Draft (App)

Project Visualization: Writing

TOTAL SCORE FOR APP 65.56
Variety of Features (25%) Total: 0.53
Sliding Scale, 1 - 10, 1 low, 10 high, based on assess. of criteria

Core Features:

Ability for some sort of project or outline visualization 4
Ability to go from outline to drafting 8
Ability to move written sections around 5
Robust formatting options 1
Resource management (some sort of reference-citation

ability) 1
Collaborative Features:

Sharing project/document with others 7
Ability to collaborate on a project/document in real time 3
Ability to collaborate on a project/document NOT in real

time 10
Ability to comment on a project/document 9
Secondary Features: (5%0) Total: 0.35
Sliding Scale, 1 - 10, 1 low, 10 high, based on assess. of criteria

Ability to link to other documents or sources 1
Integration with other apps/software 1
Wordcounts (presence of feature plus accuracy) 7
Spelling/grammar check 6
Multiple types of views (page view, web view, outline

view, etc.) 5
Ability to use offline 1
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Intuitiveness of Use (25%) Total: 0.76
Use activities: (Sliding Scale, 1 - 10, 1 low, 10 high, based on assess. of criteria)
Language/lingo barriers: How easy is it to understand the

lingo the app uses? 10
Need/ease of understanding methodological premise 10
into chart below 6.8
Organization 8
Customizability 3
Click Counts (Fills in the same-colored cell above) Number of clicks
To open a writing project and get to the point where you

can begin writing 2
To share a document/project with others 5
To move sections around in the document 4
To comment on a writing project 4
To save a document/project - Initial Save 1
Facility for Collaboration (25%b) Total: 0.68
Sliding Scale: 1-10 (1 low, 10 high) based on assessment of criteria

Ease of sharing a project with others 7
Ease of commenting on a project 9
Ease of tracking changes 10
Ease of collaborating on a project in real time 1
Platform availability (10%) Total 0.50
10 point base score; -2 for core/collab. features missing; -1 sec. features missing

los 0
Android 0
PC 10
Mac 10
Price (10%) Price Total: 1.00
Find correct price range, write number of points allotted in Column B

Free, 10 points 10
Less than $40, 8 points

Less than $60, 6 points

Less than $80, 4 points

Less than $100, 2 points

More than $100, 0 points.
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Google Docs

Project Visualization: Writing

TOTAL SCORE FOR APP 84.13
Variety of Features (25%) Total: 0.74
Sliding Scale, 1 - 10, 1 low, 10 high, based on assess. of criteria

Core Features:

Ability for some sort of project or outline visualization 7
Ability to go from outline to drafting 9
Ability to move written sections around 8
Robust formatting options 6
Resource management (some sort of reference-citation

ability) 1
Collaborative Features:

Sharing project/document with others 10
Ability to collaborate on a project/document in real time 10
Ability to collaborate on a project/document NOT in real

time 8
Ability to comment on a project/document 8
Secondary Features: (5%0) Total: 0.67
Sliding Scale, 1 - 10, 1 low, 10 high, based on assess. of criteria

Ability to link to other documents or sources 8
Integration with other apps/software 7
Wordcounts (presence of feature plus accuracy) 9
Spelling/grammar check 8
Multiple types of views (page view, web view, outline

view, etc.) 7
Ability to use offline 1
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Intuitiveness of Use (25%) Total: 0.83
Use activities: (Sliding Scale, 1 - 10, 1 low, 10 high, based on assess. of criteria)
Language/lingo barriers: How easy is it to understand the

lingo the app uses? 10
Need/ease of understanding methodological premise 9
into chart below 7.4
Organization 8
Customizability 7
Click Counts (Fills in the same-colored cell above) Number of clicks
To open a writing project and get to the point where you

can begin writing 3
To share a document/project with others 2
To move sections around in the document 4
To comment on a writing project 2
To save a document/project - Initial Save 2
Facility for Collaboration (25%b) Total: 0.98
Sliding Scale: 1-10 (1 low, 10 high) based on assessment of criteria

Ease of sharing a project with others 10
Ease of commenting on a project 9
Ease of tracking changes 10
Ease of collaborating on a project in real time 10
Platform availability (10%) Total 0.90
10 point base score; -2 for core/collab. features missing; -1 sec. features missing

los 8
Android 8
PC 10
Mac 10
Price (10%) Price Total: 1.00
Find correct price range, write number of points allotted in Column B

Free, 10 points 10
Less than $40, 8 points

Less than $60, 6 points

Less than $80, 4 points

Less than $100, 2 points

More than $100, 0 points.
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MS Word

