History 111, Fall 2019
Dr. Madsen

Rubric for third short essay: Applying upstander criteria
The A essay
Ideas: Sophisticated and interesting, this essay excels in responding to the assignment. Interesting, demonstrates sophistication of thought. The argument is clearly communicated. There is evidence the student who wrote this essay read several sources about the selected historical figure and thought deeply about them.
Organization and coherence: Employs a logical structure appropriate to the essay’s prompt. Paragraphs have topic sentences. Sophisticated transitional sentences between and within paragraphs often develop one idea from the previous one or identify their logical relations. Essay is an appropriate length.
Support: Uses primary and secondary sources appropriately and effectively, providing sufficient evidence and explanation to convince. Cites at least three secondary sources and one primary source.
Style: Chooses words for their precise meaning and uses an appropriate level of specificity. Sentence style fits paper's audience and purpose. Sentences are varied, yet clearly structured and carefully focused, not long and rambling.
Mechanics: Almost entirely free of spelling, punctuation, and grammatical errors. 
Reflection on and use of feedback from the first essay: Demonstrates thoughtful and thorough integration/use of comments from Noah or Dr. Madsen on the first and second essays.
The B essay
Ideas: This is a solid essay that responds appropriately to the assignment. Clearly states an argument, but may have minor lapses in developing it. There is evidence the student who wrote this essay read several sources about the selected historical figure and thought deeply about them.
Organization and coherence: Shows a logical progression of ideas and uses fairly sophisticated transitional devices (e.g., may move from least to more important idea). Paragraphs have topic sentences. Some logical links may be faulty, but each paragraph clearly relates to paper's central idea. Essay is an appropriate length.
Support: Uses primary and secondary sources appropriately, if not always to its best effect. Cites at least three secondary sources and one primary source.
Style: Generally uses words accurately and effectively, but may sometimes be too general. Sentences generally clear, well structured, and focused, though some may be awkward or ineffective.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Mechanics: May contain a few errors, which may annoy the reader but not impede understanding.
Reflection on and use of feedback from the first essay: There is evidence the author read and learned from the comments left by Noah or Dr. Madsen on the first and second essay, as this essay largely avoids making the same errors.
The C essay
Ideas: Adequate but weaker and less effective, possibly responding less well to assignment. May lack a clear argument. Shows basic comprehension of upstander criteria. May conflate being admirable with being an upstander.
Organization and coherence: May list ideas or arrange them randomly rather than using any evident logical structure. May use transitions, but they are likely to be sequential (first, second, third) rather than logic-based. Each paragraph may address cultural confluence, but paragraphs’ relationship to the paper’s central idea is not always clear. Paragraphs have topic sentences but may be overly general, and arrangement of sentences within paragraphs may lack coherence. Essay may be too long or too short.
Support: Often uses generalizations to support its points. Has lapses in logic while applying information from sources. Cites only secondary sources.
Style: Uses relatively vague and general words, may use some inappropriate language. Sentence structure generally correct, but sentences may be wordy, unfocused, repetitive, or confusing.
Mechanics: Usually contains several mechanical errors, which may temporarily confuse the reader but not impede the overall understanding.
Reflection on and use of feedback from the first essay: The author applied some suggestions Noah or Dr. Madsen left on earlier essays, but this essay would benefit from the author’s revisiting those comments.
The D essay
Ideas: The essay’s content suggests the author has not spent sufficient time studying the upstander criteria. Likely conflates being admirable with being an upstander. 
Organization and coherence: May have random organization, lacking internal paragraph coherence and using few or inappropriate transitions. Paragraphs may lack topic sentences or main ideas, or may be too general or too specific to be effective. Paragraphs may not all relate to the essay’s argument. Essay is not an appropriate length for this assignment.
Support: Depends on clichés or overgeneralizations for support, or offers little evidence of any kind. May rely on summary rather than analysis. Cites unreliable or otherwise inappropriate sources.
Style: May be too vague and abstract, or very personal and specific. Usually contains several awkward or ungrammatical sentences; sentence structure is simple or monotonous.
Mechanics: Usually contains either many mechanical errors or a few important errors that block the reader's understanding and ability to see connections between thoughts.
Reflection on and use of feedback from the first essay: In the addendum, the author attempts to explain their use of feedback from the first and second essays, but there isn’t evidence of that application in the essay itself. Alternatively, the author has applied some of the advice from Noah and/or Dr. Madsen, but they neglected to include the addendum.
The F essay
Ideas: The essay does not respond to the assignment’s prompt. 
Organization and coherence: The paper has no recognizable organization.
Support: The paper likely represents the student’s first thoughts about the historical figure.
Style: No discernable coherent style.
Mechanics: So many errors that the essay becomes unintelligible in spots.
Reflection on and use of feedback from the first essay: There’s little to no evidence the author attempted to learn from the comments on the first essay.



