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- Criteria for the evaluatlon of essays

':Adapted from cnterla developed by Ehzabeth Sunmons-O'Netll UW Interdrscrplmary Wntmg Program,

T D G1g1 Peterson and Dr John Fmdlay, Department of Hlstory, UW o

A range° 3.5-4

* The essay is sharply focused on, and orgamZed (.

L around, a well- deﬁned thesis.

 ¥The hrstoncal argument is logrcal supported by,k e

; appropnate gnd sufficient evrdence

'.*The essay balances ev1dence wrth analysrs, L
-using appropnate language and cmng ewdence &

) lpresented ‘; ‘ o

. *The essay demonsn'ates creatrvrty,
thoughtfulness, and good lustoncal and
concepmal thmkmg S ~

e *The author uses pohshed and precrse prose, andf: :
. the relation between parts of the essay is clear, G

‘ 'wu:h flutd transttrons

~*The paper mamtams a hrgh level of excellence
throughout it builds argurnents, develops
explanatron, and offers msrght

o ’Brange 25-34 S

*The essay is generally focused ona clearly-
: stated thesrs, but focus may wander

: *EV1dence presented m‘ay be mapproprl‘ate ornot

i contextuahzed detractmg from focus.

*The writer's mterpretanons are reasonably clear ;

*and we11~ordered but could 1 use addltronal

support or development e

> }*The wntmg is generally good but may be oo
" imprecise at times. Some of the transrtrons may LR

" be rough

o ‘*Word choice is adequat‘er

e *There may be errors in gramrnar spelhng or :
o ‘srnall statement of fact ;

L C:ran eyl

L eTrors in grammar spellmg, or statements of fact '
. \D range: .7-1.4‘ .

 *The essay does not present or adequately
~developa thesrs, or it does not address the
- question. con e

*The essay lacks evidence.

- *There are srgmﬁcaut errors in gramma;r, .
o spelling, or facts : i

-5"2 e4 :

*The essay addresses the questron and ‘
' ’demonstrates an understandrng of the sources,

but is not cons1stently focused it may lack a
thesis. ,

ok *The mterpretatlon may be overly generahzed or :
. simplified. There is an imbalance between
Largument and evrdence : ,

| *Attentron may be grven to one portion of the -
=y readmg at the expense of the whole :

o *The writer does not demonsirate sufﬁcrent
e awareness of the complexrtles of the subJect and
may tend toward the self—ev1dent

- *The wnter s meamng may be obscured by
- imprecise use of language Order is mrposed on-
the essay, but relation between parts ismot - zj o

consistently clear ‘Transitions may be awkward
There is some careléssness in presentation by |

k*T‘he esSay isvague.' o k

*There is an excess or a lack of quotations.

‘*Writ'ing'isfirriprecise and/orpoorlyorgamzed e

S Below tlus,rsperdltton.t ,'






