
PHI2010: Introduction to Philosophy  
Class#12368; Section 403C  

Summer B, 2024 

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION 
 

Welcome! My name is Marcus Davis, and I will be your instructor for Introduction to Philosophy  

(PHI2010)! I’m thrilled to have you as a student, and I’m grateful to be able to support you and your  

learning in our class. If you need my assistance, please reach out to me using my contact information  

below.  
 

Mr. Marcus Davis 

University of Florida 

Email: lucydavis@ufl.edu 
Office Hours: Mondays and Tuesdays: 9:00AM -10:30AM 
Office Location: Griffin-Floyd Hall, Room 303 (Philosophy Department Library) 

MEETING TIMES AND LOCATION 
 

Mondays-Fridays: 11:00AM-12:15PM 

Anderson Hall 0032 

GENERAL EDUCATION AND WRITING REQUIREMENT 

PHI2010 is a Humanities (H) subject area course in the UF General Education Program, a General Education 

Core Course in Humanities, and a UF Writing Requirement (WR4) course. A minimum grade of C is required 

in the course for general education credit. 

COURSE GOALS 
 

This course is designed to introduce students to the practice of philosophy through the study of central 

philosophical questions and arguments, as represented by a selection of historical and/or contemporary 
readings. Students will learn some of the basic principles of good reasoning, including how to understand 

arguments, represent them clearly and fairly, and evaluate them for cogency. Students will also learn to 

develop their own arguments and views regarding the philosophical questions studied in the course in a 

compelling fashion. In these ways the course aims to develop students’ own reasoning and communication 

skills in ways that will be useful in any further study of philosophy they undertake and beyond the bounds 
of philosophy itself. 

COURSE OBJECTIVES  

 
Students will demonstrate their competencies in understanding and assessing the philosophical theories 

studied in the course via a set of assigned papers and quizzes, in which they will be assessed for their 

abilities to: (i) understand and apply basic concepts of good reasoning, including validity and soundness, 

(ii) accurately and fairly describe and explain the philosophical views represented in works assigned for the 

course, (iii) formulate arguments of their own while anticipating possible lines of objections and 
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responding in a conscientious fashion, and (iv) speak and write clearly, persuasively, and in an informed 

and conceptually sophisticated manner the philosophical issues discussed in the course. 

REQUIRED TEXTS 
 

There are no required texts to purchase for this course. All required readings will be made available as pdfs 
on Canvas. 

 

RECOMMENDED TEXTS AND RESOURCES 
 

▪ On writing well generally: Strunk, William and E.B. White.  The Elements of Style, 4th edition.  

(Pearson, 1999). 

▪ On writing a philosophy paper: Pryor, Jim.  “A Brief Guide to Writing a Philosophy paper” (2008).   

 

Both pdfs are available in the ‘Writing Information’ folder under ‘Files’ on Canvas. 

COURSE WEBSITE 
 

This course is supplemented by online content in the Canvas e-Learning environment. PDF readings, an 

electronic copy of the syllabus, and assignment submission portals can be found on the course website.  

 

▪ To login to the e-Learning site for this course, go to https://lss.at.ufl.edu/, click the e-Learning in 

Canvas button, and on the next page enter your Gatorlink username and password. You can then 

access the course e-Learning environment by selecting PHI2010 from the Courses pull-down menu 

at the top of the page.  

▪ If you encounter any difficulties logging in or accessing any of the course content, contact the UF 

Computing Help Desk at (352) 392-4537 or http://helpdesk.ufl.edu.  

▪ Please do not contact the course instructor regarding computer issues (I am unlikely to be able to 

help you!). 

COMMUNICATION POLICY 
 

Announcements 
Course announcements will be posted on Canvas. Please check Canvas at least once a week to make sure 

that you do not miss important announcements. 

 

Contacting Mr. Davis 
Please feel to reach out to me directly by email (lucydavis@ufl.edu) if you have any questions (or would 

just like to chat about the course). 

 

▪ Email is the most reliable way to get in touch with me outside of class.  

