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Poor (60-69) Needs Improvement (70-79) Good (80-89) Excellent (90-100)

Argument (30%)

There is no identifiable thesis 
statement or overall argument. 
Important points are left 
unsupported or ignored. There are 
inconsistencies or gaps in the 
argument. The paper does not 
examine any objections.

There is no explicit thesis 
statement, but the paper still 
appears to be advancing an 
argument. Important points are left 
undefended. There are no or only 
minimal objections. The paper 
often reads like a summary rather 
than an analysis.

The paper has an identifiable thesis 
statement. The paper attempts to 
support its main points, but some 
points are inadequately supported. 
The paper considers some 
objections but they could be 
stronger or more fully dealt with.

The paper has a clear, 
controvertible thesis statement. The 
paper carefully spells out its main 
points and supports them. The 
paper considers strong potential 
objections and responds to them 
fully.

Organization and 
Structure (20%)

There is no organization or 
structure to the paper. It is hard or 
impossible to follow how each step 
of the argument goes. The 
introduction does not explain the 
structure of the paper.

The paper generally follows a 
structure, but it is not fully evident. 
The paper jumps around from idea 
to idea without making clear how 
they connect. The logic of the 
transition between ideas is not 
explained. The introduction does 
not provide a clear sense of how 
the paper will proceed.

There is structure to the paper, but 
it is not fully justified. The 
paragraphs are typically clear, but 
they sometimes move off-topic. 
The introduction or conclusion 
contain the important points but 
are also broad or vague.

There is a clear structure to the 
paper. Each paragraph advances a 
well-defined thought, with logical 
transitions between each paragraph. 
The introduction clearly lays out 
the argument and structure while 
the conclusion re-iterates the key 
points of the paper.

Exegesis and Use of 
Textual Evidence 

(20%)

The paper lacks textual evidence or 
detailed engagement with the ideas 
of the author. It is unclear if you 
have done the readings.

The paper makes serious mistakes 
in how it presents the views of 
thinkers. The paper makes claims 
that are not supported with 
sufficient textual evidence. The 
paper uses long quotations without 
translating into your own words.

The paper is generally accurate in 
how it presents the views of various 
thinkers. It usually explains the 
significance of quotations, but it 
sometimes either does not fully 
explain the quote. The paper 
sometimes makes claims that would 
require further textual evidence.

The paper accurately and carefully 
represents the view of the author(s) 
under consideration. The paper 
uses textual evidence judiciously to 
support key points and follows the 
quotations with an explanation of 
its significance.
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Creativity and 
Insight (15%)

The paper does the minimum to 
answer the question at hand. It 
does not evince independent 
thought.

There is some evidence of 
independent thinking, but for the 
most part the paper sticks to 
narrowly to answering the question.

The paper shows original thought 
about the topic. It makes some 
claims or interpretations that are 
insightful or unexpected.  

The paper reflects significant 
individual thought and reflection. 
The paper may successfully 
advance an unexpected or counter-
intuitive argument. It makes 
insightful claims about the text 
and/or considers particularly 
striking or strong counter-
arguments.

Writing (15%)

There are significant grammatical 
and spelling errors throughout. 
Many sentences are difficult to 
understand. The quality of the 
writing prevents you from 
communicating your ideas.

While most sentences are clear, 
many are unclear or hard to follow. 
There are enough spelling and 
grammatical errors that they 
interfere with communicating your 
ideas. 

The writing is overall clear. There 
are some minor spelling and 
grammatical errors. The sentence 
structure is somewhat repetitive, 
but the sentences get your points 
across. Some sentences are 
convoluted or unnecessarily wordy.

The writing is precise and elegant. 
There are no spelling or 
grammatical errors. The paper uses 
a variety of sentence structures to 
keep the writing interesting. 
Thoughts are expressed clearly.
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