Assignment 1: Essay - 15%
Related Course Objectives:
 
·       Identify core concepts associated with an analysis of development
·       Distinguish amongst the different views on development
·       Assess the value of the contending approaches for defining development and marking or evaluating progress
 
Assignment Description and Instructions
 
What is ‘development’? How should one mark or evaluate ‘progress’? Is 'decolonizing development' needed?
Explore this issue by way of a review of selected articles (minimum of 6 references, 4-10 pages or 2500 words maximum).
See course set of core and supplemental readings for week 2: The choice of references used is OPEN to you.
 ASSESSMENT DETAILS
Assignment 1 Rubric
	Criteria
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Introduction 
(max. 10 marks)
	Excellent A
	Good B+
	Satisfactory B-C
	Poor F
 

	 
 
 
 
 
	Provides a coherent introduction to the question and offers a clear rationale for the paper
 
Identifies main concepts of relevance
 
Offers a clear initial thesis statement for the essay, identifiable standpoint and outline/approach for the discussion.
	Outlines the significance of the issue
 
Identifies main issues and essay objectives.
 
The thesis statement may offer a standpoint but without contextualization within a field of debate for the issue/question.
	Indicates the researcher’s perspective on the topic and its relationship to topical issues.
 
Does not clearly identify main issues or objectives.
 
 
	Does not fully introduce the issue.
 
Unclear identification of standpoint and objectives; conflicting or shifting statements on the focus of essay.

	Selected Literature Review (max. 30)
	Excellent  A
	Good  
B+
	Satisfactory  B
	Poor 

	 
 
 
 
 
 
 
	Presents a good review of literature selected that presents the researcher’s critical point of view on the topic;
At least 6 references engaged
 
Literature review recognizes main
conceptual issues at stake and work is well cited and referenced.
 
Good range of positions addressed and awareness expressed with respect to the contexts of evidence, sources and standpoints in contest.
	Presents a brief summary of literature reviewed. A few citation and referencing errors are present.
At least 6 references engaged and cited appropriately
	Presents a limited summary of literature reviewed; Several citation and referencing errors are present.
3- 4 references engaged, and identified in citation of sources.
	Review of literature is minimal. Literature is outdated and or improperly cited or referenced.
Less than 4 references engaged and or/ No citations and bibliographic entries.

	Critical, creative thinking and Logical Argument:
(40 maximum)
 
See for review:
https://www.aacu.org/value-rubrics
 
	Excellent  A
	Good  
B+
	Satisfactory  B-C
	Poor 

	
	Strong and innovative engagement with the different perspectives in contest on the question with a balanced and well supported discussion of the issues
 
Clarity of explanations and good expression of own ideas.
 
Smooth flow of the argument with good transition and signposting of steps
 
Strong logical and summative conclusion, with own distinctive voice expressed.
	Good engagement with the different perspectives in contest on the question
 
Fairly well Balanced and supported discussion of the issues
 
Problems in   explanations but good expression of own ideas.
 
 Fairly smooth flow of the argument with good transition and signposting of the steps in the analysis
 
Adequate summative conclusion, with distinctive voice expressed.
	Adequate engagement with the different perspectives in contest on the question
 
Limited support in discussion of the issues
 
Lacking in   explanation and good expression of own ideas.
 
Problems in the flow of the argument and signposting of the steps in the analysis
 
Fair summative conclusion, but without own distinctive voice
	Limited engagement with the different perspectives in contest on the question
 
Not well supported discussion of the issues with erroneous or poor explanations and expression of own ideas.
 
Unstructured argument with weak transition and signposting of the steps in the analysis
 
weak logical position and simplistic or contradictory conclusion

	Effective Written
Communication
 (20)
 
https://www.open.uwi.edu/qau/plagiarism
 
 
 
 
 
	Excellent (A)
	Good (B+)
	Satisfactory B-C
 
	Poor 

	
	Paper is properly formatted, sections are clearly marked and discussion flows logically between sections. 
 
Good use of English and clarity of presentation; follows guidelines for Chicago Manual Style in citation and bibliography
	Paper is properly formatted, sections are clearly marked and logically ordered.
 
Ideas are not always properly organized or expressed.
 
	Paper is fairly well organised into clear, logical structure but lacking in logical flow of ideas
 
But poor use of English, lacking in clarity of expression and technical standards
	Poorly organised and formatted paper with frequent errors and poor use of English
 
Failure to use technical standards for writing and referencing.
 
Inadequate attribution of source materials.

	ID:
Total out of 100
Grade %
	 
 
 
	 
	 
	 


 
 



















Week 2 readings
	
	
	SALI 6200. Beneria.Gender, Develoment and globalisation. Ch 1.pdf



	
	
	SALI 6200. RIST. The History of Development.ch 1.pdf



	
	
	SALI 6200. Wallerstein.Unthinking Social Science- Chapter 7.pdf



	
	
	SALI 6200.Shanin.Progress.The Post Development reader.pdf



	
	
	SALI6200. Beckford.Persistent Poverty.Intro .pdf



	
	
	SALI6200.Girvan. Rethinking development.pdf



	
	
	SALI6200.Kothari Minogue.Feminist and Post colonial Challenges to Dev.pdf



	
	
	SALI6200.McCarthy, Thomas. on Kant and Dev.pdf



	
	
	SALI6200Race in development. Kothari.document.pdf



	
	
	SALI6200ThinkingracethinkingdevelopmentTWQ.2002.Sarah White.pdf



