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1. What do the terms ‘poverty’ and ‘inequality’ mean? How should each be measured? 
2. What are the trends in poverty and inequality? 
3. What are the causes? Why do some societies have more inequality and more poverty 

than others? Why are some people rich while others are poor?   
4. What, if anything, can or should be done about poverty and inequality? Why? 
 
Assessing the nature, extent and causes of economic inequality and poverty is crucial to 

any judgement about the equity or fairness of a society – hence these issues constitute some of 
the most important, and complex, problems of any society.  This course will begin by examining 
what is meant by 'inequality' and 'poverty', before turning to description of trends, analysis of the 
causes and discussion of the appropriate public policy response.  In many ways international data 
offer a study in contrasts on the extent and determinants of poverty and inequality and on public 
policy to deal with these issues.  Hence we will be drawing a number of comparisons between 
countries -- both between Canada, the U.S. and other affluent nations and for the world as a 
whole. 
 

The range of issues involved is such that the 13 weeks of this course can only provide a 
start to building an understanding of poverty and inequality. Nevertheless, a useful first step in 
analyzing big questions is often to divide them into manageable components. Hence, this course 
will be organized around the four big questions identified above. Each will be the subject of 
introductory lectures, but students are also responsible for deciding what they personally think 
about each topic. The class will therefore be divided into four teams, with approximately equal 
numbers in each group. Each of the issues identified above will be the subject of a major 
presentation by a team of students, and each team will also be responsible for discussing the 
work of another team, on the schedule below. 
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 Each team will be responsible for deciding how the big question which it will address is 
to be divided among the team members into specific issues. As well, each team will be 
responsible for leading the discussion of another team’s presentation (which implies that they 
will have to read up on the topic of the other team and allocate among themselves responsibility 
for discussing particular aspects). Each individual team member is therefore responsible for (1) 
verbally presenting his or her component of the larger issue; (2) commenting (verbally and in 
writing) on the part of the other team’s work which they have been assigned and (3) revising 
their own presentation, in the light of comments received, into a written essay of approximately 
3500 words. A final copy of this essay must be submitted to me by April 8, 2011.  
 
Marks will be awarded on the following schedule: 
 
Group Presentation 

- written and oral [marked for team as a whole] 
- individual component of initial presentation [written + oral]  

 
7.5% 
7.5% 

Essay  - Outline due February 10th 
           - Final Revised Version due  April 8th ] 

5% 
25% 

Discussion Comments on other team’s presentation 
[individual - submitted to me and to the other team in writing within one 
week of class discussion] 

10% 

Mid-term Exam (February 17, 2011) 
Final Exam [date to be scheduled by Registrar] 

15% 
30% 

 
 The reading list attached is preliminary and will be supplemented during the term. This 
outline, the most recent version of the reading list, a list of useful web sites and anything else I 
can think of that might be useful will be posted on OWL. 
 
 This course is intended to include substantial student participation. The specific 
objectives are: 
 

1. To increase your useful knowledge – both empirical and analytical – about some of the 
most important issues of political economy. 

 
2. To develop general skills that are useful in a wide variety of contexts later in life - 
specifically: breaking a large problem into manageable issues, team work, library 
research, critical thinking, written and oral presentation, and the ability to give and 
receive constructive criticism. 
 
3. To provide some sense of the fun and importance of rigorous thinking about issues that 
really matter. 
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You are strongly advised to use the services of the Reference Librarians in Killam 

Library in researching the issue which you have to solve and to meet several times as a group to 
prepare your presentation. I will expect each team to schedule an appointment with me to do a 
dry run of their presentation – preferably during my office hours during the preceding week. 
 
Date 
 
 March 22 
 

Presentation Discussants 
 
 

1. What do the terms ‘poverty’ and ‘inequality’ mean? How should each be measured? 
 Team 1 Team 3 

 
 
March 24 
 

  

2. What are the trends in Poverty and Inequality ?? 
 Team 2 Team 1 

 
 
March 29 

  

3. What are the causes? Why do some societies have more inequality and more poverty 
than others? Why are some people rich while others are poor? 

