
SMU Common Curriculum: Graduation Requirement: Proficiencies & Experiences Fall 2021, Office of General Education, smu.edu/cc  

Writing in the Major 
Student Learning Outcome: Students will demonstrate university-level expository writing and critical reasoning proficiencies 

in the discipline of their undergraduate majors. 

The Value of Writing in the Major 

Majors vary widely: a major may be primarily practical, speculative, empirical, interpretive, 
creative, or some mixture, depending on the discipline(s) from which it draws. Learning to 
write well in a major means learning to understand the ways of thinking characteristic of its 
discipline, as well as the specialized vocabulary and idiom used by its scholars and 
professionals. It also means engaging critically, in writing, with what scholars or professionals 

in the field have written; or offering one’s own knowledge, informed by work in a discipline, 
according to the conventions of that discipline; or conveying highly specialized knowledge in 
language a non-specialist can understand. These skills build upon others introduced in the 
first-year Writing and Reasoning sequence (WRTR 1312 and 1313). reinforces them, and 
applies them to expository writing tasks specific to the discipline. 

Supporting Skills 
1. Students will be able to present ideas clearly in well-organized prose that meets the

needs of its audience.
2. Students will be able to use critical reasoning skills in written work.

3. Students will be able to use the stylistic conventions, and where appropriate, citation
styles and formatting, expected of writing in the discipline or field.

Course Content Criteria
1. Courses in this category provide multiple opportunities across the term for students to

write and to receive careful feedback on writing assignments totaling 3600-4500 words.
(This count is approximately equal to 12-15 full pages, double-spaced, in Times New
Roman 12, not including tables, figures, illustrations, bibliographies, and other extra-
textual components). In courses that focus on writing and editing and require multiple
drafts, this total may include submissions that have been extensively revised and
resubmitted.

2. Courses in this category must focus substantially on writing. In courses for which
students submit collaborative projects, each student must also be evaluated and receive
substantial feedback on writing produced independently.

3. Courses in this category must be offered at the 3000-level or higher. Students must 
satisfy WRTR 1312 and 1313 before satisfying the WIM requirement. 

4. Courses in this category address the processes of informed writing and provide 
opportunities for students to reflect on those processes. In addressing the importance of 
using sources critically and appropriately, courses in this category address issues 
relating to the attribution of sources and plagiarism.

5. Courses in this category use the feedback and commenting language common to all 
SMU writing courses.

Co-Curricular Experience Criteria 

Students may apply to fulfill the WIM requirement through a co-curricular activity. These criteria apply to experiences that meet the WIM curricular tag and describe the characteristics of the 
experience, as well as the steps a student must follow to petition the experience for approval, and the number and types of assignments students must submit to satisfy the requirement. 

1. Student experiences must involve 45 hours of engaged interaction directly relevant to the
student’s major such as an internship, engaged learning project, independent research,
or work assisting a faculty member. A faculty mentor must provide detailed feedback on
the student’s written work.

2. This written work must involve multiple opportunities across the duration of the
experience for students to write, and must total 3600-4500 words. (This count is

approximately equal to 12-15 full pages, double-spaced, in Times New Roman 12, not 
including tables, figures, illustrations, bibliographies, and other extra-textual 
components). In experiences that focus on writing and editing and require multiple drafts, 
this total may include submission that have been extensively revised and resubmitted. It 
may include reflective genres such as blogs, journals, and first-person essays that 
record, describe, analyze, and evaluate the experience, but may also include other 
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genres relevant to the experience. Such writing must be evaluated in accordance with 
the characteristics of well-organized writing, whether or not that evaluation includes a 
grade. 

3. Students must satisfy the requirement for WRTR 1312 and 1313 before satisfying the 
WIM requirement at SMU.

4. Students seeking to petition an experience after matriculation at SMU must submit a 
pre-approval petition for the experience.

Glossary 
1. Audience: The intended reader or community of readers.
2. Citation styles: For example: AP, APA, Chicago, IEEE, MLA, or others produced for

professional written work.
3. Critical reasoning: Following the lead of John Dewey, we define critical reasoning in

general terms as the “active, persistent, careful consideration of a belief or supposed
form of knowledge in light of the grounds that support it and the further conclusions to
which it tends.” More specifically, critical reasoning analyzes, conceptualizes, interprets,
synthesizes, or evaluates objects of its attention, and grounds its claims in appropriate
internal evidence or external sources. It promotes the values of clarity, accuracy,
precision, consistency, relevance, sound evidence, validity, depth, breadth, and fairness.

4. Diction: Aptness of word choice, considering not only precision but also degree of
formality and correct usage.

5. Expository: Intended to explain, interpret, argue, expound, or comment.
6. Formatting: Matters of document preparation expected of professional writing in the

field, where appropriate.
7. Genre: the kind of writing assigned, including but not limited to research papers,

persuasive, analytical, and interpretive essays, literature reviews, proposals, conference
presentations, business plans, risk assessments, news releases, news reporting, formal
reflection essays, and blogs.

