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COMP 380, Fall 2006
MISC-03

Written Assignments:  GUIDELINES  

General Requirements for all written papers
1. Format with Microsoft Word.
2. Type size should be no larger than 12 points.  

3. Double-spaced text (or 1.5); 1" to 1.25” margins (or less) all around, including top and bottom.  Please number your pages.  
4. Use 8.5" x 11" paper.

5. You must include a bibliography (works cited). See item #8 below.

6. You MUST include a title page, which shows identification and pledge.  Give your paper an inviting and informative title—and one that is indicative of the stance that you will take.  An example follows (you do not need to include the border!).

Name:   Paige Turner

Onyen:  turnerp

COMP 380, Fall 2006, SEC #1

Email:   YourOnyen@email.unc.edu


SHORT PAPER  

    A Self-imposed Rating System for Web Content Developers Can Work in the 21st Century

Pledge:  _____________________________________________

7. Short papers should be about 4 - 5 pages or more, while the term paper should be about 8 – 12  pages or more.  
The page count does not include the bibliography, title page, graphics, etc.  Keep in mind there is no hard-and-fast page limit; discuss with one of us if you are concerned.
Footnotes and endnotes are fine as long as they are consistent with the MLA citation style (see next item).
8. Please use MLA for your style guide, esp. for citations.  We will consider approving another style guide, but only if you make a good case.
Also please refer to UNC’s Citation page:  http://www.lib.unc.edu/instruct/citations/
9. Spelling and grammar count.  Consult style and writing guides.  The campus Writing Center offers guilt-free and friendly help (Lower Level Phillips Annex, telephone 962-7710; Grammar Hotline 962-7710).  You can also send them your paper via the Internet (link provided from course home page).

Please note that while we may mark up your paper (sometimes quite heavily) for grammatical and/or spelling errors, that does not imply that they are the only criteria that contributed to your grade—we simply use it as a teachable moment.  We follow the grading rubric shown below.  Consult it often. 

10. Additional requirements (such as length) will be included on each individual assignment.

Methodology for writing your papers

DOING YOUR RESEARCH

The databases through the campus library web site should serve as good resources.  
Here are some very helpful tutorials; please peruse ASAP, especially if you are having problems finding current/relevant articles for your paper:
http://www.lib.unc.edu/instruct/tutorials.html
If you're having trouble coming up with good keywords, here are a few hints (we will use a medical database topic as an example):

11. Try the words of your topic as a phrase and as individual words (i.e., "medical database,"  "medical and database.")

12. Think of other words which might be used to describe the topic (i.e., "medical records," "medical privacy," "online records," "medical records and internet," "medical records and legislation," etc.)

13. If you find a good match in the database, read the abstract and look for descriptive phrases (i.e., "United-States-Health-policy,"  "Medical-records-Regulation")

14. When you find an article, read it and look at how that author described the topic.  This will give you more keywords.  Also, read the bibliographies of articles you find.  The author of the article has presumably done research already.  Use his/her research to find other articles for your topic.

15. If you have problems using the online databases, ask the folks at the reference desk at the Library; they are very nice and extremely helpful.  They can accompany you to a computer and show you how things work.  ASK A LIBRARIAN contact info can be found here:   http://www.lib.unc.edu/ask_menu.html
Important Note for this course:  Sometimes it is difficult to find a lot of sources/articles that deal directly with your specific topic.  You may need to come up with an appropriately analogous controversy or situation.  Let us use an example:  you do not find enough articles about the pros and cons of the U.S. government supporting universal access to the Internet, but you find an analogous situation in history when the government supported universal access to education, or subsidized the development of the national communications infrastructures.  Just be sure the analogy is logical—run it by one of us if you are unsure.  
Your paper should not be a book report that merely parrots what various authors say.  It is not simply a personal report of how you feel or what you believe.  It is a critical essay about a controversial topic to which there may be different (and opposing) points of view.  Your goal is to take a stance on a controversial issue and convince the reader that the reasoning behind your stance is sound and logical, with convincing arguments that are well supported with plenty of evidence.