 Team 3 Team 4 
 

 
March 31 

  

4. What, if anything, can or should be done about poverty and inequality? Why? 
   
 Team 4 Team 2 
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 Reading List 
 
In many cases, readings are available by direct download from the WWW. If demand warrants, a 
CD will also be available in the Economics Department office for a nominal fee.  
 
Topics  (* denotes optional reading) 
 
[1]  What is “Inequality”? 
 
Lars. Osberg (2000) “Inequality.” Pages 7371 to 7377 in N. J. Smelser and Paul B. Baltes   
 (editors), 2001, International Encyclopedia of the Social & Behavioral Sciences.  
 Pergamon, Oxford. -  Available at http://myweb.dal/osberg/  
 
Stephen Jenkins and Phillippe van Kerm (2009) “The Measurement of Economic Inequality.”  

Chapter 3, Pages 40-70 in The Oxford Handbook of Economic Inequality, edited by 
Wiemer Salverda, Brian Nolan, and Tim Smeeding, Oxford University Press, Oxford, 
2009 

  
 OR 

Stephen Jenkins (1991). “The Measurement of Income Inequality.”  
 Chapter 1 in Osberg (1991) Economic Inequality and Poverty:  International Perspectives 
 (M.E. Sharpe, 1991). Available at http://www.lisproject.org/workshop/jenkins.pdf. 
 
Peter Burton, Shelley Phipps, and Frances.Woolley, 2007. “Inequality within the 
 household reconsidered.” Pp. 103-128 in Inequality and Poverty Re-examined. Stephen 
 Jenkins and John Micklewright (eds). Oxford University Press. 
 
[2] What has happened to Economic Inequality in Canada recently? 
 
Andrew Heisz,  (2007)  Income Inequality and Redistribution in Canada: 1976 to 2004 
 Ottawa, Statistics Canada, Business and Labour Market Analysis Division 

http://www.statcan.gc.ca/pub/11f0019m/11f0019m2007298-eng.pdf 
 

Marc Lee, (2007) Eroding Tax Fairness: Tax Incidence in Canada, 1990 to 2005   
 Canadian Centre for Policy Alternatives, Toronto November 2007 

http://www.policyalternatives.ca/documents/National_Office_Pubs/2007/Eroding_Tax_F
airness_web.pdf 

 
Brian Murphy, Paul Roberts and Michael Wolfson (2007) “High-income Canadians” 
 Perspectives on Labour and Income – September 2007 Pages 5 to 17 

Statistics Canada Cat No. 75-001-XIE 
http://www.statcan.gc.ca/pub/75-001-x/75-001-x2007109-eng.pdf 

 
Brian Murphy, Sylvie Michaud and Michael Wolfson (2008) Income Trajectories of High  
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Income Canadians 1982-2005 Statistics Canada  IARIW 30th General Conference 
Portoroz, Slovenia, August 24-30, 2008 
http://www.iariw.org/papers/2008/murphy2.pdf 

 
 
René Morissette and Xuelin Zhang (2006) “Revisiting wealth inequality”, Perspectives  
 on Labour and Income December 2006, Pages 5 to 16  

Statistics Canada — Catalogue no. 75-001-XIE 
http://www.statcan.gc.ca/pub/75-001-x/75-001-x2006112-eng.pdf 

 
Lars Osberg, (2008) A Quarter Century of Economic Inequality in Canada 1981 – 2006, 
 Canadian Centre for Policy Alternatives, April 2008 
http://www.policyalternatives.ca/documents/National_Office_Pubs/2008/Quarter_Century_of_In
equality.pdf 
 
Mike Veall (2010) “Top Income Shares in Canada: Updates and Extensions” WORKING 

 PAPER (Version: 2010-12-12) Department of Economics McMaster University 
 

 * Emmananuel Saez and Michael Veal.(2003) "The Evolution of High Incomes in Canada,  
1920-2000",  NBER Working Paper No. 9607.  April 2003. www.nber.org/papers/w9607 

 
Carola Frydman and Dirk Jenter (2010) “CEO COMPENSATION” Working Paper 16585 

http://www.nber.org/papers/w16585 NATIONAL BUREAU OF ECONOMIC 
RESEARCH December 2010 

 
 

 
[3] What is Poverty? What has happened to Poverty in Canada in recent years? 
 
