Final Argumentative Research Paper Rubric	

1. Paper is 7-9 pages in length and integrates 7-9 credible, relevant, and varied sources, which are cited in MLA format both in-text and on the Works Cited page. 
2. Paper includes a thesis that has evolved from the simple “for or against” argumentative proposition in the Position Paper into a more complex and nuanced argumentative thesis. 
3. Paper has solid main points that relate to the thesis and are supported by evidence and reasoning.
4. Paper includes a thorough counterargument (acknowledgment of opposing viewpoints and rebuttal).
5. Paper contains a strong introduction and conclusion and has a clear and logical structure.
6. [bookmark: _GoBack]Paper is written for an academic audience, which is demonstrated by the writer’s rhetorical and stylistic choices and use of credible sources/correct citation. 

A - Paper meets all of the above requirements, and does everything exceptionally well. The thesis is clear, specific, and contains an element of originality. Main points are fully developed with explanation and analysis geared toward the audience, and are well supported by varied, credible, relevant, smoothly integrated and correctly cited sources. Organization is most effective for the topic, and the paper is united by a relevant and interesting introduction and conclusion, a logical progression of ideas clearly related to the thesis, and smooth transitions. Counterargument is effectively employed, and the writer shows full understanding of opposing viewpoints by addressing and refuting the most important opposing arguments at a logical point within the paper. The writing style is clear, confident, and sophisticated. The writer uses standard formal English, varied sentence structure, and appropriate diction. The paper contains few or no sentence-level errors. 

B -  Paper meets all of the above requirements, and is better than adequately done in most areas. The thesis is clear and specific, but may not be particularly original. Main points are developed with explanation and analysis geared toward the audience, and are adequately supported by a variety of integrated, credible, relevant, and generally correctly cited sources. Organization of the paper is effective for the topic, and the paper contains a relevant introduction and conclusion, a logical progression of ideas related to the thesis, and mostly effective transitions. Counterargument is employed, and the writer shows an understanding of opposing viewpoints by addressing and refuting opposing arguments at a logical point in the paper. The writing style is clear and competent. The writer uses standard formal English, mostly varied sentence structure, and appropriate diction. Any sentence-level errors do not interfere with readability.

C – Paper meets most, if not all, of the requirements adequately. Paper’s thesis is clear, but may be nonspecific, overly simple, and/or unoriginal. Some main points are not developed and/or may lack support. Sources are limited in variety and are not always relevant, correctly cited, and/or integrated (i.e. quotations that are not incorporated, randomly placed information). Organization is generally logical, but may not be the most effective for the topic. The introduction and conclusion are adequate, but may be mechanical or dull. Transitions are not always present or smooth. Counterargument is employed, but may not be placed effectively, and the writer may fail to acknowledge an important opposing point, and/or may not adequately refute those addressed. The writer does not always follow the conventions of standard formal English, and sentence structure and diction are simple, overly informal, and/or awkward. Some sentence-level errors are present and may interfere with readability.

D –  Some of the requirements are met, but one or more of the major elements is missing (the paper may be fewer than seven pages in length, cite fewer than seven sources, or lack a coherent argument). Thesis is unclear, relies entirely on accepted concepts, and/or does not contain a definite argument (i.e. states a fact or personal preference, asks a question, or simply states both sides of an issue). Main points are not developed or logically supported. Sources are incorrectly and/or not always cited, and are only slightly integrated, relevant, varied, and/or credible. Organization of the paper is not logical or effective. Ideas may be repeated, and the paper loses focus and strays from the main point. There are few or no transitions, and the introduction and conclusion are poorly done. There is an attempt at counterargument, but the writer fails to acknowledge major opposing arguments and/or neglects to refute them. The writer may contradict his/her own argument. The paper is characterized by a lack of varied sentence structure, an overuse of informal or simple diction, and awkward phrasing. Errors in grammar and/or spelling are present and may interfere with readability.

F -  Few or none of the above requirements are met (the paper may be excessively brief, contain fewer than seven or no sources at all, or lack an argument entirely). The thesis is not present in the paper, and there are few or no main points. Sources, if present, are cited incorrectly or not at all, and are not integrated, varied, relevant, or credible. The paper does not show a basic understanding of essay structure and does not contain a counterargument. The paper is characterized by significant stylistic and grammatical weaknesses that interfere with comprehension. 