▪ I make effort to respond to email from students within two (2) business days. Note that emails do 

sometimes get lost – due to spam filtering, for instance. Please do send me another email or come 

up to me after class if you do not hear back within two business days. 

https://lss.at.ufl.edu/
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GENERAL EDUCATION OBJECTIVES AND LEARNING OUTCOMES 
 

This course is a Humanities (H) subject area course in the UF General Education Program and a General 

Education Core Course in Humanities. Humanities courses provide instruction in the history, key 
themes, principles, terminology, and theory or methodologies used within a humanities discipline or 

the humanities in general. Students will learn to identify and to analyze the key elements, biases and 
influences that shape thought. These courses emphasize clear and effective analysis and approach 
issues and problems from multiple perspectives. A minimum grade of C is required for general 

education credit. 
 
PHI2010 accomplishes these goals by familiarizing students with figures and ideas that have shaped the 
course of philosophical thought and discussion. Students will come to understand how different 

philosophers both defined and sought to answer problems in central areas of philosophy including 
epistemology, metaphysics, ethics, and metaethics. 

 

The General Education Student Learning Outcomes (SLO's) divide into three areas: CONTENT – students 
demonstrate competence in the terminology, concepts, theories and methodologies used within the 
discipline; COMMUNICATION – students communicate knowledge, ideas and reasoning clearly and 

effectively in written and oral forms appropriate to the discipline; and CRITICAL THINKING – students 
analyze information carefully and logically from multiple perspectives, using discipline-specific 

methods, and develop reasoned solutions to problems. 

 
Students will satisfy these SLO’s by: (i) preparing written responses on central ideas and arguments in 
the philosophical works being read in the class that will serve as the basis for class discussion at 
regular intervals throughout the semester; (ii) participating actively in the small-group and full-class 

discussions, in which students will consider the effectiveness of their fellow students’ ideas and 
reasoning; and (iii) writing two philosophical papers on assigned topics designed to test students' 
critical thinking abilities, to be graded according to a rubric that specifies as criteria for assessment 

competent command of the relevant texts and material discussed in class, perspicuous identification 
of the issues raised by the assigned topics, and development of a response that cogently supports the 
students' claims with little or no irrelevance. 

ASSIGNMENTS   
 

Anonymous Surveys (10%) 
 

There will be two anonymous surveys (AS) in this class, one at the beginning of the term, and one at the 
end. These surveys are designed to prime you for the kinds of questions we’ll be asking in the course, and 

we will refer back to the results of these surveys throughout the course.  Each survey is worth 5% and will 

students will be given full credit for completing the surveys. 

 

Quizzes (10%) 
 

There will be six quizzes to take on Canvas in this course, though only five of those quizzes will count 

towards the final grade.  Each quiz is worth 2%. Late quizzes will not be accepted, but you can retake 



quizzes that are submitted on time as many times as you like. All quizzes will be due by 11:59PM on their 

official due date. The lowest quiz score will be dropped.  
 

 

Argumentative Essays (55%) 
 

There will be two argumentative essays (AE), each of which will count towards the university writing 

requirement (4000 words): 

 

▪ AE 1 (25%): 1200 words; due 7/19 

▪ AE 2 (30%): 2000 words; due 8/2 

 

Some information about argumentative essays: 
 

▪ You will need to complete both argumentative essay assignments satisfactorily (C or higher) in 

order to receive credit towards the writing requirement (4000 words).  

▪ Topics and deadlines will be posted on Canvas a week before their due date. 

▪ All essay submissions will be done on Canvas.  

▪ Essays submitted after the due date/time will be subject to penalty. There will be a 5% deduction 

applied to late submissions for every day the assignment is late. All papers will be due by 11:59PM 

on their official due date. 

▪ I do not read drafts. However, I am happy to meet with you to discuss the ideas in your essay (as 

well as provide writing advice) in office hours. 

▪ Essays will be evaluated in accordance with the Argumentative Essay Rubric at the end of this 

syllabus. 

Expository Essay (25%) 
 
There will be one expository essay (EE) in this class, which will count towards the university writing 

requirement (4000 words). It is expected to be 800-1000 words long. You will select a prompt from a list of 

options, present in your own words the argument of the chosen option, offer a list of questions (roughly, 

three to six) that someone may have about the argument, and finally, you will answer those posed 

questions. 

 
▪ EE (25%): 800 words; due 7/26 

Some information about the expository essay: 

 

▪ You will need to complete the expository essay assignment satisfactorily (C or higher) in order to 

receive credit towards the writing requirement (4000 words).  

