Argumentative Brief Rubric
	Criteria
	5 – Exemplary
	4 – Proficient
	3 – Satisfactory
	2 – Developing
	1 – Minimal

	Demonstrated Knowledge of Subject
	Demonstrates deep understanding of the topic, integrating thorough research and course concepts effectively.
	Shows understanding of the topic, with appropriate use of research and course material.
	Displays basic understanding of the topic, with limited integration of research or course content.
	Limited grasp of the topic, with superficial use of research or course material.
	Minimal or no understanding of the topic; lacks research or relevant content.

	Argument Quality
	Arguments are clear, well-structured, and supported by strong, credible evidence; anticipates counterarguments effectively.
	Arguments are clear and supported by relevant evidence; addresses counterarguments reasonably.
	Arguments are understandable but may lack strong evidence or clear structure; limited engagement with counterpoints.
	Arguments lack clarity, evidence, or coherence; minimal effort to address counterarguments.
	Arguments are unclear, unsupported, and show no consideration of opposing views.

	Thesis & Position Statement
	The thesis is precise, debatable, and clearly articulated; position is consistent and maintained throughout.
	The thesis is clear and debatable; position is maintained with minor inconsistencies.
	The thesis is present but may lack precision or clarity; position is somewhat maintained.
	The thesis is vague or unclear; position is inconsistent or weakly maintained.
	No clear thesis or position; argument lacks focus or coherence.

	Organization & Structure
	The brief is logically organized with a clear introduction, body, and conclusion; transitions enhance clarity.
	The brief is organized and follows a logical structure; transitions are generally effective.
	The structure is adequate but may lack logical flow or effective transitions.
	The brief is poorly organized; transitions are weak or unclear.
	The brief lacks clear structure and coherence; disorganized or confusing.

	Supporting Material
	Incorporates a wide range of credible sources and evidence effectively; seamlessly integrates material to strengthen arguments.
	Uses credible sources and evidence effectively; integrates material to support arguments.
	Uses some supporting material, but sources may be limited or not fully integrated.
	Limited use of supporting material; sources may be weak or poorly integrated.
	No supporting material used; claims lack evidence or are poorly substantiated.

	Clarity & Precision
	Writing is concise, clear, and precise; arguments are articulated effectively with excellent word choice.
	Writing is clear and concise; word choice supports the argument effectively.
	Writing is understandable but may lack conciseness or precision.
	Writing is unclear, imprecise, or verbose; hampers argument clarity.
	Writing is confusing, imprecise, and difficult to follow.


Scoring Guide
· Total Possible Points: 30
· Scoring Scale: 
· 27-30 points – Excellent
· 24-26 points – Good
· 18-23 points – Satisfactory
· 12-17 points – Needs Improvement
· 0-11 points – Unsatisfactory
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