
Traits  1 2 3 4 

Major claim The writer attempts 
to offer a major 
claim, but it is 
neither substantive 
nor contestable. 

The writer offers a 
central claim, but it 
is unsubstantial or 
incomplete, often 
making a bold 
assertion without 
previewing the 
reasons that will be 
given in the 
argument.   
 

The writer offers a 
substantive central 
claim that previews 
reasons that will be 
brought forward in 
the argument to 
support that claim.  

The writer offers a 
major claim that is 
substantive, 
includes its 
supporting reasons, 
and is exceptionally 
inventive and/or 
complex. 
 

Introductory 
Section  

Writer’s 
introduction is not 
structured as 
shared context-
problem-cost-
solution. 

Writer’s 
introduction meets 
one or more of the 
structural criteria, 
but omits one or 
more of them.   

Writer uses the 
shared context-
problem-cost-
solution structure 
to helpful effect.   

Writer use the 
shared context-
problem-cost-
solution structure in 
an especially 
detailed or 
inventive way.   

Use and 
Application of 
Foucault 

Writer makes little 
or no use of 
Foucault’s criteria.   

Writer makes 
perfunctory use of 
Foucault’s criteria, 
matching in a 
superficial way his  
criteria to aspects 
of Costello’s 
discourse. 

Writer assesses 
Costello’s eligibility 
as a parrhesiastes 
by solid application 
by Foucault’s 
criteria to Costello’s 
discourse.  The 
writer provides 
convincing textual 
evidence in order to 
make the case.        

Writer assesses 
Costello’s eligibility 
as a parrhesiastes in 
an especially 
detailed, inventive, 
and substantive 
way, often 
providing several 
supporting 
illustrations from 
Costello’s discourse.     
 

Addressing the 
Implications of 
Parrhesiastic 
Discourse   

Writer says very 
little or nothing 
about the larger 
implications of 
parrhesiastic 
discourse.       

The writer may 
assert that 
parrhesia is or is not 
a useful kind of 
speech, but it is 
unclear exactly how 
the writer has made 
this determination. 
The complexities of 
parrhesia are 
perhaps hinted at, 
but not revealed in 
detail.   

Writer addresses 
the complex  nature 
of parrhesia, 
acknowledging or 
addressing the 
position(s) counter 
to the writer’s own. 
The implications of 
parrhesia are 
clearly revealed.   

Writer addresses 
the complex nature 
of parrhesia in a 
most detailed, 
inventive, and 
substantive way, 
and may situate 
those complexities 
within the context 
of democratic ideals 
in order to value or 
support its place in 
a democracy.       
 

Conventions 
(quoting, citing, 
grammar, spelling, 
mechanics)  

Grammatical, 
spelling and/or 
mechanical issues 
interfere with 
overall clarity; 
serious attribution 
problems. 

Patterned errors  
in grammar, 
mechanics, and 
attribution, 
suggesting need for 
targeted 
review/relearning 
 

Barely noticeable, 
random 
typographic, 
grammatical or 
attribution errors  

Error-free, well-
cited, and concise 
text 

 

Total 


