
Analysis Grading Assignment
To be completed with the Analysis Grading Worksheet, in groups.!!
1.   On your own, read the first analysis, marking the following types of strengths and 
weaknesses as you read: !
clarity!
! (e.g. areas that are easy to understand or nicely stated, terms that are well-explained)!
coherence !
! (i.e., areas where sentences and claims work together to present ideas clearly) !
cohesiveness !
! (i.e., areas where the sentences share common terms and ideas with those around them.) !
appropriate formatting!
! (e.g., anonymous formatting, word count and bibliography, quote integration, citation practices) !
inaccuracy!
! (e.g., incorrect attributions, false general claims, inappropriate transition usage)!
grammatical and style errors!
! (e.g., spelling, punctuation, run-on sentences, fragments, inappropriate paragraph usage)!
lack of topical centrality!
! (e.g., editorializing, focus on inessential parts of the reading, discussion of unrelated material)!
any other strengths or weaknesses!
 !
2. Repeat step 1 for the second analysis.!!!
3. Join up with your group members and read through the first analysis together, and:!
! a. identify places in the reading that only one peer marked and discuss whether the !
! marked portion involves the originally indicated strength or weakness.  !
! b. make a list of strengths and weaknesses on the Analysis Grading Worksheet (AGW).!!
! !
4. With your group, look at the list of strengths and weaknesses for the first analysis and:!
! a. for each weakness, decide how it would need to be fixed and what the author could !
! do to avoid making the same type of mistake in the future on the AGW. 
! b. note the main strengths of the analysis on the AGW.!
! c. note the main weaknesses of the analysis on the AGW. !!!
5. Repeat steps 3 and 4 for the second analysis.!!!
6. All groups will rejoin the class and together we’ll:!
! a. discuss the strengths and weaknesses of the analyses.!
! b. fill out a reading analysis grade sheet for each analysis.  
 
 
7. Turn in the AGW and marked analyses before you leave class.  !
! Students may keep the reading analysis grade sheet.!

PHIL 3430, Professor Lindeman
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Reading Analysis on Wolff’s “Defense of Anarchism” 
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 Wolff argues that authority, which claims the right to be obeyed, can’t actually have this 

right, because of legitimate authority. Obedience is the right to be obeyed, but you can’t have this 

right if your not moral. (Wolff) Authority claims the right to be obeyed, and if someone has de 

facto authoirty, then they have the duty to obey. People think that the state has de jure authority, 

but they can’t be right because really they are just used to following the orders of a King and 

things have always been done that way. Obedience means duty to obey and not just to comply.  

 Therefore, Wolff talks about morality and autonomy, which is related to morality because 

morality means we have to be responsible, and being responsible means we need to be 

autonomous as much as possible. We’re autonomous when we make our own laws for ourselves. 

If we listen to doctors about our health, sometimes we just have to do what they say, but we need 

to understand our own reasons as much as possible to be responsible, or really, to take 

responsiblty.  

“If all men have a continuing obligation to achieve the highest degree of autonomy possible, then 

there would appear to be no state whose subjects have a moral obligation to obey its commands.” 

(Wolff)  

 So, we’re always responsible, because of morality, but we need to take responsibility, and 

Wolff shows that if there is a legitimate auhority we couldn’t be responsible sometimes and so 

wouldn’t have a highest degree of autonomy. So, there’s no moral obligation to obey commands, 

and so no de jure authority.   

Word count: 269 words
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student editor name: ______________________!
Reading Analysis on Wolff’s “Defense of Anarchism”

!
Banner ID: 12345678

	 In his “Defense of Anarchism,” Wolff argues that legitimate authority is incompatible with the 

demands of morality and is impossible. The piece is part of a book, and we only read the first chapter, so I 

don’t know what happens in the rest. But this part of the book is really interesting, even if I don’t really 

agree that we should all be anarchists like Wolff says. 	

	 Wolff begins by giving reasons that legitimate authority requires a really strong form of 

obedience. He distinguishes legitimate authority from de facto authority, which is just authority that 

people take to be legitimate (Wolff, 3) Those who claim authority claim the right to have their commands 

obeyed, not just the ability to command. So, legitimate authorities are those who have the right to be 

obeyed, not just those who are. 	

	 But this right to be obeyed is what causes the problem. Obedience requires doing what is 

commanded for the reason that you were commanded. When a parent tells a child to go to his room, and 

the child does just because the parent says so, they’re being obedient. But Wolff wouldn’t say that they 

were being obedient if child went to to their room because they wanted to play with their toys. That’d just 

be being compliant. To be obedient, the command has to be the reason you’re complying. 	

	 This is a problem, though. There can only be legitimate authority if there can be things with the 

right to be obeyed, but if there are things with that right, then we sometimes have a duty to do things for 

the reason that we’re commanded. Wolff thinks this isn’t possible. Morality, Wolff says, involves the idea 

that we’re responsible for our actions, which means we need to take responsibility, which is incompatible 

with being obedient. It’s a little confusing why. This is where I’m not really convinced, exactly. But I 

think the idea is that we have to have our own reasons to be responsible, but obedience is taking other 

people’s reasons. Wolff thinks if this is something we had to do, we’d be required to not do what morality 

requires. So, Wolff thinks the idea of a legitimate authority is incompatible with morality, and so isn’t 

possible. Like I said, I’m not really convinced, but is interesting and I’m glad we read it. 	

Word count: 390 words   !
Bibliography:   Robert Paul Wolff, In Defense of Anarchism, (1970)

analysis grading assignment, analysis #1PHIL 3430, Professor Lindeman



Analysis Grading Worksheet
Group member names: _____________________________________!
! ! !    !
                                     _____________________________________!
 !
                                     _____________________________________  !
Analysis #1 !!
Strengths:!!
 !!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
How to fix and avoid each weakness:!!!!!!!!!!!!
Main strengths:!!!

Weaknesses:!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
Main weaknesses:!!!!!! !
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Analysis Grading Worksheet
 Analysis #2 !!
Strengths:!!
 !!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
How to fix and avoid each weakness:!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
Main strengths:!!!!

!!
Weaknesses:!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
Main weaknesses: 
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Reading Analysis Grade Sheet
Banner ID # ______________________ 
Marked by:   ______________________

 
1. Format and Structure
___________ - Is the analysis in conformity with the anonymity guidelines?
___________ - Is there a word count?
___________ - Is the analysis between 250 – 400 words?  
___________ - Does the analysis include bibliographic information and appropriate citation practices?

2. Writing and Clarity
___________ - Does the author use separate paragraphs for separate thoughts?  
___________ - Is the writing concise and clear?  
___________ - Is vocabulary used that is best suited to clear and accurate presentation of ideas?
___________ - Is the analysis written so that someone unfamiliar with the topic would be able to understand it?

3. Content   
___________ - Does the author select a portion of the reading that is central to the piece to analyze or discuss?
___________ - Is the analysis free from unnecessary or distracting content or commentary? 
___________ - Are all philosophical terms and concepts introduced and used correctly?  
___________ - Are all the positions attributed to the author of the analyzed reading accurate?   
___________ - Is the analysis otherwise free from errors of fact? 
___________ - Does the author succeed in presenting an accurate summary of the chosen reading? 

All sections receive a check, check minus, or a minus. 
Passed papers require almost all checks, and few to no minuses.  

Grade: pass  /  no pass Attempt:   first  /  second

Comments: 