PARTS OF A PHILOSOPHY PAPER

 [Includes excerpts from About Philosophy, 5th ed., Appendix, by Robert Paul Wolff, 1992, Prentice Hall; edited by jmw]

A philosophy paper is a defense of a thesis, in which the controversy is clearly and fully identified, the thesis is explained and analyzed, arguments (with supporting evidence) are given in support of the thesis, possible objections to the thesis are stated and examined, and responses are given to the objections.  Thus, a philosophy paper has five main parts:
1. Introduction (includes controversy and statement of thesis)
Pick a side.  The particular position you take is not important, and it does not matter whether your instructor (or you!) agrees or disagrees with that viewpoint.  These are very complicated issues where people can rationally come to very different conclusions.  The critical part will be how you will support your position—how you argue for it (discussed below). 

You should know your position well before you start writing your paper.  Without a thesis, your paper will be prone to tangents.  Do your research.  Get into the literature.  Find enough articles that discuss the controversy so that you better understand it.  Examine all sides.  What positions do the authors take?  

A thesis is a simple statement that makes some clear, definite assertion about the subject under discussion.  It is a statement that takes a position on the morality/ethicality/fairness of the subject at hand.  A good thesis statement should state precisely what you intend to prove in your paper (the position you plan to argue for).  Make sure that the reader knows your position on the controversy early in the paper, and KEEP IT IN MIND THROUGHOUT.
Your thesis might be something you believe in personally, or not; either way, it is what you will strive to prove.  It is very much like one side of a debate, although you must address the opposing view.  The upshot is:  choose a clear, simple, straightforward thesis that you think you can do a good job of defending.  

NOTE:  The important thing here is that you take a particular stance and stick with it.  The stance does not have to be “all or nothing”—but you must make your stance perfectly clear, from the start.  For example:

“Hate speech should not be censored or banned from the Internet, because blah blah blah, and there are better ways to address this problem.  However, precautions must be taken by parents to protect children from harm, blah blah.    

This shows you have a clear stance, but that you also have caveats.  In some cases, you will argue for one particular side, but only within certain very strict parameters (whereas someone else, such as your partner, will argue that the parameters must be very liberal).   In either case, do not waiver from your stance.  

You should be able to state your simple thesis in one statement (although you may, of course, use more).

Simple thesis examples:   

Abortion is morally wrong under most circumstances because it involves the ending of innocent human life, it is blah blah blah, and it leads to yadda yadda yadda.  

The responsibility for filtering television and game violence should be left primarily to parents, not to the networks, to the electronics industry, the gaming industry, nor to the government.  Neither the government nor related industries is in a position to determine yadda yadda. Further, filters are problematic because blah blah blah...

The following look like but are NOT theses:

Filtering:  pro and con.

Who should filter television and game programs to protect children?

The latter statements are not theses because they do not assert anything; they are simply topics. Moreover, they do not serve as good titles, either—a good title gives a clue about your stance.  You can write a philosophy paper about one of these topics, but you first must choose your thesis.  
2. Analysis and explanation of the thesis; and a little background, as needed

Analysis.  Now explain what you mean by the terms used in your thesis.  In our example, “Abortion is morally wrong under most circumstances because it involves the ending of innocent human life….,”  you must state exactly what you mean by the terms "abortion," "morally wrong,”  and “innocent human life.”  This may seem trivial, but in philosophy, a lot can get loaded into an innocent-looking definition.  For example, by morally wrong, we mean something quite different from "against the law" or "illegal."

Notice that at this stage, you are not presenting arguments yet(you are simply explaining what you mean by your thesis.  In our example, "most circumstances" could exclude "unless the mother's life is in grave danger."  You can choose any thesis you wish, and interpret it in any plausible manner you wish, so long as you make it clear to your reader what you are doing.

