
Unit code SCOM2208 Discipline Science Communication  Level Level 2 

Type of assessment task  Written and illustrated article for a popular science magazine 

Question “In this assignment you will write a full-length feature article on a controversial topic of your choice in science, 
technology, engineering, mathematics or medicine. The article should be suitable in format and style for 
publication in the print version of Cosmos magazine” 

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

  

Aim: for students to demonstrate their ability to write a more complex article targeted at a specific audience 
and written in a specific style. 

Outcomes: 

After completing this assignment you should be able to:  

 Research a topic of your choice from scholarly articles and, where applicable, reputable sources of 
information on the web. 

 Understand the importance of style and tone in communicating messages to different audiences. 

 Define the main messages you want to impart in the article. 

 Use a combination of images, text, quotes, analogies and examples to convey your  message and establish 
your tone and style 

 Use a simple design tool to lay out your article 

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

understandable, jargon-free material.   

 Peer and self-assess article drafts.   

 Improve your writing by accepting constructive criticism.   

Students must: 

 Determine an appropriate topic – controversial, capable of being researched through scholarly sources, and 
reasonably broad 
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 Investigate appropriate style, tone, aesthetics and structure for the publication by selecting an exemplar 
article 

 Research the topic, and the characteristics of the publication’s audience, using scholarly references and, 
where appropriate, credible web references 

 Write the article, observing appropriate conventions. There is no set word limit but guidance of 1-2 A3 
pages (2-4 A4 pages) 

 Include appropriate images, available for use or re-use in this context 

 Bring a printed copy of the article, and the exemplar article, to the nominated tutorial for peer review 

 Use comments from the peer review to revise the article before submission 

 Submit the final article, the exemplar article, and a separate page correctly citing at least five scholarly 
sources 



 

   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%) 

Headline Headline headline is appropriate and 
engaging and encapsulates the 
topic of the article 

Missing, irrelevant or 
uninformative 

Adequate - non-descriptive; 
dull or lengthy 

Catchy or informative Informative and catchy Informative, memorable, 
encapsulates topic 

Informative, memorable, 
encapsulates topic; shows 
clever and innovative use of 
language 

5 

Sub-headings Subheadings are appropriate for the chosen 
publication and guide the 
reader through the article 

Missing, irrelevant or 
inappropriate 

Too long, irrelevant to 
material, and/or confusing 

Acceptable but either too 
long or somewhat 
irrelevant 

Good attempt to use subtitles 
to signpost article; appropriate 
for publication 

Clearly signpost article; are 
witty or clever or engaging 

Clearly signpost article; are 
witty, clever and engaging 

5 

Opening 
paragraph 

Opening para. is clear and sets the scene for 
the content of the article; is in a 
tone and language appropriate 
for the publication 

Missing, irrelevant or 
uninformative; language 
inappropriate 

Attempts a distinct lead 
sentence (as opposed to 
simply starting) but is 
unclear or does not relate to 
content; language largely 
inappropriate 

Lead sentence/opening 
para acceptable but 
several problems with 
clarity and relevance to 
content; or some 
inappropriate language 

Lead sentence/opening para 
mostly good and relates well to 
content. Language largely 
appropriate. Several minor 
problems with length or 
engagement 

Lead sentence/opening para 
good and relates well to 
content. One or two minor 
problems with length or 
engagement; language largely 
appropriate; clearly shows 
significance of topic for the 
target audience 

Lead sentence / opening 
para clear and relates well 
to content; engages the 
reader succinctly; language 
appropriate; clearly shows 
significance of topic for the 
target audience 

10 

Content Understanding displays breadth of reading and 
clear understanding of the topic 

None obvious Student doesn't seem to 
understand the topic and 
does a poor job of 
explaining it  

Student understands and 
explains the topic well 
enough to get their point 
across.  

Student understands the topic; 
one or two small issues of 
clarity or concision 

Student clearly understands 
and explains the topic clearly 
and concisely 

Student clearly understands 
and explains the topic 
extremely clearly, concisely 
and cleverly.  