8. Informed writing: Writing that draws upon a critical use of sources to demonstrate the
writer’s knowledge of the subject.

9. Processes: The stages of the writing (pre-writing activities, drafting, editing, and
revising); when required, the work of finding appropriate sources and integrating them
critically into one’s understanding of an intellectual problem or task.

10. Sources: Works of art, computer code, peer-reviewed scholarship, data, public records,
scholarly monographs, authoritative reference works, or other forms of knowledge
accepted by scholars and practitioners who work in the field, including, where
appropriate, observation and experience.

11. Stylistic conventions: General practices or explicit guidelines regarding abbreviations,
contractions, technical language, pronoun choices; the presence or absence of self-
referentiality; the manner of integrating quotation; and other matters that vary across
disciplines.

12. Well-organized: Writing that suggests it has been edited before submission.
Characteristics include but are not limited to appropriate diction, sentence clarity,
paragraph cohesion, and the set of grammatical, syntactic, punctuation and spelling
patterns emphasized in the first-year Writing and Reasoning sequence.

13. Writing and Reasoning sequence: WRTR 1312 and 1313.
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Writing in the Major Assessment Rubric 
 

Supporting Skill 
 

Exemplary 
5 

 Accomplished 
4 

Developing  
3 

Beginning 
2 

Absent 
1 

Presents ideas clearly in 
well-organized prose that 
meets the needs of its 
audience. 

Writing conveys a confident 
but unobtrusive awareness of 
its audience. At all three 
levels (sentence, 
paragraph/section, and 
whole), its organization is 
logical, rhetorically adept, and 
where appropriate, thesis-
driven. Grammar, syntax, 
punctuation, and spelling 
demonstrate a high degree of 
correctness. 

Writing generally meets the 
needs of its audience. 
Organization is logical and 
clear at all three levels 
(sentence, paragraph/section, 
whole), and the whole, where 
appropriate, governed by a 
thesis. Minor errors in 
grammar, syntax, punctuation, 
and spelling generally do not 
obscure meaning. 

Writing conveys some 
understanding of its 
audience’s needs, but 
inconsistently. It is generally 
clear at two of the three levels 
(sentence, paragraph/section, 
whole). One or more of the 
following may apply: the 
ordering of paragraphs is 
static or mechanical rather 
than purposeful. Paragraphs 
lack a controlling idea. 
Sentences lack organization, 
emphasis, and clarity. 

Writing conveys little 
understanding of its 
audience’s needs or 
expectations. Communication 
is impeded by two of the 
following: The ordering of 
paragraphs/sections, which is 
static or mechanical rather 
than purposeful. Paragraphs 
lack a controlling idea or are 
underdeveloped. Frequent 
errors in grammar, syntax, 
punctuation, and spelling 
undermine clarity and 
authority. 

Writing conveys no 
awareness of an audience. 
Communication is impeded 
by all of the following: the 
ordering of 
paragraphs/sections is 
haphazard rather than 
purposeful. Paragraphing is 
absent, or paragraphs lack a 
controlling idea or are 
underdeveloped. Frequent 
errors in grammar, syntax, 
punctuation, and spelling 
undermine clarity and 
authority. 

Uses critical reasoning 
skills in written work. 

Work reveals a 
comprehensive 
understanding of its materials 
through claims fully and 
consistently grounded in 
evidence, and conclusions 
that follow logically from 
these claims. External 
sources, where required, are 
well-chosen and used 
effectively. 

Work generally reveals a good 
understanding of its materials 
through claims generally 
grounded in evidence, and 
conclusions that generally 
follow logically from these 
claims. External sources, 
where required, are sufficient 
and generally used effectively.  

Work reveals some 
understanding of its materials, 
but is compromised by 
frequent misconstruction, 
ungrounded or implausible 
claims, or unwarranted 
conclusions, whether or not 
these are dependent on 
external sources.   

Work reveals only a 
rudimentary understanding of 
its materials, and is 
compromised by ungrounded 
claims and conclusions, 
whether or not these are 
dependent on external 
sources.  

Work reveals almost no 
understanding of its 
materials, or attempts at 
informed critical reasoning 
may be absent. 

Uses the stylistic 
conventions, and, where 
appropriate, citation styles 
and formatting expected of 
writing in the field. 

Consistently uses the 
prescribed or expected 
conventions correctly. 

Uses the prescribed or 
expected conventions with only 
occasional lapses. 

Uses the prescribed or 
expected conventions, but 
with a fair degree of 
inconsistency or uneven 
control of them. 

Highly inconsistent in using 
the prescribed or expected 
conventions. 

Shows no attempt to use the 
prescribed or expected 
conventions. 

 


