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POE: LETTERS OF CORRESPONDENCE

TO POE:

6

Characterization: The author chooses a dynamic character that is appropriate given Poe’s work.  The character is superbly developed throughout the course of the letter, and details are included to make the character’s existence and position credible.

Content: From the perspective of his/her character, the author gives a thorough evaluation of Poe’s work.  The evaluation is articulate and well supported, and it references more than one of Poe’s works.

Form: The author’s writing style is masterfully executed and mindful both of the time period and the character he/she chose.  Any grammar/mechanical errors were chosen only as a representation of the character’s writing style.
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Characterization: The author chooses a character that is appropriate given Poe’s work.  The character is well developed throughout the course of the letter, and some details are included to make the character’s existence and position credible. The letter references more than one of Poe’s works.

Content: From the perspective of his/her character, the author gives a solid evaluation of Poe’s work.  The evaluation is articulate and well supported, though not as much as a “6” paper.

Form: The author’s writing style is skillfully executed and mindful both of the time period and the character he/she chose.  There are relatively few grammar/mechanical errors beyond those that may have been chosen to represent Poe’s writing style.
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Characterization: The author chooses a specific character.  The character is developed throughout the course of the letter, though more detail would make the character’s existence and position more credible.

Content: From the perspective of his/her character, the author evaluates Poe’s work.  The evaluation is not as thorough as the evaluation of a “5” paper, but the author provides insight into Poe’s writing and references at least one of his works.

Form: The author’s writing style is solid, but it may not be true to the time period or the character he/she chose.  There are some grammar/mechanical errors, but they do not prevent an understanding of the paper’s content.

3
Characterization: The author chooses a specific character, but the character does not aid the author in providing insight.  More detail would make the character’s existence and position more credible.

Content: The author evaluates Poe’s work, but not necessarily from the perspective of his/her character.  The evaluation lacks in its thoroughness or specificity and may not reference any of Poe’s work.

Form: The author’s writing style is not true to the character he/she chose.  There are several grammar/mechanical errors.

2
This paper compounds the weaknesses of a “3” paper
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LETTER FROM POE
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Characterization: The author masterfully imitates Poe by including more than one developed detail from his biography and deftly integrating it into the content of the paper.

Content: Given the content of the initial letter, the author provides an astute response that draws upon many facets of the video, essay, and short stories we discussed in class.

Style: The author employs a style that superbly imitates Poe’s writing style.  The author makes little to no grammar/mechanics errors.

5
Characterization: The author imitates Poe well and includes more than one purposeful detail from Poe’s biography.

Content: Given the content of the initial letter, the author provides an solid response that draws upon the video, essay, and short stories we discussed in class.

Style: The author employs a style that imitates Poe’s writing style.  The author makes relatively few grammar/mechanics errors.

4
Characterization: The author is generally successful in imitating Poe’s “voice.”  He/she includes at least one detail from his biography, but the detail may not be as well integrated as a “5” paper.

Content: Given the content of the initial letter, the author provides a well thought out response.

Style: The author employs a general style that imitates Poe’s writing style.  The author makes several grammar/mechanics errors.

3
Characterization: The author has some difficulty in imitating Poe’s “voice.”  He/she may neglect to include a detail from Poe’s biography.

Content: The author’s response is general and does not necessarily represent the opinions of Poe.

Style: The author’s writing style is more his/her own than Poe’s.  The author makes several grammar/mechanics errors.

2
This paper compounds the weaknesses of a “3” paper.
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Off topic

