WRITING IV - MIDTERM PAPER
Instructions
There are two possible topics for this paper.  The first, and probably the one preferred by most, is simply a continuation of what you have already started in Short Essay assignments 3, 4 and 5.  However, occasionally a student wants an alternate topic;  for those students, see "Topics" below.  Regardless, all essays will be evaluated using the same criteria, and will be required to meet certain minimum standards.  The expected length is a minimum of 1,500 words, with a maximum of 3000.  References are not included in the word count.   You are expected to provide real references for this paper:  no "fake" references can be used on this assignment.  In terms of referencing convention, you may use either APA or ABNT norms, but these formats must be used consistently, and in adherence with their respective rules.  

For this assignment, there is a special Submission Form that you should use, which is downloadable on the class website.

Essay Topics

You may choose to write on either of the following questions:

Continue to develop the topic that you have already started in Short Essay 3, 4 and 5.  Please write your paper on the Midterm Submission Form.  You may format your assignment in using 1.5 or double spaces.
Write an essay that argues for the need for special writing courses for researchers that need to publish in English.  Include a discussion for why the courses are needed, what the content of such courses would be, and how the course should be delivered (taught).  Please write your paper on the Midterm Submission Form.  You may format your assignment in using 1.5 or double spaces.
Assignment rubric
This is a formally assessed assignment that is designed to provide you with the opportunity to show the extent to which you can apply knowledge and skills acquired throughout the course thus far.  Unlike in previous assignments, for this paper you will need to write a full essay.  As a reminder, all cited sources must be real.   This assignment is worth 15% of your total grade.  

The criteria below are further subdivided into three different categories:  Argumentation (which assesses your ability to build an affective argument), Technical skills (which assesses, essentially, your linguistic accuracy and range, as well as ability to follow standard formatting conventions, including references), and Knowledge and understanding, which is linked to the first category, but is chiefly related to a qualitative assessment of the ideas that you put forth.  Furthermore, these criteria have an internal ranking value, so that Argumentation carries the most weight, Technical skills second, and Knowledge and understanding last.
	Score range


	Argumentation (1st)
	Technical skills (2nd)
	Knowledge and understanding (3rd)

	EXCELLENT
100

98

95

92

90
	· Well-formed in response to existing debates, with outstanding criticality with regard to others' arguments 

· Exemplary integration of wide reading, as appropriate

· Sure handling of analytical terms and critical concepts

· Precise, focused argument 

· Exemplary analysis 

· Exemplary discussion of evidence / examples

	· Superb structure, maintained throughout, that helps to highlight salient points 

· Lucid style and accurate English at an outstanding professional standard 

· Outstanding professional presentation, including referencing and bibliography as appropriate


	· Innovative and original thought 

· Exemplary discussion of the stated "niche"
· Outstanding knowledge and understanding of the relevant material 



	(VERY) GOOD
88

85

82

80

-------

78

75

72 

70
	· Well-digested  and extensive reading (as appropriate for the task)

· Sure handling of analytical terms and critical concepts

· Accurate analysis and effective critical stance
· Cogent argument, effectively directed to the stated "niche" 

· Excellent discussion of evidence / examples
	· Excellent structure 

· Clear writing and accurate English style 

· Professional presentation, including referencing and bibliography as appropriate


	· Independence of thought and/or evidence of originality, especially at the upper range 

· Comprehensive and effective answer to the question

· Excellent, wide-ranging knowledge and understanding



	PASS
68

65

62

60
	· Wide reading (as appropriate), generally well-digested 

· Appropriate handling of analytical terms and critical concepts

· Critical awareness and satisfactory analysis of different points of view 

· Sound argument, generally well-directed to the stated "niche"
· Good to very good discussion of evidence / examples
	· Good to very good structure 

· Generally clear writing and acceptable English style 

· Good to very good presentation, including referencing and bibliography as appropriate


	· Some independence in thought and approach

· Thorough answer to the question, covering most or all aspects

· Good to very good knowledge and understanding



	LOW
58

55

52

50
	· Fair amount of reading

· Some awareness of different points of view, maybe with some deficiencies in analysis and characterisation

· Some attempt to make appropriate use of analytical terms and critical concepts, maybe with some deficiencies

· Barely adequate and merely generally relevant argument 

· Some discussion of evidence / examples
	· Generally coherent structure 

· Some deficiencies in clarity and English style, but generally adequate to good

· Moderate presentation, including referencing and bibliography as appropriate


	· Adequate to good answer to the question, covering the main aspects

· Adequate to good knowledge and understanding

[

	NOT SATIS-FACTORY
48

45

42

40
	· Limited to adequate reading 

· Some ability to interpret questions and to convey information adequately, but weak argument

· Limited discussion of evidence / examples


	· Adequate to weak structure; there may be some irrelevance 

· Moderate level of fluency and technical competence, with errors in grammar and/or vocabulary 

· Poor presentation, with poor or perhaps incomplete referencing and bibliography 
	· Some aspects of the question addressed adequately, but failure to address important aspects of it

· Limited knowledge, with serious errors and/or omissions 



	FAIL
38

35

32

30


	· Little or no evidence of relevant reading

· Little or no discernible argument

· Some demonstrable ability to communicate information about relevant material


	· Little or no discernible structure 

· Widespread incoherence and/or irrelevance

· Minimal acceptable level of fluency and technical competence; comprehensible overall even if characterized by errors in grammar and/or vocabulary

· Poor or very poor presentation, with poor, incomplete or no referencing and bibliography
	· Could scarcely be considered a serious attempt at the task

· Failure to address the question adequately 

· Little evidence of knowledge and/or understanding 

· Typically brief and/or incomplete



	FAIL/

INCOM-PLETE 

28
25

22

20
--------
18

15

12

10
--------
8

5

2

0
	· Failure to show evidence of relevant reading

· Extensive incoherence and/or irrelevance

· Little ability to communicate information about relevant material


	· Extensive incoherence and/or irrelevance

· An unacceptable level of fluency and technical competence, characterized by serious errors in grammar and/or vocabulary

· Very poor presentation, with poor, incomplete or no appropriate referencing and bibliography


	· Could not be considered a serious attempt at the task whatsoever

· Failure to show understanding of the question 

· Failure to show evidence of any knowledge and/or understanding

· Typically very brief and/or incomplete




Checklist
Use this checklist to help you when you finish your first draft of this assignment.
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