
Grade 6 Summer Reading Assignment 

For your summer reading project, you will read one text from the list of Nutmeg Award 

nominees on the next page. After you read, complete the task below. 

The Nutmeg Committee Wants Your Review! 

When items are purchased online from companies such as Barnes and Noble and Amazon, the 

organization invites customers to review their new products.  Imagine that you bought your 

summer reading book through one of these sites. Write a review that will help customers 

decide whether or not to purchase this book for themselves. 

Companies provide guidelines for its reviewers such as the following: 

 
● Include the "why": The best reviews include not only whether you liked or disliked a product [book], 

but also why. Feel free to make comparisons with related products [books] you’ve experienced. 
● Be specific: Your review should be relevant to the product [book] you’re reviewing and focus on 

specific features or your experience.  
● Not too short, not too long. 
● Be sincere: We welcome your honest opinion about the product [book]. We do not remove reviews 

because they are critical. We believe all helpful information can inform our customers’ buying 

decisions. 

 

Keeping these criteria in mind, write a review (250-500 words) in which you share your 

response to the book you read. Your goal is to influence customers to either buy this book, or 

skip it and find another. Begin with a summary of the book. Be sure to discuss the book’s theme 

or central idea. Use at least two specific examples from the text as you explain why you did or 

did not like the book.    

You may hand write your review or type it. Your work will be scored using the attached rubric, 

and will count toward your Trimester 1 grade. It is due to your English-Language Arts teacher 

on September 2, 2016.  

 

 
 

Grade 6 Summer Reading List 

You may choose one of these novels below OR a previous Nutmeg Nominee 



 
 

 

 



Summer Reading Assignment Rubric 
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The response 
provides thorough 
elaboration of the 
main idea, and 
includes the effective 
use of text 
references. The 
response clearly and 
effectively develops 
ideas, using precise 
language: 
 
 ∙ comprehensive 
evidence (facts and 
details) from the text 
is relevant and 
specific 
 
∙ effective 
elaboration  of ideas 
 
∙ effective, 
appropriate style 
enhances content 

The response provides 
adequate elaboration 
of the main idea, and 
includes references to 
the text. The response 
adequately develops 
ideas, using a mix of 
precise and general 
language:  
 
∙ adequate evidence 
(facts and 
details)from the text 
is relevant, yet may be 
general  
 
∙ adequate 
elaboration of ideas 
 
∙ generally 
appropriate style is 
evident 

The response provides 
minimal elaboration of 
the main idea, and 
includes limited 
references to the text. 
The response develops 
ideas unevenly, using 
simplistic language:  
 
∙ some evidence (facts 
and details) from the 
source material may be 
repetitive, vague, 
and/or copied  
 
∙ weak or uneven 
elaboration; 
development may be 
mainly a text summary  
 
∙ inconsistent or weak 
attempt to create 
appropriate style 

The response provides 
little elaboration of the 
main idea and includes 
few or no references 
to the text. The 
response is vague, 
unclear, or confusing:  
 
∙ evidence (facts and 
details)from the text is 
minimal, not related to 
the topic, incorrectly 
used, or mostly copied  
 
∙ minimal elaboration  
 
∙ little or no evidence 
of appropriate style 
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(Maximum points: 3) 

The response 
demonstrates an 
adequate command 
of conventions:  
 
∙ adequate use of 
correct sentence 
formation, 
punctuation, 
capitalization, 
grammar usage, and 
spelling 

The response 
demonstrates a partial 
command of 
conventions:  
 
∙ limited use of correct 
sentence formation, 
punctuation, 
capitalization, grammar 
usage, and spelling 

The response 
demonstrates little or 
no command of 
conventions:  
 
∙ infrequent use of 
correct sentence 
formation, 
punctuation, 
capitalization, 
grammar usage, and 
spelling 



 