▪ Topics and deadlines will be posted on Canvas a week before their due date. 

▪ Essays submitted after the due date/time will be subject to penalty. There will be a 5% deduction 

applied to late submissions for every day the assignment is late. The expository essay will be due 

by 11:59PM on its official due date. 



▪ Expository essays will be evaluated in accordance with the Expository Essay Rubric at the end of 

this syllabus. 

 

ATTENDANCE AND CLASSROOM POLICIES 
 

Philosophy is a team sport, and you will perform best in this course if you are present and participate 

actively in our class. Your attendance and active participation in every class is strongly recommended and 

the best guarantee of succeeding in the class. However, attendance is not mandatory. There is no penalty 
for missing class. You are expected to attend class and to have done all assigned reading in advance. 
Failure to do so will adversely affect your ability to perform well in this course.  If you do attend a class 

meeting, it will be assumed you are prepared to participate. If you miss a class meeting, you will still be 

responsible for all course content and logistical information covered during the class.  Requirements for 

class attendance and make-up exams, assignments, and other work in this course are consistent with 

university policies that can be found at: https://catalog.ufl.edu/UGRD/academic-regulations/attendance-
policies/. 

 

Classroom Conduct 
Students and faculty each have responsibility for maintaining an appropriate learning environment. Those 

who fail to adhere to such behavioral standards may be subject to discipline. Professional courtesy and 

sensitivity are especially important with respect to individuals and topics dealing with differences of race, 

culture, religion, politics, sexual orientation, gender, gender variance, and nationalities. Class rosters are 
provided to the instructor with the student’s legal name. I will gladly honor your  request to address you by 

an alternate name or gender pronoun. Please advise me of this preference early in the semester so that I 

may make appropriate changes to my records. 

 

Laptop and cellphone policy 
Laptop and cellphone use are permitted, but please do not disturb the learning environment for your 

fellow classmates. 

 

GRADING SCALE 
 
The following grade scale will be used to assign final letter grades for the course.  See UF grading policies 

for assigning grade points at: https://catalog.ufl.edu/ugrad/current/regulations/info/grades.aspx. 

 

Grade Scale Grade Value 

100-93=A A=4.0 

92-90=A- A-=3.67 

89-86=B+ B+=3.33 

85-82=B B=3.00 

81-79=B- B-=2.67 

78-76=C+ C+=2.33 

75-72=C C=2.00 

71-69=C- C-=1.67 

https://catalog.ufl.edu/UGRD/academic-regulations/attendance-policies/
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68-66=D+ D+=1.33 

65-62=D D=1.00 

61-60=D- D-=0.67 

59-0=E E=0.00 

 

Grades that fall exactly on the upper threshold are awarded the higher grade. See  

 https://catalog.ufl.edu/ugrad/current/regulations/info/grades.aspx  for more information about UF 
grading policies. 

 

UF WRITING REQUIREMENT 

 
Students who successfully complete the major writing assignments in this course will earn 4000 words 
toward the UF Writing Requirement. The Writing Requirement (WR) ensures student both maintain their 

fluency in writing and use writing as a tool to facilitate learning. Course grades have two components. 

To receive writing requirement credit, a student must receive a grade of C or higher and a satisfactory 
completion of the writing component of the course.   
 

Evaluation of the two argumentative essays in this course will include feedback on grammar, 
punctuation, clarity, coherence, and organization. These essays will be evaluated according to the 

criteria set out in the writing assessment rubric at the end of this syllabus. Students will find a number 

of resources for improving their writing at the university’s Writing Studio page 
(http://writing.ufl.edu/writing-studio/). 
 
For more information on the writing requirement, please see 

https://catalog.ufl.edu/ugrad/current/advising/info/writing-requirement.aspx. 
 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 
 

COVID-19 Recommendations 
In response to COVID-19, the following recommendations are in place to maintain your learning 

environment, to enhance the safety of our in-classroom interactions, and to further the health and safety 

of ourselves, our neighbors, and our loved ones. 

 

▪ If you are not vaccinated, get vaccinated. Vaccines are readily available and have been demonstrated to 

be safe and effective against the COVID-19 virus. Visit one.uf.edu for screening/testing and vaccination 

opportunities. 

▪  If you are sick, stay home. Please call your primary care provider if you are ill and need immediate care 

or the UF Student Health Care Center at 352-392-1161 to be evaluated.  

