Definitions (5%) | Explanation (15%) Hm:ﬂﬁcﬂ.m (25%) | Counterarguments Examples (5%)
RS N (5%) / /
A M’Mmhm%”m”:wm are o_.mm.._w The views of others (both Your own arguments have Where appropriate, Where examples are
ined; definitions Hm_@ what they say and why they | clear and adequate support, | counterarguments to used, they are clear and
sense, and .”w: potentially say it) are clearly described and it's clear how the your own view are =<m—w and they add to the
nc::..o«m..m_m_ elements of the and explained. All relevant support relates to the claims | presented. These =saowmﬂw=&= of the
.momd_:os are explained and features of their views are being made. counterarguments are points being Wmam. 1tis
justified. . included. strong and treated obvious how they relate
There are no mxnm.mm.:\m or charitably. Responses are | to the main claims of the
superfluous definitions. clear and convincing. paper.
C | Key terms are generally The explanations of others’ There is support for Counterarguments are
defined, although the views are too briefand/or

definitions may be too brief to
demonstrate understanding or | understanding. May be
difficult to follow. Insufficient | uncharitable to others. May
support is provided for the

leave out important parts of
definitions. others’ views.

arguments, but itis
sometimes difficult to figure
out exactly what itis. An
effort has been made, but the
support is generally
inadequate. Many key claims

Examples are present,

but there are too many or
too few of them. Their
relevance to the pointis
not explained. They are
either overly detailed or

considered, but they're
unclear to demonstrate very weak. The paper
deals with
counterarguments

uncharitably or
Some superfluous definitions.

incorrectly. Responses not detailed enough,
are asserted but not argued | are inadequate. distracting from rather
for. than adding to the paper.
F | Key terms are generally not Others’ views are not The paper mostly consists of | Obvious
defined. If there are

There are either no
explained, or are explained assertions, with almost no
definitions, they are incorrect

counterarguments are examples, where
extremely uncharitably, or argument. Where supportis | not considered. examples are necessary,
and/or not explained; or there | the explanations are provided, it is extremely or there are long, drawn-
are many superfluous extremely difficult to follow. difficult to figure out how it out examples where none
definitions. is supposed to connect to the

are necessary.
main claims.

This is the rubric I will use to grade all of your written work in this class. When I grade
the categories that apply to each question. (For example, if a qu

primarily on Explanation. If a question asks yo provide a counterargument, and support that

counterargument, I will be grading you on Explanation, Support, and Counterarguments.) When | grade the final pa

per, L will grade it
using all of these categories. If you have questions about how [ am grading a particular question, or about how to use this rubric to

interpret your grades, I encourage you to speak with me outside of class.

the take-home exams, I will only grade them using
estion asks you to explain someone else’s reasoning,

1 will be grading you
u to explain someone else’s reasoning,



Use of literature (15%) w,:awmmla.swz‘mm @?@l\ hanics (3% | Question (10%) | ?E.EQ (1%) | \
Literature is used appropriately | The paper's introduction clearly lays Citations are used Mipartsofthe | Allviews are presented
and makes sense within the outthe main thesis and the restof | wherever appropriate. | questionare accurately, charitably,
context of the paper. When used, | the paper. The different topics flow Grammar, spelling and | answered and completely.
quotationsare neither oo short | naturally andare clearly marked | syntax all work. completely.
nortoo long, The significance of | with transitional sentences. The
concepts and quotations from the | conclusion presents the main

literature is clearly explained. | findings of the paper.

C | Too many quotationsortoo few. | The paper hasan introduction anda | Citations are generally Several 3& of | Some a.z.%w inthe
iterature used is somewhat conclusion, but they are ineffective. present but sometimes the questionare | presentation ofthe
disconnected from the argument | [deas are sometimes disjointedor | missng, Some grammatical | rushed through, | views, but the

it supporting, The significance of | difficult to follow. or spelling errors. or one part ofthe | argument is relatively
quotations is sometimes not questionhas | unaffected by them.
explained. been completely
unanswered.
F | The paper either uses no The introduction and conclusion are | Citationsare nonexistent. | Siguificant parts | The views presented

lterature or is mostly composed | completely absent or off-topic. deas | Grammatical, etc.errors
of quotations, which are clearly

out of place.

of the question | are extremely
donot connect with each otheratll. | sgnificantly ntexfere with | are completely | uncharitably distorted

The paperts very diffcultto follow. | the readability of the essay. | leftunanswered. | or completely
incorrect.

Additional deductions

» Uptoten percent offfor improper formatting, (The amount of the deduction s based on whether your improper formatting gives you

anunfair advantage, e, ifyou single-rather than double-space to work around the length requirements. Formatting ervors that do
not give you an unfair advantage will receive smaller deductions)

v Uptotwo percent off for each of the following smaller mistakes: significant improper ciation, failure to anonymize, font much too
large or too small, etc.

o Three percent offfor every day the assignment i late including i its late on the day t's due),
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