Essay


4-6 pages, double spaced, 1 inch margins, MLA format citations. (But you are graded on content (like how well you have explained the concepts) not on length of paper).
In this paper, you are to answer the following questions in a thesis-driven paper, considering the arguments of at least TWO philosophers, with at least one of which we have read in class:
Are there moral truths, or is morality relative to individuals or to cultures?
· 8.2, 8.3, and Rachels, "The Challenge of Cultural Relativism" are the relevant readings here
Along with the basic general paper elements included in the rubric, your paper must contain the following content:
1. A clear thesis
2. An argument or arguments in support of your thesis
3. A potential objection to the claim made in your thesis
4. A response to that objection that is consistent with and makes sense given your original argument for your thesis (but does not simply restate the same argument)
It is acceptable for your argument and the objection you consider to be a clear explanation of a philosopher’s argument—you do not need to come up with your own unique argument (your thesis, for example, could say, “Following Mackie, I will argue that the problem of evil shows that the traditional monotheistic God does not exist…”). Do NOT rely on quotations for your argument--instead, you should explain the author's argument in your own words. If you use quotations, you must fully explain what the author is saying and explain how it support your argument.
If you use a philosopher we did not read for class, you must cite from an original philosophical source (rather than a summary article, for example). It’s also your responsibility to make sure the author is a credible academic and the article is published. Make sure you do not plagiarize--any instances of plagiarism will result in a 0.
 
Make sure you look at the rubric for this assignment!  This rubric is a slight variation of the philosophy department's  grading rubric, which you can 





Rubric
Introduction to philosophy papers (1) (1)
	Introduction to philosophy papers (1) (1)

	Criteria
	Ratings
	Pts

	This criterion is linked to a Learning OutcomeThesis
		10 to >9.0 pts
Full Marks
1) Fully articulates what the context of the argument will be; 2) fully and clearly articulates in one sentence what the author will argue in the paper; 3) Thesis is not overly general or simplified 3) Paper stays on topic, arguing this thesis every step of the way.
	9 to >8.0 pts
Great
1) Articulates what the context of the argument will be; 2) fully and clearly articulates in one sentence what the author will argue; 3) Thesis is not overly general or overly simplified 4) Paper stays on topic, clearly arguing this thesis throughout
	8 to >7.0 pts
Good
1) Generally articulates what the context of the argument will be; 2) fully articulates in one sentence what will be argued in the paper 3) generally stays on topic, offers some critical analysis, and is not over simplified.
	7 to >6.0 pts
Acceptable
1) Offers little or no context for the argument; 2) vaguely or partially articulates what is being argued; 3) offers little or no critical analysis and/or presents over simplified thinking.
	6 to >0.0 pts
Unacceptable
1) offers no context for the argument; 2) may not articulate a primary argument anywhere; 3) offers little or no critical analysis and/or presents over simplified thinking.
	0 pts
No Marks
No thesis statement present



	10 pts

	This criterion is linked to a Learning OutcomeOrganizational Statement
		10 to >9.0 pts
Full Marks
1) Presents a clear & direct statement/framework at the beginning that tells the reader each step the paper will take, often in one sentence; 2) the reader should be able to anticipate how the paper unfolds, step-by-step, and why.
	9 to >8.0 pts
Great
1) Presents a clear statement/framework at the beginning that tells the reader the steps the paper will take 2) the reader should be able to anticipate how the paper unfolds, step-by-step, and should be able to discern why.
	8 to >7.0 pts
Good
1) Presents a general statement/framework at the beginning that tells the reader how the paper will go, often in one sentence; 2) the reader should be able to anticipate how the paper unfolds, step-by-step, but may not understand why
	7 to >6.0 pts
Acceptable
1) Presents a vague or partial statement/framework at the beginning that tells the reader some of the things the paper will discuss, possibly in multiple sentences; 2) the reader may have to infer how the paper will unfold, but may not understand why it would
	6 to >0.0 pts
Unacceptable
1) Presents no clear statement/framework, but the reader can vaguely figure out from introduction context; 2) the reader may be unable to make an inference about how the paper will proceed, or why it should.
	0 pts
No Marks
No organization statement present at all.



