rubric (100 points)



Name____________________________
	
	A
	B
	C
	Revise

	Content 

	Introduction accurately credits the film’s title and director(s). (5)
The introduction clearly identifies the specific target audience that logically matches the purpose. (5) 
The introduction clearly and logically establishes a specific purpose/tone for the film. (10)
The analysis of rhetorical strategies consistently convinces the reader that you are confident and competent with the language of rhetoric. (10)
Analysis is always supported with concrete evidence from the film; the link between evidence and the director’s purpose are clearly and logically established. (20)
Essay logically judges the film’s effectiveness in its impact on the audience.  This evaluation is effectively placed. (5)
	Introduction credits the film’s title and director(s). (4)
The introduction clearly identifies a general target audience, one that logically matches the purpose. (4)
The introduction establishes a specific purpose/tone for the film, although it is not articulated as smoothly as those of a higher score. (8)
The analysis of rhetorical strategies usually convinces the reader that you are confident and competent with the language of rhetoric. (8)
Analysis is always supported with concreted evidence from the film; the link between the evidence and the director’s purpose are usually explained with clarity and logic. (17)
Essay logically judges the film’s effectiveness in impacting the audience, although the evaluation is awkwardly placed. (4)
	Introduction credits the film’s title or director(s). (3)
The introduction identifies an audience, although there may be an audience that more accurately matches the stated purpose. (3)
The introduction establishes a purpose/tone for the film, although it is vague or simplistic. (7)
The analysis of rhetorical strategies inconsistently convinces the reader that you are confident and competent with the language of rhetoric. (7)
Supporting evidence or explanations are inconsistently provided to support the director’s purpose. (13)
Essay judges the film’s effectiveness in impacting the audience, although the judgment may be ineffectively placed in the essay or need tweaking to be more convincing.  (3)

	Introduction fails to credit the film’s title and director(s).

The introduction does not identify an audience or the named audience is contradictory to the purpose.

The introduction does not establish the purpose/tone of the film or it is written in a way that it doesn’t make sense to the reader.

The analysis of rhetorical strategies rarely/never convinces the reader that you are confident and competent with the language of rhetoric. 
Analysis is not supported with evidence from the film or the evidence provided is not clearly connected to the director’s purpose.  At times, the essay summarizes rather than analyzes.
Essay does not judge the film’s effectiveness or the judgment is confusing/contradictory.

	Voice and Style

	An inviting introduction/title draws the reader in; a satisfying conclusion leaves the reader with a sense of closure and resolution. 
Overall, diction is specific, vivid, and purposeful; word choice consistently work to clearly analyze the film and impact the reader.
Sentences vary in length as well as structure.  Fragments, if used, add style.  

	The introduction/title attempts to engage the reader, although it could be tweaked for a more powerful effect; the conclusion wraps up the writer’s thoughts, but somewhat formulaically. 
Overall, diction is usually specific, although a couple of words may be refined for effect.

Sentences are written smoothly, although little effort was made to vary style or length.
	The introduction/title may not create a strong sense of anticipation because it’s formulaic; the conclusion may not tie up all loose ends. 
Overall, diction tends to be general and/or repetitive.
Sentences are usually written smoothly, although the same type of sentence error may reoccur.
	There is no real lead to set up what follows or the lead is confusing; essay does not provide a conclusion to wrap things up.

Overall, diction is awkward, inappropriate, or inaccurate.
Sentences are frequently awkward in their structure, distracting from the content.

	Organization

	Organization flows so smoothly the reader hardly thinks about it; the choice of structure matches the purpose and audience. 
Main ideas are broken down into clearly defined paragraphs; the writer plays with paragraph length to impact the audience. 
	Organization flows smoothly except for a few minor spots when the reader feels an urge to slip in a transition or move things around. 
Main ideas are broken down into clearly defined paragraphs. 

	The organization inconsistently supports the main point or story line; transitions may seem awkward or abrupt. 
Paragraphs are included, although there are topics that could be further sectioned off or combined. 
	Problems with organization make it hard for the reader to follow the writer’s thought process.
Ideas are clumped into one rambling paragraph.



	Mechanics

	The essay is clearly written in complete and punctuated sentences.  There are no distracting errors. 
	The essay is clearly written in complete and punctuated sentences.  There are few minor distracting errors. 
	The essay is inconsistently written with complete and punctuated sentences.  A few major errors may distract the reader. 
	Overall, the essay is confusing to read; it’s written in ineffective fragments, fails to include punctuation, or includes errors that consistently distract the reader.


