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Unit code SCOM3320 Discipline Science Communications  Level Level 3 

Type of assessment task   Critical reading and writing 

Question Gain familiarity with communication literature, undertake critical analysis of that literature, and participate in a 
class blog as author and commenter. 

Salient information (word limit or, 
anything other information 
relevant to interpretation of 
rubric) 

  

Outcomes: 

After completing this assignment you should be able to:  

 read, critically analyse and summarise scholarly literature  

 condense complex scientific information into key concepts and distil information into concise, 

understandable, jargon-free material   

 recognise the qualities of successful post   

 interact with other blog users through engaging posts and comments 

Students must: 

 Choose one reading from a provided list, read it critically, and write a post of around 400-500 words about 
it by the due date (11am Monday of the given week) 

 This should include media (images, video, links, audio, etc) that enhance the post (a minimum of one) and a 
full citation of the selected reading 

 Read the weekly posts and write at least one comment of around 100 words by the due date (5pm Friday 
of the given week) 

 Respond to the comments on the original post with around 100 words each, within a fortnight 



 

  Marking criteria Fail Unacceptable  (0-40%) Pass - Adequate (50%) Credit – Good (60%) Distinction - Very Good 
(70%) 

High Distinction – 
Excellent  (80%) 

Cannot be improved 
(100%) 

Max mark for criterion 
(100%) 

Post 

Technical Within word limit (400-500) 
Submitted on time 
Reference appears at the end of 
the post 

Fails on all criteria   Meets two criteria but 
fails others 

   Meets all criteria 5 

Title  Post has an attractive and 
interesting title 

Missing, irrelevant or 
uninformative 

Adequate Catchy but lacks 
information 

Informative, catchy Informative, memorable, 
encapsulates topic 

Professional quality 5 

Style Post is well-written and well-
structured 

No structure; writing poor; 
considerable problems 
with grammar and spelling. 

Readable but structure, 
grammar and spelling 
require considerable 
revision 

Good; minor problems 
with structure, grammar 
and spelling. 

Flows well. Occasional 
problems with grammar 
and spelling. 

Well-structured. No 
grammar or spelling 
issues. 

Well-structured. No 
grammar or spelling 
issues. Innovative and 
individual writing style 

10 

Multimedia links, video, audio, etc. are 
appropriate and embedded 
correctly in the text 

Inappropriate material; no 
attempt to embed 
correctly. 

Minimum material (1 
item); appropriate matter; 
no attempt to embed 
correctly. 

More than minimum; 
mostly appropriate 
supporting material; 
attempt to embed 

Multiple material; 
appropriate; embedded 
correctly 

Excellent supporting 
material; embedded 
correctly 

Proefssional level of 
multimedia 

5 

Analysis Provides a synopsis and critical 
analysis of the reading in 
connection with the topic 

No evidence of analysis Slight attempt at analysis Modest attempt at 
analysis  

Good analysis but not 
supported by evidence 

Clear analysis supported 
by evidence and 
explanation 

Excellent analysis, 
evidence and explanation, 
woven seamlessly into text 

15 

Content Conveys the relevance of the 
concept or topic, succinctly and 
without using jargon 

No indication of relevance; 
verbose or long-winded; 
uses jargon without 
explanation 

Describes content but 
misses relevance; 
somewhat verbose; some 
jargon 

Describes importance but 
misses relevance 

Relevance identified and 
described succintly; uses a 
little jargon or fails to 
explain jargon 

Relevance fully conveyed 
in succinct terms; no 
jargon or explained jargon 

Relevance fully conveyed, 
succint but with personal 
style and flair 

15 

Engagement The reader is invited to 
comment  

No clear ending; no 
attempt to invite 
engagement 

Closes with invitation to 
comment but unrelated to 
post 

Closes with invitation to 
comment; some attempt 
to relate to post 

Closes with invitation to 
comment; moderately 
engaging 

Closes with relevant and 
engaging invitation to 
comment 

Invitation to comment 
relevant, engaging and 
subtle 

5 

Comments 

Technical Within word limit (c. 100 words) 
Submitted on time 

Fails all criteria   Meets one criterion    Meets all criteria 5 

Well-written Poor writing, multiple 
problems with grammar 
and spelling 

Readable; grammar and 
spelling require 
considerable revision 

Good writing; minor 
problems with spelling 
and grammar 

Good writing; occasional 
problems with spelling and 
grammar 

Well-written; no grammar 
or spelling issues 

Well-written; personal and 
innovative style 

5 

Content Contributes to discussion Does not contribute to 
discussion - e.g praise or 
negative comment only 

Does not contribute to 
discussion - e.g. repeats 
post but offers no new 
information 

Modest contribution to 
discussion e.g. new 
information or 
appropriate link 

Good contribution to 
discussion - e.g. 
appropriate new 
information, response to 
point or question in post 

Very good contribution to 
discussion - e.g. 
contributes new 
viewpoint, thoughtful and 
considered response to 
point or question in post 

Excellent contribution to 
discussion - e.g. 
contributes new 
viewpoint, thoughtful and 
considered response to 
point or question in post 

20 

Response 

Technical Within word limit (c. 100 words) 
Submitted on time 

Fails all criteria   Meets one criterion    Meets all criteria 2 

Well-written Poor writing, multiple 
problems with grammar 
and spelling 

Readable; grammar and 
spelling require 
considerable revision 

Good writing; minor 
problems with spelling 
and grammar 

Good writing; occasional 
problems with spelling and 
grammar 

Well-written; no grammar 
or spelling issues 

Well-written; personal and 
innovative style 

2 

Content Well-written; contributes to 
discussion 

Does not contribute to 
discussion - e.g praise or 
negative comment only 

Does not contribute to 
discussion - e.g. repeats 
post no response to 
comment 

Modest contribution to 
discussion e.g. picks up 
point from comment but 
response lacks depth 

Good contribution to 
discussion - e.g.clearly 
responding to comment, 
offers new thought or 
information 

Very good contribution to 
discussion - e.g. 
contributes new 
viewpoint, thoughtful and 
considered response to 
point or question in post 

Excellent contribution to 
discussion - e.g. 
contributes new 
viewpoint, thoughtful and 
considered response to 
point or question in post 

6 

        100 


