Assessment Standards: English 1320 (First-Year Writing)

Communication

	
	ACCOMPLISHED (5)
	EMERGING (4)
	AVERAGE (3)
	BELOW AVERAGE (2)
	FAILING (1)

	
PURPOSE


	
The essay announces an argumentative purpose and outlines its main points. Argumentative focus is consistently maintained throughout the essay.

	
The essay indicates an argumentative purpose and outlines its main points. Argumentative focus is often maintained throughout the essay.
	
The essay suggests an argumentative purpose and outlines its main points. Argumentative focus is occasionally maintained throughout the essay.
	
The essay hints at an argumentative purpose and outlines the main points to be discussed. Argumentative focus is rarely maintained throughout the essay.
	
The essay lacks an argumentative purpose and does not outline the main points to be discussed. Argumentative focus is not maintained throughout the essay.

	
COHERENCE


	
The essay consistently unfolds in a logical manner. The essay consistently demonstrates an ability to connect the main points to the argumentative purpose. 

	
The essay often unfolds in a logical manner. The essay often demonstrates an ability to connect the main points to the argumentative purpose.
	
The essay occasionally unfolds in a logical manner. The essay occasionally demonstrates an ability to connect the main points to the argumentative purpose.
	
The essay rarely unfolds in a logical manner. The essay rarely demonstrates an ability to connect the main points to the argumentative purpose.
	
The essay does not unfold in a logical manner. The essay does not demonstrate an ability to connect the main points to the argumentative purpose.

	
INSIGHT
	
The essay consistently draws insightful analysis from examples that are specific and relevant to the argumentative purpose. The writer consistently anticipates the reader's concerns, biases, or counter-arguments.

	
The essay often draws insightful analysis from examples that are specific and relevant to the argumentative purpose. The writer often anticipates the reader's concerns, biases, or counter-arguments.
	
The essay occasionally draws insightful analysis from examples that are specific and relevant to the argumentative purpose. The writer occasionally anticipates the reader's concerns, biases, or counter-arguments.
	
The essay rarely draws insightful analysis from examples that are specific and relevant to the argumentative purpose. The writer rarely anticipates the reader's concerns, biases, or counter-arguments.
	
The essay does not draw insightful analysis from examples that are specific and relevant to the argumentative purpose. The writer does not anticipate the reader's concerns, biases, or counter-arguments.

	
CONVENTION
	
The essay consistently demonstrates an ability to utilize the conventions of academic prose, which include spelling, formatting, mechanical correctness, and citation practices.  

	
The essay often demonstrates an ability to utilize the conventions of academic prose, which include spelling, formatting, mechanical correctness, and citation practices.  
	
The essay occasionally demonstrates an ability to utilize the conventions of academic prose, which include spelling, formatting, mechanical correctness, and citation practices.  
	
The essay rarely demonstrates an ability to utilize the conventions of academic prose, which include spelling, formatting, mechanical correctness, and citation practices.  
	
The essay does not demonstrate an ability to utilize the conventions of academic prose, which include spelling, formatting, mechanical correctness, and citation practices.  



Signature Assignment: Executive Portfolio Summary (assignment description appears further down the document)

Personal Responsibility

	
	ACCOMPLISHED (5)
	EMERGING (4)
	AVERAGE (3)
	BELOW AVERAGE (2)
	FAILING (1)

	
DESCRIPTION


	
Describes an ethical problem that is consistent across multiple scholarly sources.

	
Describes an ethical problem that is mostly consistent across multiple scholarly sources.

	
Describes an ethical problem that is partially consistent across multiple scholarly sources.

	
Describes an ethical problem that is rarely consistent across multiple scholarly sources.
	
Describes an ethical problem that is not consistent across multiple scholarly sources.

	
ANALYSIS


	
Analyzes the ethical problem in a manner that is consistent with the essay’s argument. It consistently cites multiple scholarly sources in its analysis.

