ENGL 112 Assignment Guidelines: Critical Analyses
You will, over the course of the semester, complete ten critical analyses in which you will analyze and critique the literature that we are reading. The word “analysis” comes from the ancient Greek analusis, meaning “releasing” or “dissovling.” The word “critique” comes from the ancient Greek krisis, which means many things (decision; judgment; trial; turning point). Krisis in turn comes from the verb krinein, which means to “separate” or “decide.” Usually, analysis precedes critique: you must clearly analyze something (breaking it down into its parts and seeing how they are connected) before you can begin to subject that something to critique (the process of putting that something “on trial,” as it were, so that you can separate out what is most essential and then make an appropriate judgment of it). Your task will be to critically analyze the stories, novel, plays, and poetry that we will be reading, and you are to do so with an eye toward the literary concepts and methods that we are learning in the textbook and in class. 
Objectives:
Your primary aim in these critical analyses is to reveal your engagement with and grasp of the concepts and theories in the chapter. Your secondary aim is to explore and struggle with your own beliefs regarding the issues in the chapter. 

The critical analyses are designed to help you achieve the following goals:

· Practice regular writing in a style that is more rigorous than the journals.
· Develop a habit of writing philosophically on a regular basis.

· Develop the ability to “do” philosophy while writing clear, concise, and grammatically correct sentences. 
· Develop skill in responding quickly but thoughtfully to questions about moral philosophy.
· Develop skill in analyzing and critiquing the moral concepts and theories in the chapter. 

· Develop skill in analyzing and critiquing your own moral beliefs and experience.

· Develop skill in moral reasoning, i.e., in identifying moral problems and dilemmas and responding constructively to them. 

· Prepare yourself for the final paper and exams.
Protocol:
You are to write a critical analysis in response to a question at the end of the chapter. Note: Not all the questions are good ones – some are likely to lead to reflection that is shallow (such as Question 9 at the end of Chapter 1) unless you are very careful. Also, you may design your own question, but you must clear it with me first. Finally, each Question contains many questions – you do not have to answer all of them. 

The analyses should be 600 words (but no more than 700). You must use MLA format. You must use 12-point Times New Roman font. And you must have the word count at the end of the analysis.

Your analyses are expected to be thoughtful and written in complete sentences and paragraphs, and they must have a thesis, but they need not be formal, structured essays. 

They are due at the beginning of class. The grade for a late paper will be reduced a point per day late. 

Standards for Evaluation:
Your critical analyses will be graded on a scale of 1-10 on the basis of your achievement of the aims of this assignment and in particular on the apparent thought and effort in responding to the question and on the quality of the writing. Because these are less formal assignments, I will write fewer substantive comments than you should expect on your formal essays; however, if you want additional feedback, please ask. 

The grades can be roughly interpreted as follows: 

· A+ (10): This is excellent – it offers insight and is written in strong, (nearly) immaculate prose. It reveals an excellent writer, a hard worker, and someone fully engaged with the course. 

· A (9.5): This is also excellent, although there are some glaring typos or some very small oversights in the thinking.

· B+ (9): This is on the way toward being excellent, but either the writing needs more work or something crucial is overlooked in the thinking.

· 8.5 (B): This is very good: it offers above-average insight and very good writing (meaning that it uses complex sentences and has a clear voice and not too many typos). It might also be the case that there is excellent insight with mediocre writing or mediocre insight with excellent writing.

· 8 (C+): This is overall good – it’s what I expect – but it shows a spark (in the thinking or writing) and is on the way toward B-level work or higher. 

· 7.5 (C): The writing is rather simple but clear, and the thought is honest if not too original. This is also what I’d expect: it might be a bit vague, but you’re with us. 

· 7 (C-): This just barely makes the cut – you’ll want to be more careful next time. 

· 6.5 (D+): This reveals effort but very poor writing and/or very garbled thought.

· 6 (D): This barely meets the protocol and contains poor writing and little thinking. 

· 5 (F): You’ve turned in a page or so that I can read, so I’ll give you credit for at least partially trying.

· 0 (F): You’ve given me nothing, or what you’ve given me doesn’t meet the protocol or makes absolutely no sense. 
