
Emerging Writer Worksheet
SUBMIT ASSIGNMENT
Requires LopesWrite
Start Date
Feb 17, 2022, 12:00 AM
Due Date
Mar 2, 2022, 11:59 PM
Points
170
Rubric
View Rubric
Status
Upcoming
Assessment Description
Synthesis is the act of creating something new from multiple existing entities. Synthesis of research, then, is creating a new idea from existing ideas. This assignment is designed to help you identify how themes can emerge from reading literature and how you can synthesize this information in a way that creates new knowledge. You will use your understandings of the course readings encountered to date to complete the emerging writer worksheet.
General Requirements:
Use the following information to ensure successful completion of the assignment:
· Download "Emerging Writer Worksheet" from the Topic Resources for this week and use it to complete this assignment.
· This assignment uses a rubric. Please review the rubric prior to beginning the assignment to become familiar with the expectations for successful completion.
· While APA style is not required for this assignment, solid academic writing is expected.
· You are required to submit this assignment to LopesWrite. A link to the LopesWrite technical support articles is located in Class Resources if you need assistance.
Directions:
Complete the Emerging Writer Worksheet.
Topic 3 Participation
GO TO DISCUSSION
Start Date
Feb 24, 2022, 12:00 AM
Due Date
Mar 2, 2022, 11:59 PM
Points
18
Status
Active
Assessment Description
There is no description for this assessment.
Resources
Collapse All ResourcesCollapse All
Ten Strategic Points: A Framework for Doctoral Dissertations Students to Conceptualize Their Research Design in a Doctoral Residency Program
Read:
Bainbridge, C., Maul, J., & McClendon, C. (2019). Ten strategic points: A framework for doctoral
dissertations stu
... Read More
https://cirt.gcu.edu/jir/documents/2019_v82/ten_strategic_points_a_framework_for_doctoral_dissertations_students_to_conceptualizepdf~1?

Emerging Writer Worksheet
Use this to complete the Topic 3 assignment.
RES-815-RS-T3-EmergingWriterWorksheet.docx

· 
· 
Emerging Writer Worksheet - Rubric
Collapse All Emerging Writer Worksheet - RubricCollapse All
Patterns to Themes
34 points
Criteria Description
Patterns to Themes
5. 5: Excellent
34 points
Patterns are clearly identified and can be readily substantiated by the readings. Themes are also identified, and the reader can readily detect how each of them emerge from the patterns identified.
4. 4: Good
30.94 points
Patterns are clearly identified and can be substantiated by the readings. Themes are also identified, and the reader can detect how most of them emerge from the patterns identified.
3. 3: Satisfactory
27.88 points
Patterns are clearly identified and can, with some effort, be substantiated by the readings. Themes are also identified, and the reader can, with some effort, detect how they emerge from the patterns identified.
2. 2: Less Than Satisfactory
24.82 points
Patterns are identified but cannot be substantiated by the readings. Themes are identified but cannot be proven to emerge from the identified patterns.
1. 1: Unsatisfactory
0 points
Patterns and/or themes emerging from the patterns are not clearly identified.
Description of the Evidence to Support Common Themes
34 points
Criteria Description
Description of the Evidence to Support Common Themes
5. 5: Excellent
34 points
A description of the evidence to support common themes is thoroughly presented with rich detail.
4. 4: Good
30.94 points
A description of the evidence to support common themes is present and thorough.
3. 3: Satisfactory
27.88 points
A description of the evidence to support common themes is presented, but is cursory and lacking in depth.
2. 2: Less Than Satisfactory
24.82 points
A description of the evidence to support common themes is present, but inaccurate or illogical.
1. 1: Unsatisfactory
0 points
A description of the evidence to support common themes is either inappropriate, missing, or not evident to the reader.
Organization of the Argument (Outline)
17 points
Criteria Description
Organization of the Argument (Outline)
5. 5: Excellent
17 points
The required outline is present and complete. The contents of the outline represent scholarly and insightful thought. The information is fully accurate and aligns completely with the remainder of the document.
4. 4: Good
15.47 points
The required outline is present and complete. The contents of the outline represent a reasoned attempt at scholarly and insightful thought. The information is accurate and aligns with the remainder of the document.
