Rubric for Summary-Reaction Papers 
	–
	The summary does not identify the article’s thesis; may be difficult to follow; may be incomplete; may be confused concerning factual details.  The response is superficial (e.g., this idea is interesting) and does not explore why you reacted as you did.

	ok
	The summary may identify a portion of the author’s thesis or argument; may include a series of assertions without referencing specific primary sources that support the author’s thesis; may list multiple elements in the argument, but does not show how these subpoints are related to each other; may lack specific evidence to support the author’s claims.  The response may discuss one or two points but only briefly and without enough explanation for the reader to understand your thoughts.

	fine
	The summary identifies the author’s thesis and outlines most of the article, but may be missing a portion of the argument; includes some of the primary evidence that the author has utilized to prove her thesis, but may leave out other examples important for exploring the thesis. The response develops one or two points well enough that the reader can understand your ideas.

	good
	The summary clearly identifies the author’s thesis and paraphrases the major points in the author’s argument well.  The response offers clear reasons why you may disagree with the author (e.g., the author’s makes unreasonable assumptions or leaves out evidence) or how this article has increased your understanding of the primary text(s) (e.g., by showing how the ideas in the article may apply to other characters, issues, or themes). 

	very good
	The summary reveals a deep understanding of the author’s argument; brings together multiple strands of evidence into a coherent whole; sets each piece of evidence into a clear context and interprets the evidence clearly, connecting it to the author’s thesis.  The response clearly and cogently shows how the article has provided a springboard for your ideas and offers a new perspective on our understanding of the primary text.

	excellent
	Insightful restating of the thesis; adduces good evidence, clearly interpreted and explained; includes all the relevant evidence. The best papers may tie the evidence in the article under discussion with other readings or themes of the course or with other passages from our primary text, may suggest new implications for understanding the topic, or make connections with modern events, settings, or themes.



