
The Good, 
The Bad, 
And the 
So-So

Consider these qualities of a good juror: 

• open-minded 
• more interested in understanding the evidence than in “winning”
• a team player
• objective and unprejudiced
• observant
• patient
• polite
• respectful of others
• precise but also flexible in thinking
• empathetic

Pick three jurors to write about:
 

1. one of them should be someone you consider to be a pretty good juror; 
2. one should be a pretty bad juror; 
3. one should be kind of in-between, maybe a minor contributor to the jury deliberations.

Then write a paper in three sections – one for each juror. Don’t worry about an introduction or conclusion. 
We’ll deal with them later.

Begin each section with a topic sentence that makes some claims about what makes that juror pretty good … 
or pretty bad… or pretty in-the-middle.

The rest of each section goes on to support those claims with evidence from the play and from the movie. You 
should be making more than one point about each juror and using more than one piece of evidence to support 
it. Use direct quotations when you can and do your best to describe the action and the conversations when 
dealing with the movie. Even though the play and the movie aren’t the same, you may draw from both of them, 
whichever fits the points you are making. (You can distinguish them by writing “In the play...” or “In the movie...”)

You will be need to have at least one successful example of each kind of quote in your essay answers:

• full-sentence quotations,
• run-in quotations, and 
• indented quotations.

A good paper will have multiple points/quotes for each juror and probably two or more paragraphs for each. It 
will have details from the movie that go beyond quotes — it will describe things you saw that showed the 
quality of the juror.  A so-so paper will have lots of points, but be unbalanced in evidence and thought — some 
jurors will be explored less deeply than others. A weak paper will have one paragraph and only one or two 
points per juror.
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Thesis &  
Introduction

The central idea is 
clear. Funnel opening 
moves the essay into a 
deep discussion and 
gives an interesting con-
text 

The essay features a  
central idea that  
moves the essay into  
a discussion that 
goes beyond plot 
summary into a fo-
cused exploration of 
the book.

Although the essay’s 
central idea is stated, 
the essay relies heav-
ily on plot summary 
rather than an explo-
ration or discussion of 
the texts.

The essay lacks 
a central idea; 
ideas are sum-
marized rather 
than discussed.

Textual  
Support

Key ideas are fully illus-
trated, supported by apt 
quotations, used correct-
ly and by specific details

Key ideas are illus-
trated by relevant 
quotations and perti-
nent details

Key ideas are insuffi-
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the writer’s ideas may 
be less prominent that 
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support
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not supported 
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Quotation 
Sandwiches

Your evidence comes in 
the form of direct quota-
tions from the text. 
These have been formed 
into quotation sand-
wiches in which you 
prepare for and explore 
the quote. They also 
include citations for 
page numbers and cor-
rect punctuation for 
quoting.
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are used, but the 
quotes aren’t format-
ted properly or you 
don’t show all 3 
types of quotes.

Multiple problems in 
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formatting, example 
of 3 tuypes of quotes,  
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not formatted into 
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quoted evi-
dence or quotes 
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formatted into 
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Spelling, punctuation, 
grammar, and usage are 
superb with little or no 
errors.

Errors in spelling, 
punctuation, gram-
mar, and usage are 
infrequent and do not 
distract the reader or 
detract from the 
piece. 

While errors in cor-
rectness do not inter-
fere with overall sense 
of the essay, they are 
frequent enough to 
distract the reader.

Errors are so 
severe and 
numerous that 
they interfere 
with clarity and 
sense.

Depth: This essay is exceptional 
in its inquiry into more 
subtle evidence from the 
texts and/or it sophisti-
cation of ideas.

This essay covers 
key points of the 
topic but does not 
examine more subtle 
evidence or ideas.

This essay is a fairly 
literal exploration of 
the topic.

This essay 
shows a lack of 
understanding 
of the topic.
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Coherence

The essay holds togeth-
er; the ideas are con-
nected to each other and 
clearly developed.

The essay moves 
forward, as ideas are 
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The essay deals with 
the subject but ideas 
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