This essay serves to demonstrate how carefully you have read and thought about the learning materials in Part 3. In writing your paper, you should rely entirely on Part 3 PowerPoints, videos, Steven Hill’s book Europe’s Promise, and on assigned portions of William Drozdiak’s book Fractured Continent. 
In general, the essay is a debate between the European Way and the American Way. More specifically, it argues whether the European Way is—or is not—the best hope for an insecure future. There is not a right or wrong position for you to take in this debate. Your paper should reflect a well-informed and persuasive perspective. 
Mechanics: 
· Length should be more than 1500 words. Indicate number of words at end of the essay. 
· Number pages. Single-space throughout paper (no extra spaces between paragraphs). 
· Use only 3 direct quotations as requested below; elsewhere paraphrase and use your own words. 
Examples how to cite sources within your paper: ▪ (Hill, p. 304). 
▪ (Drozdiak, p. 213).
▪ (PPT 1: Slide 24, The Roma).
▪ (Video: Europe’s Forgotten Citizens) 
· Do not include additional materials/resources. No bibliography or reference list is needed. Content: 
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• • 
• 
Select any 3 of the 7 major parts in the Hill textbook.
In each of the 3 parts you have chosen, find a single-sentence quotation that clearly represents Hill’s major theme in that part. The 7 parts/themes in Hill’s book are: 
Part One, Social Capitalist Europe Part Two, Healthy Europe
Part Three, Sustainable Europe Part Four, Global Europe 
Part Five, Pluralist Europe
Part Six, Concept of Europe Part Seven, Will Europe Survive 
Organize your paper according to the example below: 
Provide Title of Your Essay 
Introduction: Define and summarize several major differences between the European Way and the American Way, as presented by Hill. Why is this contrast relevant to our understanding of global politics? 
Quote 1: “Type here a direct quote from one of the Hill parts” (Hill, p. #). Summarize the meaning and context of the quote you chose. Then, discuss the specific evidence Hill provides for this idea/argument. You can pull evidence from anywhere in his book but be sure to cite the pages where you find this support. Next, refer to specific information from at least 1 PPT and 1 video from Part 3 course materials and fully explain exactly how the info supports Hill’s quote/argument. Remember to provide citations as shown above. 
This is the second paragraph relating to the bolded quote above. Here, provide a counter-argument to Hill’s idea expressed by that quote. You can support this opposing view with logic, PPTs and/or videos, but it is essential that you also support this position by fully discussing relevant and specific ideas/information from the Drozdiak reading. Remember to provide page number citations from Drozdiak as shown above. 
Quote 2: “Type here a direct quote from a different Hill part” (Hill, p. #). Thus, each quote is treated as above (two-paragraph format). Use different PPTs, videos, and Drozdiak references for each quote. Continue so there are a total of 3 quotes from 3 different Hill parts making up your essay. 
Quote 3: “Type here a direct quote from a different Hill part” (Hill, p. #). See above. 
Conclusion: Express your overall perspectives of the Hill and the Drozdiak readings. Then, state which side of the debate is more convincing to you based on the specific evidence provided, or not provided, by the authors. That is, explain why you believe the European Way is—or is not—the best hope for an insecure future. 
(Indicate # words at end of paper) 
Assessment: The following rubric will be used to grade your paper. Paper worth total of 20 points. Late submission: See syllabus for late policy. 
Grading Rubric for Essay Paper 
Note: Word count is important but is not the only factor when assessing the essay. Paper is assessed on quality of discussion and evidence provided for each side of the debate. 
18-20 Excellent! Length is more than 1500 words. Meets and even exceeds all guidelines in terms of content and mechanics. (A) Shows extensive use and analysis of Part 3 materials as evidence and cites at least the minimum number of relevant 
PPTs, videos, reading selections. Is well-organized, clearly written, and contains few-to-no grammar/spelling errors. 
16-17.5 Good. Length is 1000-1500 words. Meets nearly all guidelines. May lack reference and full discussion of one or two
(B) required course materials. May be heavy on summary and light on analysis or reflection of evidence. Is clearly written and 
formatted as instructed, but may include several grammar or spelling errors. 
14-15.5 Adequate. Length is 750-999 words. Shows effort but does not meet several guidelines. Inadequate reference to required (C) course materials. May be heavy on summary and light on analysis or reflection of evidence. Does not follow format as 
instructed, is not clearly written, and/or includes many grammar or spelling errors. 
12-13.5 Inadequate. Length is 500-749 words. Shows some effort but does not meet many content or mechanical guidelines. (D) 
11.5-0 Unsatisfactory. Length is less than 500 words. Shows little effort and fails to meet most guidelines. (F) 
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