
 

2012 Writing Pre-Test for WISE Freshmen 
September 10-16, 2012 

 
What It Is 

The WISE writing pre-test is a take-home exam which allows you to demonstrate the level of writing skills 

you bring to Clark Atlanta University. 

 

What It’s Worth and How It’s Used 

The exam will be used as 1) a 100-point paper for your college composition class; 2) a sample of the 

writing skills you acquired during your pre-college education; 3) documentation for supporting or 

modifying the study plan MyCompLab generated for you; and 4) the “before” part of a before and after 

comparison of your writing ability at the beginning and end of your freshman year. 

 

Topic: Issues in the 2012 Platforms of the Republican and Democratic Political Parties 

 
Instructions  

 

1. Browse through the 2012 Republican Platform and the 2012 Democratic National Platform and 

select two issues from each platform that are of importance or of particular interest to you. It is not 

necessary to select the same issues in both platforms, but you may do so if you like.  

2. Write a 2-2½ page paper explaining what impact you believe each party’s position on the issues 

you selected would have on your life or on the life of the nation as a whole if the party holding the 

various positions were to win the upcoming presidential election.  

3. This paper is to be your own original thinking and writing. However, you are free to support and 

develop your ideas with information from the types or resources you normally use in writing. Just 

be sure to acknowledge all sources and avoid plagiarism.   

4. You may discuss the platforms and your ideas and paper with others during the week of the exam.  

The only people who are off-limits for this purpose are WISE instructors, as they will be grading 

the papers and need to remain neutral to the extent possible. 

5. Organize and format the paper in whatever way you are accustomed to doing for papers that you 

turn in. The only difference is that you should use your CAU 900 number wherever you would 

ordinarily type your name. 

6. By 9:00 a.m. on Monday, September 17, 2012, submit your paper in both of the following ways: 

a. upload a copy to the MyCompLab folder provided by your English teacher; and 

b. e-mail a copy to Lsj.cauwise@gmail.com  (“Lsj” is Ms. Lillian Johnson, the WISE senior 

program assistant).  

 
How the Exam Will be Scored 
 
Each paper will be evaluated by at least two readers using the scoring rubric which accompanies this page. 
  
Questions? 
  
For clarification or more information, contact Dr. Sandra Flowers at  sflowers@cau.edu or 404.880.8331. 

http://www.gop.com/2012-republican-platform_home/
http://www.democrats.org/democratic-national-platform
mailto:Lsj.cauwise@gmail.com
mailto:sflowers@cau.edu
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Scoring Rubric for the 2012 Writing Pre-test  

Criteria 5 4 3 2 1 

Rhetorical: 
Focus, 
purpose, 
audience. 

Purpose and audience clearly 
established;  genre, tone, 
voice, and style effectively 
used throughout; visual 
elements consistent with the 
rhetorical situation. 

Purpose and audience 
understandable; genre, tone, 
voice, and style generally well 
managed;  visual elements 
consistent with the rhetorical 
situation. 

Purpose and audience evident; 
genre, tone, voice, and style 
generally  suitable for the 
rhetorical situation; visual 
elements acceptable for the 
rhetorical situation. 

Purpose and audience 
discernable, though may digress 
in places;  displays lack of 
understanding of genre, tone, 
voice, and/or style in places; 
visual elements may be 
overstated or inadequate.  

Purpose and/or audience 
unclear; lacks consistency 
in genre, tone, voice, and 
style;  visual elements may 
be overstated or 
inadequate.  

Development: 
Ideas and their 
expression.  

Ideas are clearly and 
coherently conveyed and 
supported with effective 
details and examples; where 
used, sources are well 
chosen and skillfully 
incorporated; discussion is 
brought full circle; displays 
higher order and critical 
thinking; free of logical 
fallacies. 

Ideas clearly expressed with 
adequate details and examples; 
where used, sources enhance the 
discussion and are integrated 
smoothly; covers key points; 
displays evidence of reflection; 
may have or come close to having 
a logical fallacy. 

Important points raised but 
may not be clearly or 
adequately addressed or 
supported with details or 
examples; where used, sources 
may or may not be of 
questionable relevance or 
need better integration; 
writing may exhibit occasional 
logical fallacies.   

Contents may lack substance, 
support, and/or clarity at times; 
where used, sources may not be 
well connected or may be 
excessive relative to the length of 
the paper; writing exhibits logical 
fallacies.   

Contents lack substance, 
support, and/or clarity for 
the most part; writer’s 
ideas or those of others 
poorly connected or 
disproportionate to length 
of the paper or to each 
other; writing exhibits 
logical fallacies and/or 
aspects suggestive of 
plagiarism.   

Organization 
Structure and 
stylistic 
elements. 

Thesis or controlling idea 
sets direction for discussion; 
precise topic sentences and 
transitions contribute to 
strong paragraphs and 
smooth flow; sentence types 
effectively used and well 
varied. 

Discussion organized around thesis 
or controlling idea; paragraphs are 
generally well developed with 
well-worded topic sentences which 
keep discussion moving; 
transitions used logically; sentence 
types correctly used and varied. 

Has thesis or controlling idea; 
paragraphs generally have 
topic sentences; may need 
more or different kinds of 
transitions to counteract 
choppiness; sentence types are 
limited but used correctly for 
the most part. 

Weak or non-existent thesis or 
controlling idea; paragraphs need 
more explicit topic sentences or 
some may lack topic sentences; 
may rarely use transitions or vary 
sentence types; syntax errors 
may interfere with 
comprehension. 

Weak or non-existent 
thesis or controlling idea; 
paragraphs lack transitions 
and/or topic sentences; 
limited sentence variety or 
improperly formed 
sentence types interfere 
with comprehension. 

Conventions 
Language, 
documentation 
system, 
mechanics. 

Consistently follows 
standard English spelling, 
grammar, and usage 
conventions; formats, cites, 
and documents according to 
a standard system; virtually 
free of mechanical errors; no 
comma splices, fused 
sentences, fragments, or 
agreement errors. 

Rarely departs from standard 
English spelling, grammar, and 
usage conventions; formats, cites, 
and documents according to a 
standard system; mechanical 
errors are rare; may contain a 
comma splice, fused sentence, 
fragment, or agreement error 
suggestive of proofing oversight 
rather than lack of understanding 
of the rule in question. 

Multiple departures from 
standard English spelling, 
grammar, and usage 
conventions; indicates 
awareness of citation and 
documentation expectations; 
recurring mechanical errors, 
including comma splices, fused 
sentences, fragments, or 
agreement errors. 

Regular departures from 
standard English spelling, 
grammar, and usage 
conventions; where used, 
sources may be inadequately or 
ambiguously cited or 
documented; numerous and 
widely varied mechanical errors. 

Persistent departures from 
standard English spelling, 
grammar, and usage 
conventions; where used, 
sources may lack citation 
or may be cited in unclear 
or inconsistent style; 
persistent mechanical 
errors of all kinds and 
levels of severity. 
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