Name:  ____________________________________________

Period:  ___________
Frankenstein Persuasive Essay Overview
Focus of essay:

Using your Frankenstein vs. Scissorhands chart and your understanding of the novel, determine who best reflects the idea of a “monster” – Victor Frankenstein or the creature, or could it be both?
Criteria:

· Minimum of four paragraphs:  

· brief introduction that includes your thesis, 

· two body paragraphs, each including a clear topic sentence, adequate, accurate evidence from the novel  and thorough explanation of your evidence
· a brief concluding paragraph that wraps up your argument

· 2.0 (Double) spacing, 12 point font in a generic font (Times New Roman, Helvetica, etc.)

· Use of third person (he, she, it, they) Do not use first or second person (I, me, you, us, we, etc.)
Organization:
1st Paragraph - Introduction:

· Briefly discuss the idea of monsters from your own perspective – who are monsters in our society?  What ideas/beliefs are monstrous to you?
· Conclude the paragraph with your thesis; thesis should identify who the true monster is along with two reasons supporting your claim
2nd Paragraph:  Monster in Frankenstein, first argument 
· Consider what actions/decisions/words spoken by either Victor Frankenstein or the creature could be deemed ‘monstrous’  (include at least 2 pieces of specific, embedded evidence)

· Consider how  those actions/decisions/words spoken impact/hurt/negatively affect others (at least 3 sentences for each quote)  
· Conclude with a final statement emphasizing your argument

3rd Paragraph: Monster in Frankenstein, second argument:

· Consider what actions/decisions/words spoken by either Victor Frankenstein or the creature could be deemed ‘monstrous’ (at least 2 pieces of specific, embedded evidence)
· Consider how  those actions/decisions/words spoken impact/hurt/negatively affect others (at least 3 sentences of for each quote)
· Conclude with a final statement emphasizing your argument

4th Paragraph:  Conclusion
· Mimics the introduction by referring back to the larger thematic idea of monsters
· Reasserts your argument
Timeline:

· Tuesday, November 7/Wednesday, November 8 – 2 column notes/prewriting due at the beginning of class
· Tuesday, November 7/Wednesday, November 8 – Lab time to type essay
· Thursday, November 9/Friday, November 10 – Rough Draft due BOP
· Monday, November 13/Tuesday, November 14 – Final essay due to BLEND regardless of attendance to class by 4:25 pm;  Prewriting due in class this day as well.  
SCORING GUIDE
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These essays are exceptionally well written, show unusual insight through commentary/analysis into the topic, are well organized, and support assertions with appropriate (number and quality) textual evidence/examples.  They remain focused on all aspects of the topic and present a unique writer’s voice.
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                   95/93

These essays are also very well written, show clear understanding of and focus on the topic, are well organized, and usually support assertions with appropriate evidence/examples as well as thoughtful commentary/analysis of how examples support assertions.  They focus on all aspects of the topic and reveal the writer’s voice.  Any mechanical or grammatical error is minor.
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                                        90 (7) /85/83/80
These essays are well written, show an understanding of the topic and remain focused on almost all aspects of it.  Assertions may lack enough specific examples/evidence, but the argument is clearly made.  The writer’s voice is somewhat less mature and the commentary not as insightful as that of an 8/9 essay, but it is still evident.  There may be a few errors in mechanics and/or grammar, but only minor ones.
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These essays are for the most part well written and usually remain focused on the topic, but they fail to deal with all aspects of the topic.  The assertions made may be somewhat vague in relation to the topic or a bit superficial in nature.  The supporting evidence may be missing occasionally or not well related to the topic.  There is evidence of commentary but it may be weak or occasionally not well related to the evidence.  There seems to be some evidence of a writer’s voice, but not one of a unique nature.  These essays are usually characterized by some minor errors in mechanics and grammar.
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             75/73/70

These essays have problems with organization and coherence, tend to wander from the topic in places, and deal with only one aspect of the topic, or with all topics in only a superficial manner.  The assertions are too general and are often unsupported by relevant textual evidence/examples.  The commentary is cursory, repetitive, or occasionally missing.  The writing demonstrates weak control of mechanics and grammar, and the writer’s voice is lacking, inconsistent, or inappropriate.
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                     65
These essays fail to focus on the topic clearly, stray repeatedly from the topic, or simply restate the topic without any analysis.  There is poor organization and focus in the writing.  The assertions are weak or unrelated to the topic and are generally unsupported by textual evidence/examples. The writing is characterized by errors in mechanics and grammar.
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These essays fail to deal with the topic, lack organization and coherence, and/or contain many distracting mechanical and grammatical errors. The assertions are not supported with textual evidence and/or commentary.

