The Annual Humanities Essay

Specifications:



Due:
Monday, May 2 / Tuesday, May 3
Length:

7-10 pages typed (minimum 2000 words)

Purpose:
To provide a capstone to the interdisciplinary study of the humanities in the 10th grade.   Students will do independent research on a topic that ties together their study of literature, history, art and music in a single project.  

Topic:
An exploration of the thematic connections between four artifacts and the ways in which they reflect the zeitgeist of the era(s) in which they were created.  You will select your artifacts from the worlds of art, music, literature, and history (including politics, science, or philosophy).  Your artifacts may complement each other, or they may contradict each other; they may reflect the coherence of a given time and place, or they may reveal the connections and tensions within a single society or between different societies.  The time period spans the full scope of the course from ancient Greece to the present and while the paper should not repeat the topics of the earlier mini-artifact paper, an additional option is available, with advisor approval, to incorporate a suitable modern artifact into your exploration of the thematic connections to enhance and reinforce your analysis.
Advisor:
You will select one of your Humanities teachers (either history or English) to be your main advisor for this project.  Your paper and presentation will receive a grade in both your English and history classes, and all of your teachers will help in their respective areas of expertise, but one teacher will help you to select and to develop your topic.

Form:
A formal essay, which argues from a thesis, and includes research, quotations, in-text citations, a list of works cited, and acknowledgments.  Verb tense:  Do not use the first person; use the past tense for sections about historical events; use the present tense to discuss a work of art, music, or literature. Students should be encouraged to include graphics and musical samples, which serve to support their theses in the actual texts of their essays.  All papers should be written in Microsoft Word.  Students should be able to submit both a paper and an electronic copy to both English and history teachers.

Research:
Areas of research must include the four primary works under consideration.  Additional research must include secondary critical source material about your selected four artifacts and general information about the particular period in history.  Relevant biographical information about the creators may be included.  These additional sources and/or sites must be printed out with date accessed and handed in with your final paper. 

Sources:
For primary and secondary source material consult Gilman’s European Humanities website: http://faculty.gilman.edu/US/Humanities/Humanities_Project_2005-06/title_page.htm.  This website should be your starting point for all research queries.  In addition, use Gene Mittler’s Art in Focus for a good selection of artworks and a good overview of major themes in the Humanities, Perry’s Sources of the Western Tradition, and Merriman’s A History of Modern Europe: From the Renaissance to the Present (the current AP European history text) which has a very good selection of visual artifacts that accompanies its historical narrative.  Encyclopedias/Wikipedia may be used for gathering background information but are not considered secondary critical source material and cannot be cited under your ‘works cited’ page. 

Prizes: 
The Annual Humanities Essay Awards.  First, second, and third prizes will be awarded in assembly. 

Grading:
Meeting the following deadlines is a component of your grade for the paper.  

Time Line:

February 28 –March 4 
Paper introduced in English classes

March 9-28



Meet with advisor (first conference) to develop a topic proposal

March 28
General topics to all Humanities teachers and librarian

March 28-April 21
At least one conference (second conference) with your primary advisor

March 28-April 26
At least one Writing Center conference 

March 28-April 8
1 research/writing day in the library (English class)

April 4-April 15
1 research/writing day in the library (history class)

April 18/19



Peer response to rough drafts in English class

May 2/3
Paper due (one copy to each teacher)

Sample Artifacts:

Canterbury cathedral, Chaucer’s Canterbury Tales, Gregorian chants, Sir John Froissart:  The Peasant Revolt

Shakespeare’s The Tempest, Holbein’s The Ambassadors, Thomas Weelkes’ madrigals,  Mirandola: Oration on the Dignity of Man

Selections from Dickens’ Hard Times, Marx’s Communist Manifesto, Fragonard’s Blindman’s Bluff , Zola’s Germinal 
David’s Oath of Horatii, Beethoven’s Third Symphony, Declaration of the Rights of Man, Coleridge’s France: An Ode (1798) 
John Keats’ Ode on a Grecian Urn, Greek amphorae/ Rembrandt’s Homer Contemplating the Bust of Aristotle, Aristotle, Mozart’s Piano Concerto in A

Blake’s The Tyger, Darwin’s Natural Selection, Berlioz’ Symphonie Fantastique, Monet’s Impression: Sunrise
Picasso’s Les Demoiselles d’Avignon, Lenin’s political theory, Chehov’s The Cherry Orchard, Schoenberg’s Six Orchestral Pieces 
Orwell’s Animal Farm; Stalin’s collectivization program, socialist art or film (Eizenstein’s Ivan the Terrible)

