
Grading Rubric American Studies  

  

All papers will be graded according to the following criteria:   

  

“sehr gut” = VERY GOOD work  (1.0/1.3)  

This paper is thoroughly convincing, both formally and intellectually. It goes considerably beyond a 

merely adequate response, and addresses its topic intelligently, perceptively, and thoughtfully. It pays 

close attention both to formal characteristics and historical contexts, thus managing to convey not 

only what a text means but also how it creates meaning. It demonstrates a critical awareness of 

research literature and situates this literature within larger debates and theoretical frameworks. A 

paper of this sort is clearly structured and well-organized. It is written in an engaging style, idiomatic 

in expression, and precise and reflexive in its use of concepts, analytical categories, and descriptions. 

It develops a thorough, detailed, and insightful analysis of its primary material or research object; the 

paper is original in its approach and framing of the argument. This paper stands out.   

  

“gut” = GOOD work (1.7/2.0/2.3)  

This paper does more than fulfill the assignment; it goes beyond a mere routine response and 

presents interesting thoughts and ideas. It addresses formal and structural questions without falling 

victim to the ‘checklist’-approach; it shows critical awareness of the state of research. Its argument is 

clearly structured and well-developed, with good supporting material and transitions. The paper is 

nuanced and precise in its use of analytical categories; the writing is clear and free of jargon or 

awkward sentences. It offers a thorough, detailed, and insightful analysis of its primary material or 

research object.  

  

“befriedigend” = SATISFACTORY work (2.7/3.0/3.3)  

This paper is acceptable; it carries out the assignment, though in a routine way. It shows evidence of 

engagement with the topic and is organized around an argument that contributes to a larger 

conversation about this topic. It signals the theoretical debates and the secondary literature in the 

field and maps out a position. The paper develops analytical categories and concepts in a meaningful, 

but ultimately limited manner. The engagement with the research object or primary material 

produces some interesting insights but remains superficial in other aspects. The argument can be 

followed and understood without difficulty. It’s an okay paper; it meets the requirements of the 

assignment.   

  

“ausreichend” = ADEQUATE work (3.7/4.0)  

This paper relates to the assignment but shows no evidence of real engagement with the topic. It 

shows some thought, but only in a perfunctory way. It engages only very basically with the secondary 

literature and overlooks or misunderstands some relevant material in the field. The primary material 

is discussed in a superficial or largely descriptive manner. The conceptual framework applied here is 

basic. It remains, however, an adequate effort.   

  

“mangelhaft” and “ungenügend” = FAILING work (5.0)  

This paper is seriously flawed. Its thesis is too obvious to be developed or it has no clear thesis or 

central topic at all. It is poorly constructed and shows no awareness or basic misconceptions of the 

state of research in the area. It is marred by major errors in its argument and in the engagement with 

the primary material, so that the message is difficult to decipher. Analytical categories and 

frameworks are non-existent or used in a very rudimentary and/or inconsistent manner. Cases of 

plagiarism (see definition on the next page) are also included in this category.  



Definition of plagiarism 

 

Plagiarism is the illegitimate appropriation and dissemination of third-party texts of any kind or form 

without identifying the source. This applies to all media, i.e., books, scholarly and other journals, 

newspapers, and all other text-based material, as well as texts gathered from the internet. 

Importantly, plagiarism can also occur when text and ideas generated by LLM-based AIs (such as 

ChatGPT, Co-Pilot, Perplexity, DeepSeek, LUHKI, as well as other chatbots and services) are 

reproduced in essays, term papers, and final thesis without proper attribution of their source (for 

guidelines on how to document AI usage, see the English Department’s “Statement on Plagiarism and 

Use of AI Tools”).  

 

The most common forms of plagiarism in scholarly works are: 

1) The literal adoption of one or more passages of text without appropriate citation (text 

plagiarism). 

2) The reproduction or paraphrasing of a train of thought, whereby the words and sentence 

structure of the original are changed in such a way that the origin of the thought is obscured 

(ideational plagiarism). 

3) Translating ideas and passages from a foreign-language work, again without citing the 

source. 

4) Copying metaphors, notable phrasings, or elegant linguistic constructions from other texts 

in the same or similar context without citing the source. 

5) The use of quotations found in a work of secondary literature to support one's own 

argument, whereby the quotations themselves are documented, but not the secondary 

literature used (quotation/citation plagiarism). 

Plagiarism can be intentional or unintentional, but serious consequences can result in any case. Make 

sure to always cite your sources and include correct in-text references and a complete list of works 

cited when handing in your work. If AI tools are used, all prompts used to generate and reword text 

need to be included in the list of works cited. In addition, all AI-generated text fragments need to be 

clearly indicated as such. Ideally, you avoid using AI-based text generation tools altogether. 