	10 pts

	This criterion is linked to a Learning OutcomeReasoning
		10 to >9.0 pts
Full Marks
1) Train of thought exhibits substantial depth, fullness, and complexity of thought; 2) Chooses the best evidence to support that train’s path and arguments are fully and clearly explained; 3) Expresses views without resorting to discriminatory, inappropriate, or troubling arguments and topics.
	9 to >8.0 pts
Great
1) Train of thought exhibits depth, fullness, and complexity of thought; 2) Chooses the best evidence to support that train’s path and arguments are for the most part fully explained; 3) Expresses views without resorting to discriminatory, inappropriate, or troubling arguments and topics.
	8 to >7.0 pts
Good
1) Train of thought exhibits some depth, fullness, and complexity; 2) Demonstrates general comprehension of the material with less than ideal evidence or arguments are not fully explained; 3) Expresses views without resorting to discriminatory, inappropriate, or troubling arguments and topics.
	7 to >6.0 pts
Acceptable
1) Train of thought exhibits little depth, fullness, and/or complexity; 2) Demonstrates some comprehension of the material with simplistic or repetitive use of evidence; 3) Thinking may express slightly discriminatory, socially offensive, and/or illogical views throughout the paper.
	6 to >0.0 pts
Unacceptable
1) Train of thought exhibits no depth, fullness, and/or complexity; 2) Demonstrates little or no comprehension of the material that is contradictory, repetitive, or irrelevant evidence; 3) Thinking is driven by discriminatory, socially offensive, and/or illogical views.
	0 pts
No Marks



	10 pts

	This criterion is linked to a Learning OutcomeEvidence
		10 to >9.0 pts
Full Marks
1) Seamlessly incorporates and explains the relevance of arguments and quotations from other sources accurately (including counter-arguments and responses to counter-arguments); 2) uses a variety of sources that meet the requirement of the assignment; 3) substantively uses assigned materials as appropriate; 4) evidence is explained entirely accurately and fully
	9 to >8.0 pts
Great
1) Seamlessly incorporates and explains the relevance of arguments and quotations from other sources accurately (including counter-arguments and responses to counter-arguments); 2) uses a variety of sources that meet the requirement of the assignment; 3) substantively uses assigned materials as appropriate; 4) evidence is explained gernally accurately and fully
	8 to >7.0 pts
Good
1) Incorporates and explains the relevance of arguments and quotations from other sources appropriately; 2) uses more than one source, technically meet the requirements of the assignment, 3) substantively uses assigned materials as appropriate; 4) evidence is explained well, but not fully
	7 to >6.0 pts
Acceptable
1) Incorporates arguments and quotations from other sources without appropriate contextualization or explanation of their relevance; 2) uses only one source 3) uses assigned materials in a tertiary manner 4) evidence and its relationship to the argument are not explained well enough
	6 to >0.0 pts
Unacceptable
1) Fails to identify or include arguments from outside sources, fails to address any counter-argument, and offers little explanation; 2) Little or no source evidence is used; 3) uses assigned materials in a tertiary manner, or fails to cite assigned course materials (i.e., uses internet sources instead)
	0 pts
No Marks



	10 pts

	This criterion is linked to a Learning OutcomeOrganization
		10 pts
Full Marks
1) The argument’s focus is abundantly clear to the reader; 2) paragraphs build upon each other and the author makes it clear how ideas are connected from previous paragraphs are connected to each other, and logical, fluent transition sentences are used between each step.
	9 pts
Great
1) The argument’s focus is clear to the reader; 2) paragraphs build upon each other in a clear way, and logical, fluent transition sentences are used between each step.
	8 pts
Good
1) The argument’s focus is generally clear to the reader; 2) the use of transition sentences lends a sense of progression and coherence.
	7 pts
Acceptable
1) The argument’s focus is unclear to the reader; 2) some, mostly formulaic transitions are used, providing little or no sense of progression for the reader.
	6 pts
Unacceptable
1) Transitions and sense of progression of the argument are absent.
	0 pts
No Marks



	10 pts

	This criterion is linked to a Learning OutcomeImplications/Conclusions
		10 pts
Full Marks
1) Offers a clear and novel re-statement of the argument that shows how the thesis has been argued/proved and ties the paper together; 2) thinks ‘out loud’ about the next thing to question, assuming the current thesis has been proved; 3) no over simplifications are present.
	9 pts
Great
1) Offers a clear re-statement of the argument that shows how the thesis has been argued/proved that ties the paper together; 2) thinks ‘out loud’ about the next thing to question, assuming the current thesis has been proved; 3) May be someone simplified, but not overly so
	8 pts
Good
1) Offers some re-statement of the argument that shows how the thesis has been argued/proved; 2) does not think ‘out loud’ about the next thing to question, assuming the current thesis has been proved; 3) some over simplification may be present.
	7 pts
Acceptable
1) Simply re-states the thesis with little or no reflection on the meaning of it, or its logical consequences; 2) oversimplified and does not add anything new to the paper.
	6 pts
Unacceptable
1) Offers poor or partial re-statement of the thesis with little or no reflection on the meaning of what was argued, or its logical consequences; 2) oversimplified and does not add anything new to the paper
	0 pts
No Marks
No conclusion present



