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An “A” paper:

· Has a strong thesis
· Has a clear purpose that is consistent from beginning to end and very well suited to the assignment. 
· Develops its content with impressive supporting details or evidence, exploring the implications of the ideas presented as well as demonstrating considerable insight into the complexities and subtleties of the issue it undertakes. Information gathered from outside sources is carefully chosen, synthesized, analyzed and evaluated rather than just summarized. This information is also correctly cited.
· Is well-organized to meet the reader’s needs by using a structure that guides readers effortlessly through the paper (i.e. has mastered the rhetorical situation). The introduction establishes the author’s credibility, engages the reader, and identifies the paper’s topic. Paragraphs help the reader move easily through the paper. They are well-developed, coherent, and persuasively linked. The author has made it easy for someone to follow her reasoning. At the end, the conclusion effectively completes or closes the discussion, often leaving the reader with a though-provoking insight, powerful appeal, or answer to the question posed.
· Has mature sentences that are easy to read, concise, and concrete. An “A” paper may even risk playful or eloquent language, but does so successfully. Sentence structures are varied, and sentence patterns reflect the author’s purpose. Tone, voice, and word choice are varied, appropriate, and suited to the audience and purpose.
· Has few, if any, mechanical errors, and none that undermines the paper’s effectiveness. 
A “B” paper: 

· Has a strong thesis
· Shows an awareness of its purpose and an understanding of the rhetorical situation and readers’ needs
· Has well developed content with focused details or evidence. Its reasoning is valid and persuasive, exploring implications in some depth. Outside sources are carefully chosen, synthesized (not just summarized), and correctly cited.
· Is organized by a clear structure that is easy to follow. Uses an introduction and conclusion that effectively open and close the discussion. Has paragraphs that are, for the most part, well developed, unified, and coherent. 
· Has sentences that are easy to read, concise, and concrete. Sentence structures are varied, and sentence patterns reflect the author’s purpose. Tone, voice, and word choice are varied, appropriate, and suited to the audience and purpose.
· Has few, if any, mechanical errors, and none that undermines the paper’s effectiveness 
A  “C” paper: 

· Has a thesis 
· Shows an adequate though not sophisticated sense of the rhetorical situation. Has a clear purpose focused on a central idea, although the paper may occasionally lose sight of a reader’s needs or trail off temporarily into another direction. Although the topic may be unoriginal, the paper follows the assignment.
· Develops its content adequately, with effective details, examples, or evidence. Demonstrates valid reasoning. May sometimes confuse development with repetition. Outside sources are appropriately chosen and correctly cited but may not be fully synthesized and may indicate that more research should have been done. 

· Has an overall organization that is clear and easy to follow. Introduction and conclusion provide adequate identification and closure. Paragraphs are mechanically but appropriately linked although they may not be in the most persuasive order.

· Has sentences that are generally clear and correct, but may by wordy or vague in spots. Uses language that is correct but ordinary. 

· Is generally free of mechanical errors but may reflect problems in a specific area of grammar and/or usage. 

A “D” paper: 

· Has a weak thesis or no discernible thesis
· Demonstrates a limited sense of the rhetorical situation. Purpose may not be clear, or paper may fail to carry out the promises made in or implied by the introduction. Topic may be uninteresting or inappropriate for the specified reader. May not engage the reader consistently or at all.
· Develops its content inadequately so that readers are left with many unanswered questions or must fill in gaps and make connections themselves. Includes unsupported general assertions. Repeats ideas instead of developing them. Fails to relate outside sources to the topic or to reflect a broad research effort. May depend too much on a single source or on research from a narrow range of popular sources (such as Time or randomly chosen web sites). Sources are incorrectly cited or improperly formatted.
· Has a weak structure or insufficient organization. Introduction and/or conclusion may not be interesting or useful. Paragraphs are insufficiently developed or choppy; often they are simply visual units rather than units of thought that advance the paper’s main line of thinking. Details in paragraphs may be confusing or irrelevant. The paper may go off on tangents. 
· Displays major problems with sentence structure, such as attempts at complex sentences that become fragments or run-ons. 
· Has not been sufficiently edited; includes too many errors in mechanics, usage, and punctuation. Mechanical errors interfere with meaning and make the reading experience burdensome.
An “F” paper:

· Has no discernable thesis 

· Was not turned in or does not address the assigned topic. Shows little or no sense of the rhetorical situation. Has no central point.

· Does not develop ideas. Has flawed or confusing reasoning. Makes unsupported opinion statements. Does not draw on outside sources, or draws on outside sources without documenting them.

· Has no—or very weak—overall organization. Paragraphing is missing or difficult to follow.

· Has major problems with sentence structure and word choice. Sentence style obscures content.

· Is riddled with mechanical errors. Fails to document sources. 

A Word about Mechanics

On the one hand, mechanically correct writing is not necessarily good writing. Good writing has something important or interesting to say.  On the other hand, errors in punctuation, grammar, and spelling can destroy your credibility. Readers are alienated when they think that a writer doesn’t care about his work. The moral of this story? PROOFREAD! 