The explanation helps to set the tone before moving on to the arguments.

Background.  Remember that the major focus of your papers should be on the controversy that deals with some social effect of information technology, not on the technology itself.  For example, if you write a paper related to computer networks, do not spend your time focusing on the speed of the networks—instead, focus on the related social ramifications and controversy presented.  You may include here a very brief explanation or some background about the technology you are discussing, if needed, but do not overdo it.

3. Arguments in support of your thesis; counter-arguments to refute opponent’s thesis
To a very considerable extent, the success of your paper will depend on how well you can dig up strong arguments, with evidence, that directly support your thesis, and how well you can anticipate and refute potential arguments from the opposition.

This is the heart (main body) of the paper.  This is where you show your stuff.  

Make a bulleted list of your main arguments.  It will help you to stay ORGANIZED.  First, you must come up with arguments that are designed to persuade your reader that your thesis is true (assume the reader is either on the opposing side or still undecided).  An argument for a thesis is a solid reason for believing that the thesis is true.  Before you state an argument, ask yourself these questions:  "If I didn't already believe my thesis, would this reason help to convince me that the thesis is true?  Would it at least make me more inclined to believe that it could be true?  Would it tend to convince a reader who is open-minded enough so that he or she is willing to listen to this reasoning?  Did I provide good, solid evidence for this argument?"  If the answers are yes, then you have a genuine argument to support your thesis.  If not, leave it out of your paper.  

Do not make unsupported assertions—that is, statements that are left unsupported (and that you expect the reader to believe without providing real and convincing evidence).  You must provide evidence for every point you make.  "It is ridiculous to assume that parents will ...."  Such an assertion screams for support—tell the reader why (example:  A 2003 PEW Report shows that….), else she'll have no reason to believe you.  (And notice how condescending the word "ridiculous" will sound to the reader should he/she disagree with you; avoid such terms.)  Also question the authority of the sources you use.  A quote (or paraphrase of a quote) from the Secretary of Education or from a school superintendent is very credible when writing about K-12 educational issues, for example.  

You can also use simple parity of reasoning:

We would agree that smothering a baby in its crib is morally wrong, and that shooting down someone walking along the street is morally wrong.  What do those have in common with abortion?  What makes them all morally wrong is the fact that they are all cases of taking an innocent human life.  

The test here is to make sure that all cases have something important in common; in this case, that all the victims were innocent.

Counter-arguments to show that opponent's thesis and arguments are faulty
For example, an opposing view might be that having an abortion is choosing to do something with your own body, and "persons have an absolute right to do with their own bodies whatever they choose."  You can try to come up with a counter-example to this 'rule' that will show it is not, in fact, a true universal principle.  You might point out that using your own hands to strangle someone you do not like is an example of doing what you want with your own body, yet few would argue it would be morally acceptable to do that.

If you disagree with someone else's ideas, strengthen your position by providing some alternative proposals, and say why they would be preferable to those proposed.  You will be far more credible.

4. Examine objections to your thesis/arguments, and give your response to them

Here's where you play devil's advocate.  This is the part of your paper in which you put yourself into an imaginary opponent's shoes and try to figure out what objections he or she might raise to your arguments. (For your term project, that shouldn't be very difficult!)  Try to come up with some really compelling objections to your arguments (not cream-puff objections that anyone could refute), and then refute those objections.  Think of what the reader (who may currently embrace the opposing view) might have in mind as she reads your paper.  There is nothing that wins a reader over more than to anticipate her intelligent questions, and then come up with plausible replies.
5. Risks, tradeoffs of your position

By now, you should have successfully argued that your thesis is true.  However, you must acknowledge that we do not live in a perfect world with perfect solutions.  There are some risks or tradeoffs to your position.  For example, you might have argued for the right to free speech on the Internet, but the inherent risks must be brought up.  However, you must still convince the reader that it is worth taking those risks (and accepting some tradeoffs) because it is better than the alternative (your opponent’s thesis), and why (the alternative being censorship, in our illustration).  Also, point out how some of those risks can be minimized.  The basic idea is that you do not want to appear as though you are presenting a perfect, risk-free solution in a perfect, risk-free world.  Note:  watch how you present the risks—do not do it in such a way that it directly contradicts your main thesis, or annihilates one or more of your arguments.