	
Analyzes the ethical problem in a manner that is mostly consistent with the essay’s argument. It frequently cites multiple scholarly sources in its analysis.
	
Analyzes the ethical problem in a manner that is partially consistent with the essay’s argument. It occasionally cites multiple scholarly sources in its analysis.

	
Analyzes the ethical problem in a manner that is rarely consistent with the essay’s argument. It rarely cites multiple scholarly sources in its analysis.


	
Analyzes the ethical problem in a manner that is not consistent with the essay’s argument. It does not cite multiple scholarly sources in its analysis.


	
PLANNING
	
Plans steps in response to the ethical problem in a manner that is consistent with the essay’s argument. It consistently develops plans in consultation with multiple sources.

	
Plans steps in response to the ethical problem in a manner that is mostly consistent with the essay’s argument. It frequently develops plans in consultation with multiple sources.


	
Plans steps in response to the ethical problem in a manner that is partially consistent with the essay’s argument. It partially occasionally plans in consultation with multiple sources.


	
Plans steps in response to the ethical problem in a manner that is rarely consistent with the essay’s argument. It rarely develops plans in consultation with multiple sources.


	
Plans steps in response to the ethical problem in a manner that is not consistent with the essay’s argument.
 It does not develop plans in consultation with multiple sources.


	
JUSTIFICATION

	
Justifies its planned steps in a manner that is consistent with the essay’s argument and cited sources.

	
Justifies its planned steps in a manner that is mostly consistent with the essay’s argument and cited sources.

	
Justifies its planned steps in a manner that is partially consistent with the essay’s argument and cited sources.


	
Justifies its planned steps in a manner that is rarely consistent with the essay’s argument and cited sources.

	
Justifies its planned steps in a manner that is not consistent with the essay’s argument and cited sources.


	
CONSEQUENCES

	
Anticipates the potential consequences of one’s justification in manner that is consistent with the essay’s synthesis-driven argument.

	
Anticipates the potential consequences of one’s justification in manner that is mostly consistent with the essay’s synthesis-driven argument.

	
Anticipates potential consequences to one’s justification in manner that is partially consistent with the essay’s synthesis-driven argument.

	
Anticipates potential consequences to one’s justification in manner that is rarely consistent with the essay’s synthesis-driven argument.

	
Anticipates potential consequences to one’s justification in manner that is not consistent with the essay’s synthesis-driven argument.




Signature Assignment: Argumentative Synthesis (assignment description appears further down the document)

Critical Thinking

	
	ACCOMPLISHED (5)
	EMERGING (4)
	AVERAGE (3)
	BELOW AVERAGE (2)
	FAILING (1)

	
PURPOSE


	
The essay announces an argumentative purpose and outlines its main points. Argumentative focus is consistently maintained throughout the essay.

	
The essay refers to an argumentative purpose and outlines its main points. Argumentative focus is often maintained throughout the essay.
	
The essay suggests an argumentative purpose and outlines its main points. Argumentative focus is occasionally maintained throughout the essay.
	
The essay hints at an argumentative purpose and outlines the main points to be discussed. Argumentative focus is rarely maintained throughout the essay.
	
The essay lacks an argumentative purpose and does not outline the main points to be discussed. Argumentative focus is not maintained throughout the essay.

	
COHERENCE


	
The essay consistently unfolds in a logical manner. The essay consistently demonstrates an ability to connect the main points and cited research to the argumentative purpose. 

	
The essay often unfolds in a logical manner. The essay often demonstrates an ability to connect the main points and cited research to the argumentative purpose.
	
The essay occasionally unfolds in a logical manner. The essay occasionally demonstrates an ability to connect the main points and cited research to the argumentative purpose.
	
The essay rarely unfolds in a logical manner. The essay rarely demonstrates an ability to connect the main points and cited research to the argumentative purpose.
	