World War I poetry, The Treaty of Versailles, British war propaganda posters/Gaudi’s Casa Mila, Britten’s War Requiem
Bauhaus architecture or Kandinsky, Conrad’s Heart of Darkness, Nietzsche, Stravinsky’s The Rite of Spring, 

Munch’s The Scream, Freudian psychology, Kafka’s The Metamorphosis
Hitler’s Mein Kampf, Riefenstahl’s The Triumph of the Will, Nazi propaganda posters, Hannah Hoch’s or John Heartfield’s photomontage works
Voltaire’s Candide, Haydn’s Creation, Vermeer’s Woman Holding a Balance, Condorcet’s Progress of the Human Mind
HUMANITIES ESSAY
SCORING RUBRIC

90-100 The paper is distinguished by its erudite consideration of a complex thesis.  The style is elegant and

virtually free of surface errors.  The writer has conducted and smoothly incorporated impressive research into critical sources.  The writer has met all of the process requirements of the assignment (deadlines, meetings,etc.)

80-89 The paper is a competent analysis which argues from a satisfactory thesis.  The works and time periods are
well represented and there is a reasonable stab at critical analysis.  The writing is logical and correct; though
some points may be superficial, redundant or unrelated.  Critical sources may be included but may not be
particularly relevant or enriching.  The writer has met most of the process requirements of the assignment.

70-79 The paper inadequately or incorrectly fulfills some of the requirements of the assignment.  The thesis may be
obvious.  Information about the works or time periods under consideration may be incorrect or merely factual.
No attempt has been made to seek information from outside sources.  The writing is simple and contains
errors in grammar, spelling, and/or punctuation.  Some or all of the process requirements for the paper were
not met.

Below 70
A paper receiving a grade below 70 is unsatisfactory in so many ways that it must be revised.

ARTIFACT EVALUATION

Artifact One __________________________ Secondary Source Yes/No
Context/Zeitgeist




Missing      Weak
Simple
       Complex
     Insightful
    

Quotations

Interpretation


Apt
Inapt

Skimpy    Murky    Simple     Complex     Insightful

Artifact Two __________________________ Secondary Source Yes/No
Context/Zeitgeist



Missing      Weak
Simple
       Complex
       Insightful
    

Quotations

Interpretation


Apt
Inapt

Skimpy    Murky    Simple     Complex     Insightful

Artifact Three __________________________ Secondary Source Yes/No
Context/Zeitgeist



Missing      Weak
Simple
       Complex
       Insightful
    

Quotations

Interpretation


Apt
Inapt

Skimpy    Murky    Simple     Complex     Insightful

Artifact Four __________________________ Secondary Source Yes/No
Context/Zeitgeist



Missing      Weak
Simple
       Complex
       Insightful
    

Quotations

Interpretation


Apt
Inapt

Skimpy    Murky    Simple     Complex     Insightful

Scholarly Apparatus

Work Cited Page

Acknowledgments      
Citations

Missing Flawed OK

Missing OK

   Missing Flawed Solid

Process (deadlines & requirements)


Lax
Average
 Outstanding

ARTIFACT PAPER REQUIREMENTS

Here is the master list for what is to be handed in for the Artifact Paper:
 

A.  The order of the Artifact Paper

     1) Title/Cover Page (including student name, date, and English and History teacher's names)
     2) The paper itself
     3) Works Cited and Works Consulted sections
     4) Acknowledgements (can be on the same page with #3)
     5) Appendix (must include the art artifact and/or other material)
     
B.  Additional materials to be handed in only to the primary advisor

1) All primary artifacts themselves (copies of English [relevant and important analyzed

     passages; not the full book/play], History and Art artifacts).
2) All secondary sources that have been used.

3) All rough draft(s)
    The student only needs to make all these copies of primary and secondary sources available
    for the primary advisor as the other teacher can simply ask for them if there is a question

    about source context, quotation, revision, etc.
 

C. Paper Requirements

     1) Double spaced
     2) 12 point font
     3) Block quotes should be indented, double spaced, and with no quotation marks
     4) MLA form in-text citations
     5) Page numbers
     6) One copy for each teacher (English and History)
 

D. Citations and MLA guidelines

     1) Please see our European Humanities website for citation tools and information: 

     http://faculty.gilman.edu/US/Humanities/Humanities_Project_2005-06/title_page.htm
 

     2) Here is a link to the portion of the MLA website that clarifies the question about page 


numbers and websites:  http://www.mla.org/publications/style/style_faq/style_faq7.  The

          writer should NOT use page numbers from a printed page.  Unless there are page of  

          paragraph numbers on the website, none should be entered in the citation.  For more

          clarification, see the handbook.
 

