Common Writing Assignment, Critical Thinking, Hackett
1. Purpose. 
· You will note the premises and the conclusion of the following essay from: https://aeon.co/ideas/what-are-the-ethical-consequences-of-immortality-technology
· You will gain practice in analyzing the speculative arguments herein.
· You will apply value-based reasoning and critical analysis to this written argument.  

2. Tasks
· [bookmark: _GoBack]You will turn in a paper to the dropbox marked Common Writing Assignment by 
· You will follow the instructions for all sections of the assignment template below.  
· You will construct an interpretive argument about of the assigned question prompt. You may struggle for some time with whether or not your evaluation makes sense. 
· You will give an exposition of the target article before engaging in an analysis of its argument 
· You will double-space your essay with 1 inch margins all around. 
· YOU MUST UNDERLINE YOUR THESIS IN SECTION 2. 

3. Evaluation: You are evaluated on how clearly you summarize the target article and then giving your own analysis. Your analysis is conditioned by answering the prompt, and so your thesis statement will answer the prompt directly. 
· Is your exposition of the article clear? Are you clear about what the author means by rejuvenation technology and mind uploading? Do you explain the reasons why the authors focus on these clearly? 
· In answering the paper prompt, does your thesis respond to the paper prompt directly? Does your paper get derailed from answering the paper prompt directly? If it answers the paper indirectly, what can you do to get the paper back on track? 
· Is your writing grammatically correct? Does your paper sound as if someone naturally talking? 
· Do your paragraph and essay organization make sense argumentatively? In this way, supporting paragraphs explain premises as to why someone might think your thesis is true. 
· Did you cite your sources correctly? For the purposes of this assignment, you only need to read the target article.   















Instructions: Follow the instructions in each part and have fun with the assignment. 

Part 1 Exposition/Argumentative Summary: 

In the first part of the essay, you are only to explain what the authors are claiming in the overall essay and the points they use to defend that claim. In Critical Thinking speak, this means identifying their conclusion (their thesis) and the reasons (or what we call premises) as to why Francesca Minerva and Adrian Rorheim think what they do. More specifically, you will summarize their argument up to the moment they claim rejuvenation technology is less problematic than mind uploading. (1.5 page minimum) 

In this first part, you should also explain the attendant difficulties they associate from Mind Uploading. 

Part 2 Responding to the Paper Prompt: 

In this second part, you’ll notice that this part is easier to do if you have told your audience (the general reader) what they should understand about Minerva and Rorheim’s argument to answer the prompt: Are Minerva and Rorheim correct that rejuvenation technology is less problematic than mind uploading? Answering this question is your thesis. Underline your thesis in the essay (1-1.5 pages minimum).

Part 3 Anticipating an Objection to Your Thesis: 

This third part should only be done with relation to having successfully done part 2. In this part, you will anticipate ONE logical objection. Explain that objection as to why someone might disagree with your thesis. If you agreed that they are both correct about rejuvenation technology, how might someone disagree? If you did not agree they are correct, then how might someone agree with them? You anticipated objection should be one solid well developed paragraph. Then the second half of this section is to HANDLE THE OBJECTION. By handling, I mean you show how it is the case that the anticipated objection doesn’t hold water (half a page)

Part 4 Works Cited Page: 

You need to have an MLA works cited page. This entire assignment is done in MLA format










Editorial Checklist

Did you run spell check? (Assuming of course that you use MS Word and not your phone to write the paper)

Are all periods at the end of sentences and are your sentences capitalized at the beginning? Are proper nouns and the first-pronoun ‘I’ capitalized?  

Are all facts and claims drawn from sources have an in-text citation (even if summarized)? Is there an in-text citation at the end of sentences where I have used “” marks? 

Do all of my paragraphs have indentations? 

Do my paragraphs only contain one main idea, or do I have paragraphs that go on for pages and pages? (The former should be the case, not the latter)

Do my subject words and verbs agree? 

Do my section headings make sense, and are they numbered correctly? 

Did I underline the thesis as I was instructed to do so?

Did my paper go off topic from the thesis in any way?  

Do I have a Works Cited page even though Dr. Hackett gave us one article? (Still got to cite). 