National Council of Welfare. Poverty Profile 2007 Ottawa: Web-based data is  
 available online at 

 http://www.cnb.gc.ca/l.3bd.2t.1ils@-eng.jsp?lid=90 
  
Lars Osberg (2007) The Evolution of Poverty Measurement - with special reference to Canada  
 Available at http://myweb.dal/osberg/  
 
Lars Osberg (2000) “Poverty in Canada and the USA: Measurement, Trends and 
  Implications” Canadian Journal of Economics   Vol. 33, No.4,  November, 2000 

  pp. 847-877 Available at http://myweb.dal/osberg/ 
 
[4] Recent Trends in Global Inequality and Poverty  
 
A.B. Atkinson and T. Piketty (2007) Top Incomes Over the 20th Century: A Contrast Between  
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Continental European and English-Speaking Countries by Oxford University Press, 
2007, xvii +585 pp. – particularly Chapter 1 by Piketty “A Summary of Main Findings” 
and  Pages 539-544 “A Summary of Results” by Atkinson and Piketty 
 

Andrea Brandolini and Tim Smeeding (2009) “Income Inequality in Richer and OECD  
Countries” Chapter 4, Pages 71-99 in The Oxford Handbook of Economic Inequality, 
edited by Wiemer Salverda, Brian Nolan, and Tim Smeeding, Oxford University Press, 
Oxford, 2009 

 
James B. Davies, (2008) “An Overview of Personal Wealth” Chapter 1 Pages 1-26 in Personal  
 Wealth from a Global Perspective Oxford University Press Dec 2008 
 
James. Davies, Susanna Sandstrom, Anthony Shorrocks and Ed Wolff, (2008) “The Level and  
 Distribution of Global Household Wealth” April 2008; Available at 
http://www.ssc.uwo.ca/economics/faculty/Davies/workingpapers/thelevelanddistribution.pdf 
 
Fransisco Ferreira and Martin Ravallion (2009) “Poverty and Inequality: The Global Context”  

Chapter 24, Pages 599-635 in The Oxford Handbook of Economic Inequality, edited by 
Wiemer Salverda, Brian Nolan, and Tim Smeeding, Oxford University Press, Oxford, 
2009 
 

Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (2008) Growing unequal? : income 
distribution and poverty in OECD countries.   Paris : OECD, 2008.   Parts I and II 
http://lysander.sourceoecd.org/vl=727957/cl=47/nw=1/rpsv/ij/oecdthemes/99980088/v2008n3/s1
/p1l 
 
Garnett Picot, and John Myles,. 2005. “Income inequality and low income in Canada: 
 An international perspective.” Statistics Canada. Analytical research paper series 
 11F0019MIE2005240  
 http://www.statcan.gc.ca/pub/11f0019m/11f0019m2005240-eng.pdf 
 

 
Edward N. Wolff (2010) “Recent Trends in Household Wealth in the United States: Rising Debt  
 and the Middle-Class Squeeze—An Update to 2007” Working Paper No. 589 Levy  
 Economics Institute of Bard College, March 2010  
 http://www.levyinstitute.org/publications/?docid=1235 
 
*Anthony B Atkinson, and Andrea Brandolini (2008) On Analysing the World Distribution of  

Income ECINEQ WP 2008 – 97: this technically demanding article is available online at  
http://www.ecineq.org/milano/WP/ECINEQ2008-97.pdf 
 

*Branko Milanovic, (2005) Worlds Apart: Measuring International and Global Inequality  
 Princeton University Press 
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[5] Why do Inequality and Poverty exist? 
 
