
KES 371 WI/Indigenous Health and Wellness (face to face) (Fall 2022) 
 
Assignment:  A ten-to-twelve-page research-paper on students’ own genealogy and relationship to indigenous health 
and well-being. Minimum of five sources, which can include any of the following:  review of documents, newspapers 
articles, personal interviews, mo’olelo, archives, book chapters and peer reviewed/ academic journal articles. APA style. 
Needs to include the following sections: (1) Introduction and a clear thesis, (2) Review of Literature, (3) body paragraphs 
that support thesis, (4) conclusion which is a summary of key points, and (5) References. 

Methodology:  Four readers external to the department served as evaluators and read sixteen papers using the Written 
Communication Rubric (WC) and the Writing Intensive Rubric (WI).  However as one paper was not accessible (probably 
due to a corrupted file), scores are only for fifteen (n = 15) papers. Scoring follows. 
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Paper 1         
Reader 1 3 2 3 2 2 3 2 
Reader 2 3 2 3 2 3 2 2 

 3.00 2.00 3.00 2.00 2.50 3.00 2.00 
 I’m not sure about the use of first person in the essay, although the student does seem to have a 

connection with the group under discussion. The paper had reasonable organization but goes off 
topic in some places. There were some issues with the use of transitions and sentence structure. 

Good inline citations.  
Paper 2         

Reader 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
Reader 2 2 3 2 2 2 2 2 

 2.00 2.50 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00 
 As with the first paper, I’m not sure about the use of first person. I imagine this is an artifact related 

to the course itself. Sentence structure could be improved. This one could have also benefited from 
more formal citations.  

Paper 3        
Reader 1 4 3 4 3 3 2 3 
Reader 2 3 3 4 3 3 3 3 

 3.50 3.00 4.00 3.00 3.00 2.50 3.00 
Paper 4        

Reader 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
Reader 2 3 2 2 3 3 2 2 

 2.50 2.00 2.00 2.50 2.50 2.00 2.00 
Paper 5        

Could not be  
opened 

       

Paper 6        
Reader 1 3 3 4 3 3 3 3 
Reader 2 3 3 4 3 3 3 3 

 3.00 3.00 4.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 
Paper 7        

Reader 1 3 3 3 4 2 2 3 
Reader 2 3 3 3 3 2 2 2 

 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.50 2.00 2.00 2.50 

https://hilo.hawaii.edu/blog/accreditation/core-competency-programmatic-assessment-indicators/written-communication-rubric/
https://hilo.hawaii.edu/blog/accreditation/core-competency-programmatic-assessment-indicators/written-communication-rubric/
https://hilo.hawaii.edu/academics/wi/documents/academics/wi/WritingAssessmentRubric_CL.pdf


Paper 8        
Reader 1 3 3 3 3 2 2 2 
Reader 2 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 

 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 2.50 2.00 2.00 
Paper 9        

Reader 3 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 
Reader 4 2 2 2 3 2 3 2 

 2.00 2.50 2.50 3.00 2.50 3.00 2.50 
 Minor issues with sentence structure.  

Paper 10        
Reader 3 3 3 3 4 3 2 2 
Reader 4 3 2 2 4 3 3 3 

 3.00 2.50 2.50 4.00 3.00 2.50 2.50 
 As with the other papers, there is a lot of first-person narrative here. The first paragraph has a 

sentence that begins with the word “And.”  There are other places in the paper where this occurs. 
There are also some problems with subject verb agreement.  

  I like that there were graphics inserted into this one.  
Paper 11        

Reader 3 3 4 3 3 3 4 3 
Reader 4 4 4 3 4 4 3 3 

 3.50 4.00 3.00 3.50 3.50 3.50 3.00 
 Really good beginning paragraph. Overall, the paper is well written but needs to incorporate 

commas for transitions and for joining two independent clauses.   
Paper 12        

Reader 3 3 4 3 3 3 4 4 
Reader 4 4 3 3 2 3 3 3 

 3.50 3.50 3.00 2.50 3.00 3.50 3.50 
Paper 13        

Reader 3 4 4 4 3 4 4 4 
Reader 4 4 4 3 3 4 4 4 

 4.00 4.00 3.50 3.00 4.00 4.00 4.00 
 Excellent overall paper. The paper makes good use of statistics and references to underscore its 

main points.  It should be noted that there are some scientific problems with BMI, which is the 
underlying basis for a lot of the conclusions.  

Paper 14        
Reader 3 3 4 3 3 4 3 3 
Reader 4 3 3 3 4 3 3 3 

 3.00 3.50 3.00 3.50 3.50 3.00 3.00 
 Some minor issues with spacing of words. The paper also wanders a bit between nuclear testing, 

family secrets, and the history of the Marshall Islands. References could have been more thorough.  
Paper 15        

Reader 3 3 3 2 2 2 2 2 
Reader 4 3 4 3 3 3 3 3 

 3.00 3.50 2.50 2.50 2.50 2.50 2.50 
 The title covers the main idea of the assignment, but could have been a bit more specific. This one 

uses 1st person like a lot of the other papers. Reasonable collection of references.  
Paper 16        

Reader 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 
Reader 4 2 2 3 2 3 2 2 

 2.50 2.50 3.00 2.50 3.00 2.50 2.50 



 This one is written in 1st person. Some issues with not using commas when connecting two 
independent clauses. Some sections of the essay tended to repeat themselves.  
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*Please note that for the following: Written Communication Scores are based on a four-point rubric and Writing 
Intensive scores on a three-point scale. 

Comments by evaluators: Reader 3 provided feedback on several papers. Overall, readers noted that the 
conceptualization of the health and wellness topic through the lens of personal ethnic backgrounds and genealogy is 
commended for its use of regional specificity (which in turn makes it somewhat difficult for student to plagiarize and 
usually encourages deeper learning of a subject). However, the personal nature of the assignment did seem to trigger 
the use of more colloquial if not conversational prose in some papers, and as a result some also showed problems with 
line of argument and grammar. In the future, it may be helpful to offer a sample writing to elicit the level of academic 
prose desired by the program of its majors; the instructor can also solicit assistance from Kilohana’s writing center. 

 Response by Program (closing the loop): The department recognizes the challenge of writing a paper that is a personal 
story, which includes personal lived-experience and researched topics concerning indigenous health and wellness. To 
improve the quality of writing, students will be given specific instruction on how to combine writing about their personal 
genealogy with analytic writing about aspects of indigenous health and wellness. Furthermore, students will be provided 
with a sample of well-written academic prose to support them in the completion of their assignment. 


