
Art 211/211Y: Spring 2010 
Module Exercise 3: Internet Art 

Tasks / Technical Requirements / Directions for Submission  

1. Your task for Module Exercise 3 is to write an art criticism response about one of the Internet art projects / sites listed in the drop-down menu available 
below. Your response should be concise but thorough and reflect consideration of Mark Tribe's "Step-by-step Method for Critiquing Art Works" (included 
below).  Mark Tribe (of Brown University) developed this handy guide as a means to assist viewers in critiquing art works. While not all of the "steps" in the 
guide may be applicable to net-based art, many of them are. Use the guide as a helpful way to examine and consider your response to the site you 
critique. Finally, be sure to review your writing to make certain that it is as refined as you can make it. 

2. Your response to this assignment is to be 400 to 500 words in length. 
3. The paper should be conceptually polished and fully edited when submitted as a finished product to the designated ANGEL Drop box.  
4. The document is to be double-spaced, and typed in a 10 or 12-point Times or Arial font and saved as a single file in RTF (rich text format) or DOC 

(Microsoft word) file format. When submitting the file to the ANGEL Drop box, please identify the file in the following manner “yourlastname_1.xxx. For 
example, a Microsoft Word file submitted by the instructor would be labeled “hartranft_1.doc”. 

All assignments must be submitted to the ANGEL drop box set up for "Module Exercise 3" and received in the drop box by 5:00 PM February 19, 2010. 

Late submission of assignments: Papers or projects that are submitted late or incomplete (i.e., past their due date and time or missing required components) will be 
subject to a 9-point penalty for every 24 hours or portion thereof that they are submitted late or remain incomplete, including weekends and holidays. No credit will 
be earned for work submitted more than 5 days after the project due date. 

Evaluation Criteria: Module Exercise 3 contributes 45 points to final semester grades. The rubric shown below describes the evaluation criteria that will be used for 
the assignment. Please note that this assignment will be submitted by the instructor for review to Turnitin.com for instances of plagiarism or possible misuse of 
research information and sources. Evidence of such actions may result in the student receiving a failing grade and referral for additional academic sanctions. 

Standards ► Distinguished Proficient Adequate Poor Unacceptable 

Evaluation Criteria ▼           

Fulfills assignment / 
Content (20 pts.) 

Exceeds the conceptual, 
technical, and any research 
requirements of the 
assignment in a distinctive 
manner in all areas. All 
required content is fully 
addressed with a richly 
detailed and insightful 
discussion of main issues. 
(18 – 20 pts.) 

Meets the conceptual, 
technical, and any research 
requirements of the 
assignment with distinction 
in some areas. Required 
content is accurately 
addressed with a thorough 
discussion of main issues. 
Connections are made to 
the referent reading as 
expected and are well 
stated but not presented in 
a particularly reflective 
manner. (16 – 17 pts.) 

Meets the conceptual, 
technical, and any 
research requirements 
of the assignment in all 
areas in an adequate 
manner. Required 
content is accurately 
addressed with an 
adequate discussion of 
main issues but may 
reflect superficial 
treatment of some 
issues. (14 – 15 pts.) 

Satisfies most of the 
assignment requirements 
with one or two 
exclusions or deviations. 
Required content may be 
addressed but the 
discussion of main issues 
is poorly presented and 
reflects very superficial in 
treatment of issues. (12 – 
13 pts.) 

Does not satisfy the 
basic project 
requirements or 
demonstrates major 
and inappropriate 
deviations from 
assignment 
expectations. Content 
that is addressed 
demonstrates 
extremely shallow 
discussion of main 
issues.  (0 – 11 pts.)  

Organization & writing 
style (10 pts.) 

Writing includes an 
original, clear, and well-
sequenced progression of 
ideas. All pts. are 
exceptionally well 
developed and presented 
in a manner that 
demonstrates considerable 
reflection. The writing style 
is exceptionally clear and 
articulate. (9 – 10 pts.) 

Writing includes an 
original, clear, well-
sequenced progression of 
ideas. All pts. are well 
developed and presented 
in a fully understandable 
and rational manner. The 
writing style is clear. (8 
pts.) 

Writing includes an 
original, clear, and well-
sequenced progression 
of ideas. All pts. are 
developed and 
presented in a rational 
manner. The writing 
style is clear. (7 pts.) 

Original commentary is 
absent or, if present, does 
not reflect clear or 
coherent thought. Not all 
of the work are identified 
and labeled according to 
the project directions or, 
if they are, the 
information contains 
numerous factual errors. 
(6 pts.) 

No supporting 
information or detail is 
provided. Original 
commentary is 
completely missing. 
Works are not 
identified or labeled. 
(0 –5 pts.) 

Writing mechanics (i.e., 
grammar, spelling, 
punctuation (10 pts.) 

Absence of mechanical 
errors: careful editing / 
proofing, correct use of 
writing mechanics, and 
sophisticated sentence 
structure. References are 
fully and properly identified 
in text / bibliography with 
no errors.   (9 – 10 pts.) 

Very few mechanical errors 
present. Sentence 
structure communicates 
effectively but may not be 
especially nuanced or 
sophisticated. References 
are fully identified in text / 
bibliography but may 
contain one or two errors. 
(8 pts.) 

Mechanical errors 
present. Likely due to 
oversight but may 
detract from an 
otherwise appealing and 
effective writing. 
References are 
identified in text / 
bibliography but with 
two or more errors. (7 
pts.) 

Difficulties with basic 
mechanics severe enough 
to compromise the 
author’s ability to 
effectively communicate. 
(6 pts.) 

Writing is incoherent 
and demonstrates 
pervasive patterns of 
errors in word choice, 
sentence structure, 
grammar, and usage. 
(0 – 5 pts.) 

Works cited / visual 
images (5 pts.) 

References are fully and 
properly identified in text / 
bibliography with no 
errors.  Referent image(s) is 
/ are fully identified and 
properly embedded in 
document or a functioning 
URL is provided. (5 pts.) 

References are fully 
identified in text / 
bibliography but may 
contain one or two errors. 
Referent image(s) is / are 
fully identified and properly 
embedded in document or 
a functioning URL is 
provided. (4 pts.) 

References are 
identified in text / 
bibliography but with 
two or three errors. 
Referent image(s) is 
/are fully identified and 
properly embedded in 
document or a 
functioning URL is 
provided. (2 – 3 pts.) 

References are listed but 
contain numerous errors 
or are only partially or 
incompletely identified. 
Referent image(s) is / are 
not fully identified or it 
may not be properly 
embedded in document 
nor a functioning URL 
provided.  (1 pt.) 

References are 
missing. Referent 
image is not identified, 
embedded in the 
document, nor a 
functioning URL 
provided.  (0 pts.) 

 


