
Electronic Writing Portfolio Readings Report Executive Summary 
Fall 2008
Number of Readers:

19
Number of Portfolios:

198
Number of Papers:

600


Portfolios Overall

Strong Portfolios:  
24%

Adequate Portfolios:
58%

Weak Portfolios:
19%
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Focus/Purpose

Strong (consistently strong sense of focus/purpose throughout):
28%  

Adequate (clear focus/purpose in most or all submissions):  48%  
Weak (some evidence of ability to focus on a purpose):  22%  
Poor (very little or no evidence of focus):  2%   
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Organization

Strong (consistent use of structure in ways that enhance presentation of ideas/information):  20%  
Adequate (logical organization and/or clearly identifiable structure):  57%
Weak (inconsistent sense of structure and/or lapses in organization):  20%
Poor (very little or no sense of structure or organization):  2%
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Development

Strong (ideas consistently developed in depth and supported with rich and relevant details):  18%
Adequate (ideas developed in depth with appropriate supporting evidence/details):  41%
Weak (some development of ideas and use of supporting evidence/details):  36%
Poor (very little or no development of ideas or use of supporting evidence):  5%
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Style

Strong (sophisticated use of language (sentence structure, word choice) that enhances presentation of ideas/information):  18%
Adequate (appropriate use of language that effectively conveys ideas/information):  59%
Weak (use of language that is awkward, unnecessarily complex, and/or overly simplistic):  22%
Poor (use of language that is highly inconsistent or indeterminate):  2%
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Audience

Strong (sophisticated sense of audience—e.g., distinctive voice and/or appropriate tone):
 18%
Adequate (some awareness of and/or attempt to communicate with audience):  59%
Weak (little or no awareness of audience):  20%
Poor (no sense of writing for an audience):  4%
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Mechanics

Strong (few, if any, errors in mechanics relative to length and complexity of documents):  24%
Adequate (some errors in mechanics that do not interfere significantly with communication):  56%
Weak (patterns of errors in mechanics that affect clarity and/or credibility of writing):  18%
Poor (large numbers of errors in mechanics affecting almost all aspects of the writing):  2%
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Sources

Strong (ability to integrate ideas/information from sources into own writing in meaningful and appropriate ways):  25%
Adequate (some effective integration of ideas/information from source):
52%
Weak (inappropriate/ineffective integration of ideas/information:  13%
Poor/NA (No attempt to integrate ideas/information from sources):  5%
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