
ECO 403 – Critical Reflection Grading Rubric  
 

Category Excellent Good Competent Problematic Pts. 

Introduction  [4-5] 
• Grabs readers’ at-

tention.  
• Sets up thesis state-

ment.  
• Gives accurate and 

concise representa-
tion of authors’ 
main arguments.  

[3-4] 
• Thesis statement 

hard to identify.  
• Gives accurate and 

concise representa-
tion of authors’ 
main arguments.  

 

[2-3] 
• No thesis statement.  
• Gives mostly accu-

rate representation 
of authors’ main ar-
guments.  

• Includes some au-
thors’ arguments 
that are not ad-
dressed in the analy-
sis.  

 

[0-2] 
• Inaccurate represen-

tation of authors’ 
main arguments.  

• Too long and in-
cludes many au-
thors’ arguments 
not addressed in the 
analysis.  

 

[5] 

Critical  
Economic 
Analysis  

[25-30] 
• Critically analyzes 

authors’ arguments 
using an economic 
framework. 

• Pays attention to 
details of model, as-
sumptions, predic-
tions, etc.  

• Correctly and effec-
tively uses tools 
studied in class (or 
in other courses).  

• Criticisms pick out 
important economic 
points and not mi-
nor aspects.  

• Shows independent 
thinking rather than 
merely paraphras-
ing class materials.  

• Uses evidence to re-
fute/support argu-
ments.  

[20-25] 
• Critically analyzes 

authors’ arguments 
using an economic 
framework. 

• Mostly pays atten-
tion to details of 
model, assump-
tions, predictions, 
etc.  

• Correctly and effec-
tively uses tools 
studied in class (or 
in other courses) 
with only minor er-
rors.  

• Focuses critical 
analysis on minor 
points such as writ-
ing style, minor in-
consistencies or 
quality of authors’ 
sources.  

or 
Mostly paraphrases 
class materials with 
no evidence of inde-
pendent thinking.  

[15-20] 
• Attempts to trans-

late the authors’ ar-
guments into an eco-
nomic framework 
that uses tools stud-
ied in class (or in 
other courses).  

• Uses class tools with 
significant concep-
tual errors.  

or 
Does not show 
clearly that has iden-
tified and under-
stood authors’ argu-
ments.  

[0-15] 
• Mostly summarizes 

articles.  
• Makes minimal to 

no attempt to link 
articles’ arguments 
to class tools or 
tools used with sig-
nificant conceptual 
errors.  

 

[30] 



Exposition  [8-10] 
• Paragraphs well or-

ganized by thought.  
• Smooth transition 

between para-
graphs.  

• Clear, easy to read 
sentences.  

• No unnecessary 
repetitions.  

• Economic terms and 
concepts clearly ex-
plained.  

• Sources are refer-
enced and cited cor-
rectly.  

[7-8] 
• Paragraphs not al-

ways well organized 
by thoughts.  

• Mostly smooth 
transition between 
paragraphs.  

• Some long, con-
fused sentences.  

• Some minor unnec-
essary repetition.  

• Some economic 
terms and concepts 
used without clear 
explanation.  

• Sources are refer-
enced and cited cor-
rectly.  

[5-7] 
• Paragraphs organiza-

tion needs work. 
• Some sen-

tence/word prob-
lems making it diffi-
cult to understand 
reasoning.  

• Economic terms 
used frequently 
without attempt to 
explain them.  

• Sources are mostly 
referenced and cited 
correctly.  

• Lengthy quotations 
from article instead 
of a concise sum-
mary if needed.  

[0-5] 
• Significant sen-

tence/word prob-
lems making it diffi-
cult to understand 
reasoning.  

• Not completely writ-
ten in paragraphs 
(e.g., bullet points, 
equations, graphs).  

• Sources are refer-
enced and cited in-
correctly.  

[10] 

Conclusion  [4-5] 
• Summarizes the 

analysis briefly and 
accurately.  

[3-4] 
• Attempts to sum-

marize the analysis 
briefly and accu-
rately.  

[2-3] 
• Summarizes the 

analysis somehow 
accurately but not 
briefly.  

[0-2] 
• No proper conclu-

sion (summary not 
attempted).  

[5] 

 


