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Corruption Unit Synthesis Assignment: 

Option one: Video/Podcast Response to the following questions

Option two: Blog or written response to the following questions


Task: Students will synthesize the Dr. Philip Zimbardo Ted Talk "The Psychology of Evil" with the documentary film "The 7-5." You should have a thesis, analysis and conclusions. 

PART ONE:
Using Specific Examples/Quotes from the Ted Talk, explain how Dr. Zimbardo would respond to/ react to the film "The 7-5."  Use quotes/situations/specific examples from "The 7-5".  *** Take two-three events from “The 7-5” and have Zimbardo comment on them. Then justify the comment he would make with quotes from his talk. (This is analysis)
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Suggested items students may discuss: 

-Conditions that made corruption possible in the 7-5 
-Advice on how the NY City police could prevent corruption
-What made some police corrupt during this time
-Dr. Zimbardo could reflect on a specific situation or statement that was made in the film
-Anything else that students would like to include


PART TWO – SEPARATE / AFTER YOUR SYNTHESIS, ON THE REAR OF THE PAGE:
[image: ][image: ]​Students explain what they believe to be the 2 most egregious offences that occurred during the film (use detailed and specific examples). Then explain which ones are the worst two. Justify your response with thoughtful analysis.  (BASICALLY, WHAT IS YOUR OPINION)

PART THREE:
Once complete, students must view or read at least three other student responses and comment thoughtfully on them. Thoughtful comments include: adding your own response to their response, asking a poignant question and offering a response, agreeing/disagreeing and stating why. 











SYNTHESIS GRADING RUBRIC - This is a first-draft response and will be assessed as such. 

6 -The six response is superior. 
Demonstrates an insightful understanding of the texts/films. 
The response shows a sophisticated approach to synthesis, including pertinent references / quotes. 
The response has incredibly detailed examples. 
The writing / video / podcast style is effective and demonstrates skilful control of language. 
Despite its clarity and precision, the response need not be error-free. 
-PART 2: Excellent justification of worst two offenses
-PART 3: Detailed, thoughtful and insightful comment on other student work


5 -The five response is proficient, demonstrating a clear understanding of the texts/films at an interpretive level. 
The response clearly synthesizes the concepts within the texts/films. 
References (quotes/paraphrasing) may be explicit or implicit and convincingly support the analysis or argument. 
The response has included mostly detailed examples
The writing / video / podcast is well organized and reflects a strong command of the conventions of language. Errors may be present, but are not distracting. 
- PART 2: Very good justification of worst two offenses
- PART 3: Detailed and engaging comments on other student work


4 -The four response is competent. 
Understanding of the texts /films tends to be literal and superficial. 
Some synthesis is apparent but mainly from one text/film. 
The response may rely heavily on paraphrasing or just retell parts of the texts/films without synthesizing. 
References are present and appropriate, but may be limited. 
Some details / examples but could describe in more detail.
The writing / video / podcast is organized and straightforward. 
Conventions of language are usually followed, but some errors are evident. 
- PART 2: Clear justification of worst two offenses
- PART 3: Comments on other students work in a relatively meaningful way


3 -The three response is a pass. 
Understanding of the texts / films may be partially flawed. 
An attempt at synthesis is evident. References are not clearly connected to the topic or may be repetitive. 
The response may be somewhat underdeveloped and emergent; needs more time. 
Some examples, but not enough to show understanding of text/film
A sense of purpose may be evident, but errors can be distracting. 
- PART 2: Has incomplete or simplistic justification of worst two offenses
- PART 3: Comments on students work but off-topic at times or not necessarily contribute to education


2 -The two response is inadequate. 
While there is an attempt to address the topic, understanding of the texts / films or the task may be seriously flawed. 
A response that makes reference to both texts but refers only fleetingly to one of them is inadequate. 
The response may be seriously underdeveloped. 
Errors are recurring, distracting, and impede meaning. 
- PART 2: Lists two worst offences
- PART 3: Ineffective, off-topic comments on other student work, does not assist with class education

1- The one response is unacceptable. Although the response mentions both texts/films, it is too brief to respond to the topic or there may be a complete lack of control in the film / writing/ podcast.  Does not include worst two offenses. Does not attempt to contribute to the education of others through commenting. 

0 -The zero reflects a complete misunderstanding of the texts / films and/or the task, or is a restatement of the questions. Exclusive reference to only one text / film does not constitute synthesis. 
image1.png
Philip Zimbardo





image2.png
IN1380°S NEW YORK, THE MOST DANGEROUS CRIMINALS WERE

HOLYWO0D EPO

SEVEN FIVE

THE TRUE STORY OF THE CORRUPT COPS WHO RULED NEW YORK

Wi g i

PROTEGT AND SERVE. IN EINEMAS AugusT 14




image3.png
7 Social Processes That Grease
the Slippery Slope of Evil
»Mindlessly Taking the First Small Step
>Dehumanization of Others
>De-individuation of Self (anonymity)
»Diffusion of Personal Responsibility
>Blind Obedience to Authority





image4.png
“0'm neither oo cop or b cop, Jerome. Likeyoursl
'm  complex amalgam ofposiveand negaive peronaliy
it hat emerge o no, depending on circunsances.”





| Option ane: Videorodcat Fasponsa o h olowing uestons

Opion two: oo witn 83900 0 e lowingcustons

Task: Studonis wil synthsizo 1 O, Philp Zmbardo Tod Tak T Paychoiogy o Evi”
e Gosumanian) i Toa 7.5 Yo, Shouk v & ek, anaa St

pART ONE:
Gl Spnih Examlosucte o o To Ta. explin how O Zimbardo.

WOuIdro8pond 1/ 6act 0 th lm “Tha 7-. Uso UGS AUSIOnSSp0cik ampls
rom Tho 75 Taks - trog ovents fom “Tha 7.5 have g commanton
. Toen sty h commor o i ke i cises o i k. (1 1 e

Suagestd hems sdnts my dcuss:

Condtions hat made corpion posse i he 75
Advio on how the NY Gy pocscoldprvent crpion
Vit e come ot compt g i v

O Zimbrdacoud retac on 8 peci shumion o
amont ot was mado  h i

Anfiing oot st o et e

PART TWO - SEPARATE / AFTER YOUR SYNTHESIS, ON THE REAR OF THE PAGE:
‘Sutetscxtanwhathy b 10 h 2 ot aregous ollences htoncurd g
o m (15 Glalod 2n Spoci examps). Thenaxan Whch ones 1 wrs .
ity Yo 109pon wih il anass. (BASICALLY. WHAT 15 YOUR GPIRION)

‘Oncocomploa, studnt mustview o 10 t et e ihr st responses and
Commont moughily onhem Toughilcomments nciode: 36603 Your oo espance
o rospones, 6k 8 Fgnan Qoo and RO 8 1e9poe, Hoeg Beng e

m;mw} I