  – Labour Earnings 
Dwayne Benjamin, Morley Gunderson, Thomas Lemieux and Craig Riddell (2007) Labour 
Market Economics (6th Edition) McGraw-Hill Ryerson Chapters – Pages 255-294 and 398-412 
(Chapters 9 and 13) 
 
*Lars Osberg, (1981) Chapters 6 to 9 in Economic Inequality in Canada, Butterworths,   
 Toronto 1981 
 
Miles Corak, (2004) Generational Income Mobility in North America and Europe: An   

 Introduction Chapter 1 in Corak, M., ed. (2004). Generational Income Mobility in  
 North America and Europe. Cambridge, United Kingdom, Cambridge University   
 Press. 2004   

   
  
  – Wealth  
 
Denis Kessler. & A. Masson (1989) "Bequest and Wealth Accumulation" Journal of  
 Economic Perspectives, Vol. 3, No. 3, Sept. 1989, pp. 141-152 
 
*Lars Osberg, (1981) Chapter 10 in Economic Inequality in Canada,  Butterworths,  
  Toronto 1981 
 
[6] Do Inequality and Poverty Matter? 
 

 – Outcomes, Opportunities and Ethics 
 

Lars Osberg, (1995) “The Equity/Efficiency Tradeoff in Retrospect” Canadian Business 
   Economics, Vol. 3, No. 3, April-June Spring 1995, pp. 5-20. 
 
Lars Osberg, (2001) “Needs and Wants: What is Social Progress and How Should it be 

 Measured?” The Review of Economic Performance and  Social Progress Institute for 
Research on Public Policy and the Centre for the Study of Living  Standards, June 2001, 
Pages 23-42 Available at http://myweb.dal/osberg/ 
 

M.J. Coldwell, (1948) “Am I My Brother’s Keeper?” CCF National Office, Ottawa, 1948 
 
Franklin Delano Roosevelt (1936) A Rendezvous With Destiny Speech before the 1936  
  Democratic National Convention Philadelphia, Pennsylvania June 27, 1936 
  http://www2.austincc.edu/lpatrick/his2341/fdr36acceptancespeech.htm 
  
David A. Green and Jon R. Kesselman (2006) Dimensions of Inequality in a Just Society Pp. 1- 
  32 in Dimensions of Canadian Inequality D.A. Green and J.R.Kesselman (ed)  
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  UBC Press Vancouver 2006 
 
C.M.  MacLeod, and A. Eisenberg (2006) Normative Dimensions of Inequality Pp. 33-64 
  in Dimensions of Canadian Inequality D.A. Green and J.R.Kesselman (ed)  
 UBC Press Vancouver 2006 
 
 – Subjective Attitudes, Political Economy and the Welfare State 
 
Alberto Alesina,; Edward Glaeser; Bruce Sacerdote Why Doesn't the United States Have  

a European-Style Welfare State?  Brookings Papers on Economic Activity, Vol.   
 2001, No. 2. (2001), pp. 187-254 
 
Keith Banting, (2006) “Disembedding Liberalism?The New Social Policy Paradigm in 
  Canada” Pp. 417-452 in Dimensions of Canadian Inequality D.A. Green and J.R.  
 Kesselman (ed) UBC Press Vancouver 2006 
 
Gosta Esping-Andersen and John Myles (2009) “Economic Inequality and the Welfare State” 

Chapter 25, Pages 639-663 in The Oxford Handbook of Economic Inequality, edited by 
Wiemer Salverda, Brian Nolan, and Tim Smeeding, Oxford University Press, Oxford, 
2009 

 
Peter H Lindert.(2003)  WHY THE WELFARE STATE LOOKS LIKE A FREE LUNCH 

 Working Paper 9869 http://www.nber.org/papers/w9869 NATIONAL BUREAU OF 
 ECONOMIC RESEARCH 1050 Massachusetts Avenue Cambridge, MA 02138 July 2003 
 

