UNST 236E • 2014W • Final • Scoring Guide • Name ___________________ total score______

Total score on parts 1, 2, 3, 4 is 90% of the final exam’s score of 100%; part 1 (biography) = 20%; part 2 (significance) = 25%; part 3 (portrait discussion & personal reflection) = 20%; part 4 (article) = 25% total score = sum of scores of parts 1, 2, 3, 4a, 4b; part 5 (project comments) is 10%

	Part>>
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	ºLevel description\/                                          subtotal (part score x %)>>
	
	
	
	
	

	6 – Carries out the task with exemplary presentation of concepts and details. Ideas clear and organized. Many details, especially about Humboldt. Relates other times, places, people to own world and self, and with evidence (not just assertion). Exposition equal to what is published by mature educated citizens on metro newspaper op-ed page.
	
	
	
	
	

	5 – Closer to 6 than to 4. Occasional unsharpness of thinking or lack of detail. Minor weakness in organization (repetition, for example) or detail (somewhat too much, somewhat too little – but only somewhat). Sometimes ignores Humboldt to focus elsewhere. Exposition equal to what is published by generic college students on metro newspaper op-ed page when editor regards the topic and thought as important enough to excuse slight weakness of writing.
	
	
	
	
	

	4 – Carries out the task with workable but not truly impressive knowledge, thought, and expository skill. Has clearly learned from the classroom & workshops, the reading the assignments, and the project. Does not appear to struggle to come up with things to write about Humboldt and the issues encountered in the course. Does not retreat to own unsupported thinking unrelated to the specific content of the course. May refer inexactly to some content, but does not offer clearly inaccurate (or invented) content. Structure sometimes difficult to discern (lack of transitions, substitution of unconnected details for organized facts, argument trails off at end). No wildly inaccurate or apparently madeup evidence. Relates other times, places, people to own world and self, but vaguely. An outsider could learn significantly from the knowledge and thought of the writing, but would be troubled by the limited articulateness and lack of conceptual depth. Exposition needs small-/medium-scale editing before it can go public, even in a semi-formal blog of like-minded readers – much less in a public forum for educated readers of varying opinions and knowledge of the various subject areas addressed.
	
	
	
	
	

	3 – Closer to 4 than to 2. Appears to lack significant chunks of knowledge from the course (lack of reading, lack of attendance, lack of thinking). Ideas lack knowledge to support them, or knowledge lacks conclusions to justify expressing the knowledge.  Some clearly wrong information or just sparse information (thought not painfully sparse about Humboldt). Imbalance of attention to self (own thoughts and facts) or other times, places, people. Exposition needs small-/medium-/large-scale editing before it can go public, even to the rest of the class if everyone were to see it.
	
	
	
	
	

	2 – Addresses the task but without depth, breadth, and structure. Oblivious of several major areas of the course; glaring ignorance of major facts of Humboldt’s life and work; opinions are expressed with little support, even from common knowledge; jumps from thought to thought; the product needs so much new research and thought that it would be better to start from scratch.
	
	
	
	
	

	1 – One or two vague thoughts and a few attempts at facts. Copious small-scale errors of exposition.
	
	
	
	
	

	0 – not done
	
	
	
	
	


Score on Part 5a (2.5% of final) is 6 = .15 (all items answered), 4 = .1 (most items), 2 =.05 (few items), 0 = .0 (not done); therefore total: _____

Score on Part 5b (7.5% of final) is 6 = .45 (instructor can confidently use it), 4 =.3 (can use it hesitantly), 2 = .15 (instructor learns a little from it), 0 = .0 (not done); therefore total: _____

Total for part 5 to carry up to column above: _____