	10 pts

	This criterion is linked to a Learning OutcomeAcademic tone
		10 to >9.0 pts
Full Marks
1) The author’s tone is mature, consistent, and not grandiloquent; 2) specialized terms are appropriately introduced, defined, and used accurately.
	9 to >8.0 pts
Great
1) The author’s tone is mature, consistent, and not grandiloquent; 2) specialized terms are appropriately introduced, defined, and used accurately; 3) Very occasional lapses in tone present
	8 to >7.0 pts
Good
1) The author’s tone is usually appropriate; 2) specialized terms are usually introduced, defined, and used accurately.
	7 to >6.0 pts
Acceptable
1) The author’s tone is inconsistent, and may lapse into colloquial forms of address, like ‘you’ and ‘me’ (recognizing that ‘I’ is always appropriate for philosophical writing); 2) specialized terms are used superficially.
	6 to >0.0 pts
Unacceptable
1) The author’s tone is superficial and stereotypical, reading more like oral address than academic essay; 2) specialized terms, if present, are typically misused.
	0 pts
No Marks



	10 pts

	This criterion is linked to a Learning OutcomeCitations
		10 to >9.0 pts
Full Marks
1) Cites and formats sources accurately and consistently in text; following the current MLA guidelines: 2) includes complete works cited
	9 to >8.0 pts
Great
1) Cites and formats sources accurately and consistently in text; following the current MLA guidelines: 2) includes complete works cited; 3) one or two errors may be present.
	8 to >7.0 pts
Good
1) Generally cites and formats sources accurately, but displays consistency; 2) includes complete works cited; 3) several patters of error may be present.
	7 to >6.0 pts
Acceptable
1) Attempted, but awkward use of citation styles; 2) incomplete work cited or no works cited present; 3) Inaccurate references and/or patterns of error may be present.
	6 to >0.0 pts
Unacceptable
1) Fails to cite and format sources accurately, if at all; 2) no works cited may be present; 3) overall poor attempt to show consistent citation.
	0 pts
No Marks
No attempts at citation or formatting at all.



	10 pts

	This criterion is linked to a Learning OutcomeClarity
		10 to >9.0 pts
Full Marks
1) The author consistently phrases their thoughts clearly; 2) as a reader, I do not have to work to understand any sentences.
	9 to >8.0 pts
Great
1) The author consistently phrases their thoughts clearly for most of the paper; 2) as a reader, I do not have to work to understand the majority of the sentences.
	8 to >7.0 pts
Good
1) The author usually phrases their thoughts clearly; 2) as a reader, I have to do some work to understand a few sentences.
	7 to >6.0 pts
Acceptable
1) The author is, at times, wordy and may use unclear phrasing/vocabulary; 2) as a reader, I have to do too much work to understand sentences.
	6 to >0.0 pts
Unacceptable
1) The author is frequently wordy and frequently uses unclear phrasing/vocabulary; 2) as a reader, I can’t typically follow what the author is saying without feeling unsure of their intended meaning.
	0 pts
No Marks



	10 pts

	This criterion is linked to a Learning OutcomeGrammar/syntax
		10 to >9.0 pts
Full Marks
1) Paper contains very few sentence level errors (not including citation issues); 2) No errors obscure the author’s meaning; 3) full heading, title, page numbers present.
	9 to >8.0 pts
Great
1) Paper contains few sentence level errors (not including citation issues); 2) No errors obscure the author’s meaning; 3) full heading, title, page numbers present.
	8 to >7.0 pts
Good
1) Paper contains infrequent sentence level errors (not including citation issues); 2) No errors obscure the author’s meaning; 3) missing heading, title, or page, etc.
	7 to >6.0 pts
Acceptable
1) Paper contains a wide range of errors (not including citation issues); 2) One or two errors might obscure the author’s meaning.
	6 to >0.0 pts
Unacceptable
1) Contains consistent error patterns that impede comprehension.
	0 pts
No Marks



	10 pts



