
Nomen: ____________________ 
Aeneas Project – Part I 

 Emerging (3 points) Developing (4 points) Proficient (5 points) 

Analysis 
(2x) 

Student does not cite 3 similarities 
and 1 difference between founding 
figures. 

Student does not give adequate 
reasons why these similarities are 
shared, and why the difference 
exists. 

Student lacks identifiable thesis. 

Student cites 3 similarities and 1 
difference between founding figures. 

Student gives some reasons why 
these similarities are shared, and 
why the difference exists. 

Student’s thesis mentions both 
figures and the founding figure 
archetype. 

Student cites 3 similarities and 1 
difference between founding figures. 

Student aptly discusses why these 
similarities are shared, and why the 
difference exists. 

Student’s thesis statement succinctly 
states how both figures fit (or don’t 
fit) into the founding figure 
archetype. 

Writing 
Style 

No identifiable thesis. 

Muddled organization. 

Inappropriate tone. 

Clear thesis. 

Clear organization. 

Tone is at times too casual. 

Clear thesis. 

Clear organization. 

Appropriate tone. 

Nuts and 
Bolts 

Student has written 1.5 pages or less. 

Major mistakes in formatting and 
conventions.  

Student is just shy of 2-page 
requirement. 

Minor mistakes in formatting and 
conventions. 

Student meets or exceeds 2-page 
requirement. 

Correct grammar and punctuation. 

Correctly formatted and stapled. 

 
Score:   Analysis  ___ / 10 
   Writing Style  ___ / 5 

Nuts and Bolts  ___ / 5 
Total   ___ / 20 

 
 



Nomen: ____________________ 
Aeneas Project – Part II 

 Emerging (3 points) Developing (4 points) Proficient (5 points) 

Myth (2x) 

Original myth incorporates 1 or no 
specific elements of legendary 
foundation figures. 

Project is of low quality.  Student 
obviously spent little time on the 
project. 

Original myth incorporates 2-3 
specific elements of legendary 
foundation figures. 

Project is of adequate quality. 

Original myth incorporates 4-5 
specific elements of legendary 
foundation figures. 

Project is of high quality.  Student 
obviously spent significant time on 
the project. 

Essay 

Accompanying essay does not 
address mythical specifically, but 
only generally. 
(Projects lacking accompanying essays will be 
counted as incomplete.) 

Accompanying essay is well written, 
and addresses some uses of mythical 
elements in the original piece. 

Accompanying essay is well written 
and aptly describes the specific use 
of mythical elements in the original 
piece and how this contributed to the 
whole. 

Nuts and 
Bolts 

Student is significantly short of 
length requirement. 

Written materials have major 
mistakes in formatting and 
conventions. 

Student is just shy of length 
requirement. 

Written materials have only minor 
mistakes in formatting and 
conventions. 

Student meets or exceeds length 
requirement. 

All written materials are correctly 
formatted, and have correct grammar 
and punctuation. 

 
Score:   Myth   ___ / 10 
   Quality  ___ / 5 

Nuts and Bolts  ___ / 5 
Total   ___ / 20 

 
 
 


