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	1. Formatting – MLA/APA headers, titles, indentation, etc.
	
	
	
	
	1
	
	I don’t know if its MLA or APA, but it does have a title. This is why all I am giving it is a 1. 

	2. Introduction – sufficiently forecasted the remainder of the essay
	
	
	
	
	1
	
	The intro has a “story” about a man going on a rampage but doesn’t know if he shot or stabbed his victims? It doesn’t explain what the article is going to be about, only describes something that happened, who knows when? I’m only giving the author a 1 because at least he talked about something relative to the topic.

	3. Conclusion – sufficiently wrapped up the author’s thoughts; connected to intro.
	
	
	
	
	
	0
	The conclusion sucked it didn’t sum up anything of what this article was about, it was two sentences long and said it will deal with the other issue in his next blog? Horrible conclusion!

	4. In-text Citations – at least 2 and properly formatted
	
	
	
	
	
	0
	I think I counted on this that was in parentheses  and  I don’t even think it was to cite anything because it didn’t have page numbers of anything it just stated the statistics agencies, I’m guessing that is where he found his statistics. Also he mentioned research from the New York Times, but didn’t cite it. 

	5. Works Cited/References – only work actually cited in the paper is included; properly formatted.
	
	
	
	
	
	0
	I didn’t see a works cited or reference page or paragraph or anything.

	6. Grammar/Mechanics – language choice; punctuation; spelling, etc.
	
	
	
	2
	
	
	I felt like I was reading a high school paper. Everything could’ve been much better.

	7. Pre- & Post-writing paragraphs – did the author sufficiently describe goals and how to meet them? Did author sufficiently explain how goals were met?
	
	
	
	
	
	0
	The author did not describe how he was going to meet his goals what so ever, the only goal he talked about was finding why killings have been increasing. The author just kept referring to The New York Times. I don’t believe the author even did any of his own research, just looked at other statistics and work from other people. 

	8. Flow – transitions between paragraphs; all sentences in a paragraph related; no run-on or fragmented sentences.
	
	
	
	
	
	0
	I gave this a zero also because it was really hard to follow along with, the author jumped around so much from sentence to sentence, I had no idea what point he was even trying to get across.

	9. Hooked and maintained reader interest.
	
	
	
	
	
	0
	I almost stopped reading it until I realized I only had a paragraph left, The authors paragraphs didn’t flow together at all. 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	TOTAL =  4
	Add’l comments: This article sucked! 


