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Evaluation Argument (Value claim thesis) assignment

you perceive as an author is that | (your audience)

ne of the following subjects although | am
g to get me to change
3,4,and 7 from the

Step one is to choose a subject. The problem that
don’t agree with your aesthetic or moral based opinion on o

- f ; iy
open minded. You will be arguing that your opinion is better than mine and tryi

o . - 2.
my mind to agree with your opinion. The assignment will fulfill course outcomes 1,

syllabus. Choose one of the following subjects to evaluate.

A controversial musician or band or song Bill Cosby

A controversial athlete A controversial author or writing

president Barack H. Obama Media’s effect on body image

College tuition rises Net Neutrality

Ellensburé, WA ‘) Online “Revenge” Pornography

Y

Step two is to choose your value word for the paper’s thesis (your overall opinion to argue). | wantyou
to use a word or words from the list below because the following words are very vague and can be
defined a number of ways during your paper. This will hopefully give you more freedom to play with
definition methods.

e o= S (
um@@_} | Terrific Degrading Terrible
[ Beautiful | Hideous Asinine Uplifting

L (2 :
Amoral Obtuse Moral\ Effectivi"x
k=l ) Wit

Once you construct your thesis, you need to define your value word in the body of your paper using at
least three definition methods (first part of the pro body). Then you need to match the subject to the
definition using at least two pieces of research (second part of the pro body). You need a con argument
also containing one piece of research that disagrees with your thesis. The paper needs standard
introduction and conclusion sections and a Works Cited page. The paper length should be around four-
six pages, typed and double spaced. .
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p < rd, Rogerian, or
5Pts. Con points are clearly stated and logically refuted using E|th§r stafnda S of afalysis-
Hegelian (creates the need for a new thesis in the paper’s conclusion) form

Refutation clearly supports the paper’s thesis.
sis
3pts. Con points are unclear or not refuted well or do not clearly support the thesi

2 pts. Con points are unclear and not refuted well and do not clearly support the thesis

1 pts. Con points are stated but not refuted

0 pts. Missing

Content (PRO Body definition section)
5 pts. Value is defined adequately using at least three methods of definition (stipulation,
negation, dictionary quote, or example).
3 pts. Value is defined but remains unclear. Uses only two methods of definition. Paper does

not have a thesis.

2 pts. Value is defined but remains unclear. Uses only one method of definition.

Content (PRO Body topical section)
5 pts. Content argues the thesis in a way that is Unified, Coherent, and Cohesive, reflecting
careful contemplation and logical analysis on the part of the reader.

4 pts. Problems with Unity or Coherency, and may not be very Cohesive but reflects careful

contemplation and logical analysis on the part of the reader.

3pts Content does not reflect careful contemplation and logical analysis on the part of the
reader due to insufficient analysis or points which are too simplistic or not enough research

being used. No Thesis.
and may not be very Cohesive, and does not

2 pts. Major problems with Unity and Coherency,
on the part of the reader.

reflect careful contemplation and logical analysis
O pts. Missing

This paper can / cannot be rewritten

Rewrite policy: To rewrite, fix the mistakes noted and make the corrections suggested on this

paper. Submit your corrected paper along with this paper by . The maximum grade you
can achieve on the rewritten Paper is a B. Rewrites will not be accepted after the date given and

without this original paper resubmitted.

Total point: out of 30
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Argumentative Evaluation (Value Claim thesis) grade sheet

Criteria:

Introduction and Conclusion

5 pts. Introduction is attention getting, sets up the content of the paper, and addresses the

significance of the issue. Conclusion reminds reader of important concepts and leaves the
reader thinking about the issue (if Hegelian logic is used in the paper’s con section, it will be
required to discuss your new, broader thesis at this point). Thesis is clear and a value claim.

3 pts. Introduction is boring, or does not set up the content of the paper, or does not address
the significance of the issue. Conclusion does not remind the reader of important concepts or
does not leave the reader thinking about the issue. Paper does not have a thesis or Introduction

or Conclusion missing

2 pts. Introduction is boring, and does not set up the content of the paper, and does not address
the significance of the issue. Conclusion does not remind the reader of important concepts and
does not leave the reader thinking about the issue. Thesis is clear but not a value claim.

0 pts.Introduction and Conclusion missing

Research Integration

5 pts. Quotation is correct and MLA format, Paraphrase and Summary are correct, Works Cited
page is correct, research quality is appropriate and credible

4 pts. Quotation has some small problems with punctuation or formatting or Works Cited page
has small problems with punctuation or formatting

3pts. Research quality is not appropriate or not credible or Paraphrase and Summary are not
cited properly

2 pts. Quotation has some major problems with punctuation or formatting and Works Cited
page has major problems with punctuation or formatting, and research quality is not

appropriate or not credible

Grammar

5pts. Virtually no mistakes
4 pts. A few mistakes which do not limit the readability
TEE pts. Many mistakes that limit readability

vts. Virtually unreadable




