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Rubric for Reviews 
 
Over half of your grade for this course is determined by the Reviews, whether the Short 
or Expert variety, that you post on the course blog. These Reviews will be graded on a 
4.0 scale (C+, B, A- etc). The length for the Short Reviews is 200-1000 words; for the 
Expert Reviews it is 500-2000. For reference, one double spaced page in Times New 
Roman 12 font is typically around 250-300 words. More does not always equal better, 
but you do have to hit the minimum. There is a Word Count clearly displayed at the 
bottom the Wordpress composition field. 
 
General Advice 
What I am looking for in a Review is that you significantly engage the book by 
describing, analyzing, and grappling with the issues that it provokes. You do not need to 
worry about summarizing the plot: assume that your reader has already read the book, 
or that she is considering reading it because she is interested in the topic (and therefore 
doesn’t want to read the whole plot before reading the book itself). Most importantly, 
your review needs to have a point – something that you want to say about the book and 
want to take the time to explain carefully. For an excellent general guide to writing Book 
Reviews, check out this website: http://writingcenter.unc.edu/handouts/book-reviews. 
 
Rubric 
 Comprehension Engagement Originality Connections
A (4.0) Review 

demonstrates an 
accurate and 
comprehensive 
knowledge of the 
book under review 

Review engages with 
the book and its key 
issues in a rigorous, 
thought-provoking 
way. 

Review offers a truly 
fresh take on the 
book, enabling 
readers to see it in a 
new and exciting 
way. 

Review makes 
compelling 
connections to larger 
issues related to the 
course, its topics, 
and/or other 
readings. 

B (3.0) Review 
demonstrates an 
accurate knowledge 
of the book but lacks 
comprehensiveness. 

Review engages the 
book’s key issues, 
but on a more 
superficial level than 
an A review. 

Review offers a 
unique perspective 
that is the author’s 
own, but does not 
offer any unexpected 
insights. 

Review makes 
connections to 
course topics and 
readings, but 
without synthesizing 
them to make a new 
point. 

C (2.0) Review shows a lack 
of accurate 
knowledge of the 
book (some errors of 
comprehension or 
reference). 

Review makes some 
effort to engage with 
the book but neglects 
to do so on a more 
than superficial level. 

Review echoes a 
common or basic 
reading of the book 
and does not offer 
any new insight. 

Review gestures 
towards course 
topics or readings, 
but these 
connections are 
superficial. 

D (1.0) Review shows that 
the reviewer has not 
accurately 
comprehended the 
book, and may not 
have read it carefully 
or completely. 

Review does not 
adequately deal with 
the book and its key 
issues.  

Review does little 
more than recite 
common knowledge 
about the book. 

Review barely
engages with the 
course topics or with 
other readings. 

F (0.0) 
- also the grade for 
missing reviews 

Review is inadequate 
due to lack of 
engagement with 
text.  

Review makes little 
to no effort to engage 
with the book and its 
key issues. 

Review appears to be 
paraphrased from 
another source. 

Review has little to 
no connection to the 
course as a whole. 

 