     3) Also, in-text referencing for class notes would just be the last name of the teacher or

          student from whom the idea was taken (Julius), then that citation will appear on the

          Works Cited page.  For example:  Julius, Peter.  Class Notes.  12 April 2011. 

GILMAN WRITING RUBRIC
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	· Provides main idea/thesis
· Details express analytical, and/or creative thinking
· Ideas fully address purpose and topic (prompt)
· Ideas are well substantiated with compelling evidence or details
· Support is carefully selected for the purpose
	· Effective sentence structure enhances meaning

· Inviting opening

· Arrangement of ideas is logical and purposeful

· Transitions used so effectively that the reader does not notice them

· Satisfying conclusion

· Format appropriate to purpose/audience
	· Precise and vivid vocabulary enhances meaning, paints strong images, and establishes mood

· Figurative language used effectively

· Shows energy and passion for the topic

· Strong voice – sounds like this writer and no one else
	· Sentences well crafted, fluent and clear

· Varied and effective sentence lengths and patterns

· No run-on sentences; fragments, if used, add to style
	· Virtually all capitals, spelling, and punctuation (commas, apostrophes, quotations) correct

· Paragraphs properly indicated

· Correct grammar and usage including subject/verb agreement and/or consistent verb tenses

· Text appears neat, edited, and polished
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	· Provides main idea/thesis

· Details are developed appropriately but may not move beyond the obvious

· Clear purpose and topic (prompt)

· Ideas are substantiated with evidence on details

· Support is selected for the purpose
	· Structure guides reader through text without confusion 

· Effective opening

· Arrangement of ideas is logical and clear

· Transitions present but may be obvious

· Effective conclusion

· Format appropriate to purpose/evidence, but structure may be formulaic
	· Appropriate vocabulary
· Experiments with figurative language
· Shows some interest or enthusiasm for the topic
· Voice is pleasant and/or intriguing though not unique
	· Sentences are generally complete/correct and fluent
· Some variety in sentence lengths and/or patterns
· Minimal run-on sentences or fragments
	· Minor errors in capitalization, spelling, and/or punctuation (commas, apostrophes and quotations)

· Paragraphs properly indicated

· Minimal errors in grammar and usage including subject/verb agreement and/or consistent tenses

· Text appears neat, edited, and polished
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	· Main idea/thesis may be unclear

· Details are minimal, unnecessary, and/or irrelevant

· Purpose is unclear and/or may digress from topic (prompt)

· Evidence may be minimal or irrelevant
	· Structure may be confusing or ineffective
· Opening may be weak
· Arrangement of ideas may be illogical and/or unclear
· Missing or unclear transitions
· Conclusion may be weak
· Key elements of format missing
	· Limited, repetitious or inaccurate vocabulary

· Limited or inaccurate use of figurative language

· Shows little interest or enthusiasm for the topic

· Voice is ordinary
	· Sentences may be awkward or choppy

· Sentences may be simplistic or repetitive

· Noticeable run-on sentences or fragments
	· Capitalization, spelling, and/or punctuation (commas, apostrophes, quotations) errors detract but do not interfere with meaning
· Errors in paragraphing
· Errors in grammar and usage including subject/verb agreement and/or verb tenses
· Reads and/or looks like a rough draft
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	· Main idea/thesis is missing

· Ineffective, inaccurate, or missing details/or evidence

· Off topic and/or without purpose or topic (prompt)

· Illegible or too brief to be evaluated
	· Lack of structure interferes with meaning
· Opening is missing
· Arrangement of ideas is ineffective or nonexistent
· No transitions
· Conclusion is missing
· Format does not meet purpose
· Illegible or too brief to be evaluated
	· Simplistic vocabulary; inaccurate word choice
· No use of figurative language
· Shows no interest or enthusiasm for the topic
· Lacks voice
· Illegible or too brief to be evaluated
	· Predominantly choppy or awkward sentences
· Sentence structure blocks meaning
· Run-on sentences or fragments interrupt thought
· Illegible or too brief to be evaluated
	· Capitalization, spelling, and/or punctuation (commas, apostrophes, quotations) errors block meaning
· Incorrect paragraphing
· Errors in grammar and usage block meaning
· Reads like a rough draft
· Illegible or too brief to be evaluated
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