Lars Osberg and Tim Smeeding, (2006) “Fair” Inequality? Attitudes to Pay Differentials:
 The United States in Comparative Perspective”   American  Sociological Review,  Vol. 71  
 (450–473) June 2006  Available at http://myweb.dal/osberg/ 
 
HansW.  Sinn,.(1996) “Social Insurance, Incentives and Risk Taking” International Tax and  
  Public Finance, 3:259-280 (1996) 
 
Marical François, Marco Mira d'Ercole, Maria Vaalavuo and Gerlinde Verbist (2006) 
 PUBLICLY-PROVIDED SERVICES AND THE DISTRIBUTION OF    
 RESOURCES     OECD SOCIAL, EMPLOYMENT AND MIGRATION 
   WORKING PAPERS NO. 45 December 2006 
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 Essay Criteria 

1. The essay outline is due February 10th . It should be no more than 1 page but it 
should say: 
 
 (1) What specific question your essay will try to answer. 
  - Note: If you are clear about what question you are asking, your answer is far more likely 

to be intelligible. A general “discussion” with no specific focus or organizing 
theme is not likely to be successful. 

 (2) How you will try to answer that question. 
  - Note: A general statement of methodology is all that is required -- what do you need to 

know in order to answer question (1) above? How will you attempt to find this 
information? 

 (3) Which references and data sources you will consult. 
  - Note: Since at this point you will have not yet written the final version of the essay, I do 

not expect a full list - just some evidence that you have started thinking about the 
topic and some indication of the type of sources you will use. 

 
2. Writing the essay 

 This essay should be organized as a research essay, which attempts to answer an 
interesting and important question after weighing all the evidence relevant to the issue – 
i.e. it should not be just an advocacy document. (Some students may be familiar with a 
‘debate’ format in which participants just argue one side of an issue and use data 
selectively to try to convince the reader of something they already ‘know’ to be “true”. 
This is not that sort of essay. Your job is to assess the weight of evidence.)  
 
 If you are clear in your own mind, from the first, as to what question you wish to 
answer, you will usually find it much easier to get a reasonable answer and to write a 
well-organized explanation of how you arrived at that conclusion. [In fact, many students 
have found it useful to type the question they want to address on a piece of paper that 
they then stick to the wall above their desk – to keep them focused on the main issue.] 

 
Your essay should have: 

 (a) A short introduction which says explicitly: 
   - What question does this essay try to answer? 
   - Why is this question interesting and important? 
   - How will the essay try to answer it? 
 (b) Main body of argument which: 
   - develops a clear, logical arguments to answer the question identified in (a)  
   - uses evidence to support assertions made 
 (c) Conclusion: 
   - summarizes points made  
    What is the answer to the question posed? 

- suggests significance/implications of results  
 How does the particular question you answered fit into the bigger picture? 
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 The main body of your paper should  have a clear logical structure and provide careful 
evidence for any claims made (all sources should be cited and properly footnoted – i.e. a specific 
assertion should be documented by reference to both the page number within each source and the 
publication details of the source).  
 
 Note: Casual comments by neighbours and relatives, or anecdotes from the newspaper, may 
sometimes usefully illustrate a point, but they do not generally qualify as reliable evidence for its 
empirical importance. (It is, for example, more likely that a story about ‘man bites dog’ will 
make the news than a story about ‘dog bites man’.) Economics is a quantitative discipline, so 
support your argument with appropriate statistics wherever possible and avoid vague terms like 
“many”, “most” or “some” – numbers are a wonderful discipline for the mind. Define important 
terms explicitly and be exact wherever you possibly can be. Use data from reputable statistical 
sources and footnote those sources exactly.  
 
 Remember that any dingbat can set up a web site. The Internet is a great research tool, but 
there is a good deal of garbage out there as well as much useful information. In providing 
footnotes to reference material downloaded from the Internet, you must provide the exact URL 
where you found the information and enough detail on whose web site it is to enable the reader 
to judge the credibility of the source. (Note: Due to its lack of expert scrutiny and vulnerability to 
editing by interested parties, Wikipedia  is NOT acceptable as a data source.) 
 
