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Abstract

Prevailing political views on immigration reform are failing to recognize the risks and
unintended conseciuences of immigration enforcement policies on families and children. Two
bills developed in 2010, the Help Separated Families Act and the Humane and Legal
Enforcement Protections (HELP) for Separated Children Act, introduced solutions that would
protect families from immigration enforcement-related family separation by protecting both the
parent and child during immigration, child welfare, and court proceedings. Both have been
introduced in two separate and consecutive Congresses (112th and 113th), and have continually
failed to pass through either the House or the Senate because of staunch opposition to any
immigration reform measure perceived as offering relief to undocumented immigrant parents.

Whil pfoponents helieve that reforms can solve the issue of family separation, or at least

assuage some of the gaps in the current immigration system which exacerbate them, &pone@

argue that sustained and effective enforcement is the only way to ensure national security and

T

protect U.S. citizens.
‘*—-—_.___w—-—"/——’

Intreduction

Immigration policy reforms have failed to be instituted because other events have taken
precedence be them wars, concerns of national security, economic crises, or bipartisan conflict

(Giovagnoli, 2013). The status quo strategy has been to emphasize immigration enforcement and

border control over immigration reform, suggesting that efficient deportation of undocumented

immigrants would, in turn, reduce illegal immigration (Giovagnoli, 2013). But this status quo

holds enforcement above considerations of family separation and makes family reunification

difficult. This is harmful to the families who are separated, the children, as well as society as it
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seeks to accommodate these children and their needs. Since 1998, an estimateq 600,000 or more i;:;\\.e\«'k
et

U.S.-born children have had a parent(s) d ith o ildren being placed in foster 4o 4l
“Q)\vm\m

care as a result (Applied Research Center [ARC], 2011; Lutheran Immigrant and Refugee ~ COr\dvesd

——— 2 A h\_\\g\\
Service [LIRS], 2012a). It is estimated that by 2016 15,000 or more children will experience the &Qt\&\\“ﬁ
same fate (ARC, 2011), S

The Wuences of such an approach have been increased spending on
e e e
enforcement measures, both on the border and the interior with such programs as 287(g) and

Secure Communities, both local initiatives allowing police officers to act as immioration agents,

along with an extraordinary rise in deportations since 1996, an exponential rise during the

- Obama Administration, and the passage of state-level anti-immigrant laws like Arizona’s racial
profiling policy (Giovagnoli, 2013; Hesson, 2012; Hing, 2012; Immigration and Customs -
Enforcement [ICE], n.d.; Morse, 2011; Passel, Cohn, Krogstad, & Gonzalez-Barrera, 2014). In
addition, First Focus and the Annie E. Casey Foundatibn (AECF), two foundations supporting
the healthy and safe development of America’s youth, have noted that the unintended

consequence of immigration enforcement activities is that they compromise the rights of U.S,

citizen children to family (Cervantes, 2010). While arguments on 2 broad scale seem to be

informed more by issues of race, economics,. culture, and identity rather than of immigration
itself, reforms need to take into account the chWMn terms of
demographics for the rising immigrant population, the emergence of new issues created out of
policy measures, like family separation, and nationally held family values (Giovagnoli, 2013).

Proponents of reform note that protections, like due process, can still be afforded with the
right policies in place. Congregsional paralysis, caused in part by conflicting views on the

purpose of immigration policy itself, has stalied such reform into 2015 (Giovagnoli, 2013).
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Proponents

& -

Reform is Needed

With an estimated 15,000 children projected to be placed in child welfare care as a result
"fof family detention or deportation, social activism has taken the stage to spread recognifion of
family separation in this context and push for reform (ARC, 2011). Unjust immigration policies
are separating familigs, leaving children behind as their parents are detained or deported (The

National Immigration Law Center [NILC], 2013). Consequences of policies separating U.S.

citizen children from their parents through detention and deportation, include single-parent
) i
households, poverty, and thus, a bleak future for the children (Williams, 2014; Legal
-
Momentum, 2009; Williams, 2014).

