Lydia Equitz (Composition and Rhetoric; Modern Studies/Intellectual History)
What makes my day:

Titles that distill the essence of the paper I’m about to read or which set me up to be receptive to what’s special about the author’s contribution. To me, the title reveals a lot about how much a student understands his/her own project.
Intelligently contextualized topic, maybe with an insightful characterization of the work they are writing about (e.g., the poem represents a protest against X, the novel a memorial to Y, the essay an attempt to redefine Z) or by presenting some precisely relevant historical or intellectual context: (e.g., Existentialism’s popularity can only be understood in the context of WWII.)

To me the best papers aren’t so much “arguments” as contributions to understanding. 

Thoughtful diction choices

Sentences which effectively use their base N/V structure and the many phrasing possibilities offered by punctuation to make non-obvious points clearly.

What ticks me off:

Spelling the author’s name wrong or mislabeling the work (calling an essay a ‘book’ or a memoir a ‘novel,’ for instance.) 

Ridiculously obvious theses: “Starvation and exposure to bitter cold demoralizes soldiers” or “It’s hard to give up closely-held beliefs” or “Flannery O’Connor was a really good writer”
Papers that don’t truly engage the texts or the ideas the course is built around. For example, you might speculate about a point which is actually addressed or even answered in one of our readings, but you don’t seem aware of that.

Format errors: my pet peeve is ignorance of titular conventions.

David Southward (English)

What makes his day:

Correct usage of a rich and varied vocabulary.

Original insights into the text/film, especially any parts of it we haven’t discussed in class.  I especially love when students make connections or see patterns that I haven’t seen, or interpret evidence in a way I never imagined but find credible.

Awareness of and concern for one’s audience, as demonstrated by language that is clear and concise, transitions that are easy to follow, and a voice that is interested and engaged.

A mature perspective on human behavior; respect for the complexities of adult life (and of authors/filmmakers’ motives for writing about it).

An ability to relate literature/film to real-world concerns, to make a text relevant to readers.
What ticks him off:

Essays that start in a formulaic way, such as with a dictionary definition, quotation by a famous person, familiar cliché, or sweeping generalization (“Since the dawn of humanity…” etc.).

Statements of the obvious; simplistic readings or summaries in place of real analysis.  Worst of all is the paper that makes no effort to quote and interpret the text.

Paragraphs that are long and rambling, short and undeveloped, or too scattered to make a single point effectively.

Careless errors in spelling and punctuation; failure to write in a consistent verb tense; repetitive use of bland verbs (“cause” and all forms of “to be” come to mind) or empty qualifiers (“very”). These cause me to be very disappointed.
Moralizing and sentimentality: assuming that the world is a nice place, that people are either good or bad, that everyone could get along if they just tried.

Pointless speculation, such as “If Macbeth hadn’t heard the witches’ prophecy, the tragedy never would have happened.”

Alan Singer (History)
What makes his day:
A nice, fresh printer cartridge!
Titles which are suggestive of the thesis.
Note from le: in the papers Alan showed me as exemplary, the paragraphs were visually even and, in content, well-controlled. He wants a transition, but note that (as I do) he prefers the transition to be at the beginning of the new paragraph, not tacked on to the end of the previous one.
What ticks him off:
Overly emotional writing. Students should maintain a scholarly tone, even when talking about extremely good or bad people, events, etc.

Fragmented paragraphs.  In my experience it is a larger problem than partial sentences.  In the types of essays that I require, they should be around four sentences, which includes a transition from the previous paragraph.

Not staying on point for the entire essay.  Very often they write about something that seems very interesting but it actually distracts from the topic at hand.
Students often use the first person way too much: they should avoid first person altogether.

Titles meant to be witty or funny; students should be very careful of this strategy since it so often fails.

Papers which are not stapled
Papers beginning with: “Since the beginning of time” or “throughout history”! Nothing good can come of that!”
The word “plethora”

Jacqueline Stuhmiller (Literature: MLA)
What ticks me off: 


Extra words that do nothing except take up space or: unnecessary quotations, overexplanations, concluding sentences that just repeat the content of the sentence or concluding paragraphs that just repeat the content of the paper
Summary instead of analysis
A repetition of what I (or the text, or the class) have said, with no attempt at original thought

What makes my day:

Intellectual risk-taking
Creative but plausible close-reading
The ability to comb carefully through evidence and find patterns, even if it's not clear what those patterns mean
Ben Schneider (Film Studies; Literature)
Avoid:

Starting a sentence with "I think..." "I feel..." "I believe..." we assume you do.

Having a list in the thesis: "In x, y, and z, ..." rather, make the argument a little broader and use x, y , and z as examples in the body.

The second person "you", as in "You know you should revise the sentence, but you don't." First or third person is preferable.

Do:

Make explicit the connection between your examples and your argument.

Set up all quotations with your own words: Raymond Carver writes, "..." (#).

Revise when given the opportunity

Visit Lydia with a draft and the assignment sheet
Hilary Snow (Art History/Asian Studies) 

What makes my day:
* Moving beyond our class discussions to add new analysis 

* Introductions that grab the reader’s interest 

* Conclusions that do more than summarize what has already been said 

* Papers that offer me new things to think about/new perspectives to consider 

My pet peeves:
* Spelling my name wrong – what other details have you overlooked if you made that mistake? 

* Unstapled papers, even worse if the corners are folded to try to keep the pages together 

* Boring introductions 

* Using the first person “I” to tell personal narratives rather than to articulate points of views 

* Incorrect citations 

Academic voice – The first person (“I”) can be used successfully in academic writing to identify yourself as the writer and originator of your ideas. Do not use it to tell personal narratives or express your feelings. 

* Inappropriate – I decided to write about this painting because I wanted to know who the woman was. 

* Appropriate – Based upon my research, I propose that the subject of this portrait was a student of the artist. 

* Edited – My research suggests that the subject of this portrait was a student of the artist. 

*Reimagined – [Description of evidence] suggests that rather than [competing theory], [painting name] depicts a student of the artist. 

* Revised -- A review of the artist’s sketchbooks suggests that rather than his mistress, as earlier critics have contended, Young Maid, depicts one of Montage’s apprentices.

Lindsay Daigle (English)

Discouraged:

- Unstapled papers

- Grandiose, overused generalizations (e.g., "Since the beginning of time...," "We as humans...," etc.)

- Cliches, idioms (e.g., "a picture is worth a thousand words")

- Ironic/incorrect uses of "literally"

- Lack of unique, personal engagement with source texts (i.e., your paper could have been written by anyone)

Encouraged:

- Challenges to commonly accepted beliefs

- Specificity: close reading down to the word

- Unexpected texts in conversation with one another

- Clearly established rhetorical situations

- Critical self-awareness as writers (i.e., your paper couldn't have been written by just anyone)
