U.S. History I - ERROR Documentation e-Paper 

Directions
Basic Assignment: You will write a ten-paragraph essay analyzing eight (8) sources used by you or your classmates in their GoogleDocs projects first quarter. The essay will have a short introductory paragraph (1-3 sentences), eight paragraphs each thoroughly analyzing a single source, and a longer concluding paragraph summarizing what you believe are the best kind of sources to use in a project and why.
Assignment Directions: You are to research and analyze each of the sources you and/or your classmates used in your local history GoogleDocs (first term) for bias. You will assess a minimum of eight (8) sources in this assignment, or your grade will be proportionately reduced.

You will evaluate the reliability of your sources' information using the accompanying ERROR chart for this assignment (available on Moodle). As part of your ERROR assessment, you must:

1. Provide a description of the authors of the articles you cited, his/her education, special qualifications, experience or expertise. If it is not listed in the article you cited, you must research this.
2. Assess any potential bias of the author, either from his/her history, education, period of writing, world experiences. If it is not clearly disclosed in the article, you must research this.
3. Provide a description of the publisher/website the article appeared in, what its origin was, what its stated goals/purpose are, and the length of time the periodical/website has been in publication. Also, provide an assessment of both the viewpoint and reliability of this source. 

4. Grammar: The essay must be tightly written (no unnecessary words), with active verbs and all assertions of fact must be hyperlinked to credible sources (preferably primary sources) as well as credited in context. The draft paper will be submitted in print, the final paper will be submitted electronically in a Microsoft Word (DOC) or Rich Text Format (RTF) file format First Class. 

Due dates: 
Draft (Printed out): TBD (40 points total)
Final (uploaded on First Class): TBD (100 points total)

ERROR
How to evaluate the reliability of a source...
	
	Quality
	Basic description
	More detail

	E
	Eyewitness
	First-hand experience with the actual events being described, both in space and time (must have for a primary source) 
	Who is more believable? Someone writing what happened that day in a diary later that evening or someone who writes about it decades later? What about a different person writing about the same event hundreds of years later?

	R
	Reputation
	The accuracy of an author or witness over time; reputation
	Who is the author? Not just what is his/her name, but what do you really know about his/her experience or works produced? Who would you believe more, a reporter with a long history of documented and accurate stories or a reporter who had in the past admitted to faking interviews?

	R
	Responsible Party
	Reputation of the publisher, and the ability for its product to be changed or even sabotaged over time because of the manner in which it is published. (Especially important for wikis)
	The publisher is the party ultimately responsible for material it distributes. Sometimes, the publisher is several copies or hundreds of years removed from an author. If a publisher is republishing an historical document, how do you know it is accurate? Does the publisher have a record of accuracy? If not, then the reputation and history of the author becomes irrelevant, because the original document can be changed after the author no longer has control of the document. If the source is on a wiki, how do you know someone hasn't tampered with the document?

	O
	Objectivity
	The opinion or point-of-view of a writer, bias
	Does the source represent all sides of an argument or only one side? Does the information presented only support the author's point-of-view? (Note: Evidence against interest, where a biased author admits to facts that appear to damage his case, can be as credible as a person who writes objectively and tries to present all sides fairly.)

	R
	Resumé 
	Relevant special qualifications of the author, either from education or experience
	Sometimes factual assertions are made based upon some expertise the author possesses. Who is more credible in claiming there is evidence of global warming, Mr. Eddlem (who has only a few college credits in science) or the Chair of the Harvard University Science Department (who holds a doctorate in climatology)?


Grading Rubric

(10 points for each category for draft)

	CATEGORY
	 Above Standards (10 of 10)
	Meets Standards

(8-9 of 10)
	Approaching Standards (7 of 10)
	Below Standards

(below 5 of 10)
	Score


	Focus or Thesis Statement

10 points
	The thesis statement names the topic of the essay and outlines the main points to be discussed.
	The thesis statement names the topic of the essay.
	The thesis statement outlines some or all of the main points to be discussed but does not name the topic.
	The thesis statement does not name the topic AND does not preview what will be discussed.
	 


	Sources and Information

50 points
	The paper analyzes all eight sources, according to all five ERROR criteria. Analysis is correct. Hyperlinks are used on every citation.
	The paper analyzes all eight sources , but  not all eight are analyzed according to all five ERROR criteria. Analysis is mostly correct. Hyperlinks are used on every citation.
	The paper analyzes all eight sources but one or more of the five ERROR criteria are regularly not addressed at all. Analysis is adequate. Hyperlinks are used on most citations.
	The paper does not analyze all eight sources, or ignores the five ERROR criteria. Analysis is poor. Hyperlinks irregularly used.
	 


	Sentence Structure

30 points
	All sentences are well-constructed with varied structure. Few wasted words and active voice used throughout.
	Most sentences are well-constructed and there is some varied sentence structure in the essay. Few wasted words and active voice used throughout.
	Most sentences are well constructed, but there is no variation is structure. Some passive voice and wasted words.
	Most sentences are not well-constructed or varied. Most verbs passive, lots of wasted words. 
	 


	Closing paragraph

10 points
	The conclusion is strong and leaves the reader solidly understanding the writer's position. Effective restatement of the position statement begins the closing paragraph.
	The conclusion is recognizable. The author's position is restated within the first two sentences of the closing paragraph.
	The author's position is restated within the closing paragraph, but not near the beginning.
	There is no conclusion - the paper just ends.
	

	
	
	Days late (-10 points per school day)
	

	
	
	
	Total Grade
	