Family Preservation and Reunification: The Value of Family

An essential American value that is upheld in the United States is family unity.
Separating families through immigration enforcement is regarded as a poor reflection on such
American values and that of U.S. citizenship (Fata et al, 2013; Maddali, 2014; Osterberg, 2009;

Rome, 2010). Overarching arguments for reform have centered on the value of family in the U.S.

and ideas of family preservation evident through a long history of U.S. social services,
-
sométimes even at the expense of child welfare (Fata et al., 2013; Glen, 2012; McKenna, 2011,
R et :

Osterberg, 2009; Popple & Leighninger, 2015; Rome, 2010). The family bas been considered the

fundamental unit of society, providing shelter, care and social learning to children, instrumental
in creating healthy individuals and strong communities (Popple & Leighninger, 2015; UUA,
2012). Even after an ideological and practice shift towards the best interests of the child, federal

policy requiring welfare personnel to make an effort to reunify of a family has taken a stricter
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turn to best interest determinations in light of the immigration status of the parent (ARC, 2011,
Popple & Leighninger, 2015; Zug, 2014).

Nonetheless, values of family and family unity are supported by Congressmen and
women. Rep. Roybal-Allard, sponsor and proponent of these two bills, believes that all parents
deserve to have their children cared for, and, if possible, to remain in the care of family members
rather than “becoming a ward of the state” (Roybal-Allard —News}. In 2013, Democratic
Representatives Chu and Honda find that fa;mil.y separation due to immig_ration policies is saIient
for both Latino and Asian Pacific Amefic;an comrﬁunities, noti.ng that family is and has always
been a core national value in the U.S. and represents the fundamental social SHEE-(-)_—Et and resource

e ———
for business, jobs, and the burgeoning generation of skilled youth; families provide security for

aging family members along with housing and care for young children (Chu & Honda, 2013).
Thus, they propose reforms which support family preservation and reunification, and oppose
those which limit the national definition of ‘family’ (Chu & Honda, 2013).

Similarly, Rep. Roybal-Allard believes that undocumented immigrants are integral to our
society as community members, workers and contributors and that immigration policy reforms
can counteract the harsh enforcement measures to serve national economic and humanitariran
interests (Murphy, 2012; Roybal-Allard, 2015). Four members of the House Subcommittee o
Immigration and Border Control are currently reviewing the HELP Act and support family
preservation and unity in immigration reform. Rep. Sheila Jackson Lee believes that family unity
is an essential American value and promotes its preservation in any considered reforms. Rep.
Zoe Lofgren (D-CA) notes that it is possible to “unite parents with their children,” while Rep.
Luiz Gutiérrez sympathizes with the “parents and breadwinners. . .that are assets to American

communities” (Dade, 2012),
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Tn turn, organizations which work with these populations feel that family unity and
preservation are at the height of the debate (UUA, 2012). The Latino Policy Center (PC) (2012)
has supported reunifying these families, having started a project to reunite families, and
publically seeks a presidential executive order as a solution to reuniting families (Latino Policy
Center [LCP], 2012; Williams, 2014).

From a legal standpoint, the Nebraska Supreme Court has affirmed “the constitutional

e,
right of immigrant parents to care for, have custody of, and control” their children (Legal

st B
Momentum, 2009). Both documented and undocumented immigrant parents have a constitutional

right to raise and care for their child, whether or not they have been removed from the U.S.

(Legal Momentum, 2009). Legal arguments for family unity and preservation in this context also

(

stem from citizenship status of the child. One concept is that the future of the U.S. itself relies on\ A

its youth, 19% of whom are Latino, and 80% of whom are U.S. citizens (Office of Adolescent
W T

Health [OAH], 2013).

Of this populatioﬁ, about 4.5 million are estimated to be sons and daughters of

undocumented immigrants (Pew Research Center, 2011). The next generation of economic and

sacial contributors will be children connected to the immigration system in some way, be it

indirect fear of detention and deportation, or direct experience with family separation. Common

arguments support the social responsibility of federal and state agencies to protect the rights of
families, parents and children, regardless of immigration status (Andrapalliyal, 2013; Hagan et

al., 2010; Hall, 2011; Rogerson, 2012; Zug, 2014). Thus, the next_l:)iggest stakeholder is the

nation as a whole, which is dependent on the family unit in nurturing the future generation of

children (UUA, n.d.); instead of investing in the protection of the family unit, the government is
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instead investing in the deportation of possibly fit parents (Chaudry et al., 2010; Osterberg,

2009).