▪ Course materials will be provided to you with an excused absence, and you will be given a reasonable 

amount of time to make up work.  

Academic Honesty 
Please review the following guidelines on academic honesty:  
 

http://writing.ufl.edu/writing-studio/
https://catalog.ufl.edu/ugrad/current/advising/info/writing-requirement.aspx


1. http://www.dso.ufl.edu/studentguide/studentrights.php 

2. http://www.registrar.ufl.edu/catalog/policies/students.html#honesty 

You should expect the minimum penalty for academic dishonesty to be a grade of E for the class (not just 

the assignment). All incidents of academic dishonesty will be reported to Student Judicial Affairs. Repeat 

offenders may be penalized by suspension or expulsion from the university. 

 
All sources and assistance used in preparing your papers and presentations must be precisely and 

explicitly acknowledged.  The web creates special risks here. Cutting and pasting even a few words from a 

web page or paraphrasing material without a reference constitutes plagiarism. If you are not sure how to 

refer to something you find on the internet, you can always give the URL.   

 

Accommodations for Students with Disabilities 
Students with disabilities requesting accommodations should first register with the Disability Resource 
Center (352-392-8565, www.dso.ufl.edu/drc/) by providing appropriate documentation. Once registered, 

students will receive an accommodation letter which must be presented to the instructor when requesting 

accommodation. Students with disabilities should follow this procedure as early as possible in the 

semester.   

 

Online Course Evaluation 
Students are expected to provide professional and respectful feedback on the quality of instruction in this 

course by completing course evaluations online via GatorEvals. Guidance on how to give feedback in a 
professional and respectful manner is available at https://gatorevals.aa.ufl.edu/students/. Students will be 

notified when the evaluation period opens, and can complete evaluations through the email they receive 

from GatorEvals, in their Canvas course menu under GatorEvals, or via https://ufl.bluera.com/ufl/. 

Summaries of course evaluation results are available to students at https://gatorevals.aa.ufl.edu/public-

results/. 
 

Counseling and wellness/Emergencies 
http://www.counseling.ufl.edu/cwc/Default.aspx, 392-1575;  

The University Police Department: 392-1111 or 9-1-1 for emergencies. 

 

Writing studio 
The writing studio is committed to helping University of Florida students meet their academic and 
professional goals by becoming better writers. Visit the writing studio online at 

http://writing.ufl.edu/writing-studio/ or in 302 Tigert Hall for one-on-one consultations and workshop. 

 

In-Class Recording 

Students are allowed to record video or audio of class lectures. However, the purposes for which these 

recordings may be used are strictly controlled. The only allowable purposes are (1) for personal 

educational use, (2) in connection with a complaint to the university, or (3) as evidence in, or in preparation 
for, a criminal or civil proceeding. All other purposes are prohibited. Specifically, students may not publish 

recorded lectures without the written consent of the instructor. 

A “class lecture” is an educational presentation intended to inform or teach enrolled students about a 

particular subject, including any instructor-led discussions that form part of the presentation, and 
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delivered by any instructor hired or appointed by the University, or by a guest instructor, as part of a 

University of Florida course. A class lecture does not include lab sessions, student presentations, clinical 
presentations such as patient history, academic exercises involving solely student participation, 

assessments (quizzes, tests, exams), field trips, private conversations between students in the class or 

between a student and the faculty or lecturer during a class session. 

Publication without permission of the instructor is prohibited. To “publish” means to share, transmit, 

circulate, distribute, or provide access to a recording, regardless of format or medium, to another person 
(or persons), including but not limited to another student within the same class section. Additionally, a 

recording, or transcript of a recording, is considered published if it is posted on or uploaded to, in whole or 

in part, any media platform, including but not limited to social media, book, magazine, newspaper, leaflet, 

or third party note/tutoring services. A student who publishes a recording without written consent may be 

subject to a civil cause of action instituted by a person injured by the publication and/or discipline under 

UF Regulation 4.040 Student Honor Code and Student Conduct Code. 

 

 

SCHEDULE, TOPICS, AND READINGS 
 

IMPORTANT: Read all assigned material carefully before coming to class.  Make sure to read the 
article for each class that it is assigned: i.e. if an article is assigned for more than one class, read it 

before each class during which we will discuss it.  Be prepared to bring up any questions or objections 
you have and to join in a general discussion. I have designed this course such that there is room to 
explore some of your specific interests in the topics we cover. This schedule is subject to change. Any 

changes will be announced in class and via Canvas Announcements. 