Project Visualization: Writing

TOTAL SCORE FOR APP 71.39
Variety of Features (25%) Total: 0.73
Sliding Scale, 1 - 10, 1 low, 10 high, based on assess. of criteria

Core Features:

Ability for some sort of project or outline visualization 8
Ability to go from outline to drafting 9
Ability to move written sections around 10
Robust formatting options 8
Resource management (some sort of reference-citation

ability) 3
Collaborative Features:

Sharing project/document with others 8
Ability to collaborate on a project/document in real time 4
Ability to collaborate on a project/document NOT in real

time 9
Ability to comment on a project/document 7
Secondary Features: (5%0) Total: 0.83
Sliding Scale, 1 - 10, 1 low, 10 high, based on assess. of criteria

Ability to link to other documents or sources 8
Integration with other apps/software 8
Wordcounts (presence of feature plus accuracy) 9
Spelling/grammar check 7
Multiple types of views (page view, web view, outline

view, etc.) 8
Ability to use offline 10
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Intuitiveness of Use (25%) Total: 0.72
Use activities: (Sliding Scale, 1 - 10, 1 low, 10 high, based on assess. of criteria)
Language/lingo barriers: How easy is it to understand the

lingo the app uses? 8
Need/ease of understanding methodological premise 7
Number of clicks needed to get to basic features* enter into chart below 7.2
Organization 6
Customizability 8
Click Counts (Fills in the same-colored cell above) Number of clicks
To open a writing project and get to the point where you

can begin writing 2
To share a document/project with others 3
To move sections around in the document 3
To comment on a writing project 2
To save a document/project - Initial Save 4
Facility for Collaboration (25%b) Total: 0.70
Sliding Scale: 1-10 (1 low, 10 high) based on assessment of criteria

Ease of sharing a project with others 8
Ease of commenting on a project 7
Ease of tracking changes 9
Ease of collaborating on a project in real time 4
Platform availability (10%) Total 0.90
10 point base score; -2 for core/collab. features missing; -1 sec. features missing

los 8
Android 8
PC 10
Mac 10
Price (10%) Price Total: 0.40
Find correct price range, write number of points allotted in Column B

Free, 10 points

Less than $40, 8 points

Less than $60, 6 points

Less than $80, 4 points 4
Less than $100, 2 points

more than $100, 0 points.
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Open Office

Project Visualization: Writing

TOTAL SCORE FOR APP 66.75
Variety of Features (25%) Total: 0.53
Sliding Scale, 1 - 10, 1 low, 10 high, based on assess. of criteria

Core Features:

Ability for some sort of project or outline visualization 8
Ability to go from outline to drafting 7
Ability to move written sections around 5
Robust formatting options 5
Resource management (some sort of reference-citation

ability) 1
Collaborative Features:

Sharing project/document with others 8
Ability to collaborate on a project/document in real time 1
Ability to collaborate on a project/document NOT in real

time 7
Ability to comment on a project/document 6
Secondary Features: (5%0) Total: 0.65
Sliding Scale, 1 - 10, 1 low, 10 high, based on assess. of criteria

Ability to link to other documents or sources 5
Integration with other apps/software 1
Wordcounts (presence of feature plus accuracy) 9
Spelling/grammar check 7
Multiple types of views (page view, web view, outline

view, etc.) 7
Ability to use offline 10
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Intuitiveness of Use (25%) Total: 0.70
Use activities: (Sliding Scale, 1 - 10, 1 low, 10 high, based on assess. of criteria)
Language/lingo barriers: How easy is it to understand the

lingo the app uses? 8
Need/ease of understanding methodological premise 9
into chart below 10
Organization 3
Customizability 5
Click Counts (Fills in the same-colored cell above) Number of clicks
To open a writing project and get to the point where you

can begin writing 2
To share a document/project with others 5
To move sections around in the document 3
To comment on a writing project 3
To save a document/project - Initial Save 3
Facility for Collaboration (25%b) Total: 0.60
Sliding Scale: 1-10 (1 low, 10 high) based on assessment of criteria

Ease of sharing a project with others 8
Ease of commenting on a project 7
Ease of tracking changes 8
Ease of collaborating on a project in real time 1
Platform availability (10%) Total 0.75
10 point base score; -2 for core/collab. features missing; -1 sec. features missing

los 5
Android 5)
PC 10
Mac 10
Price (10%) Price Total: 1.00
Find correct price range, write number of points allotted in Column B

Free, 10 points 10.00
Less than $40, 8 points

Less than $60, 6 points

Less than $80, 4 points

Less than $100, 2 points

More than $100, 0 points.
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Scrivener