6. Your conclusion

Briefly summarize your main points, state your conclusion, and wrap it up.  Important points need to be dealt with in the main body, not thrown in as an afterthought in the conclusion.  You could leave the reader with something additional to think about, but take care not to end with a cliffhanger, or another argument that should have been explored and developed fully in the main body.  

You may use the above subheadings (e.g.: 5.  Risks, tradeoffs...), or subheadings of your own, in your outline, of course, but they do not belong in your written papers.  Written papers are formal academic papers and should be treated as such.
In sum

We seek from students clear evidence of understanding of the problem or controversy, supportive arguments and counter-arguments (with evidence), leading to a well-reasoned conclusion.  Bald, unsupported assertions (or assertions supported only by claimed revelation or intuition) will not be acceptable.  If you already know something to be a fact (either because you are an expert or learned about it elsewhere), you still must find a reputable source and cite it in your paper.  

Mere explanations of how a technology works or is applied, however detailed and enthusiastic, will not be considered suitable.  It is the interaction with social phenomena, supported by reasoned logical argument and documented evidence, that counts.

Your Audience

Assume that you are writing your paper for a group of uninitiated but intelligent UNC undergraduate students, in no particular major.  Assume that the reader is either already opposed to your position, or that he/she is still undecided.  Assume that your work may also be published in a reputable journal. 

Important Notes, Hints, and Warnings

16. Start now.  Begin as far ahead of the due date as possible, and work on your project throughout the semester.  Do not put it off.  Meet with your team partner(s) as often as possible, and every single week, to stay on track.

17. Length is not the most critical factor in your paper—the construction of solid, clear arguments is.  Make it substantive—do not pad it with fluff or go off on tangents to make it longer.  However, if it is much too short, you should find additional sources to support your arguments and conclusions.  

18. Stay focused.  Do not wander from the basic thesis and your outline (see sample outline provided on the Web).  If the material does not relate to your main thesis(even if you think it is interesting(it is probably irrelevant, so leave it out.  Make sure that both you and the reader know, at every stage, what you are doing, where you are going, and how what you are saying connects up with your central task of defending your thesis.
19. Watch organization and redundancy.  Consider discussing each major point or argument separately so that your arguments are easy to follow.  Do not keep coming back to the same argument in different places in your paper, or it will become disjointed, hard to follow, and repetitive.   

20. This is where most students lose points:  Always distinguish fact from opinion.  Fully acknowledge sources and provide attribution for ideas not your own.  

· Direct quotations should be in quotes (or indented if lengthy) and fully cited within the body, and include lead-in attribution.  Example:  

Pete Moss, the director of educational services for the Chicago metropolitan area, believes that “Children in our district have been disproportionately placed at a disadvantage whenever blah blah and yadda yadda” (Smith 14).

· Please do not overdo direct quotes—they can be very distracting to the reader.  Direct quotes work best if you're trying to supply a somewhat technical description of something, or if a phrase is catchy and attention getting.  
· For most everything else, READ what the various authors have to say, put their ideas in your own words, and give attribution (the source)((otherwise, the reader does not know which ideas come from you—the paper’s author—and which come from your sources (and if it’s the author of the article or someone he/she cited within the article).  For instance, in the example below, there is   1. an attribution (in italics); 2. a citation (in bold), and 3. a comment by the author—you (underlined).  Each time you refer to a source, some version of these three elements should be present.  [Note that formatting in the example that follows is done only for these identification purposes.]
Pete Moss, director of educational services for the Chicago metropolitan area, reports that the children in his district have been at a disadvantage for years.  Blah blah blah (Smith 14).   However, Moss’s district is apparently not the only one suffering from such difficulties.  The Ford Foundation recently learned that blah blah...(Elwood 22).
21. Avoid first person references.  Many people use "I" as a way of separating personal opinion from fact.  Most often, simply stating the opinion, along with sufficient supporting evidence, will carry across the point.  For example, instead of "I think that TV should be censored," write "TV should be censored because ... ."  Using "should" goes a long way in differentiating your personal views from fact.  Using the first person should be the rare exception instead of the rule.