Cultural Bias in Intersecting Systems
While in the U.S. parents have the right to care for and parent their child, a right
guaranteed under the Constitution and protected by the U.S. refusal to ratify the CRC, this right

—_—
is not mitigated by immigration status or citizenship (Legal Momentum, 2009). F amily courts
F———"—__-‘-—-.__.W_

and child welfare agencies, however, are culturally biased against the immigrants they serve

(Hall, 2011). Immigration status is used as a determining factor in whether the parent is deemed
—....—-—h—____\_-.—“-

“fit,” or able to provide a minimum amount of care to their children (Zug, 2014). The courts and

welfare system hold immigrant parents up to the standard of this requirement, but determine that

immigration status reduces their ability to provide adequate care, even to the extent that being an
immigrant is itself a criminal act; under immigration law, re-entry into the U.S. without proper

documentation is considered criminal and is grounds for removal (Zug, 2014). If a parent has

been detained or deported, the opportunity for family reunification is slim, due to the initiation of
termination of parental rights after a child spends 15 of the past 22 consecutive months in foster
care and lack of access to resources for communication and complying with court-mandated
reunification plans (ARC, 2011; Hall, 2011). While child welfare agencies are required by the
Adoption Assistance and Child Welfare Act (AFSA) to show they have made reasonable efforts
to prevent TPR and support reunification, cultural bias has reduced the adequacy of services

provided (Maddali, 2014).
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Potential for reunification is further diminished by ICE detention centers, where detained
urther dim/nx
parents receive few to no resources needed to comply with reunification plans and maintain

contact with their child during the process of their own potential removal (Park, 2015).

Additionally, current detention system procedures allow for the transfer of parents to detention
e >

centers without notifying the attorney, court personnel, or child welfare personnel, even to

ot et o sttt

centers far away from the child (Park, 2015). Attorneys describe this as “disappearing,” which

crea)tes NUIMEIOYS NEW barriers to reunifying families through the court and child welfare systems
as parents cannot maintain contact (The Bacon Immigration Law & Policy Program, 2615). ICE
created the Online Detainee Locator system to alleviate this problem, but the majority of
detention center personnel, court.and child welfare system personnel and families are unaware or
unfamiliar with the system (American Bar Association [ABA], 2013).

In the event that a child is permanently removed from family care, they are then placed
in_tw% now at higher risk for physical and sexual abuse, loss of essential connections té
their culture and family, and permanent end to the parent-child relationship (Fata et al., 2013;
Valbrun, 2012). Children can be traumatized by the change in primary caregiver, presenting with
needs that communities and community centers are unprepared to respond to (Cervantes, 2010).

In turn, absorbing a child as a ward of the state can be costly when compared to the costs of other

alternatives, like kinship care or supervised release programs for undocumented immigrants.

Using this cost-benefit analysis, burdening the welfare system with children who have fit parents (:pgﬁ
by child welfare standards is a poor economic choice (Osterberg, 2009). While kinship care has

become a burgeoning option in child welfare, it is rarely utilized to its fullest extent for

immigrant parents because of cultural bias and barriers in policy, such that kinship care is not a

legal option in the event that other family members are also undocumented or cannot provide the
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necessary documentation as required by law. The argument for kinship care centers on family
unity and preservation: the best interests of the child to remain with the family, the ability of kin
to apply for any necessary services on behalf of the citizen child, and that it maintains the
possibility of parental reunification in the future (The Bacon Immigration Law & Policy

Program, 2015).

Solutions

Supported solutions uphold family unity and preservation, so as to maintain parental care
of the child (Episcopal Public Policy Network, 2015; UUA, n.d.: 2012), Reforms to changé the
status quo of law enforcement and border control with concern for family separation have
included the proposed Child Citizenship Protection Act (2010-2011), the Reuniting Immigrant
Families Act passed and implemented in California, and the Parental Interest Directives
changing detention procedures for ICE personnel (ICE, 2013; Rome, 2010).

