
Rubric for Assessing Topic Research Guide 

Assessment Category Does NOT Meet 
Expectations 

Meets Expectations Exceeds Expectations Substantially Exceeds 
Expectations 

Quantity and Diversity 
of Sources 

Contains fewer than 12 sources 
OR all sources are in the same 
format. 

Contains 12-17 sources in at 
least TWO formats. 

Contains 14-18 sources in print 
and online formats with at least 
one source in a THIRD format. 

Contains 25 or more sources 
relatively balanced among THREE 
formats. 

Quality of Sources SOME sources are not 
authoritative OR stable and 
verifiable. 

ALL sources are verifiable 
and authoritative, and reflect 
a level of currency 
appropriate to the topic. 

ALL sources are verifiable and 
authoritative, and reflect an 
appropriate level of currency.  
They represent a mixture of 
primary and secondary sources. 

ALL sources are verifiable and 
authoritative, and reflect an 
appropriate level of currency.  
Primary sources include 
recognized leaders/authorities in 
the field. 

Relevance and 
Usefulness of Sources 

SOME sources are only 
indirectly related to the final 
product. 

ALL sources are directly 
related to the final product. 

ALL sources are directly related 
to the final product and there are a 
few explanations of how one 
source led to another. 

ALL sources are directly related to 
the final product and there are 
many explanations of how one 
source led to another. 

Format and 
Organization of 
Citations 

SOME sources either do not 
follow a recognized, standard 
citation style appropriate to the 
discipline (e.g. MLA) OR show 
no clear pattern of organization. 

ALL citations follow a 
recognized, standard citation 
style appropriate to the 
discipline (e.g. MLA) AND 
have a clear pattern of 
organization (e.g. 
alphabetical). 

ALL citations follow a 
recognized, standard citation style 
appropriate to the discipline (e.g. 
MLA), AND reflect an extra 
layer of organization that divides 
sources into meaningful 
subcategories. 

 

Quality, Thoroughness, 
and Level of Analysis 
of Annotations 

SOME annotations fail to identify 
the author or target audience, 
describe the scope of the 
information provided, OR explain 
how the source might be useful to 
a researcher. 

ALL annotations identify the 
author and target audience, 
describe the scope of the 
information provided, AND 
explain how the source 
might be useful to a 
researcher. 

ALL annotations identify the 
author and target audience, 
describe the scope of the 
information provided, AND 
explain how the source might be 
useful to a researcher.  A few also 
describe the author’s 
credentials/bias, specify the level 
of detail, or compare sources. 

ALL annotations identify the 
author and target audience, 
describe the scope of the 
information provided, AND explain 
how the source might be useful to a 
researcher.  Many also describe the 
author’s credentials/bias, specify 
the level of detail, or compare 
sources. 

Content of Overview Overview fails to define the scope 
of the research clearly, fails to 
make recommendations in regard 
to search terms, OR is written in a 
disorganized or verbose style. 

Concise overview clearly 
defines the scope of the 
research guide and 
recommends useful search 
terms and/or terms to avoid. 

Concise overview clearly defines 
the scope of the research guide, 
recommends useful search terms 
and/or terms to avoid, and 
identifies the “must-reads” with 
which a novice in the field should 
begin his/her research. 

Concise overview clearly defines 
the scope of the research guide, 
recommends useful search terms 
and/or terms to avoid, and 
highlights “must-reads” (directly or 
through visual cues with a key) for 
various groups of potential users 
who may consult the guide. 
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