22. ABOUT SOURCES.  Finding plenty of sources should provide an opportunity for you to completely immerse yourself in the topic.  Outside sources should provide you with a broader understanding of the nature of the technology and its controversy; provide you with the necessary background information you’ll need; enable you to select your position or stance (thesis); help you to create well developed arguments and provide required evidence for each argument; and help you to formulate a solid conclusion.  They should provide you with rich examples and illustrations that will add interest and support.  Outside sources will also help you to examine arguments presented from different and often conflicting views.  

Hint:  Links to some very helpful Libraries and Subject Directories can be found from the course home page:  Click on Topics of Interest; Useful Links to Explore;  then on Libraries & Subject Directories.


Some students like to include two bibliographies:  one is called Works Cited (which are all cited within the paper), and a separate list called Works Consulted (which may not be directly cited in your paper).  See one of us if you are unsure about how to differentiate between the two.
23. Use well-crafted, specific examples and illustrations.  Remember that one or two well-formed, relevant, and interesting examples can help to support an argument better than a dozen adjectives.  

24. Asking a question without answering it is not an appropriate way to give an argument.  Example:  "What right does the state have to tell a woman she cannot have an abortion?"  That's not an argument.  Instead, "The state should not have the right to tell a woman ……etc. because….." is an argument.

25. Stand by your arguments.  Use any relevant arguments you like, so long as you are ready to stand behind them.  Just because a famous philosopher or author said something clever does not make it a good argument if it does not support your thesis, or if it is a bad argument to begin with.

26. References.  You should include references that were not discussed or assigned in class.  Outside sources are used to substantiate your arguments and opinions.  It is how you integrate the information, how well you develop a logical argument, and how you respond to potential criticisms that makes the paper a success.  A solid, logical argument that starts off with the basics and builds to a logical conclusion is much more effective than citing a bunch of sources that are not directly relevant.

27. Use precise language; and do not write as though you are speaking.  Vague words like "stuff" or "thing" in a formal paper are evidence of a sloppy mind.  Empty phrases just take up space.  "Because of the fact that" is one such example.  When you finish writing your paper, go back specifically to remove the extra verbiage.  Can you replace an entire string of words with one word or expression?

The strategies of spoken arguments are different from those used for a formal analytic paper.   E.G.: generally, no extra emphasis on a word is necessary in writing .  No need to use "do" or "does" to add emphasis.  Instead of "He does have the responsibility...," use "He has the responsibility..."    

Your prose should also be appropriate to the subject(not forced or stilted, not full of words you would never use except in a philosophy paper(but nevertheless carefully chosen.  
Avoid colloquialisms and idioms.  The following verbiage was taken from actual student papers:  "It's way awesome that ..."    "That really sucks because ..."    (   Need I say more?
28. Personal experience can be useful in establishing evidence, but rather than say "I have seen neighbors who do not care what their children watch on TV," you can say "Some parents may not care what their children watch on TV…"   This makes the point more applicable to the population.  But, having said that….

29. Be specific whenever you can.  Often general categories are too vague and therefore meaningless.  For example, saying “people” might be too vague.  “Parents of pre-school children in the U.S.” would be much more meaningful and interesting.  It also adds richness to your paper.

30. Avoid strong words.  Watch strong and often condescending words such as definitely, never, and obviously.  They send up a red flag, and can usually be tough to support.  ("Obviously" is often viewed with suspicion because it is often used to intimidate others into accepting unsupported assertions.)