Project Visualization: Writing

TOTAL SCORE FOR APP 57.26
Variety of Features (25%) Total: 0.53
Sliding Scale, 1 - 10, 1 low, 10 high, based on assess. of criteria

Core Features:

Ability for some sort of project or outline visualization 10
Ability to go from outline to drafting 9
Ability to move written sections around 9
Robust formatting options 3
Resource management (some sort of reference-citation

ability) 2
Collaborative Features:

Sharing project/document with others 5
Ability to collaborate on a project/document in real time 1
Ability to collaborate on a project/document NOT in real

time 6
Ability to comment on a project/document 3
Secondary Features: (5%0) Total: 0.77
Sliding Scale, 1 - 10, 1 low, 10 high, based on assess. of criteria

Ability to link to other documents or sources 9
Integration with other apps/software 3
Wordcounts (presence of feature plus accuracy) 8
Spelling/grammar check 9
Multiple types of views (page view, web view, outline

view, etc.) 7
Ability to use offline 10
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Intuitiveness of Use (25%) Total: 0.76
Use activities: (Sliding Scale, 1 - 10, 1 low, 10 high, based on assess. of criteria)
Language/lingo barriers: How easy is it to understand the

lingo the app uses? 8
Need/ease of understanding methodological premise 9
into chart below 6
Organization 7
Customizability 8
Click Counts (Fills in the same-colored cell above) Number of clicks
To open a writing project and get to the point where you

can begin writing 2
To share a document/project with others 5
To move sections around in the document 1
To comment on a writing project 10
To save a document/project - Initial Save 2
Facility for Collaboration (25%b) Total: 0.18
Sliding Scale: 1-10 (1 low, 10 high) based on assessment of criteria

Ease of sharing a project with others 3
Ease of commenting on a project 2
Ease of tracking changes 1
Ease of collaborating on a project in real time 1
Platform availability (10%) Total 0.50
10 point base score; -2 for core/collab. features missing; -1 sec. features missing

los 0
Android 0
PC 10
Mac 10
Price (10%) Price Total: 0.70
Find correct price range, write number of points allotted in Column B

Free, 10 points

Less than $40, 8 points

Less than $60, 6 points 7
Less than $80, 4 points

Less than $100, 2 points

More than $100, 0 points.
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Draft (App)

Project Visualization: Writing

TOTAL SCORE FOR APP 60.88

Variety of Features (25%) Total: 0.51
Sliding Scale, 1 - 10, 1 low, 10 high, based on assess. of criteria

Core Features:

Ability for some sort of project or outline visualization 4
Ability to go from outline to drafting 8
Ability to move written sections around 7
Robust formatting options 3
Resource management (some sort of reference-citation

ability) 0
Collaborative Features:

Sharing project/document with others 8
Ability to collaborate on a project/document in real time 0
Ability to collaborate on a project/document NOT in real

time 8
Ability to comment on a project/document 8
Secondary Features: (5%0) Total: 0.43
Sliding Scale, 1 - 10, 1 low, 10 high, based on assess. of criteria

Ability to link to other documents or sources 0
Integration with other apps/software 0
Wordcounts (presence of feature plus accuracy) 10
Spelling/grammar check 5
Multiple types of views (page view, web view, outline

view, etc.) 5
Ability to use offline 6
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Intuitiveness of Use (25%) Total: 0.70
Use activities: (Sliding Scale, 1 - 10, 1 low, 10 high, based on assess. of criteria)
Language/lingo barriers: How easy is it to understand the

lingo the app uses? 8
Need/ease of understanding methodological premise 8
into chart below 6.8
Organization 6
Customizability 6
Click Counts (Fills in the same-colored cell above) Number of clicks
To open a writing project and get to the point where you

can begin writing 2
To share a document/project with others 5
To move sections around in the document 4
To comment on a writing project 4
To save a document/project - Initial Save 1
Facility for Collaboration (25%b) Total: 0.50
Sliding Scale: 1-10 (1 low, 10 high) based on assessment of criteria

Ease of sharing a project with others 6
Ease of commenting on a project 7
Ease of tracking changes 7
Ease of collaborating on a project in real time 0
Platform availability (10%) Total 0.50
10 point base score; -2 for core/collab. features missing; -1 sec. features missing

los 0
Android 0
PC 10
Mac 10
Price (10%) Price Total: 1.00
Find correct price range, write number of points allotted in Column B

Free, 10 points 10
Less than $40, 8 points

Less than $60, 6 points

Less than $80, 4 points

Less than $100, 2 points

More than $100, 0 points.
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Google Docs

