Holistic Grading Guidelines

(Pappas, Kampe, Love, Long, et al.)

A.  Excellent work overall. Obviously well conceived and descriptive. Technical objectives are clearly and convincingly stated. Excellent background material clearly frames and introduces the subject. Technical content themes are logically stated and organized and clearly support the overall objective. Data and descriptions are clearly separated from interpretations. Content is detailed and suggestive. Conclusions are well-supported by data. The overall presentation shows a high level of understanding and perspective. It is usually easy to read. Exhibits a clear sense of unity and purpose. Includes paragraph and topic transistions, and contains no major and few minor grammatical or technical errors. Graphics are highly informative, clearly designed, and easy to interpret.
B.  Paper presents content clearly and displays a firm grasp of the technical material but without as much focus and perspective as an “A” paper. Technical materials are presented logically with perhaps a few minor lapses in clarity and transition; still, they are well organized, thoughtfully conceived, and avoid generalizations. Most of the paper is clearly witten and adequately detailed; some sections may be awkward but not unclear. Successful effort is evident throughout the paper. Some “B” papers are successful at presentation and weak in content; others are the opposite. No major grammatical errors; some minor grammatical errors but none that disrupt an easy reading of the paper. Graphics are informative, intelligible, and support the content of the paper.
C.  Displays a reasonable grasp of the technical content but little independent (original) thought. Includes wholly extracted sections of content from text or handouts. Demonstrates some understanding of the relationship between the student’s work and established experiments or theories. Treatment of the topic is general and lacks detail. Some lapses in clarity and focus; perspective is mostly observational. Contains errors in technical content. Technical content only casually supports conclusions. Adequately organized. Some major grammatical errors or frequent minor grammatical errors. Reading is slow at times. Graphics do not clearly support content objectives.
D.  No vision or thought evident. Weak grasp of technical content. No identifiable effort in the description or analysis of technical content. Little or no perspective or detail on the topic except sweeping generalizations. Frequent major and minor grammatical errors; poorly organized. May be reasonable well written but with no grasp of technical content. Graphics are poorly designed and do not support the content of the paper.
F.  No sense of technical unity or understanding of technical content. Little understanding of even general technical concept. May be completely off-topic and show no understanding of purpose. Papers may be entirely unreadable or have frequent major errors. May be reasonably well written but displays a flagrant lack of concern for or misunderstanding of technical content and writing style. Relevant graphics may be absent, poorly designed, or unintelligible.

