FTS: Introduction to Sports Psychology

Reflection #4


Reflection #4: Nobel Conference
This reflection will provide you with an opportunity to continue your thinking about self-confidence. Please write a clearly organized, thoughtful paper based on the below criteria. The rubric is provided on the second page.
· Length: At least three pages
· Format: Doube-spaced, typed with your name, date, and title (Reflection #4: Nobel Conference)

· Content: See below
· Due date: Beginning of class #23
· Other notes:
        Viewing: Either attend the lecture in the INSERT LOCATION or watch the video being    

             displayed in INSERT LOCATIONS, or other locations on campus.  Tickets for the Nobel 
             Conference are available at the INSERT LOCATION.  The program for the conference, which 
             lists the times for all of the lectures, is available at:  INSERT WEBSITE. It is suggested that 

             you attend the lecture with others from this FTS!
Content: Answer all three of the following questions…
1. What are the principal new findings or arguments that the speaker is trying to communicate?  How do they differ from older or alternative arguments?

2. What strategies does the speaker use to try to persuade the audience?  In particular, what kinds of appeals (ethical, logical, emotional) does the speaker use? To what extent do you believe this appeal was effective? Please make sure to provide evidence for your answers.
3. How well did the speaker’s style fit the situation?  For example, was the delivery too formal or informal?  Was a broad audience able to understand the speaker?  Did the speaker use visual aids effectively?

See rubric on next page
RUBRIC

	
	1
	2
	3
	4


	Questions #1 and #3
	Paper does not accurately summarize arguments and/or speaker’s style 

	Paper superficially summarizes arguments and/or speaker’s style 
	Paper sufficiently summarizes arguments and/or speaker’s style 
	XXXXXXXX

	Question #2
	Paper does not explicitly address appeal
	Paper inaccurately identifies appeal
	Paper accurately identifies appeal, but does not provide evidence
	Paper accurately identifies appeal, and provides sufficient evidence 


	Readability & Convention
	Paper’s meaning is impeded due to many errors in grammar, usage, spelling and punctuation.
	Paper is readable, though there are several errors in grammar, usage, spelling, and punctuation.

	Paper contains a 
few (if any) minor errors in grammar, usage, spelling, and/or punctuation.
	XXXXXXXXXX
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