“Shooting An Elephant” 2-3 Page Writing Prompt/ Analysis 

In paragraph 3, Orwell's narrator says that the incident of shooting the elephant "in a roundabout way was enlightening. It was a tiny incident in itself, but it game me a better glimpse than I had had before of the real nature of imperialism-- the real motives for which despotic governments act." 

What does he see as "the real nature of imperialism," and how does this incident reveal that nature? 

(p. 985 in Language of Composition book)
Possible Writing Plan:
1. A/P- What is Orwell’s opinion on the “real nature of imperialism”

2. Set the scene 

1. Paragraph three

3. Quote to Qualify

1. Tie quote from prompt to original claim (loop)

4. Set the Scene

1. New paragraph

5. Quote to Qualify

1. Introduce and connect new quote to reinforce Orwell’s opinion on imperialism (loop)

6. Loop for Logic

1. Abstract loop to claim for conclusion
Summative Analysis

George Orwell “Shooting An Elephant” 

“Nature of Imperialism”

9-8 These essays offer a well-focused and persuasive analysis of how the narrator’s attitude toward the nature of imperialism based on isolated instances. Using apt and specific textual support, these essays explore how Orwell’s rhetorical style and specific focus on specific examples of how imperialism contributes to the meaning of the work as a whole.  Although not without flaws, these essays make a strong case for their interpretation and discuss the literary work with significant insight and understanding.  Generally, essays scored a 9 reveal more sophisticated analysis and more effective control of language than do essays scored an 8.  (95-100%)

7-6
These essays offer a reasonable analysis of use of how the narrator’s attitude toward the nature of imperialism based on isolated instances. These essays explore how Orwell incorporates specific examples, diction, and rhetoric to analyze how they contribute to his attitude toward his situation.  Although these responses show insight and understanding, their analysis is less thorough, less perceptive and/or less specific in supporting detail than that of the 9-8 essays.  Generally, essays scored a 7 present better-developed analysis and more consistent command of the elements of effective composition than do essays scored a 6.  (91-94%)

5 These essays respond to the assigned task with a plausible reading, but they tend to be superficial or thinly developed in analysis.  They often rely upon plot summary that contains some analysis, implicit or explicit.  Although these responses attempt to discuss how the narrator’s attitude toward the nature of imperialism based on isolated instances, they may demonstrate a rather simplistic understanding of the work as a whole, and support from the text may be too general.  These essays demonstrate adequate control of language but may be marred by surface errors.  They are generally not as well conceived, organized, or developed as 7-6 essays.  (80-90%)

4-3 These lower-half essays fail to offer an adequate analysis of the narrator’s attitude toward the nature of imperialism based on isolated instances. The analysis may be partial, unsupported, or irrelevant, and the essays may reflect an incomplete or oversimplified understanding of how Walls purposely uses detail and rhetorical schemes. Essays may not develop a response to how this particular emotion contributes to the work as a whole, or they may rely on plot summary alone.  These essays may be characterized by an unfocused or repetitive presentation of ideas, an absence of textual support, or an accumulation of errors; they may lack control over the elements of college-level composition.  Essays scored a 3 may contain significant misreading and demonstrate inept writing.  (65-80%)

2-1 Although these essays make some attempt to respond to the prompt, they compound the weaknesses of the papers in the 4-3 range.  Often, they are unacceptably brief or are incoherent in presenting their ideas.  They may be poorly written on several counts and contain distracting errors in grammar and mechanics.  Remarks are presented with little clarity, organization or supporting evidence.  Particularly inept, vacuous and/or incoherent essays are scored a 1.  (less than 65%)

Assessment Checkpoints
· Develops clear, strong, debatable, and insightful claim

· Includes critical information about the author, title, genre
· Supports claim with relevant, cogent, well-developed examples 

· Provides examples from multiple and varied sections of the novel 
· Maintains appropriate balance between quotes and ideas

· Properly cites parenthetical quotes (Orwell para. ___); (para.___)
· Sets the context for quotes and follows up with appropriate, relevant, and insightful discussions

· Loops back to thesis after major points
· Obvious variety in rhetorical structure (Schemes, sentence levels)
· Maintains focus of topic and control of writing

· Shows evidence of MLA formatting