The “Facilitating Parental Interests in the Course of Civil Immigration Enforcement
Activities” directive issued in 2013 aimed to deal with concerns of family separation by

encouraging ICE to utilize discretion in determining whether a caregiver should be detained at
ging g g : ne

the expense of their child and parental rights (ABA, 2013; ICE, 2013). Additionally, the directive

—

helps guide ICE in providing a detainee the necessary resources to participate in family court and
child welfare proceedings and visitation with their child (ABA, 2013). If properly implemented it
would narrow the scope of immigrants who will be treated as deportation priorities and, thus,

l(ggg_iinmigrant families together (The American Civil Liberties Union [ACLU], 2015).

The two Help Acts would help the family locate those detained, ensure U.S. citizen
Hig fami Sy

children receive the appropriate care after a family member is deported, and would provide for
e ——
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improved coordination and communication with all entities involved to safeguard best interests

of child and family unity, including kinship care (Cervantes, 2010; The National Council of
Juvenile and Family Court Judges (NCIFCJ), 2010: 2013; LIRS, 2012; Women Refugee
Commission, 2015; American Humane Association [AHA], 2010). Thus, this solution would
meet the need to prevent family separation or to attend to it if a parent is detained, and streamline

coordination efforts between agencies. However, two negative consequences may include
w-——_"_—'-—._,._._..__—___.“

requiring more resources in child welfare, DHS, and ICE agencies to deal with the new protocols

and ensuring they are followed, and having a public backlash against such efforts thinking that
w “‘—-—-0——-"-"-———"“-\_-_
they offer relief to undocumented immigrant parents.

Opponents

The status quo of immigration enforcement and border control is not harmful from this
—-—-—-—‘—_“M

pirspecti/w_sgit ensures national security and penalizes those who have tried to cheat or

Dby-pass the system the nation has in place to ensure national security and equal opportunity
(“Text of Republican’s Principles on Immigration”, 2014). The only change necessary is to
me@y_.s., strengthen our borders and streamline removal
processes (“Text of Republican’s Principles on Immigration”, 2014). Consequences need to be
clear-cut for those in the country illlegally to deter more illegal immigration (“Text of
Republican’s Principles on Immigration”, 2014).

The public tends to view immigration in terms of racial stereotypes, removed from the

impacts of actual deportation on families (Valentino, Brader, & Jardina, 2013). The American

public is divided about the growing number of deportations; a survey of public opinion showed
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-~ o ()'\“W

that 45% of Americans think this new deportation atmosphere is good, and 45% that it is a bad VQ%A’
. \J ‘,\SUTQ/ i
thing. (Pew Research Center, 2014), T e

Immigration Enforcement and Border Control: Ensuring National Security
Opponents view illegal immigrants as a threat to the nation, Many perceptions of

immigrants are that they take away jobs, bring in possible terrorists, and use up public service

benefits (Furchtgott-Roth, 2013; Immigration Policy Center, 201 0; Smith, n.d.). The U.S.
jh VU
government has a compelling interest to support the future generation of workers and
contributors to society, but those who are citizens, meaning that the government needs to also
maintain the integrity of immigration laws and removing persons who violate such laws
(Osterberg, 2009). Thus, any solution proposed that is seen as a continuance of ignoring
enforcement policies, as noted during the Bush and Obama Administrations, is opposed
(Breeding, 2013; Nakamura & Elperin, 2015). In turn, as of 2012, DHS holds that family

e ———— it

o b, Toaneaing,
separation is not considered an extreme hardship worthy of judicial discretion for a waiver of

relief from removat (U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services [USCIS], 2015).
---_.-_--n—...,_

The purpose of immigration policy is to secure U.S. borders and enforce laws (“Text of

Republican’s Principles on Immigration™, 2014). There should be a zero tolerance policy for
) e v ety s

those who enter the U.S. illegally or over stay their visas, but youth should not be punished for

—

 their parents” mistakes, and will be provided an opportunity for legal residence and citizenship

(“Text of Republican’s Principles on Immigration”, 2014). However, no such relief will be
offered to their parents who are living and working in the U.S. without documentation. If relief is
offered for humanitarian reasons, these immigrants should pass background checks, pay

significant fines and back taxes, become proficient in English and American civics and achieve
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financial self-sufficiency without access to public benefits (“Text of Republican’s Principles on

Immigration”, 2014).