3. 3: Satisfactory
13.94 points
The required outline is present and complete. The contents of the outline represent somewhat pedantic thought. The information is predominantly accurate and generally aligns with the remainder of the document.
2. 2: Less Than Satisfactory
12.41 points
The required outline is present, but it is missing some items or is completed with inaccurate information that does not align with the remainder of the document.
1. 1: Unsatisfactory
0 points
The required outline is not present or is significantly incomplete.
Reflection
34 points
Criteria Description
Reflection
5. 5: Excellent
34 points
A reflection is presented, and insightfully describes the learner’s experience with the process. The writing of the reflection displays a strong engagement in scholarly reflective practice.
4. 4: Good
30.94 points
A reflection is presented, and reasonably describes the learner’s experience with the process. The writing of the reflection displays a reasonable though novice level of engagement in scholarly reflective practice.
3. 3: Satisfactory
27.88 points
A reflection is presented, but is overly vague and only weakly describes the learner’s experience with the process. The writing of the reflection displays little attempt to engage in scholarly reflective practice.
2. 2: Less Than Satisfactory
24.82 points
A reflection is present, but fails to address all requested elements.
1. 1: Unsatisfactory
0 points
A reflection is either missing or not evident to the reader.
Synthesis and Argument
17 points
Criteria Description
Synthesis and Argument
5. 5: Excellent
17 points
Synthesis of source information is present and scholarly. Argument is clear and convincing presenting a persuasive claim in a distinctive and compelling manner. All sources are authoritative. The synthesis and argument in the paper are of publication caliber.
4. 4: Good
15.47 points
Synthesis of source information is present and meaningful. Argument shows logical progressions. Techniques of argumentation are evident. There is a smooth progression of claims from introduction to conclusion. Most sources are authoritative.
3. 3: Satisfactory
13.94 points
Synthesis of source information is present, but pedantic. Argument is orderly, but may have a few inconsistencies. The argument presents minimal justification of claims. Argument logically, but not thoroughly, supports the purpose. Sources used are credible. Introduction and conclusion bracket the thesis.
2. 2: Less Than Satisfactory
12.41 points
Synthesis of source information is attempted, but is not successful. Sufficient justification of claims is lacking. Argument lacks consistent unity. There are obvious flaws in the logic. Some sources have questionable credibility.
1. 1: Unsatisfactory
0 points
No synthesis of source information is evident. Statement of purpose is not followed to a justifiable conclusion. The conclusion does not support the claim made. Argument is incoherent and uses non-credible sources.
Thesis Development and Purpose
17 points
Criteria Description
Thesis Development and Purpose
5. 5: Excellent
17 points
Thesis and/or main claim are clear and comprehensive; the essence of the paper is contained within the thesis.
4. 4: Good
15.47 points
Thesis and/or main claim are clear and forecast the development of the paper. They are descriptive and reflective of the arguments and appropriate to the purpose.
3. 3: Satisfactory
13.94 points
Thesis and/or main claim are apparent and appropriate to purpose.
2. 2: Less Than Satisfactory
12.41 points
Thesis and/or main claim are insufficiently developed and/or vague; purpose is not clear.
1. 1: Unsatisfactory
0 points
Paper lacks any discernible overall purpose or organizing claim.
Mechanics of Writing
17 points
Criteria Description
Mechanics of Writing
5. 5: Excellent
17 points
Writer is clearly in command of standard, written, academic English.
4. 4: Good
15.47 points
Prose is largely free of mechanical errors, although a few may be present. A variety of sentence structures and effective figures of speech are used.
3. 3: Satisfactory
13.94 points
Some mechanical errors or typos are present, but are not overly distracting to the reader. Correct sentence structure and audience-appropriate language are used.
2. 2: Less Than Satisfactory
12.41 points
Frequent and repetitive mechanical errors distract the reader. Inconsistencies in language choice (register), sentence structure, and/or word choice are present.
1. 1: Unsatisfactory
0 points
Mechanical errors are pervasive enough that they impede communication of meaning. Inappropriate word choice and/or sentence construction are used.


