  Grade:                  /26 points total
Rubric sections and point breakdown: Argument (10 points), Understanding (10 points), Style/Mechanics (3 points) and Organization (3 points)
Argument

     /10

Thesis:
/2


2 points:
 The thesis is clearly stated, is a response that takes a meaningful, debatable position in relation to the prompt and relates to the conclusion of the essay. It is original, insightful, and interesting

.



1 point- .5:
 The thesis is not clearly stated, though it may or may not be obvious. It may be slightly off topic, obviously only true or false, or otherwise less insightful or interesting.



0: 

There is no clear thesis, or it is irrelevant to the essay prompt.

Premises:
/2


2 points: 
The premises themselves, as well as reasons for believing the premises, are clearly stated and logically relate to the thesis.



1 point- .5: 
The premises may be unclear or do not relate well to the thesis of the paper. They may not follow from one another or are not supported well by argumentation or evidence.



0: 
The premises are either totally unrelated to the argument, do not stand in any meaningful relation to each other, or are simply not present i.e., the essay merely restates the thesis.


Support:
/2


2 points: 
The reasons for accepting the evidence provided are clearly stated, are logically related to the topic, and are legitimate. Sources applicable to the assignment are cited and are themselves explained in the context of the argument. Controversial or unusual positions are explained and integrated into the overall argument. (sub-arguments)
1 point- .5:
The support of the arguments is drawn from assumption or common knowledge, rather than from cited texts. If multiple citations are present, it is not clear how they relate to the argument. There are no controversial positions and, if present, the sub-arguments are not well explained or argued for.

0:
There is no support for the arguments presented, or any support is comprised only of speculation/personal experience.


Counter Arguments: 
/2
2 points:
Counter arguments are well considered and explained, and the refutation is charitable to the opposition without undermining the thesis of the essay. 

1 point- .5:
The author may only consider obvious or “straw man” counterarguments, or does not present the opposition in a charitable light (for example, using value judgments rather than reasoned argumentation). There may be no integration of counterargumentation in the essay, instead it is presented as external to the thesis or does not relate to the positive argumentation.



0:
There is no counter argumentation, or any presentation of such is totally irrelevant to the essay and/or the topic.


Logical Progression:
/2
2 points:
The arguments relate to each other in a meaningful way, and progress in an order that builds the reader’s understanding and helps support the thesis.

1 point- .5:
The arguments may not be arranged in a meaningful way, and are instead presented as the author thought of them. They do not relate to each other in such a way as to further the reader’s comprehension of the material. 



0:
There is no attempt at ordering the arguments, or of separating them from one another. It may be too unclear to distinguish between the premises supporting the thesis and the support for the premises themselves.
Understanding   /10

Texts: 
/2
2 points:
The use of external sources is well documented and cited and provides insight into the author’s own positions, as well as meaningful support for the thesis. There is a good balance between cited material and the author’s own words.

1 point- .5:
The materials cited may be overly summarized or described, rather than used effectively to further the thesis. There may be too many sources cited, obscuring the author’s own position; or too little, limiting the demonstration of interaction with other ideas.   



0:
No texts are cited. If texts are present, they are irrelevant to the essay’s topic or are not presented in a way that furthers the argument, and are instead used as summarization, out-of-context citation or otherwise do nothing to further the author’s argument.

Ideas: 

/2
2 points:
The paper contains an original and precise description of the issue or problem, along with a careful consideration of possible alternatives or solutions. The paper contains relevant examples, and indicates the relevant issues the examples highlight.
1 point- .5:
The description of the problem or issue is somewhat unoriginal or imprecise, and possible alternatives or solutions are either not considered, or ill-described. Examples may be given, but it is not made clear how they are relevant.


0:
The problem or issue under consideration is poorly described or is wholly unoriginal. 


Analysis: 
/2
2 points:
The paper successfully breaks the argument, issue, or problem into relevant parts. The connections between the parts are made clear and meaningfully explain the issue at hand.
1 point- .5:
The paper may break the argument, issue, or problem into parts, but some parts may be missing or unclear. The connections between the parts may be somewhat accurate, but do not show any real insight.


0:
The argument is not considered as a series of moving parts, but is instead taken at face value. If the paper breaks the argument, issue, or problem into parts, the connections between ideas are missing or unclear. 

Synthesis: 
/2

2 points:
The paper successfully integrates all relevant parts from various positions or arguments into a coherent whole. The connections between the parts are both clear and insightful.
1 point- .5:
Though the paper may integrate some parts from various sources, positions or arguments into a somewhat coherent whole, connections between the parts are somewhat unclear.


0:
No attempt at unifying disparate parts is made, or there is no attempt at including different positions, arguments or sources.

Clarity: 
/2
2 points:
Sentences are generally complete and grammatical. All words are chosen for their precise meanings. All new or unusual terms are well-defined and concepts and theories are accurately and completely explained. Good, clear examples are used to illuminate concepts and issues. Information presented as support (names, facts, etc.) is accurate



1 point-.5:
Words are not chosen for their precise meanings, or are used in ways that do not help the reader to understand the argument. New or unusual terms may be poorly defined. Key concepts and theories are not explained, or are inaccurately described. Examples may not relate meaningfully to the topic. Information (names, facts, etc.) is mostly 

accurate. 


0:
Examples provided do little to support the argument and are seemingly provided at random. The topic of the paper itself is obscured by long, rambling asides or distractions, or cannot be determined from the information provided. 
Style and Mechanics   
/3

3 points: 

 Paper has been spell-checked and proofread, has minimal errors, and minimizes rhetorical questions and slang. The essay is clearly college level writing.
2 points- 1:
The paper has some grammatical or spelling errors which occasionally obscure the intended meaning. Some editing clearly occurred and the paper is still functionally college-level.


.5-0:
There are frequent grammatical or spelling errors, which persistently obscure meaning. Little or no attempt at editing can be found, and the essay is not written to college-level standards of syntax, grammar or punctuation.
Organization   
  /3

3 points: 
The thesis is clear, and is either contained within the introduction or logically progresses from the structure of the essay. The topic is introduced with minimal fanfare. It is made clear how the paper will get to the conclusion, not in a detailed outline of the paper, but rather in a concise summary of the steps in argument. New premises are each introduced in new paragraphs or sections. The paper uses the conclusion to tie up loose ends (for example, the paper considers objections to the argument to which it is acknowledged there is no space or expertise to respond, or projects how responses may change over time).

1-2 points: 
The thesis is either not contained in the introduction, or is not made explicit in a logical fashion throughout the paper. The topic is introduced in too grandiose of a manner (“Since the dawn of time…”) Separate premises may be clumped together in the same paragraphs or sections. If there are sub-arguments, it is not clear which argument is the main one, and which are secondary. The paper may use the conclusion to tie up some loose ends, but is primarily a restatement of the introduction.

0:
Only the topic is introduced, with no description of the paper. Or, the paper is described inaccurately. It is completely unclear which claims are being used as premises. It is completely unclear how the premises are supposed to support the thesis. Premises are discussed randomly, or not at all. There seem to be many arguments, and it is unclear which is the main one. The conclusion is missing or does not relate to the rest of the essay
