Modern US History
Unit 2: Gilded and Progressive Eras

Muckrakers Project

50 Points
Muckrakers-  Investigative journalists who wrote about corruption in business and politics, hoping to bring about reform.
· Ray Stannard Baker   Following the Color Line   (lynchings)
· Ida Tarbell      History of the Standard Oil Company  (unfair business practices) 
· Lincoln Steffens   The Shame of the Cities  (political corruption)  
· Jabob Riis   How the Other Half Lives  (NY slums)
· David Graham Phillips   The Treason of the Senate  (corruption in the US Senate)   
· Frank Norris  The Octopus  (railroad corruption)
· Upton Sinclair   The Jungle  (labor and food safety)
· John Spargo  The Bitter Cry of the Children  (child labor) 
· Samuel Hopkins Adams  The Great American Fraud  (drug safety)
Project Overview
Listed above are some important Progressive journalists and one of their significant published works. These journalists helped spread the reform message and gave Progressive politicians the popular support needed for effective reform. 
Working with one partner, you both will select one of the listed muckrakers and then create a review sheet which will be presented in class and then used as part of the content that is studied in this unit.   

Procedure: 
1. Each group will research one (1) of the above authors using the textbook and internet resources. 
2. Research findings will be used to construct a chart which will need to be copied and distributed to the class. 
3. The one page (1pg) review sheet should be typed, 12 pt font,  and include the following:
a. At the top a title, names in group, and course section should be shown
b. synopsis (brief summary) of the book and identify social injustices exposed in the book
c. legislation proposed or enacted to address the issues identified as well as the effectiveness of these laws or policies
d. Two different direct quotes from the author’s work should be included.  For each quote, the group must write 2-3 sentences identifying text that supports their claims of the social injustices exposed in that muckraker’s work.  
e. A MLA formatted works cited page should also be included (as the 2nd page of this project); at least 2 different sources (than our course textbook) should be included. 
4. Review sheets will need to be submitted to turnitin.com by the end of class on Thursday, 27 Oct.  
5. Mr. Greer will make copies of these review sheets to distribute in class on Monday, 31 Oct.  Each group will make a brief presentation about their muckraker at that time.  
Muckrakers Research Project Rubric


50 Points

	
	Improving  
	Adequate 
	Good 
	Excellent 

	1. Review Sheet Format

10 pts
	Sheet did not follow all project requirements 

Sheet has 2-3 issues with formatting. 

There are 5 or more conventions errors
	Sheet followed all requirements

Basic formatting is observed

There are 3-4conventions errors
	Sheet followed all requirements

There are 1-2 conventions errors
	Sheet followed all requirements
Sheet is neatly and clearly formatted

There are no conventions errors

	2. MLA Works Cited Page

10pts
	Missing the works cited page (must resubmit and late penalties apply)

Only 1 source was cited

WC page contains 3 or more conventions errors

WC page contains 1 or more MLA formatting errors
	At least 2 sources were cited

WC page has only 1-2 MLA conventions errors and no formatting errors
	At least 3 sources were cited

WC page follows all requirements for MLA formatting
	Four or more sources were cited
WC page follows all requirements for MLA formatting

	3. Synopsys of Work

10pts
	Missing a summary

Summary is either too short, long, or is vague or confusing in trying to describe the social issues contained in the author’s work. 
	Basic summary of work which identifies at least 1 social issue. 


	Clear summary of work which identifies 2 social issues. 


	Clear and detailed summary of work which identifies 3 or more social issues. 
Summary is no more than 6-7 sentences long in paragraph form. 

	4. Legislation Proposed and or Adopted; Effectiveness

10pts
	One or no pieces of relevant legislation were identified

Each identified piece may or may not have been followed to see if it was passed into law or not

Attempted to analyze each piece of legislation but mostly unclear or vague statements
No analysis was proved as to why the identified pieces of legislation were successful or not


	At least 2 key pieces of relevant legislation were identified

Each identified piece was followed to see if it was passed into law or not

Each identified piece was analyzed on its effectiveness with at least 1 relevant reason why for success or failure given
	At least 2 key pieces of relevant legislation were identified

Each identified piece was followed to see if it was passed into law or not

Each identified piece was analyzed on its effectiveness with 2 relevant reasons for success or failure were articulated
	At least 3 key pieces of relevant legislation were identified
Each identified piece was followed to see if it was passed into law or not

Each identified piece was analyzed on its effectiveness with 3 or more relevant reasons for success or failure were articulated

	5. Two Primary Source Quotes

10pts
	Only 1 or no relevant, direct quotes from the author’s works were included.  
Brief statements may or may not have been made for each quote.

Statements about the quotes do not directly cite specific text from the work to help prove claims of social issues.
	Two separate direct quotes were included on the sheet; one may not contain text of identified social issue(s).
A brief statement for each that shows how the text supports claim of social issue is present but might not be very clear. 
	Two separate direct quotes were included on the sheet

A brief statement for each that showed how the text supports the claim was present. 
	Two separate and relevant direct quotes were included on the sheet.
A brief statement for each that clearly showed how the text supports claim of social issue was present. 


Other Project Notes

1. Turnintin similarity report on the text that students create (i.e. categories 3, 4, and 5) must be less than 10% or else the project will be returned and then late consequences will be applied.

2. Project submitted 1 day late – by 8am on Sunday 30 Oct – 15% deduction of final mark.

3. Project submitted 2 days late – by 8am on Monday 31 Oct – 30% deduction of final mark.

4. Project submitted more than 2 days late up to 13 November – 50% of final mark.  After the 13th no credit can be earned.  

