English 298 B: Writing Link with Political Theory
October 17, 2011
Paige Morgan


Major Paper #2: Evaluation of Arguments (Hobbes, and Locke)
Length: 4-5 pages
Due date: 	MP 2.1: November 4th, 5 p.m., via Catalyst
		MP 2 Rough Draft: November 11th, 5 p.m., posted to blog with Week 7 blog post
		MP 2 Final Draft: November 18th, 5 p.m., via Catalyst

Choose one of the following topics on which to write a 4-5 page paper:

1. Who should govern society, why, and how? Hobbes, and Locke have different arguments about who should rule (govern) and why, and the way in which they should rule/govern. Outline and compare the arguments of these two authors by outlining their premises and conclusions. Make an argument about how the authors compare with each other (for instance, are there key aspects on which they differ?), and also about which author provides a more convincing argument regarding who should rule/govern, why, and how.

2. Why do governments exist?  Hobbes, and Locke each have different arguments about governments: why they form (their origins), what their function or purpose is, what governments should do for citizens, and what governments should look like. Outline and compare the arguments of at least two of these authors by outlining their basic premises and conclusions. Make an argument about how the authors compare with each other and about which author provides a more convincing argument regarding why governments exist.

In both MP 2.1 and in subsequent drafts, it should be clear to the reader which of these topics you have chosen. Under no circumstances should you attempt to write about both in the same paper, or even to address both.

Though both of these prompts require you to identify one author’s view of government and politics, your primary topic is not that one author is wrong, and the other is right; or that one author’s ideas are worthless/ridiculous. Your job is to provide a discussion of the complexity surrounding a specific issue of government and/or society, not to prove that one author is better than the other.

Schedule 
· MP 2.1 (2 page): Introduction paragraph and outline of your paper (showing how you will organize the paper) is due by 5 p.m. on Friday, November 4th, to be uploaded to the CollectIt Drop Box on Catalyst. Bring a hard copy to class for peer review. The outline will answer the following questions:
· What is your puzzle (question)? Which authors will you compare?
· What is your argument (your answer to the puzzle)?
· What main ideas will you develop in the essay to support the argument? What key points will you make?
· Counter-argument: what is it, and how will you address it?
· What key quotes do you anticipate being able to incorporate in the paper to support your argument, and that you will interpret in the paper?
· First draft due: Friday, Nov. 11th, 5 p.m. Post your draft to the blog with a detailed statement about the areas in which you want feedback.  This will be your week 7 blog post, and you will get further instructions for it soon.
· Group conferences with me on this paper take place on Monday, Tuesday, and Wednesday, November 14-16, 2011. 
· The final version of this paper is due on Friday, November 18, 2011. Upload the final draft to the Catalyst CollectIt DropBox
· 
Structure (useful both for MP 2.1, and for the final version of this paper)

· Introduction: 
· Introduce your research question (puzzle) by restating the prompt.
· State your argument (“In this paper, I argue that…”).
· Provide an answer to the so-what question: why is the question you are answering in the paper (the prompt) important, and why is your answer important?
· Provide a road map of your paper (“I structure this paper as follows. First, I… Second, I…. Third, I… I conclude by…”). Be sure you explain why you cover each of your points, and that it is clear how these points advance your argument. 

· Organize thematically and explore the ideas and arguments of the authors you choose to compare. Use choice quotes to illustrate your argument.
· Be sure you address the counter-argument (the other side/challenge to your argument), as well as why your argument should take precedence over the counter-argument.
· Conclusion: States what you have argued and covered in the paper (but not repetitively using the same language as before), and reminds the reader what the main points are that s/he should walk away with and what the stakes are for the paper.

Format and Other Details
· Format: Papers will be typed and double-spaced, using 12 point font, and one-inch margins. Please make sure your name and the date is on the paper, as well as the course and instructor names. Please also number your pages and include an MLA-formatted bibliography. Papers will be a minimum of four pages, but not more than five.
· Grading: The paper you will turn in on Friday, November 11th is considered a first draft. I will give grades only on the final draft of the paper. Grading will be done according to the standard class rubric.
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Papers that will receive higher marks will at a minimum be characterized by the following: The prompt is appropriately addressed and answered. You have made a clear and logical argument, and you have supported it with evidence from the texts. You have displayed a thoughtful perspective in regards to both authors, avoiding an overemphasis on who is right and who is wrong. Counter-arguments are addressed in a non-superficial way. All quotations are well-interpreted and incorporated in the text. The paper follows a logical and coherent structure, and the text flows smoothly. There are a minimum of grammar and spelling errors. 