Will Encourage Illegal Immigration

Tt is argued that offering a single step that provides relief in any way to immigrants will
w grants to come to the U.S. Opponents thus argue that familyibased
immigration, or one that considers the family in its enforcement decisi(;ns, becomes a chain
system encouraging immigration to the U.S. through the anchor-baby theory, that having a child
will offer an immigrant relief from deportation (Fata et al., 2013; Giovagnoli, 2013; Glen, 2012;
McKenna, 2011; Osterberg, 2009; Rome, 2010). The Department of Homeland Security (DHS)
and Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) have both noted that protecting children by
offering relief to parents will undermine efforts to control the border, enforce laws and preserve
national security (Department of Homeland Security [DHS], 2014; ICE, 2014a:b). Thus, their
goal is to ensure national security and community saféfﬁ,';}héthe} :b; nlot it limits due process
protections for both parents and children (Giovagnoli, 2013). Many opponents see that a bill that
protects the parents and children would lead to a radical form of the immigration and border

security system.

Children are Better Off in the U.S.

Thete is a belief that children are better off in U.S., even if those children are in foster
DEll Qren are 1o

care. This has been used as a determination factor in termination of parental rights (TPR) for

e ————

———

immigrant parents and their citizen child (ARC, 2011). Court and child welfare systems

generally consider the best interests of the child as paramount to parental rights, with TPR as the
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best permanency solution for a U.S. citizen child to access citizenship rights to education and
opportunity (Yablon-Zug, 2012; Zug, 2011). Other courts use a child’s citizenship rights to U.S.
amenities of education and opportunity in cultural bias, deciding that TPR is in the best interests
of the child to have access to these resources and to cultivate an American value identity
(Maddali, 2014; Valbrun, 2012).

While detained parents seem unwilling to comply with the court-mandated reunification
plans because they are unable to comply due to lacking the necessary resources. Cﬁg__ul_’t_s*see only

the failure of the parent to fulfill the plan and think the parent has abandoned their child, and,

e S

therefore, it would be in the best interest to choose TPR. If a child has no other care options,
'-—-'—__—.—_-_—"'“"-.

he/she is placed in foster care or may even be adopted, which occurred in the case of

Encamacion Bail Romero (SM. v. EM.B.R. (Inre Adoption of C.M.B.R.), 2011). For these

children, they may become accustomed to a new way of life and become attached to their new
caregivers; it is then argued that it would be a secondary trauma to separate the child from this
et

new caregiver (Maddali, 2014). Kinship care is further denied as a viable option because the

same issues that the courts found with the biological caregiver and their immigration status
applies to other relatives who may live in a mixed-status family or be undocumented themselves,
L e
thus risking detention and deportation in the future (Maddali, 2014; McKenna, 2011; Osterberg,
2009). Undocumented immigrants are also incligible for public assistance, diminishing their
perceived capacity to provide an adequate standard of care for the foster child (Brabeck & Xu,
2010; McKenna, 2011). Finally, parents are viewed as the problem itself, considered both at fault
R PR -—n-—..—.r
for creating this family separation system by coming to the U.S. illegally, and as criminals for

breaking immigration law (ICE, 2014b; Immigration Policy Center & First Focus, 2012;

Maddali, 2014; Meng, 2013; Osterberg, 2009; Rome, 2010).
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Conclusions

While legislators across the aisle are proposing legislation to serve their bipartisan
purposes of immigration enforcement and border control or the protection of family and child,

analysis of the HELP for Separated Children Act and the Help Separated.Families Act offers

insight into the current immigration system and its unintended consequences, as well as what

e e T

solutions will solve them. As future social workers, we support these two Acts because we agree

with their intended goals as well as their motivations for setting them. Kinship care is currently a

boon in the child welfare system as a possible solution to many cases where children may need
to be removed from a parents’ care, and, with a few small modifications to protocols, like
allowing certain foreign documents to secure kinship care rights, a child separated from a
detained or removed parent can maintain family relationships. This solution also maintains the

future possibility of reunification, without the almost insurmountable barriers of parental rights

termination, geographic distance without the ability to contact U.S. child welfare agencies, and
communication with their biological child.

