
	CRITERIA
	LEVEL 1 (50 – 59%)


	LEVEL 2 (60 – 69%)


	LEVEL 3 (70 – 79%)


	LEVEL 4 (80 – 100%)



	Knowledge/ Understanding
	· Research demonstrates little knowledge of impact of cybercensorship on society

· Little reference to major scholars’ works 

· At least one discipline not addressed

· Remaining disciplines addressed fleetingly
	· Research demonstrates some knowledge of impact of cybercensorship on society

· Some major scholars’ works addressed but not thoroughly

· All 3 disciplines addressed but with some gaps
	· Research demonstrates considerable knowledge of impact of cybercensorship on society

· Major scholars’ works understood

· All 3 disciplines addressed adequately
	· Research demonstrates thorough knowledge of impact of cybercensorship on society

· Major scholars’ works well understood

· All 3 disciplines addressed in great detail

	Thinking/ Inquiry
	· Significant gaps exist in research 

· Connections between cultures, groups missing or very superficial

· Analysis/interpretation weak and rarely linked to course material

· Less than minimum number of sources and integrity of sources questionable

· Assertions rarely if ever backed up by specific evidence
	· Some gaps exist in research 

· Connections between cultures, groups superficial

· Analysis/ interpretation adequate and linked occasionally to course material

· Sources adequate in number but quality lacking

· Assertions sometimes backed up by specific evidence
	· Research organized and conducted effectively

· Connections between cultures, groups evident

· Analysis/interpretation sound and linked to course material

· Sources adequate in number, varied and reliable

· Assertions mostly backed up by specific evidence
	· Research conducted in a highly effective manner

· Connections between cultures, groups frequent and in-depth

· Analysis/interpretation in-depth and frequently linked to course material

· Sources exceed minimums, varied and sophisticated

· Assertions always backed up by specific evidence

	Communication
	· Title page not included

· Thesis statement missing or unclear.

· Arguments difficult to understand

· Grammar, spelling errors frequent

· Lack of clarity of expression inhibits understanding

· No evidence of editing

· Bibliography and/or footnotes missing
	· Title page included

· Thesis statement somewhat clear.

· Arguments somewhat muddy 

· Some grammar, spelling errors

· Sentence structure can be confusing

· Little evidence of editing

· Bibliography and footnotes have some major errors
	· Title page included

· Thesis statement clear.

· Arguments clearly developed

· Grammar, spelling mostly accurate

· Clarity of expression evident

· Evidence of editing

· Bibliography and footnotes mostly accurately formatted
	· Title page included

· Thesis statement very clear

· Arguments very clearly developed

· Very few grammar, spelling errors

· Clarity of expression always evident

· Evidence of thorough editing

· Bibliography and footnotes precisely formatted

	Application
	· Few conclusions, predictions and/or connections drawn

· Connection to role of the internet today missing

· Topic addressed totally in a personal, not a scholarly way.
	· Conclusions, predictions and /or connections sometimes unclear or illogical

· Weak connection to role of the internet today 

· Mostly personally, rather than scholarly based
	· Conclusions, predictions and /or connections made with considerable clarity and logic

· Connection to role of the internet today evident

· Scholarly, rather than personally based
	· Conclusions, predictions and /or connections made with a high degree of clarity and logic

· Connection to role of the internet today clearly established

· Essay has highly scholarly tone