The essay does not unfold in a logical manner. The essay does not demonstrate an ability to connect the main points and cited research to the argumentative purpose.

	
INSIGHT
	
The essay consistently draws insightful conclusions from examples that are relevant to the argumentative purpose. The writer consistently anticipates the reader's concerns, biases, or counter-arguments.

	
The essay often draws insightful conclusions from examples that are relevant to the argumentative purpose. The writer often anticipates the reader's concerns, biases, or counter-arguments.
	
The essay occasionally draws insightful conclusions from examples that are relevant to the argumentative purpose. The writer occasionally anticipates the reader's concerns, biases, or counter-arguments.
	
The essay rarely draws insightful conclusions from examples that are relevant to the argumentative purpose. The writer rarely anticipates the reader's concerns, biases, or counter-arguments.
	
The essay does not draw insightful conclusions from examples that are relevant to the argumentative purpose. The writer does not anticipate the reader's concerns, biases, or counter-arguments.

	
IMPLICATIONS
	
The essay consistently draws well-reasoned implications from its argumentative synthesis that is relevant both to the argumentative purpose and to the audience it addresses.  

	
The essay often draws well-reasoned implications from its argumentative synthesis that is relevant both to the argumentative purpose and to the audience it addresses.  

	
The essay occasionally draws well-reasoned implications from its argumentative synthesis that is relevant both to the argumentative purpose and to the audience it addresses.  

	
The essay rarely draws well-reasoned implications from its argumentative synthesis that is relevant both to the argumentative purpose and to the audience it addresses.  

	
The essay does not draw well-reasoned implications from its argumentative synthesis that is relevant both to the argumentative purpose and to the audience it addresses.  




Signature Assignment: Argumentative Synthesis (assignment description appears further down the document)

Teamwork 

	
	ACCOMPLISHED (5)
	EMERGING (4)
	AVERAGE (3)
	BELOW AVERAGE (2)
	FAILING (1)

	
CONTRIBUTE


	
The document conveys consistent contributions from the team member.

	
The document conveys frequent contributions from the team member.

	
The document conveys occasional contributions from the team member.

	
The document conveys sparse contributions from the team member.

	
The document does not convey contributions from the team member.


	
COLLABORATE


	
The document conveys consistent collaboration with team members.

	
The document conveys frequent collaboration with team members.

	
The document conveys occasional collaboration with team members.

	
The document conveys sparse collaboration with team members.

	
The document does not convey collaboration with team members.


	
DELIVERY
	
The document consistently conveys collaborative engagements characterized by professional courtesy, integrity, and flexibility.

	
The document frequently conveys collaborative engagements characterized by professional courtesy, integrity, and flexibility.

	
The document occasionally conveys collaborative engagements characterized by professional courtesy, integrity, and flexibility.

	
The document rarely conveys collaborative engagements characterized by professional courtesy, integrity, and flexibility.

	
The document does not convey collaborative engagements characterized by professional courtesy, integrity, and flexibility.


	
REVISION
	
The document consistently conveys an effort to revise perspectives in response to collaborative work.

	
The document frequently conveys an effort to revise perspectives in response to collaborative work.
	
The document occasionally conveys an effort to revise perspectives in response to collaborative work.
	
The document rarely conveys an effort to revise perspectives in response to collaborative work.

	
The document does not convey an effort to revise perspectives in response to collaborative work 



Signature Assignment: Multi-Work Interview (assignment description appears further down the document)


Signature Assignments

Executive Portfolio Summary
An executive portfolio summary is an argument driven essay that explains the contents of the final portfolio assignment to someone who was not privy to the complexity of the revision process that led to its production. It provides a sophisticated framework for understanding what the contents of the portfolio convey in terms of the student’s writing development over the course of the semester. Successful demonstrations of this assignment will announce an argumentative purpose, deliver a well-reasoned and coherent presentation of its major claims, produce analytic insight from its cited examples (drawn from the portfolio), and provide well-reasoned implications from its analysis. In addition, it will describe the student’s writing process with integrity and precision, and develop a plan for future improvement based on the analysis of each cited example.