 

 

Introduction, Arguments, and Philosophical Problems 
 

M 7/1 Introduction to the 

course 

No readings; AS 1 OPENS 

T 7/2 Arguments Cahn, Kitcher, and Sher, The Elements of Arguments (from 

Exploring Philosophy); AS 1 DUE 

 
W 7/3 Arguments, Fallacies, 

and Philosophical 

Problems 

McCarty, “A Brief Introduction to Logic” 

 

F 7/5 Review/Discussion (Reread) McCarty, “A Brief Introduction to Logic”; QUIZ 1 OPENS 

 

S 7/7 No class QUIZ 1 DUE 



 

Relativism and the Problem of Contradiction 

 
M 7/8 Moral Objectivism 

 

Enoch, “Why I am an Objectivist about Ethics (and why you are, 

too)” 

T 7/9 Problems with 

Relativism 
 

Shafer-Landau, Ethical Relativism (Chapter 19 from The 

Fundamentals of Ethics) 
 

W 7/10 Discussion 

 

(Reread) Shafer-Landau, Ethical Relativism (Chapter 19 from The 

Fundamentals of Ethics) 

 
 

R 7/11 Solving the Problems 

with Relativism (?) 

 

Prinz, Dining with Cannibals (Chapter 5 from Emotional 

Construction of Morality; section 5.2.4 to the end) 

 

F 7/12 Writing Philosophy 
Papers 

 

No readings; QUIZ 2 OPENS & AE 1 TOPICS RELEASE 

S 7/14 No class QUIZ 2 DUE 

   

 

Morality and the Jaxn Problem   
 

M 7/15  Utilitarianism Mill, “Utilitarianism” (excerpts) 

T 7/16 Kantian Ethics Kant, “Groundwork of the Metaphysics of Morals” (excerpts) 

W 7/17 The Jaxn Problem Taculia TV, “Relationship Guru Derrick Jackson Admits to 

Cheating On His Wife” 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=e1Q4nsoLseg&t=327s 

R 7/18 Discussion 

 

   

F 7/19 Moral Responsibility No readings; QUIZ 3 OPENS, EE TOPICS RELEASE, & AE 1 DUE 

S 7/21 No class QUIZ 3 DUE 

Determinism and the Free Will Problem 
 

M 7/22 Determinism D’Holbach, “Of the System of Man’s Free Agency” 

T 7/23 Libertarianism Taylor, “Libertarianism, a Defense of Free Will” 



W 7/24 Compatibilism  Dennett, “I Couldn’t Have Done Otherwise—So What?” 

R 7/25 Discussion No readings 

F 7/26 Discussion No readings; QUIZ 4 OPENS, EE DUE, & AE 2 TOPICS RELEASE 

S 7/28 No class QUIZ 4 DUE 

 

God and the Problem of Evil 
 

M 7/29 The Cosmological 
Argument 

Taylor, “The Principle of Sufficient Reason” 

T 7/30 Pascal’s Wager 

 

Blackburn, “Pascal’s Wager” 

W 7/31 The Problem of Evil Antony, “No Good Reason – Exploring the Problem of Evil” 

R 8/1 Solving the Problem of 

Evil (?) 

 

Swinburne, “Why God Allows Evil” 

F 8/2 Discussion No readings; QUIZ 5 OPENS & AE 2 DUE 

 
S 8/4 No class QUIZ 5 DUE 

   

 

Epistemology and the Problem of Skepticism 
 

M 8/5 Certain Knowledge Descartes, Meditations 1 

 
T 8/6 The Problem of 

Skepticism  

Pritchard, Epistemic Angst, pages 11-16 

W 8/7 Solving the Problem of 

Skepticism (?) 

