Writing in Disciplinary Context
Description

Writing within a discipline is a clear expression on paper of important feelings about critical thoughts and interpretations of a central idea or thesis with a clear purpose for a given audience. The writing illustrates a critical evaluation of current expertise by utilizing a strong set of resources and cited sources. It is a strong exposition using key disciplinary concepts, ideas, and methodologies. It contains specific examples, effective use of the disciplinary language and strong solutions to problems identified. It is clear, concise, well-organized, logically developed and has a valid and sound argument with a unique contribution to our world. This writing should inform the reader that the writer is outstanding, effective, and competent with his/her knowledge. The writing uses established disciplinary standards for vocabulary, language, grammar, syntax, structure, and style that provides easy and motivating reading. 

Key Items to be Incorporated

Clarity of content:
The concepts are articulated clearly and the meaning of each idea is substantiated with accepted disciplinary knowledge.

Depth of knowledge:
  The breadth and depth of the knowledge illustrated in the writing gives the reader confidence that what is being said is substantial and comprehensive.
Accuracy of the evidence:
Each item of key supporting evidence is referenced properly and cited for its validity and credibility.
Thesis statement:  The writing has a clear purpose with meaning.
Logical development:  The flow of building the evidence into meaningful conclusion has no fallacies or unsubstantiated inference from faulty premises.

Mechanics of writing:  The writing matches the intended format expected by the audience with strong grammar, sentence structure, and accuracy in presentation.
Analysis of the competing ideas/perspectives:  The author shares and reveals the set of opposing and conflicting perspectives and ideas and shows how these related to the thesis presented.
Synthesis:  This is the measure of the level of thought and meaning produced by connecting, integrating, and bringing together the variety of evidence, concepts, analysis, and solutions that positions the arguments in a powerful summary.
Relevance: 
The importance of the writing to the intended audience in value, contribution, and interest because it resonates to their need.
Effective use of Disciplinary Language:
The language is contextually meaningful with reduction of jargon but efficient in communication by appropriately using words with special meaning after they are clearly defined.
*This description and key terms to be incorporated were developed by a diverse group of faculty at a Writing Across the Curriculum Workshop held at SUNY Cortland March 19, 2005.  The Holistic and Analytical rubrics were then developed by Kathleen Burke, Timothy Phillips and Deborah Spencer of the SUNY Cortland Department of Economics in consultation with Dan Apple of Pacific Crest.
Holistic Rubric

Criteria

1) 
Relevant with a clear purpose identified with the Thesis statement 
2) 
Depth of knowledge with accuracy in the evidence

3) 
Clarity of content with logical development

4)
Analysis of competing ideas/perspectives resulting in Synthesis

5)
Mechanics of writing and Effective use of Disciplinary Language
Professional Writers
  1)  produce exceptionally valued writings with an easily understood thesis.
  2)  have the greatest mastery of the discipline with the strongest set of supporting evidence.

  3)  easily expound on rich disciplinary ideas that flow seamlessly in logical fluidity.
  4)  clearly present all competing and complementary perspectives with synergistic meaning.

  5)  exceed all expectations in style, format, use of language, and overall writing quality. 

Scholars in the Discipline
   1)   Produce writings that readers reference and leverage the writer’s main thesis ideas.
2) Have mastery in a specific area with supporting evidence in their area of expertise.

3) Express new ideas to all audiences in a logical flow that is difficult to challenge.
4) Analyze competing and complementary ideas sufficient to demonstrate a clear synthesis.
5) Utilizes the language of the discipline appropriate for the reader through quality writing.
Competent Disciplinary Writers
1) Produce an effective and meaningful thesis that connects with the audience. 

2) Have a foundational understanding of key concepts supported by expert sources. 

3) Articulate their ideas clearly with premises leading to solid conclusions.
4) Proficient in identifying competing or complementary ideas within the synthesis and conclusion.

5) Apply appropriate style, format, and quality for known audience with disciplinary concepts stated clearly.

Apprentices in the Discipline 
   1)   Produce some interest in the readers with its presented purpose/thesis.
2) Have a few key connective ideas with key references supporting these ideas.
3) Discuss the key concepts without clear connections to conclusions.
4) Present a few competing or complementary ideas with a small degree of synthesis.

5) Familiar with mechanical conventions of the discipline but utilizes jargon to attempt to convey knowledge

Novices in the Discipline
   1)  Barely connect with their audience because of a partially presented thesis. 
   2)  Have the bare basics of the disciplinary concepts with obvious references.

3) Present meaning in some of the concepts and sequences evidence before conclusions.
4) May identify at least one competing idea with minimal synthesizing of concepts.

5) Use minimal proper mechanics and limited use of the language of the discipline.

ANALYTICAL RUBRIC

	
	Clarity of Content
	
	Depth of Knowledge
	
	Accuracy of Evidence
	
	

	1
	Cohesive
	1
	Quantity of sources
	1
	Citation/reference style
	 
	 

	2
	Articulation
	2
	Quality of sources
	2
	Sources
	 
	 

	3
	Discernable ideas
	3
	Understands complexity 
	3
	Validity
	 
	 

	4
	Viewpoint
	4
	Comprehensive understanding
	4
	Interpretation
	 
	 

	5
	Key concepts/theories expressed in writers voice
	5
	Substantiates importance
	5
	Use of citations
	 
	 

	
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Mechanics of Writing
	
	Analysis of the competing ideas/perspectives
	
	Synthesis
	
	

	1
	Grammar
	1
	Acknowledges existence
	1
	Summarize key concepts
	 
	 

	2
	Active voice
	2
	Identify key ideas/perspectives
	2
	Relation to evidence
	 
	 

	3
	Sentence structure
	3
	Compare/Contrast key differences
	3
	Connection to theme(s)
	 
	 

	4
	Spelling
	4
	Consequences 
	4
	Reiterate viewpoint 
	 
	 

	5
	Punctuation
	5
	Support/Contradict thesis
	5
	Implications
	 
	 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Logical Development
	
	Thesis Statement
	
	
	
	

	1
	Coherent flow of ideas
	1
	Supporting evidence
	
	
	
	

	2
	Assumptions
	2
	Clarity
	
	
	
	

	3
	Transitions
	3
	Main theme
	
	
	
	

	4
	Substantiated conclusions
	4
	Plan
	
	
	
	

	5
	Deductive reasoning
	5
	Purpose
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Effective use of Disciplinary language
	
	Relevance
	
	
	
	

	1
	Terms defined
	1
	Audience
	
	
	 
	 

	2
	Appropriateness 
	2
	Topic
	
	
	 
	 

	3
	Use of disciplinary terms
	3
	Contributes to debate
	
	
	 
	 

	4
	Effective word usage
	4
	Significance/Value of contribution
	
	
	 
	 

	5
	Command of current and historical language
	5
	Interest
	
	
	 
	 


