
Kadynce Sanders: SA #5 Feedback 

 

Here are some benchmarks or goals that you should keep in mind as you create your Source Analyses. I 

will use these as I provide feedback and evaluation. I’m looking not only at how you perform on any one 

individual Source Analysis, but also how you demonstrate growth in this area across the semester. 

 

Criterion Novice Level Competent Level Proficient Level 

Source ID Does not fully cite or 

identify the source. Makes 

no connections between the 

source and community 

partner. 

Fully identifies the 

source, but does not use 

an established 

bibliographic citation 

style, for example, MLA 

or APA. Makes 

connections between the 

source and community 

partner. 

Fully identifies the source 

and uses (without error) 

established citation style. 

Makes connections 

between the source and 

community partner. 

Context Analysis is missing 

information about the 

creator, the time of creation, 

its intended audience, or its 

format. 

Analysis contains some 

or all of a discussion 

about the creator, time of 

creation, intended 

audience and format, but 

some areas are 

incomplete or inaccurate. 

All of the context pieces 

are present, and they are 

discussed in full. 

Summary Analysis is missing some or 

most of the important facts 

about the source’s content. 

As a rule of thumb: A good 

summary is about 25% of 

the length of the original 

source. 

Analysis contains most of 

the important facts about 

the source’s content, but 

some areas are 

incomplete or inaccurate. 

A good summary is about 

25% of the length of the 

original source. 

All of the important facts 

about the source content 

are covered. A good 

summary is about 25% of 

the length of the original 

source. 

Analysis Analysis is missing the 

argument contained in the 

source. Analysis contains 

only some of the main 

takeaways of the source. A 

good analysis may be 

longer than a summary. 

Analysis contains most or 

all of the argument or 

main takeaways, but 

some of this is still 

missing or inaccurate. A 

good analysis may be 

longer than a summary. 

Analysis contains all of 

the main takeaways, and 

these are fully developed. 

A good analysis may be 

longer than a summary. 

Grammar/Style Several grammatical errors, 

over-use of “passive voice”, 

lack of clarity or specificity 

in presentation. 

Few grammatical errors 

or over-use of “passive 

voice”, a better sense of 

clarity and specificity in 

presentation. 

No (or virtually no) 

grammatical errors. 

Presentation is clear, 

precise, and specific to 

the assignment. 

Formatting & 

Presentation 

Does not make use of a 

bibliographic formatting 

style in source ID and 

overall presentation has 

serious or repeated issues. 

Makes use of a 

bibliographic formatting 

style in source ID and the 

overall presentation is 

neat and organized, with 

only a couple of issues. 

Makes full and accurate 

use of a bibliographic 

formatting style in source 

ID and the overall 

presentation is neat and 

organized. 

 



Comments on Source Analysis #5: (Submitted on October 22) 

 

Kadynce, 

 

Nice job on this. I’m glad that all of the CODE scholars had this 2nd opportunity to visit the Gardens and 

get a deeper and more serious look at the history. Your photograph shows that past attempts to tell the true 

and complex story of the Gardens and Shaw have not worked well. Like all wicked problems, the 

daylighting of this history needs a lot of work, a lot of research, and representation from diverse voices 

and knowledge. 

 

 


