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Name:
Checklist: Confection Project


	Criteria
	0
	1
	2
	3
	4

	1: the extent to which the project develops a genuinely rich, and useful visualization of a concept or complex idea, creating a sense of analytical depth.
	
	
	
	
	

	2: the extent that the project results in a telling analysis of what Edward Tufte calls an “intriguing concept” for “instructed viewers” (135)
	
	
	
	
	

	3: the degree to which the confection develops its analysis by visually defining the topic’s parts and indicating their relationships
	
	
	
	
	

	4: how well each part is elaborated (visually) as a dynamic set of ideas/relationships (in a tableau, scene, or cluster), rather than being presented simply with a single symbol, label, or icon.  
	
	
	
	
	

	5: the degree to which the design and representation of the parts conceptually suggest the relationship among the parts, and thus visually integrate them
	
	
	
	
	

	6: the extent that the parts are easily distinguishable from one another and from details of the background.
	
	
	
	
	

	7: the degree to which the choices of visual style (for example, photorealism vs. simplicity vs. abstractness, to use McCloud’s terminology) are used to direct and focus the viewer’s attention, making “reading and seeing and thinking identical” (Tufte 151).  
	
	
	
	
	

	8: how consciously and effectively the choice of genre is considered and applied. 
	
	
	
	
	

	9: whether the confection invites the eye to “think” through the parts and to see them as visual components of the overall topic.   Background and layout are appropriate for the genre and audience.  
	
	
	
	
	

	10: the extent that the layout and background meaningfully organize the parts into compartments or (a) imagined scene(s) or a hybrid of these (Tufte 127), avoiding “administrative bloat” (125) so that the background does not overwhelm the elements in the foreground.
	
	
	
	
	

	11: how thoughtfully the project is analyzed in a in a formal, well-written, grammatically correct commentary of at least 500 words (about 2 double-spaced pages), speaking to the criteria above
	
	
	
	
	

	12:  how well the commentary compares the project's purpose and method with at least three examples of confections discussed in class, either in print or online (including any your classmates found and included in the online forums)
	
	
	
	
	

	13:  how effectively the commentary usefully and appropriately employs quotations from Tufte’s book at least twice.   
	
	
	
	
	

	14:  that the commentary thoughtfully employs--and elaborates its use of--the critical vocabulary from Tufte or from other class materials The use of these terms should be productive and seem natural, rather than forced and mechanical. These critical terms should appear in bold.
	
	
	
	
	

	15:  whether all outside references in the commentary--including online ones--are correctly cited using MLA-style in-text citation format and bibliographic documentation at the end of the commentary
	
	
	
	
	


4. Exemplary results in this category.  This project would serve as a publishable model for what this assignment, and this class, is intended to teach.  

3. Excellent results that provide a worthy example for other students in the class.   

2. Good, solid work in this category with further opportunities for development
1. Effort is evident here, though results are not sufficiently realized.   

0. Results not evident or explicit, or very marginal. 

Class Rank           _________
Percentage Grade _________

