Philosophy 152

Grading Standards for Second Paper
Formatting:

· ID page:  after the LAST page, add a page with nothing but your name, and “Second Assignment.”  This allows me to grade all papers anonymously.

· At most 3 pages (not counting ID page), double spaced, at least 10pt font and 1” margins.

· Do not put your name anywhere on the paper except for your ID page.

· Please staple all pages together.

Content & Style:

Keep your introduction very short:  you only need to tell me the subject you want to talk about.

Your writing should be clear, grammatically correct, and have correct spelling.  By “clear” I mean that it should be easy for me to tell what you are trying to say; if I have to struggle to understand a sentence, whether because of your grammar or spelling or writing style, this is a problem.  It is much better to write simply and clearly than fancily and unclearly.

You can use “I” all you want, and feel free to address me directly.  I don’t care if your writing is somewhat informal (although it should not be very slangy or ungrammatical, should be properly capitalized, and should contain nothing like “what r the reasons 4 us to criticize this premise?”)

Follow the order given in the grading standards below.

Grading:

An A paper will:

Part 1:

· Lay out an argument in the following form:

· If X then Y

· If Y then Z

· Thus, if X then Z

· The argument is about things being good or bad or right or wrong (in the sense we have been talking about in class); the Z part is either “partly good,” “overall good,” “partly bad,” “overall bad,” “right,” “wrong,” or “acceptable.”

· You explain what you mean by each premise.

· Any terms that might be vague, ambiguous, or unclear are defined or explained.

· You give reasons for believing the premises.

· These are reasonable – I may not agree with them, but I can accept that a reasonable person could believe them and believe that they show the premises are true.

· The argument is not one from any of the readings we have done in class.

Part 2: 

· Gives a criticism of one premise.

· Since the premise is a conditional sentence, this will be an example that is intended to show the premise is false (an X that is not Y, or a Y that is not Z).

· Explains the example, why someone might believe it, and how it is supposed to show the premise is false.

· If what you said about the example in this section were true, it would show that the premise is false.

· The criticism is something that a reasonable person might believe.

· This example is not one we discussed in class.

Part 3:

· Gives a criticism of the conclusion.

· Since the conclusion is a conditional sentence, this will be an example that is intended to show the conclusion is false (an X that is not Z).  This example is different from the one you used to criticize your premise.

· Explains the example, why someone might believe it, and how it is supposed to show the conclusion is false.

· If what you said about the example in this section were true, it would show that the premise is false.

· The criticism is something that a reasonable person might believe.

· This example is significantly different from the one you use in Part 2.

· This example is not one we discussed in class.

Part 4:

· Defends the argument from both criticisms.

· Clearly explains how the examples do not show that the premise or the conclusion is false.

· Your view is reasonable.

· If what you said about the examples was true, they would not in fact show that the premise or the conclusion is false.

Overall:
· Make no significant grammar, spelling errors, or vocabulary errors (by significant I mean “errors which alter the meaning of sentences or make sentences hard to understand”), and very few insignificant ones

· The entire paper is clear – I can understand every sentence the first time I read it

B papers will:

Part 1:
· Lay out an argument in the following form [replacing the X, Y, and Z with real words and ideas]:

· If X then Y

· If Y then Z

· Thus, if X then Z

· The argument is about things being good or bad or right or wrong (in the sense we have been talking about in class).

· You explain what you mean by each premise.

· What you say overall makes sense, although not every detail is entirely clear.

· You give reasons for believing the premises.

· These make sense, and I see how they are supposed to give support for the premises.

· This argument is not from any of the readings.

Part 2:
· Gives a criticism of one premise.

· Since the premise is a conditional sentence, this will be an example that is intended to show the premise is false (an X that is not Y, or a Y that is not Z).

· Says why the example is supposed to show the premise is false.

· Says why someone might believe what you say about the example.

· Based on what you say, I can see why someone would not have to be crazy to think this shows the premise is false.

Part 3:
· Gives a criticism of the conclusion.

· Since the conclusion is a conditional sentence, this will be an example that is intended to show the conclusion is false (an X that is not Z).

· Says why the example is supposed to show the conclusion is false.

· Says why someone might believe what you say about the example.

· Based on what you say, I can see why someone would not have to be crazy to think this shows the premise is false.

· This example is different from the one you use in Part 2.

Part 4:
· Defends the argument from both examples.

· Explains how the examples do not show that the premise or the conclusion is false; your ideas are overall clear, but not in every detail.

· Your view makes sense.

· If what you said about the examples was true, they would not in fact show that the premise or the conclusion is false.

Overall:

· Make very few significant spelling, grammar, or vocabulary mistakes, and none which make sentences impossible for me to understand

· Most of the paper is clear – I can understand most sentences the first time I read them – and no absolutely crucial parts are unclear (meaning I can’t understand them at all).