5 

Importance Content conveys the 
importance of the topic to the 
target audience 

Content poor quality; 
reader would not realise 
importance 

Attempts to convey 
importance but weakly or in 
a manner inappropriate for 
the target audience 

Importance is identified 
but lacks clarity or is 
written in a manner 
inappropriate for the 
target audience 

Importance conveyed but lacks 
detail 

Importance conveyed clearly, 
with one or two minor issues 

Importance conveyed 
clearly and intelligently 

10 

Clarity explains complex concepts 
simply and accurately 

No explanation of 
concepts 

One or two concepts 
explained; explanation 
verbose or long-winded 

Most concepts explained; 
explanations lack 
simplicity or are 
somewhat inaccurate 

Concepts explained but 
explanation could be simpler or 
more accurate 

Explains complex concepts 
simply and accurately, with 
one or two minor issues  

Explains complex concepts 
simply, accurately, and 
intelligently  

5 

Breadth of 
material 

includes a range of material 
such as data, anecdotes, expert 
opinion and quotes appropriate 
to the style of the publication 

No use of any such 
material 

Uses only one kind of 
material 

Uses two or three kinds of 
material but multiple 
problems with relevance 
or appropriateness   

Uses three or four kinds of 
material  but minor issues of 
appropriateness or relevance  

Uses good range of material; 
material used is appropriate 
and relevant 

Uses excellent range of 
material; material used is 
appropriate and relevant 

10 

Writing Jargon no jargon, or only jargon that 
would be understood by the 
target audience 

Includes considerable 
jargon with no explanation 

Some jargon with no 
explanation 

Some jargon; attempts to 
explain jargon used 

Uses a little jargon but is fully 
explained 

One or two pieces of jargon; 
fully explained 

No jargon used 5 

Writing well-written and well-
structured, in a style and 
language appropriate for the 
target audience 

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

Readable but structure, 
grammar and spelling 
require considerable 
revision 

Good structure but 
multiple minor problems 
with style, grammar and 
spelling. 

Flows well. Occasional 
problems with style, grammar 
and spelling 

Well-structured. One or two 
minor grammar and spelling 
issues. 

Well-structured. No 
grammar or spelling issues 

15 

Quotes quotes (including pull quotes 
(call-outs)) add to the story and 
are appropriate for the 
publication 

No quotes used Quotes are used but are 
weak, irrelevant or 
inappropriate 

Good quotes but use is not 
completely effective, 
relevant or appropriate 

Good, relevant, quotes but not 
used entirely effectively 

Strong quotes used effectively 
and appropriately 

Excellent quotes; strengthen 
and substantiate the story 

5 

Layout layout is analogous with the 
target publication; is clear and 
easy to follow; shows good use 
of design elements (colour, 
images, etc.) 

No match of layout with 
target publication; layout 
confusing or crowded, use 
of design elements poor 

One or two points of 
similarity with target 
publication; layout 
confusing or crowded; use 
of design elements poor 

Acceptable level of 
similarity to target 
publication; layout 
acceptable, may have one 
or two flaws 

Good level of similarity with 
target publication, layout clear 
and easy to follow, good use of 
design elements 

Excellent analogy for target 
publication; layout excellent 
and easy to read; excellent use 
of design elements 

Excellent analogy of target 
publication but has personal 
innovation and style. 
Excellent use of design 
elements 

15 

Images Images are relevant, suitable and add 
to the impact of the story, with 
interesting captions 

Irrelevant, unsuitable, 
have no impact, no 
captions 

Slight degree of relevance; 
lack impact; poor captions 

Acceptable level of 
relevance and impact; 
captions present but dull 

Relevant and have impact but 
have minor problems; captions 
present but lack interest 

Highly relevant; enhance and 
substantiate the story, 
captions effective with very 
minor problems 

Completely relevant; 
enhance and substantiate 
the story; captions notably 
effective 

3 

Captions Images are properly attributed No attribution Attributes all images but 
incorrectly OR attributes 
only some images 

Attributes images in 
reference list but not on 
laid-out pages 

Attributes all images in both 
reference list and on laid-out 
pages, but incorrectly 

Full attribution but distracts 
slightly from layout 

Full attribution, naturally 
incorporated; does not 
distract from the layout 

2 

References References reference list demonstrates 
scholarly research (minimum of 
five refs); referenced correctly 

No reference list Fewer than three scholarly 
references; multiple 
inaccuracies in referencing 

Three scholarly, relevant 
references; some 
inaccuracies in referencing 

Four or more scholarly 
references but references not 
all completely relevant; minor 
inaccuracies in referencing 

Four or more strong and 
relevant scholarly references; 
referencing completely correct 

Five or more strong and 
relevant scholarly 
references; referencing 
completely correct 

5 

         100 


