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EDUC 800 Performance Assessment:  Rubric for the “Knowing” Paper 
 

 
Elements 

Does not meet 
standard 
(Little or no  
evidence) 

Approaches standard 
(Some evidence) 

Meets 
standard 
(Clear 
evidence) 

Exceeds standard 
(Clear convincing 

and substantial 
evidence) 

Focus of paper The new way of 
knowing is not 
clearly 
identified 
and/or its 
historical roots 
are not 
described. 

The new way of 
knowing is 
somewhat 
identified 
and/or its 
historical roots 
are minimally 
described. 

The new way 
of knowing is 
clearly 
identified and 
its historical 
roots are 
clearly 
described 

The new way of 
knowing is clearly 
and explicitly 
identified; its 
historical roots are 
clearly and 
thoroughly 
described. 

Presentation of 
Assumptions 

Assumptions 
about the nature 
of knowledge in 
the new way of 
knowing are not 
made clear. Key 
terms are not 
defined. 

Fundamental 
assumptions about 
the nature of 
knowledge in the 
new way of knowing 
are explained 
minimally; some key 
terms are defined. 

Fundamental 
assumptions about 
the nature of 
knowledge in the 
new way of 
knowing are 
explained clearly; 
the key terms 
necessary to 
understand this 
way of knowing 
are defined. 

Fundamental 
assumptions about 
the nature of 
knowledge in the 
new way of knowing 
are explained clearly 
and thoroughly; the 
key terms necessary 
to understand this 
way of knowing are 
defined with depth 
and clarity. 

Connections to 
research 

Neither the nature 
of the research 
questions this way 
of knowing has 
been used to 
explore are clear 
nor are the 
examples 
presented. 

The nature of the 
research questions 
this way of knowing 
has been used to 
explore are 
minimally or not 
clearly included 
and/or examples are 
not adequately 
presented. 

The nature of the 
research 
questions this 
way of knowing 
has been used to 
explore are 
included and 
described clearly 
with relevant 
examples 

The nature of the 
research questions 
this way of knowing 
has been used to 
explore are 
articulated clearly 
and robustly; they 
are described with 
relevant examples 

Comparison and 
discussion with 
reflection on 
new way of 
knowing 

Minimal to no 
attention is 
given to how 
this way of 
knowing is 
new to you. 

Includes a cursory 
discussion where 
distinctions are 
present, but may not 
be developed in 
depth. 

Includes a 
discussion that 
reveals a 
delineation 
between your way 
of knowing and the 
new way of 
knowing. 
 
 

Includes a rich 
and meaningful 
discussion that 
reveals clear 
delineation 
between your 
way of 
knowing and 
the new way of 
knowing. 
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Resources Minimal or no 
EDUC 800 
references are 
included; does 
not comply with 
APA (7t)h style, 
contains multiple 
e r r o r s  
 
irregularities. 

EDUC 800 or other 
references are 
mentioned but 
clarity or relevance 
may be lacking; 
some APA (7th ed) 
style irregularities 
may be present. 

Appropriate 
EDUC 800 
references are 
included; some 
APA (7th ed) 
style irregularities 
may be present. 

Appropriate EDUC 
800 references are 
clearly and 
accurately 
incorporated, and 
are in accurate APA 
(7th ed) style. 

Language and 
Writing 

Author makes 
more than 5 
errors in 
grammar, 
mechanics or 
spelling that 
distract the 
reader from the 
content, or there 
are error patterns 
evident. Writing 
is not at the level 
of graduate work. 

Author makes some 
errors in grammar, 
mechanics or spelling 
that distracts the 
reader from the 
content. Uses 
language that is 
appropriate  but may 
not be fluent or 
engaging. Writing 
approaches that of 
graduate level 
quality, but may need 
additional 
development. 

Author makes 
minimal to few 
errors in grammar, 
mechanics or 
spelling. Uses 
language with 
elaboration to 
express ideas. 
Writing is 
generally at the 
graduate level, 
but may benefit 
from more 
careful editing. 

Author makes no, or 
very few, errors in 
grammar, spelling or 
mechanics. Uses 
language 
masterfully and 
thoughtfully to 
express ideas. 
Writing is clearly at 
the graduate level 
and shows careful 
editing. 

 
Comments:  Very well written and organized Cheryl.  You use the research to support your positions and have 
excellent references as well.  Your examples highlight the usefulness and differences between WOK/NWOK. You 
demonstrated deep understanding of the topics that will likely serve you well. A few edits/APA but nothing that 
detracts from your writing. 