All papers should follow a consistent style for footnotes and bibliography. Refer to a guide such 
as Kate L. Turabian, A Manual for Writers of Term Papers, Theses, and Dissertations. 
 
Your essay must be typewritten - and since all word processing packages now include a SPELL 
CHECK option, you should use it. 
 
BE SURE TO FOOTNOTE PROPERLY ALL SOURCES – PLAGIARISM IS A 
SERIOUS ACADEMIC OFFENCE 
You must submit both an electronic and a print version of your essay. 
 
Evaluation of your essay will consider: 
1. Presentation/style (e.g. spelling, grammar, proper use of footnotes and bibliography, figures 

and tables with clearly labelled titles and references) 
2 Originality and economic content – in both theory and empirical data. 
3. Use of reference material (i.e., non-textbook, non-lecture material such as books, papers, 

statistical evidence) 
4. Logical development of ideas (Think carefully about how you organize the ideas you 

assemble.) 
 
The Figures below provide some detail on the grading rubric. 
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 A Framework for Assessment of Essays* 

 
Letter 
Grade 

Research Logic/ 
Organization

Analysis/ 
Integration 

A 
 
 
 
B 
 
 
 
 
C 
 
 
 
D 
 
 
F 

• used a variety of  relevant and 
authoritative  information sources 

• sources reflected the full range of 
contrasting viewpoints 

Quantitative evidence used wherever 
feasible 

• discussion of viewpoints was 
supported well 

 
 
• used a variety of information sources 
• at least 2/3 of the sources were 

relevant, authoritative sources  
• sources reflected a number of 

contrasting viewpoints 
Quantitative evidence used fairly 

frequently 
• most viewpoints were supported well 
 
 
 
 
• limited variety of information sources 
• about 1/2 of the sources were relevant 

authoritative sources  
• not all major contrasting viewpoints 

were considered 
Quantitative data occasionally used 
• viewpoints were stated with minimal 

or inconsistent levels of support 
 
 
 
• few relevant research sources were 

used 
• minimal variety of information sources 
• little contrast in viewpoints 
• viewpoints generally lacked solid 

support 
 
 
• little evidence of research/references 

used 
• presented a very narrow view 
• viewpoints lacked solid support 

 

• clear  statement of central organizing 
question 

• logical flow in answering 
• clear progression of ideas building on 

a central theme 
• clear transitions between paragraphs 

and ideas  
• effective use of transition statements 

and linking statements 
 
• organizing question is present, but not 

specific 
• logical flow 
• general progression that builds on a 

central theme 
• some transitions between paragraphs 

and ideas 
• under-use of transition statements and 

linking sentences 
 
 
 
• organizing question t unclear/or hard 

to find 
• logical flow is not always evident 
• lacks progression but expresses ideas 

that support an argument 
• 1 or 2 tangents that distract from main 

ideas 
• under-use of transition statements and 

linking sentences 
 
 
• no clear thesis statement 
• lacks logical flow 
• lacks a progression of ideas 
• frequent tangents that distract from 

main ideas 
• generally lacks transition statements 

and linking sentences 
 
• lacks thesis statement 
• ideas are scattered, disjointed 
• lacks logical flow 
• no obvious progression of ideas 
• lacks clear transitions 

 

• Original interpretation or application 
of information (A+) 

• critically analyzed information 
• integrated information by applying 

information/discussing implications 
 
 
 
 
 
 
• some analysis of information 
• presented analysis, but did not 

integrate it fully into argument 
• thesis is not entirely clear, but 

argument can be followed 
• opened the door, but failed to drive the 

point home 
 
 
 
 
• analysis lacking or off track 
• overlooked critical information in 

analysis 
• have to work to follow argument 
• generally lacked integration/original 

thinking 
 
 
 