Argumentative Synthesis (Research Essay)
Students will select a chapter from the assigned readings that poses an interesting ethical problem and place it into conversation with at minimum five academic sources. Students will then draft a research-based essay that a) describes the ethical problem under consideration, citing the collected research as evidence; b) outlines the challenges that attend the ethical problem under consideration, placing the collected essays into conversation by anticipating how each might argue against the other; c) abstracts and evaluates trends in the conversation, using evidence to identify the causes for existing roadblocks in the research; d) proposes a new solution that offers an alternative form of social action; e) anticipates likely counterarguments to proposed recommendations and qualifies them accordingly. In order to answer these questions successfully, students must learn to abstract connections between multiple sources and explain, through analysis, synthesis, and close reading, their relevance to one another.  

Each student’s research essay should move beyond obvious conclusions. There are a variety of ways to accomplish this task, but perhaps the easiest way to do so is to ask students to name the general ethical problem common to each source and explore why a productive solution to this problem has not yet been reached. In other words, students can move beyond the obvious by affirming the complexity of the problem that multiple writers have named, but not yet fully resolved. 

An argumentative synthesis does not exhort its audience as if it were an op-ed piece. It is not interested in appealing to or replicating popular opinion. Instead, it is an attempt to produce insightful scholarly perspective by consulting published research and confronting the difficulty of naming and solving a relevant social problem. Each student’s argument should be critical, which does not mean that it must adopt a negative tone. A critical synthesis can support multiple writers’ arguments but should do so in a manner that extends their implications with insight and innovation. It is crucial to help students understand that an argument does not replicate an existing perspective but attempts to invent an idea that shapes attitudes and actions in new ways. 

Multi-Work Interview
A multi-work interview is a close-reading assignment that is designed to help student develop effective habits for group collaboration. These interviews are expressly designed to help students prepare for the Writing Program’s invited guest lecture in the spring semester of each year. The steps for completing the assignment are as follows:

Step 1: Create a Google doc
https://support.google.com/docs/answer/49114?hl=en

Step 2: (A) Each member of the group must select a different font to distinguish his or her contributions to the project. (B) The document must also display a font to indicate the contents that represent the consensus-driven contributions of the entire group. 

[bookmark: _GoBack]Step 3: Each member of the group must select at least one important passage from two different works written by the forthcoming speaker (or one of the works written by the forthcoming speaker and an academic source drawn from secondary research) and post it in the Google doc. In the space below the passages, he or she must explain what makes these passages relevant to one another and reflect on what questions they raise in his or her mind. He or she may do so by identifying a common theme, ethical problem, guiding question, etc. 

Step 4: Each member of the group must respond in writing to one another’s posts by raising additional points of connection, words of encouragement, questions, etc. 

Step 5: In response to the feedback both produced and received, each member must submit either a revision of the original passage/question combination or a justification for why the original passage/question combination should be submitted for final consideration.

Step 6: Once every revision/justification has been submitted, each member will nominate what they believe is the passage/question combination that best represents the interests and insights of the group. In nominating a passage/question combination, each member must explain why it best represents the group’s interests and insights. 

Step 7: The assignment is complete once the group has agreed on 3 representative questions and submitted them at the beginning of the document in the representative group font. Do not delete the preceding discussion once you have reached consensus. The assignment will not be complete unless both the consensus passages/questions combinations are included.

Special Instructions: Successful questions should: (a) draw specifically from the assigned work (the question should cite or work from a passage in the assigned published work); (b) demonstrate a careful and thoughtful reading of the work through analysis and reflection; and (c) convey a desire to learn from the author’s answer (by asking a question that is neither polemical nor reducible to a yes/no answer). 

These criteria for successful questions should also guide responses to each group member’s contributions. 
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