Project Visualization: Writing

TOTAL SCORE FOR APP 75.23
Variety of Features (25%) Total: 0.72
Sliding Scale, 1 - 10, 1 low, 10 high, based on assess. of criteria

Core Features:

Ability for some sort of project or outline visualization 8
Ability to go from outline to drafting 8
Ability to move written sections around 2
Robust formatting options 6
Resource management (some sort of reference-citation

ability) 5
Collaborative Features:

Sharing project/document with others 10
Ability to collaborate on a project/document in real time 10
Ability to collaborate on a project/document NOT in real

time 8
Ability to comment on a project/document 8
Secondary Features: (5%0) Total: 0.55
Sliding Scale, 1 - 10, 1 low, 10 high, based on assess. of criteria

Ability to link to other documents or sources 7
Integration with other apps/software 7
Wordcounts (presence of feature plus accuracy) 9
Spelling/grammar check 6
Multiple types of views (page view, web view, outline

view, etc.) 2
Ability to use offline 2
App Rubrics, K. Wallentinsen PV Writing - Google Docs Page 1 of 2



Intuitiveness of Use (25%) Total: 0.65
Use activities: (Sliding Scale, 1 - 10, 1 low, 10 high, based on assess. of criteria)
Language/lingo barriers: How easy is it to understand the

lingo the app uses? 7
Need/ease of understanding methodological premise 7
into chart below 7.4
Organization 6
Customizability 5
Click Counts (Fills in the same-colored cell above) Number of clicks
To open a writing project and get to the point where you

can begin writing 3
To share a document/project with others 2
To move sections around in the document 4
To comment on a writing project 2
To save a document/project - Initial Save 2
Facility for Collaboration (25%b) Total: 0.83
Sliding Scale: 1-10 (1 low, 10 high) based on assessment of criteria

Ease of sharing a project with others 8
Ease of commenting on a project 9
Ease of tracking changes 7
Ease of collaborating on a project in real time 9
Platform availability (10%) Total 0.90
10 point base score; -2 for core/collab. features missing; -1 sec. features missing

los 8
Android 8
PC 10
Mac 10
Price (10%) Price Total: 1.00
Find correct price range, write number of points allotted in Column B

Free, 10 points 10
Less than $40, 8 points

Less than $60, 6 points

Less than $80, 4 points

Less than $100, 2 points

More than $100, 0 points.
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MS Word

Project Visualization: Writing

TOTAL SCORE FOR APP 75.97
Variety of Features (25%) Total: 0.88
Sliding Scale, 1 - 10, 1 low, 10 high, based on assess. of criteria

Core Features:

Ability for some sort of project or outline visualization 9
Ability to go from outline to drafting 9
Ability to move written sections around 10
Robust formatting options 10
Resource management (some sort of reference-citation

ability) 8
Collaborative Features:

Sharing project/document with others 9
Ability to collaborate on a project/document in real time 6
Ability to collaborate on a project/document NOT in real

time 9
Ability to comment on a project/document 9
Secondary Features: (5%0) Total: 0.88
Sliding Scale, 1 - 10, 1 low, 10 high, based on assess. of criteria

Ability to link to other documents or sources 7
Integration with other apps/software 8
Wordcounts (presence of feature plus accuracy) 10
Spelling/grammar check 8
Multiple types of views (page view, web view, outline

view, etc.) 10
Ability to use offline 10
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Intuitiveness of Use (25%) Total: 0.72
Use activities: (Sliding Scale, 1 - 10, 1 low, 10 high, based on assess. of criteria)
Language/lingo barriers: How easy is it to understand the

lingo the app uses? 7
Need/ease of understanding methodological premise 6
Number of clicks needed to get to basic features* enter into chart below 7.2
Organization 7
Customizability 9
Click Counts (Fills in the same-colored cell above) Number of clicks
To open a writing project and get to the point where you

can begin writing 2
To share a document/project with others 3
To move sections around in the document 3
To comment on a writing project 2
To save a document/project - Initial Save 4
Facility for Collaboration (25%b) Total: 0.70
Sliding Scale: 1-10 (1 low, 10 high) based on assessment of criteria

Ease of sharing a project with others 7
Ease of commenting on a project 9
Ease of tracking changes 9
Ease of collaborating on a project in real time 3
Platform availability (10%) Total 0.90
10 point base score; -2 for core/collab. features missing; -1 sec. features missing

los 8
Android 8
PC 10
Mac 10
Price (10%) Price Total: 0.40
Find correct price range, write number of points allotted in Column B

Free, 10 points

Less than $40, 8 points

Less than $60, 6 points

Less than $80, 4 points 4
Less than $100, 2 points

more than $100, O points.
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Open Office