Moore, “Proof of an External World” (excerpts); AS 2 OPENS 

R 8/8 Discussion No readings; AS 2 DUE 

F 8/9 Conclusion No readings; QUIZ 6 OPENS  

S 8/11 No class QUIZ 6 DUE 

 

 
 

  



     ARGUMENTATIVE ESSAY RUBRIC 

A B C D E 

• The response to the 
prompt shows 

significant insight into 
the issues relevant to 

the prompt. • All 
relevant aspects of the 
material are fully and 
correctly explained. • 

The discussion is 
sensitive and 
responsive to major 
potential objections to 

the student's position 
found in the relevant 
course material. • 

There are no 

significant 
misunderstandings of 
the relevant issues or 
texts. 

 
 

 
 

 
• The main thesis is 
supported by a 
discernible argument 

that answers the 

prompt. • The main 
thesis is well 
supported. • All 

relevant premises are 
properly supported. • 
The argument shows 
creativity or 

independent thought. 

 
 
 

 
 
• A serious potential 

objection to the 

student's argument is 
well-explained and 
sufficiently developed 
such that the objection 

has prima facie 
plausibility. • The 

response is relevant to 
the objection 

considered and show a 
good understanding of 
the issues at hand. • 

• Most relevant aspects 
of the material are fully 

and correctly 
explained. • The 

discussion is generally 
sensitive and 
responsive to major 
potential objections to 

the student's position 
found in the relevant 
material. • There are no 
significant 

misunderstandings of 
the relevant issues or 
texts. 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
• The main thesis is 
supported by a 
discernible argument 

that answers the 

prompt. • The main 
thesis is well 
supported. • All 

relevant premises are 
properly supported OR 
most of the crucial 
premises are 

supported and the 

argument shows 
creativity or 
independent thought. 

 
 
• A serious potential 

objection to the 

student's argument is 
generally well-
explained and 
sufficiently developed 

such that the objection 
has prima facie 

plausibility.• The 
response is relevant to 

the objection 
considered and shows 
a generally good 

• Many relevant 
aspects of the 

material are fully and 
correctly explained • 

The discussion is 
somewhat sensitive 
and responsive to 
major potential 

objections to the 
student's position 
found in the relevant 
material • There is no 

more than one 
significant 
misunderstanding of 

the relevant issues or 

texts. 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
• The main thesis is 
supported by a 
discernible argument 

that answers the 

prompt. • The 
argument has enough 
merit to be worth 

considering, but 
either the argument 
for the main thesis is 
only moderately 

developed or crucial 

premises need 
support. 
 

 
 
• A serious potential 

objection the 

student's argument is 
somewhat well 
explained and 
sufficiently developed 

such that the 
objection has some 

prima facie 
plausibility. • The 

response is at least 
somewhat relevant to 
the objection 

• Some relevant 
aspects of the 

material are fully 
and correctly 

explained, but the 
discussion also 
seems based in 
some confusion or 

lack of attention. • 
There is evidence of 
some non-trivial 
understanding of 

the relevant issues 
or texts despite 
significant 

confusion as well. • 

The discussion is 
only minimally 
sensitive to major 
potential objections 

to the student's 
position found in 

the relevant 
material 

 
• The main thesis is 
supported by a 
discernible 

argument that 

answers the 
prompt. • The 
argument is at least 

somewhat relevant 
to the main thesis, 
but crucial lines of 
support need 

significantly more 

development. 
 
 

 
 
• A serious potential 

objection to the 

student's argument 
is somewhat 
explained, but not 
enough to make it 

prima facie 
plausible. • The 

response may be 
aimed at the 

objection 
considered but it 
doesn’t in fact 

• Few relevant 
aspects of the 

material are fully 
and correctly 

explained. • There is 
no evidence of 
understanding the 
relevant issues or 

texts beyond a 
trivial level. 
 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
• Either there is no 
discernible 
argument for the 

main thesis, any 

discernible 
argument is so 
lacking in merit and 

relevance that it is 
not possible to find 
anything in it that 
might be worked 

into an argument 

worth considering, 
or the argument 
does not answer the 

prompt. 
 
• No serious 

potential objection 

is provided, or there 
is no serious effort 
at developing the 
objection. • The 

response to the 
objection is hasty, 

careless or entirely 
without merit. 

 
 
 



The response is well-
developed and has 

significant merit. • The 
response shows 

creative and 
independent thought. 

 
 
 
 

• There are no points at 

which it is difficult to 
understand both what 
is being said and why. • 

The text is focused and 
organized. • The text is 
efficient, lacking 
extraneous filler or 

irrelevant material. 
 