 
 
• overlooked critical information 
• faulty analysis  
• can’t follow argument 
• no original use of information 
 
 
 
 
• weak research 
• no critical analysis 
• no apparent line of argument 

 

 
 

   

*Acknowledgement: Figure 2 is adapted from  a framework generated by faculty members who participated in a workshop on “Grading Students’ Writing: Achieving Consistency, Perceptions of 
Fairness, and Learning”, University of Manitoba, Winnipeg, MB, November 30, 1995. 
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Letter 
Grade 

Answers Question/ 
Makes Argument

Writing Style Structure 

A 
 
 
 
 
B 
 
 
 
 
 
C 
 
 
 
 
D 
 
 
F 

• clear definition of audience 
• makes the point 
• relevant to stated purpose 
• followed through on thesis statement 
• backed up with powerful evidence 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
• audience identified, but a clear focus 
• good evidence 
• evidence relevant to purpose 
• shows thought and analysis, but lacks 

clear focus or follow up on thesis 
statement 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
• audience unclear 
• purpose generally addressed, but with 

weak evidence and argumentation 
• weak evidence of thorough analysis 

and thought 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
• no sense of audience 
• point not explicitly made, have to 

work to see it 
• marked lack of evidence 
• unconvincing argument 
 
 
 
 
 
• no sense of audience 
• point not made or irrelevant to purpose 
• little evidence for argument 
• failure to make argument 

 

• few spelling/grammar mistakes 
• consistent use of tense and person 
• use of creative expression 
• typed, professional appearance 
• accurate use of style manual 
• acknowledged all sources, contributors 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
• spelling/grammar mistakes begin to 

interfere with reading flow 
• minor changes in tense/person 
• generally good use of style manual- 

some inconsistencies 
• some inconsistency in the typed format 
• incomplete acknowledgments 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
• frequent spelling/grammar mistakes 
• inconsistent in tense and person 
• typed, but not professional in 

appearance 
• inaccurate use of style manual 
• acknowledged direct quotes, but not 

all sources, contributors 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
• frequent spelling/grammar mistakes 
• inconsistent in tense and person 
• handwritten, with explanation 
• misuse of style manual 
• failed to acknowledge a number of 

major sources, contributors 
 
 
 
 
• frequent spelling/grammar mistakes 
• inconsistent in tense and person 
• handwritten, no explanation 
• ignored style manual 
• failed to acknowledge many or all 

sources, contributors 

 

• intro states purpose, is explicit and 
grabs attention 

• intro clearly states the thesis statement 
• body reflects intro, shows logical 

progression 
• body contains research evidence 
• body contains the major expected 

elements 
• body paragraphs are well-integrated, 

connected 
• conclusion 

summarizes/integrates/discusses 
implications 

 
 
• intro states purpose and grabs attention 

(2/3 of A) 
• intro states the thesis statement 
• body reflects intro, shows logical 

progression 
• body contains research evidence 
• body contains the major expected 

elements 
• integration of ideas is less obvious, not 

as well connected  
• conclusion 

summarizes/integrates/discusses 
implications but less clearly than A 
(2/3 of A) 

 
 
• intro states a purpose, but lacks a clear 

thesis statement 
• body generally connected intro  
• body contains research evidence, but 

progression is not always logical 
• body lacks some of the major expected 

elements 
• integration of ideas is less obvious, not 

as well connected  
• conclusion summarizes or repeats 

intro, but fails to integrate/discuss 
implications  

 
  
• intro does not indicate purpose, or 

thesis statement 
• body contains unconnected ideas 
• body reads like a series of short 

answer questions 
• sentences and paragraphs are not well 

connected/integrated 
• conclusion does not reflect the paper, 

is too brief 
 
• lacks a clear introduction, or thesis 

statement 
• rambles, without obvious structure 
• contains information, but it is not 

organized to form a clear position or 
argument 

• sentences and paragraphs are not 
integrated, connected 

• conclusion is very brief or missing 
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