31. Avoid upper case, boldface, or exclamation points for emphasis.  On rare occasions, you may use italics for emphasis, but do not overdo it.  In a formal paper, it should be the rare exception, not the rule, and is generally unnecessary if you write well.  (Please excuse your instructor for breaking this rule in order to direct her students' attention.  ().  Do not overdo the exclamation points, either; save them for something special, or they loses their force and may cause the reader to ignore the emphasis altogether.  Use them sparingly, or consider not using them at all.

32. Do not contradict yourself.  While you may agree on some level with more than one side or point of view, be sure you are clear about your position.  For example, you write:

"A rating system should be required, and it should be set up by a federally appointed committee, because ...."


and, in the next paragraph, you write:

"A rating system would not stop children from witnessing violent programming, so that would not work."


What are you arguing for?  What you should have said:

"A rating system should be considered because...."
and then later, you write:
"In addition to a rating system, parents should also ...because... "

33. Grammar and spelling count.  Write clear, grammatical, correctly spelled proper English prose.  Incorrect grammar obscures your meaning.  Watch for subject and verb agreement.  Watch the use of "its" and "it's."  Consult your style guide.  
34. Engage critical readers.  Get others to read your paper and play devil's advocate, when it is allowed (consult Authorized aid, below).  Take advantage of the campus Writing Center!  (and yes, I really meant to include that exclamation point.)
35. Read these hints and warnings again after you have written a solid draft of your paper.  

Authorized Aid


For the term paper:  You are encouraged to ask other students, including COMP 380 students, to serve as "critical readers" for the term paper, as long as you are not covering the same topic (your team member is the exception here, of course; he/she can help you with most everything).  If you are asked to serve as a reader, take the job seriously—your classmate will appreciate your honesty (and the chance to correct problems before the grader does) far more than a courteous but not terribly useful "it looks fine to me."


For the short paper:  You are not allowed to ask COMP 380 students to serve in this capacity if you are writing about the same topic or sub-topic.  However, you may ask non-COMP 380 students to serve as "critical readers."  If your roommate comes up with a brilliant example or illustration and you use it in your paper, then remember to cite him or her as a source; keep that to a minimum unless he/she is an expert in this area.

Policy re: critiquing drafts
In order to be fair to all of our students, we have adopted the following policy:
We will be happy to discuss your ideas, and you may ask us specific questions about your paper.  We will be happy to read over a few paragraphs with you that you may be having particular trouble with, if you request, but we cannot read and critique your entire paper ahead of time.  

You will be expected to revise your graded/marked up short paper.  Your final short-paper grade will be an average of the two grades.   
Citing Electronic Sources

[Excerpts from Using MLA Style to Cite and Document Sources, with modifications by your instructors.] 

Providing the URL or Internet address is the key element in citing electronic sources, provided it still exists.  Documents in cyberspace(whether text files, graphic files, audio, or other file types(often have no clear designation of authorship, but the URL may include a pointer to the author.  Documents with no apparent author should be listed by the title of the page.

Net citations differ slightly, depending upon where you found them.  The idea is to make it as easy as possible for your reader to locate the source.  Include as much helpful information as you can.  

IMPORTANT: A complete guide to citing all types of online sources, with examples, in MLA format, is available at  http://www.bedfordstmartins.com/online/cite5.html#1
Evaluate all sources carefully—especially those from the Internet

Here is a link to an on-line TUTORIAL from UC Berkeley, which is a required reading (see Readings page).  

NOTE:  Sometimes you will argue for a side that is opposed to much of the literature you find.  Remember that you may question the authority of certain sources, especially those that you find on-line.  How thorough were their studies?  Does there appear to be a bias?  How old is the study?  Have there been newer studies done?  Shouldn’t there be?  Has anything changed since that older study?
Grading


You will be graded on content, organization, style, creativity, and writing.  While spelling and grammar are not considered as strongly as content and organization, spelling errors and sloppy sentence structure will get in the way of readability and consequently will affect your grade.  The policy for late assignments is described in the syllabus. 


