SYNTHESIS ESSAY: In 1200-1300 words craft an argument to one the essay questions below.
The struggle of Non-Western states to break free from colonialism, build cohesive states and modernize their economies represented a major theme in postwar history. To what extent did postcolonial leaders like Lumumba, Arbenz, Mao, Nasser share a common dream and to what extent did they succeed in re-orientating the international system and world economy towards the global majority?

[bookmark: _GoBack]Necessary Tasks:
· Rather than stating your views, you must make a coherent argument. In other words, your essay should have a clear thesis that encompasses all dimensions of the question and that you validate through supporting evidence (dates, events, statistics, examples etc.).
· You are allowed to provide sources and quotes, just use the Chicago style for your footnotes.
· Because this is a take home question, the evaluation standards are stricter than for an in-class examination. You should grammar check your essay, ensure that the subordinate arguments fit the thesis and are properly substantiated.
· Although you may bring in outside sources, it is expected that you have mastered the in class readings and that you will use those as the major-or even-exclusive basis for your essay.
RUBRIC
	Evaluation Category
	+ Plus (superb)
	Check (+) (good)
	Check (Adequate)
	- Minus (unsatisfactory)

	Thesis and Conceptualization: A measure of your essay’s overall design relative to the historical topic and the essay parameters. Your thesis’s overall merit; its originality, clarity, nuance in terms of shedding light on a historical period, or a question of current scholarship. (Introduction and Conclusion: Thesis/Historiography)
	A well fashioned argument that fits the parameters of the assignment, and that lends keen insight onto the question posed or the period examined, and situates the thesis in previous scholarship. (20)
	The essay offers a reasonably clear thesis referenced to the question posed, and consistent with the evidence, although it is not perfectly referenced to previous scholarship, alternative interpretations, or the timeline of the period. (17)
	Although the paper addresses the question posed in a basic way, the thesis isn’t entirely clear, it contains elements of contradiction, or it is unimaginative, or not fully supported or consistent with the evidence. (12)
	(4) Defective theses of all sorts; those that were too mundane, per functionary, or lacked any discernible thesis. (7)

	Argument and Depth: This category measures your research as reflected in the overall depth of your essay, your mastery of the assigned topic, grasp of main personages and principal turning points, as revealed in the citation of dates, quotations, and evidence that validate your main points, and your ability to reconcile ambiguity, contradictory evidence, and to address alternative interpretations. (Main Body: Argument validity and coherency)
	A masterful argument that reveals a lucid understanding of the topic and period in question, foaming with nuance and masterfully invoking evidence in an argument that successfully reconciles main points of ambiguity and contention and incorporates some outside sources. (45)
	Generally you understood the main dimensions of the topic and the principal persons and events of the period in question. Although the essay invoked sources to buttress the main points of argument, one might raise potential objections concerning the conclusions and there were minor factual errors, minor blemishes in logic, and interpretive leaps. (37)
	Although you grasped the some parts of the topic and had a rudimentary understanding of the period, the support rendered to the argument was haphazard, the evidence was at times insufficient to justify main points, and there were factual errors, or the argument at times lapsed into obscurity or contradiction.  Over all the argument was deemed to be passable in terms of a 1000 level student (29).
	The paper revealed a superficial degree of research and the student poorly understood the topic and period, the main argument was vague or difficult to follow, and the essay contained significant errors, or lacked clear references (20).

	Presentation: A generic category that measures your essay’s underlying mechanics; the coherency of its organization, the essay’s structure, format, grammar, and style (Style and readability)
	(15) Wow, a precious gem with no apparent flaws!
	(12) The essay is well written, engaging, and you convey your ideas clearly without many or major grammatical errors.
	(9) The paper suffers from certain structural deficiencies, but it is generally readable, and meets acceptable standards for 1000 level students.
	(4) Reserved for papers that were generally incoherent.


· 

SHORT ANSWER
INSTRUCTIONS: Students must select two short answer questions from the list below:
 
 
In 350 words or less, completely answer the question below. Explain and substantiate your argument with concrete examples. The formatting and grading for these questions is the same as the conventions we used for the blog assignment in class.
 
Use the upload tools (A and B) below to upload your answers.
 
1.  How did the devastation and suffering of World War II manifest in a multi-dimensional postwar reform movement?
2. What did UN 181 attempt to achieve and why did it fail?
3. How did the 1960s counter-culture movement challenge the mainstream values of Western culture?
4. Explain the dirty wars that manifested in Latin America during the Cold War. What were the catalysts and consequences of these conflicts?
5. To what extent do contemporary trans-national corporations influence postcolonial states?

Short Answer Evaluation Rubric
	Plus ++
	Check Plus +
	Check /
	Minus -
	Zero (0)

	Exceptional
	Good
	Adequate
	Unsatisfactory
	Absent

	Your short answer was complete, insightful, nuanced and substantiated.
	Generally speaking, your short answer was complete and on point, but needed a bit more detail and nuance.
	You answered the question in a basic way, but it was lacking in depth, context, dates or some ambiguities or minor factual and grammatical problems.
	You response was too superficial, it failed to fully illuminate the question, and contained errors or misperceptions.
	Student did not submit any work.

	40/40pts.
	30/40
	24/40 pts.
	20/40pts.
	0 pts.



