FR 140 B

Evaluation of written work  

Paper # _________
Name: ________________  

Total points for the first draft (in red) : _________

Total points for the second draft (in green) : _________

Grade for the first draft : ___________

Final grade : ______ 

Remarks on the first draft :

Remarks on the second draft:

	Criteria

% of the grade
	20  points


	16 points
	12 points
	8 points
	4 points

	Choice of topic, inventiveness, general structuring of the argument, use of examples, and conclusiveness of your demonstration
20%


	The project is precise, inventive and/or original, the paper is well argued and illustrated by pertinent examples; your hypothesis is clearly demonstrated. 
	The project is not quite focused enough, parts of the argument could have been better structured, some of your examples lack pertinence or are repetitive and/or your demonstration is somewhat inconclusive.


	Your reading includes several interesting remarks but the paper is not focused enough and seems a bit disorganized. Your use of examples is not rigorous enough and your argument is not fully convincing.


	Your focus is too wide or not well defined enough, or your topic is too commonplace. You paper lacks examples and/or is generally unconvincing.
	Your argument is very imprecise or insufficiently original and/or the paper appears to have been written in haste (or to be unfinished). 



	Quality of the research accomplished and usage of the bibliography found 
20%


	In-depth research was accomplished for this paper, findings are used clearly and explicitly and they are incorporated in the argument in a way that allows for interesting analysis and/or leads to novel conclusions. 
	Sources were found for this paper but they are not quite appropriate or to the point and have not really been successfully blended into the argument. 
	Some of the sources found are not authoritative and/or used in a clumsy manner.
	The sources found do not focus on the problems raised in the paper and thus to do not really help further the argument.
	No secondary sources were found (or barely any), or all of these sources are inadequate (this applies to for instance problematic web sites or to insufficiently scholarly literature like CliffsNotes) Last possibility: sources are not cited appropriately and the paper verges on plagiarism. 

	Clarity of expression

20%


	Ideas are adequately formulated and fully comprehensible – and the paper reads clearly thanks among other things to an satisfactory use of paragraphs.


	Ideas are for the most part understandable and well-expressed. The paper reads rather clearly and generally uses paragraphs efficiently. 


	Some ideas are obscure and/or not well-expressed. The paper does not read very easily because the division of the argument into paragraphs is hesitant. 


	There are few comprehensible ideas and most of them a not well expressed. The paper is confusing because paragraphs are often used haphazardly. 


	Ideas in this paper seem confused and are expressed inadequately. This paper is also completely disorganized in its usage of paragraphs. 



	Grammar and syntax

20%
	Usage of syntax and grammar is  satisfactory.  
	Syntax is sometimes hesitant or erroneous, grammar could here and there be improved upon.


	The paper displays quite a few syntactical  and grammatical mistakes. 
	Syntax almost always seems erratic and grammar is hesitant.


	The paper displays a restricted knowledge of the English language. (This could be because English is a foreign language for you.)



	Vocabulary

20%


	Vocabulary in this paper is precise, varied and rich : words are used in an appropriate but also imaginative manner. 
	Some words could have been chosen more carefully, vocabulary could be more precise or varied. 


	Words are often not used precisely in specific contexts and vocabulary seems somewhat limited. 


	Words are rarely used accurately in context, vocabulary does not seem does not seem wide enough. 


	Vocabulary is used haphazardly and/or dictionaries have not been put to sufficient (or adequate) use. Even words frequently used in class seem are mobilized problematically. (This could be because English is a foreign language for you.)


