Rubric for AP Literature and Composition Essays
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	 Strong Thesis
	Flawlessly and precisely states the essayist’s premise about the work, spotlessly answers the essay question, and clearly articulates a thorough understanding of thematic elements in the work.  The introduction then proceeds to outline the main topic points of the essay writer’s argument.
	These good essays also include a strong thesis statement that is not as clearly expressed nor does it quite as flawlessly address the question prompt. The introduction paragraph will also outline the main topic points of the essay writer’s argument, although perhaps not completely or smoothly. 
	A thesis statement exists and it somewhat addresses the prompt.  The essay’s format might also be very bluntly stated in the introduction paragraph. 
	The thesis statement in these essays tends to be weak, and doesn’t express argument or an analysis as much as it expresses an observation.  There may be no organization outlined in the introduction, or it might simply be a list. 
	There might simply be plot summary rather than any type of thesis. 

	Evidence
	These essays use excellent examples from the text that logically and fully support the writer’s thesis statement. These examples are quotes or paraphrases, examples of actions or events, and point to specific places in the narrative to cite use of symbolism, mood or other broad literary tools. 
	The examples in these essays, while plentiful, perhaps are not the strongest in proving the writer’s thesis.  There are “dangling paragraphs” – paragraphs which do not serve the purpose of proving the proposed thesis.
	The essay contains examples, but they fail to completely support the essay writer’s thesis.  Often, there aren’t enough examples, or examples that don’t really logically work to support the premise of the paragraph. 
	The evidence in these essays might consist of long paraphrases without revealing much connection to the thesis. 

There may be very meager or misconstrued examples as well. 
	Large blocks of quotes or paraphrases will fill space instead of evidence. 

	Organization
	The argument of these essays is clear and unfolds and progresses flawlessly, becoming stronger as the essay progresses.  The introduction is well-articulated, and the topics are clearly set out.  The individual paragraphs each have a precise topic to tackle, and smoothly transition to the next argument.  The essay ends with an excellent and moving conclusion, which reinforces the argument and caps it without dispute. 
	The argument in these essays is clearly organized, although perhaps not beautifully arrayed in a way that drives the argument to a convincing conclusion. 

They have well-constructed paragraphs and transitions and a nicely done, enlightened conclusion. 
	These essays are quite formulaic in their structure, or lack a driving structure that would help a reader to progress through the writer’s thesis. 

They might lack a clear conclusion statement, or lack one that is enlightened. 
	If there is organization, it is very perfunctory. Generally, these essays lack a “plan” of argument, and may not contain clear paragraphs or organization that would assist to develop the thesis. 
	Generally, these essays are unacceptably brief, and don’t follow through on a premise or argument. 

	Analysis
	These essays take time to interpret and analyze the supporting examples to connect them to the writer’s thesis statement, making it clear as to WHY this evidence is strong, logical, and convincing.
	The writers of these good essays will make a solid analysis of the evidence, although they might not connect in a convincing way to the essay’s thesis and may not be as effective in convincing the reader of the validity of the argument. 
	Often, the essays have superficial analyses or lack convincing connection to the thesis statement.
	Without a strong thesis there is no strong depth of analysis of the evidence.
	Again, without a strong thesis there is no strong depth of analysis of the evidence. In these essays, there is little or no analysis. 

	Fluency
	These essays are flawlessly articulated and have an excellent command of vocabulary, grammar, syntax and rhetorical style. (Spelling, too!)
	These well-written essays are perhaps not quite as smooth as the extraordinary essays, but neither are there glaring flaws in syntax, grammar, rhetorical style—or spelling. 
	These essays might have no flagrant or glaring errors, but not extremely thoughtful. They contain simple sentences and simple ideas.
	Often these essays exhibit serious flaws in rhetorical style, grammar, syntax and spelling and fail to express the writer’s thoughts. 
	Often, these essays also contain very serious and distracting mechanical errors that significantly interfere with the reader’s ability to understand the writer’s intent. 

	Insight
	These essays reflect an understanding of the work that is deeper than the work itself, perceptive to larger themes. They exhibit a profound understanding of precise elements in the work that function as the author’s vehicle towards his goal. 
	These essays reflect an excellent understanding of the thematic elements of the specific work, but fail to express sensitivity to deeper interpretations of human psychology. They make perfunctory connections between the author’s style, and the meaning of the work as a whole. 
	These essays are on target, but simple. They respond to the assigned task yet say little more than what might be very easily grasped observations. 
	These essays lack an understanding of the work, and perhaps express a misreading or misinterpretation of the work as a whole.  They could rely on plot summary or paraphrase, rather than analysis. 
	These essays compound the problems of the essays in the 4-3 range. These are essays that express a serious misinterpretation of the work, or overall lack of understanding. 


Score:
