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Exemplary Good or Failing or

Criterion Satisfactory Needs Improvement Score

4 2-3 0-1

Context Sufficient technological back-
ground clarifies the relevant social
issues.

Provides several distracting tech-
nical details or omits details ger-
mane to social and ethical issues.

States little to no technical de-
scription or context.

Position States a clear social and ethical
question, proposition, rule, and/or
policy.

Considers multiple perspectives or
highlights the issue(s), but takes
no clear stance.

Provides little or no mention of so-
cial or ethical questions; issues and
possible policies are unclear or ab-
sent.

Thesis A clear, focused, non-factual,
and non-obvious thesis helps the
reader understand the argument
and its importance.

Thesis is not clear or well-focused;
lacks logical direction for paper or
stress of importance.

Thesis is strictly factual or
patently obvious, if identifiable at
all.

Stakeholders Clearly identifies all relevant
stakeholders.

Overlooks some subtler stakehold-
ers or only implicitly names stake-
holders as such.

Omits several obvious stakehold-
ers or mentions none.

Interests Establishes and explains the inter-
ests and desired outcomes of all
stakeholders in the issue.

Asserts but does not explain
stakeholder interests or overlooks
some stakeholder desires.

Merely implies interests or desired
outcomes of stakeholders or ig-
nores entirely.

Impacts Argues likely impacts of technol-
ogy on all stakeholders.

Disregards some stakeholders or
impacts.

Implicitly suggests or else ignores
impacts.

Analysis Describes relevant intentions, du-
ties, rights, and/or utilities for a
social and ethical analysis.

Provides the basis of only one
framework for an ethical analy-
sis or inadequately explains those
mentioned.

Omits grounds for making an ethi-
cal case or inappropriately applies
bases.

Conclusion Supports the position(s) taken
with clear analysis that integrates
stakeholders, interests, impacts,
and theories.

Arguments connect position to
most elements or have some log-
ical gaps.

No connection between position
and other argument elements or
overlooks some elements with sev-
eral logical gaps.

Evidence Arguments soundly rely on ev-
idence and theory, rather than
opinion. Supports factual claims
with citations.

One or two positions have flawed
reasoning; several claims have no
supporting references.

Most claims are unsupported with
citations, evidence, or sound rea-
son.

References References and citations mostly
conform to APA style guidelines.

References or citations violate
some APA guidelines.

Violates several APA style guide-
lines or uses a different style alto-
gether.

Unity Unified paragraphs have clear
topic sentences.

Some paragraphs wander, incor-
porate too many topics, or lack
topic sentences.

Disrespects Strunk and White’s
injunction to “make the paragraph
the unit of composition.”
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1Strunk, W., & White, E. B. (1979). The elements of style (3rd ed.). New York: Allyn & Bacon.
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Cohesion Cohesive paragraphs logically con-
nect ideas in all sentences to one
another.

Some paragraphs have sentences
with logical gaps between them
that do not make connections for
the reader.

Writing consistently fails to in-
dicate connections between sen-
tences and ideas either implicitly
or explicitly.

Transitions Clear paragraph transitions help
indicate both “what it says” and
“what it does.”

2 Some paragraphs lack transitional
language cueing the reader.

Uses few or no explicit transitions
to indicate connections between
paragraphs and their role in the
argument.

Usage Uses correct grammar, syntax,
and spelling.

Makes some grammar, syntax, or
spelling errors.

Several grammar, syntax, or
spelling errors distract from the
underlying ideas.

Style Eloquently expresses ideas by
avoiding passive voice, weak verbs,
broad reference, and nominaliza-
tion.

Writing is understandable, but
some antecedents are unclear, “to
be” verbs relied on too heavily, or
actions masquerading as nouns.

Consistently awkward or unclear
expression hinders comprehen-
sion.

Milestones Topic proposal submitted on time.
Topic proposal of appropriate scope.
Topic proposed a recent computing technology.
Sentence outline submitted on time.
Issues adequately covered in outline.
Review and revisions submitted on time.

/ 72
Total

/ 4.00

2Graff, G., & Birkenstein, C. (2010). They say/I say (2nd ed.). New York: Norton.
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