Grades are not a reflection on you personally.  Papers are often heavily commented.  The intent here is not to criticize you, but rather to point out both strengths and weaknesses, as well as to help you to avoid similar problems in subsequent assignments.  Honestly, we are on your side, although it may not always seem so.


GRADING RUBRIC:  very important, so read it carefully

"A" (excellent; superior, outstanding, insightful; complete; exceeds minimum requirement)
An "A" paper is complete and correct.  It shows clear understanding and creative thought.  It clearly and coherently answers any relevant questions raised in the assignment.  It has a strong introduction that clearly and thoroughly explains the nature of the controversy, and the position to be defended.  The position presented is concrete, supporting arguments are clear, rational, to the point, and each is well supported with real evidence.  The tradeoffs inherent in it are well presented, and solutions are offered to minimize some of them.  Opposing points of view are addressed and successfully refuted with clear and rational arguments.  It contains strong supporting details and evidence, incorporates examples/illustrations well. and has a thoughtful conclusion.  It correctly uses and cites sources throughout, with appropriate attribution.  It is well developed and organized, flows extremely well, and is very easy to follow.  It is essentially free of most surface errors (in spelling, punctuation, grammar, and the like).  


"B" (good paper; better than minimum requirement)

A "B" paper is mostly complete and correct and shows some creativity.  It shows fair understanding and reasoning.  It answers the relevant question raised in the assignment, but not as well as an "A" paper.  It may have a good introduction.  The position presented is clear, and the arguments are pretty well fleshed out, although not with the clarity or supporting evidence of an "A" paper.  The tradeoffs inherent in it are presented, but not as well thought out or dealt with.  Opposing points of view are addressed, but not as thoroughly as an "A" paper.  For the most part, it is fairly well organized and logical, and it correctly uses and cites sources, with appropriate attribution.   May exhibit some developmental or organizational weakness, and there may be some surface errors.


"C" (acceptable; around the minimum requirement level)

A "C" paper is partly complete and correct.  It answers the relevant questions raised in the assignment, but it is vague or not as well argued as it should be.  The introduction is adequate.  The position can be found pretty easily in the paper, but arguments are presented in generalities; its advantages and disadvantages are vague or glossed over, or perhaps some do not support the main argument, and may not have sufficient supporting evidence.  Tradeoffs are either glossed over or ignored.  Opposing points of view are scarcely addressed.  There may be some faulty logic.  Organization may be somewhat confusing, and development is weak, but at least some structure can be seen.  It is difficult to tell which ideas are yours and which come from sources.  There are problems with citing sources and with attribution.  Surface errors may be problematic to the point of confusing the reader somewhat, but are not crippling.


"D" (unsatisfactory; below requirement level, definitely defective)

A "D" paper is incomplete and/or significantly incorrect.  Paper may have a thesis, but it is hard to find or so ambiguous that the grader cannot always be certain which side the student is arguing for.  The introduction may be weak.  Supporting arguments are missing or teeter on uncertain logic or have precious little supporting evidence.   pros and cons of the student's position may be so vague or general as to contribute nothing significant.  Opposing points of view are scarcely addressed or nonexistent.  There are major problems with citing sources and attribution.  Organization may be poor; surface errors often muddle what the writer is trying to say.


"F" (unacceptable)

An "F" paper either has no recognizable thesis, making any logic or supporting arguments irrelevant; or a thesis is present but none of the arguments support it.  The position is hopelessly vague or does not address the assignment.  Organization is poor or nonexistent, and surface errors abound.  Arguments have no supporting evidence; most of the paper is made up of bald, unsupported assertions.  Sources are barely used and/or cited, or they don’t support the arguments.
Plusses and minuses may be used for finer-grain letter assignments.

Last update:  2 Aug. 2006….jmw
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