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A piece of academic writing is evaluated based on how well it fulfills a' particular task and 
achieves the specific purpose the paper setsforth~'Hbwever,there are some basic needs 
that readers have. Almost tmiversally, readet-s warlt a college'"levelpaper to be 
meaningfully focused, well_supported, clearly organized; and mecha.nicaJ.l-Y-forreGt. 

Criterion 1: Focus 

High	 The paver has one clear. central Qoint. One main point clearly controls the 
entire paper, and the scope is manageable given the length of the paper and 
the nature of the assignment. The point is meaningful because it deals with 
an issue that the audience w()\l~cllikely cQIlsiderim,pprtCWt. 
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Middle	 The paper is not comQle telY controlled by one central point. A central point 
is evident, but not all of the essay is consistent with thin point. The paper 
contains occasional digressions or irrelevancies. The paper might not stand 
out in terms of having a point that readers might consider engaging. 

Lill:.Y.	 The Qaper is not clearly contrQlled by Qne central PQint. The main topic of 
the paper is too broq.d,given th.elengthofthepaper,or the central point is 
simply not clear. The~pa.pertnaybe fragmented, with various points
receiving equal attentiotl. . .	 - .. 

Criterion 2: Development & Suppnrt 

High	 The paper's major ideas are clearIv and lQgically develQped. Tt1e paper 
reflects sQund reasoning, and illfQrmation is accurate. Readers should 
respect (if nQt agree with) the paper's l()gic. Major ,ide~sare dearly' 
explained through cOncrete,specific details. The reasoning..and SUPPQrt are 
tailored tQ suit the audience.	 .. . '. . . 

Middle	 Thepaner's maior ideasap~ unevenlYdeveIQPed~•. NfajoricIeis. are well 
develQped as ~a whole, but'otcclsio'nalproblems

i 

in :Support, explanatiqns, or 
accuracy are likely tQ confuse readers Qr cause them to question the writer's 
IQgic. It is nQt altogether clear that the paper's SUPPQrt is basedarQund the 
designated audience. 

Lill:.Y.	 ThegeyelQDment of the majQr ideaS is lacking and/Qrconfusing. Readers 
WQuid .likely find significant flaws in IQgic, accuracy, Qr explanatiQns. MajQr 
ideas are barely supported or merely repeated. GeneralizatiQns are used 
when more specific evidence is needed. 



Criterion 3: Organization 

High	 The presentation order is clear and logical. Paragraphs and sentences follow 
a reasonable, coherent sequence.. Readers shouldrarely if ever question the 
connection between one idea and anpther. Tran~itions and/or headings. 
effecti'V'el)Lsignal the relationships among the larger paH-s-of- t-hepaper. 

Middle	 The paper has an order in which points are discussed, but relationships are 
sometimes forced or unclear. The organizational scheme is recognizable, but 
some jumps in thought are difficult to follow. The writer has a sense of 
grouping ideas in paragraphs, but some transitions are awkward or unclear. 
The organizational scheme might be too formulaic and predictable to suit the 
situation. 

l&.Yt	 The paper is haphazardly or confusingly arranged. Readers will struggle in 
connecting ideas, sentences, or paragraphs. 

Criterion 4: Mechanics 
,	 . 

1fu.h.	 The paper conforms to acceptedconventions()fg~~mmai' punctuation, 
spelling, and' capitalization in a variety of sentenCs:1engthsand types. A few 
minor errors may appear, but on the whole the paper' follows accepted 
conventions. Readers will rarely if ever pay more attention to the paper's 
mechanics than to its ideas. 

Middle	 There are a few violations in grammar. punctuation,spelling ..and 
capitalization. Although the paper hels few errors, there are some in 
complicated sentences that distract readers. Readers wi11. notice the errors 
but not so much that they discount the paper asa whole. 

1.IDY.	 Errors interfere with the credibilityofthe writer or the meaning of the 
paper. There aregrammar cirpunctUation~fi-brseYehj~simplesentences, 
and the meaning in a few sentences is not clear because of errors, Even 
some simple words might be misspelled..Readers will likely question (1) the 
writer's grasp of formal :Englishor(2)the attention the'writer gave the 
paper. 