Project Visualization: Writing

TOTAL SCORE FOR APP 63.75
Variety of Features (25%) Total: 0.53
Sliding Scale, 1 - 10, 1 low, 10 high, based on assess. of criteria

Core Features:

Ability for some sort of project or outline visualization 5
Ability to go from outline to drafting 8
Ability to move written sections around 7
Robust formatting options 5
Resource management (some sort of reference-citation

ability) 2
Collaborative Features:

Sharing project/document with others 8
Ability to collaborate on a project/document in real time 0
Ability to collaborate on a project/document NOT in real

time 6
Ability to comment on a project/document 7
Secondary Features: (5%0) Total: 0.73
Sliding Scale, 1 - 10, 1 low, 10 high, based on assess. of criteria

Ability to link to other documents or sources 7
Integration with other apps/software 4
Wordcounts (presence of feature plus accuracy) 10
Spelling/grammar check 8
Multiple types of views (page view, web view, outline

view, etc.) 5
Ability to use offline 10
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Intuitiveness of Use (25%) Total: 0.64
Use activities: (Sliding Scale, 1 - 10, 1 low, 10 high, based on assess. of criteria)
Language/lingo barriers: How easy is it to understand the

lingo the app uses? 6
Need/ease of understanding methodological premise 7
into chart below 6.8
Organization 6
Customizability 6
Click Counts (Fills in the same-colored cell above) Number of clicks
To open a writing project and get to the point where you

can begin writing 2
To share a document/project with others 5
To move sections around in the document 3
To comment on a writing project 3
To save a document/project - Initial Save 3
Facility for Collaboration (25%b) Total: 0.50
Sliding Scale: 1-10 (1 low, 10 high) based on assessment of criteria

Ease of sharing a project with others 7
Ease of commenting on a project 7
Ease of tracking changes 6
Ease of collaborating on a project in real time 0
Platform availability (10%) Total 0.75
10 point base score; -2 for core/collab. features missing; -1 sec. features missing

los 5
Android 5)
PC 10
Mac 10
Price (10%) Price Total: 1.00
Find correct price range, write number of points allotted in Column B

Free, 10 points 10
Less than $40, 8 points

Less than $60, 6 points

Less than $80, 4 points

Less than $100, 2 points

More than $100, 0 points.
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Project Visualization: Writing

Scrivener

TOTAL SCORE FOR APP 46.89
Variety of Features (25%) Total: 0.50
Sliding Scale, 1 - 10, 1 low, 10 high, based on assess. of criteria

Core Features:

Ability for some sort of project or outline visualization 10
Ability to go from outline to drafting 10
Ability to move written sections around 10
Robust formatting options 5
Resource management (some sort of reference-citation

ability) 2
Collaborative Features:

Sharing project/document with others 2
Ability to collaborate on a project/document in real time 0
Ability to collaborate on a project/document NOT in real

time 2
Ability to comment on a project/document 4
Secondary Features: (5%0) Total: 0.78
Sliding Scale, 1 - 10, 1 low, 10 high, based on assess. of criteria

Ability to link to other documents or sources 6
Integration with other apps/software 1
Wordcounts (presence of feature plus accuracy) 10
Spelling/grammar check 10
Multiple types of views (page view, web view, outline

view, etc.) 10
Ability to use offline 10
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Intuitiveness of Use (25%) Total: 0.42
Use activities: (Sliding Scale, 1 - 10, 1 low, 10 high, based on assess. of criteria)
Language/lingo barriers: How easy is it to understand the

lingo the app uses? 3
Need/ease of understanding methodological premise 2
into chart below 6
Organization 4
Customizability 6
Click Counts (Fills in the same-colored cell above) Number of clicks
To open a writing project and get to the point where you

can begin writing 2
To share a document/project with others 5
To move sections around in the document 1
To comment on a writing project 10
To save a document/project - Initial Save 2
Facility for Collaboration (25%b) Total: 0.18
Sliding Scale: 1-10 (1 low, 10 high) based on assessment of criteria

Ease of sharing a project with others 2
Ease of commenting on a project 4
Ease of tracking changes 1
Ease of collaborating on a project in real time 0
Platform availability (10%) Total 0.58
10 point base score; -2 for core/collab. features missing; -1 sec. features missing

los 5
Android 0
PC 8
Mac 10
Price (10%) Price Total: 0.70
Find correct price range, write number of points allotted in Column B

Free, 10 points

Less than $40, 8 points

Less than $60, 6 points 7
Less than $80, 4 points

Less than $100, 2 points

More than $100, 0 points.
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