
Generic Wikipedia article

Confusing lead section that only explains the parts of the subject. The 
language is ungrammatical or contains typos.
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Lead section with 
language and 
content problems.

First aspect of subject
Great! Some people think that this is really good.

Sign with warning that 
the article is of low 
quality and asking you to 
help improve it.

References
Few references, perhaps pointing to personal blogs or the user's own 
books. Or no sources at all.

Biased text with weasel 
words or other style 
problems.

Table of contents that 
seem to miss several 
important aspects of the 
subject – and that shows 
bias.

References are made to good 
sources.

!      Warning that the article is not
          neutral.

This article is a stub. Please help expand it.


