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	CATEGORY
	4

Excellent
	3

Good
	2

Below Average
	1

Mediocre

	Ideas 

&

Content
	· The writing is exceptionally clear, focused, and interesting.  It holds the reader's attention throughout.  Main ideas stand out and are developed by strong support and rich details suitable to audience and purpose.

· Student goes beyond what’s expected in depth and breadth of paper.  Clear evidence of research.

· Student clearly covers the thematic areas of study:  social and cultural, people and personalities, industry and technology, conflict and cooperation.
	· The writing is clear, focused and interesting.  It holds the reader's attention.  Main ideas stand out and are developed by supporting details suitable to audience and purpose.  
· Some depth and breadth apparent.  Evidence of research.

· Student addresses all of the thematic areas of study:  social and cultural, people and personalities, industry and technology, conflict and cooperation.
	· The reader can understand the main ideas, although they may be overly broad or simplistic, and the results may not be effective.  Supporting detail is often limited, insubstantial, overly general, or occasionally slightly off-topic.  
· Little evidence of depth and breadth in work and/or research.

· Some of the thematic areas of study addressed:  social and cultural, people and personalities, industry and technology, conflict and cooperation.
	· The writing lacks a central idea or purpose.
· Ideas that are extremely limited or simply unclear

· The paper is too short to demonstrate the development of an idea.

· No depth and breadth evident in work.  No research apparent.

· Little or none of the thematic areas of study addressed.


	Organization
	· Polished formatting and design of paper.  

· Clear sequencing and layout of paper.
· The paper includes appropriate organizational text features:  front page banner with name of paper, titles, by lines, dates, volume, edition, price, etc.

· Excellent use of “positive” space
	· Effective formatting and design of paper

· Sequencing and layout of paper apparent.

· Some organizational text features included:  front page banner with name of paper, titles, by lines, dates, volume, edition, price, etc.
· Good use of “positive” space
	· Little formatting and design of paper noticeable.

· Sequencing and layout of paper seems ill thought out or constructed.

· Little use of organizational text features:  front page banner with name of paper, titles, by lines, dates, volume, edition, price, etc.
· Many gaps in layout and design; lots of vacant space.
	· No formatting and design of paper.  

· Haphazard and/or erratic sequencing and layout of paper.

· Little or no use of appropriate organizational text features:  front page banner with name of paper, titles, by lines, dates, volume, edition, price, etc.
· Large gaps and blanks present.  Too much unused space.

	Conventions 
	· The writing demonstrates exceptionally strong control of standard writing conventions (e.g., punctuation, spelling, capitalization, paragraph breaks, grammar and usage) and uses them effectively to enhance communication.
· Errors are so few and so minor that the reader can easily skim right over them unless specifically searching for them. 
	· The writing demonstrates control of standard writing conventions (e.g., punctuation, spelling, capitalization, paragraph breaks, grammar and usage).

· Minor errors, while perhaps noticeable, do not impede readability. 


	· The writing demonstrates limited control of standard writing conventions (e.g., punctuation, spelling, capitalization, paragraph breaks, grammar and usage). 

· Errors begin to impede readability.  
	· Numerous errors in usage, spelling, capitalization, and punctuation repeatedly distract the reader and make the text difficult to read.  

· The severity and frequency of errors are so overwhelming that the reader finds it difficult to focus on the message and must reread for meaning.  

	Voice
	· An exceptionally strong sense of audience; the writer seems to be aware of the reader and of how to communicate the message most effectively.  

· Strong sense of historical voice exhibited trough use of slang, language, and idioms common place during the period.
	· A sense of audience; the writer seems to be aware of the reader but perhaps has not consistently employed an appropriate voice.  

· Some sense of historical voice exhibited.  Occasional attempts to use slang, language, and idioms common place during the period.
	· Poor sense of audience; the writer does not seem to be aware of the reader and consistently employs an inappropriate voice.  

· Little sense of historical voice exhibited.  Inappropriate or misused slang, language, and idioms.
	· No sense of audience; the writer demonstrates no awareness of the reader and purpose.  

· No sense of historical voice.  Use of slang, if attempted, is inappropriate or completely mismatched to the period.

	Bibliography
	· At least 8-10 sources included in correct MLA format. (text and picture sources). 
	· At least 8-10 sources included in MLA format (text and picture sources).
· Containing some minor errors in formatting.
	· At least 4-7 sources included in MLA format (text and picture sources).  

· Containing some numerous errors in formatting and conventions.
	· At least 2-3 sources included in MLA format (text and picture sources).
· Containing some serious errors in formatting, omission of important info.

	Graphics
	· Graphics and images are well matched to purpose and content

· Student has sought out “perfect” images and included more than just Clip Art, suggesting research has taken place in quest for graphics.  
	· Graphics and images adequately fit purpose and content

· Student includes images and graphics to enhance paper.  Most if not all of graphics are from Clip Art.
	· Graphics and images not well matched to purpose and content.  No clear connection.  

· Few images and graphics included.  Strict reliance upon Clip Art.
	· Graphics and images show no connection to purpose and content

· No use of images or graphics to enhance project.  