 
 

• There are no 
egregious mechanical 
errors. • There are very 

few, if any, moderate 

mechanical errors. 
 
 

understanding of the 
issues at hand. • The 

response is mostly well 
developed and is 

prima facie plausible. 
 

 
 
 
 

• There are no points at 

which it is difficult to 
understand both what 
is being said and why. • 

The text is focused and 
organized. 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
• There are no 
egregious mechanical 

errors. • There are a 

few moderate 
mechanical errors but 
not so many as to be a 
distraction to the 

reader. 

considered, though it 
shows some lack of 

understanding of the 
issues at hand. • The 

response is somewhat 
well developed and 

has some prima facie 
plausibility. 
 
 

• There is at most one 

point at which it is 
difficult to 
understand both 

what is being said and 
why. • While the text 
may lack some focus, 
it is possible to relate 

most parts of it to the 
main points being 
made. 
 

 
• There are 1-2 
egregious mechanical 

errors OR There are 

some moderate 
mechanical errors, 
posing a small 
distraction to the 

reader. 

 
 

answer the 
objection. • The 

response is either 
not well developed, 

or it lacks any prima 
facie plausibility. 

 
 
 
 

• There are several 

points at which it is 
not possible to 
understand, 

without significant 
effort, both what is 
being said and why. 
• The text has some 

discernible 
organization. 
 
 

 
• There are 3 
egregious 

mechanical errors 

OR There are many 
moderate 
mechanical errors, 
posing a greater 

distraction to the 

reader. 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 

• There are several 

points at which it is 
not possible to 
understand, without 

strenuous effort 
beyond what any 
reader should be 
expected to make, 

both what is being 
said and why. 

 
 

 
• There are 4 or more 
egregious 

mechanical errors 

OR A majority of the 
text is afflicted with 
moderate 
mechanical errors. 

 

 
 

 

  



 
Expository Essay Rubric 

 

Grade Clarity Comprehension Mechanics 

A • There are no points at which it is 
hard to follow what is being said 
or why. 

• The essay is focused on the 
material being explained and 

does not include any irrelevant 
material. 

• The essay demonstrates 
a superior understanding 
of the issues and 
readings. 

• There are no significant 

errors of comprehension.  

• There are no egregious 
mechanical errors. 

• There are only a few 
moderate mechanical 
errors, if any. 

B • There is at most one point at 
which it is hard to follow what is 

being said or why. 

• The essay is mostly focused on 
the material being explained; any 

irrelevant material is minor and 

does not distract the reader. 

• The essay shows a fair 
grasp of the issues and 

readings. 

• There are no significant 
errors of comprehension. 

• There are no egregious 
mechanical errors. 

• There are some 
moderate mechanical 
errors but not so many 

as to be a distraction to 

the reader. 

C • There are at most two points at 
which it is hard to follow what is 
being said or why. 

• The essay is somewhat focused 

on the material being explained, 
but there is some irrelevant 
material that can distract the 

reader. 

• The essay shows a fair 
grasp of the issues and 
readings. 

• There is at most one 

significant error of 
comprehension. 

• There are at most two 
egregious mechanical 
errors. 

• There are some 

moderate mechanical 
errors but not so many 
as to be a distraction to 

the reader. 

D • There are several points at which 
it is very difficult to follow what is 

being said and why. 

• The essay is very lacking in focus; 
there are several points at which 
it is hard to see how the text is 
supposed to be relevant to the 

material being explained. 

• The essay shows some 
grasp of the issues and 

readings beyond a trivial 

level. 

• There are two or more 
significant errors of 
comprehension. 

• There are at most four 
egregious mechanical 

errors. 

• There are many 
moderate mechanical 
errors, but they do not 
affect the majority of the 

text. 

E • There are several points at which 
it is very difficult to follow what is 
being said and why. 

• The essay is very unfocused; it is 
hard even to tell just which 
material the author is trying to 

talk about. 

• The essay shows little 
grasp of the issues and 
readings beyond a trivial 

level. 

• There are multiple 
significant errors of 

comprehension. 

• There are four or more 
egregious mechanical 
errors. 

• A majority of the text is 
afflicted with moderate 
mechanical errors. 

 
Nine egregious errors 

its / it's your / you're lose / loose than / then 

their / they're / there too / to affect / effect our / are 

would of / could of / should of 
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