In addition, parents and children must both be protected from enforcement policies that

aim to treat the immigrant parent like a criminal, such as denying phone calls or necessary
contact information for child welfare workers and legal counsel. The HELP Act goes a step
further to protect children from enforcement policies themselves as potential actors in the

process, and by protecting a child’s right to grow up in his/her biological family.

It is our hope that these bills will be reintroduced in the current Congress, as they both
would allow for the value of family to be upheld throughout detention and deportation processes,
child welfare processes, and family court systems. Instituting new protocols requiring ICE

agents, child welfare systems, and courts to identify detainees as parents, coordinate contact
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between parent and child, and allocate resources 1o allow a parent to engage in a reunification
plan will potentially require more manpower in order to effectively implement these changes.
However, with the ICE Parental Interest Directive and other previous solutions already
attempted, this has not been a noted concern (ICE, 2013; 2015). In the long run, these policy

changes may create a more efficient system for identifying criminal immigrants as priorities and

—
protecting children from unnecessary trauma and separation from their parents. Further,

i,

P——

humanitarian efforts that recognize the human rights of immigrants in the U.S. may, in turn, alter
—_—

public sentiment towards imrhigrant parents and their families, leading to continued immigration

reform respecting human rights.

We stand by the original Congressman who helped draft and introduce the first version of
the HELP Act, Senator Al Franken (2010), when he says: “while our bill doesn't fix 99.9 percent
of [immigration system] problems, it takes a small but important step to make sure our kids don't

suffer any more than they have to already...While immigration may be complicated, protecting

our kids isn't.” X% o Q\‘s\(ﬁ\"ﬁ\ﬁ/@‘ﬂ % nobh o e Quian,
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Context, Assumptions & Conclusions — (40%)

The paper demonstrates an insightful ability to take facts, data and information further into new territory to
Make broader generalizations, uncover hidden meanings and implications. The paper includes a
discriminative assessment of the value, credibility and power of the information uncovered in order to decide
on well-considered choices and opinions. Conclusions and related consequences and implications are logical
and reflect student's informed evaluation and ability to place evidence and perspectives discussed in priority
order. Very acgonizad elhmrien | Clesy i Conca. Poper. Ok &n Ry lient \ﬂ)b
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B - The ggp‘%%%\emohstrg)tgg‘ an ad\equate ability to take facts, data and information further into new territory to

make broader generalizations, uncover hidden meanings and implications. The paper includes a
discriminative assessment of the value, credibility and power of the information uncovered in order to decide
on well-considered choices and opinions. Conclusions are logically tied to a range of information, including
opposing viewpoints; related consequences and implications are identified clearly.

C - The paper demonstrates uneven and superficial ability to take facts, data and information further into new
territory to make broader generalizations, uncover hidden meanings and implications. The paper presents a
limited ability to assess discriminatively the value, credibility and power of the information uncovered in order to
decide on well-considered choices and opinions. Conclusions are logically tied to information only because
information is chosen to fit the desired conclusion; a minimal number of related consequences and implications
are identified clearly.

D - The work demonstrates little ability to take facts, data and information further into new territory fo make
broader generalizations, uncover hidden meanings and im plications. The paper represents a superficial ability
fo assess discriminatively the value, credibility and power of the information uncovered in order to decide on
well-considered choices and opinions. Conclusions are inconsistently tied to some of the information
discussed; related consequences and implications are oversimpilified.

Research & Evidence — (30%)
0 @

information is taken from source(s) with enough interpretation/evaluation to develop a comprehensive
analysis or synthesis. Your paper integrates several incredibly well-qualified and credible sources. The
credibility of your sources is artfully woven into your paper, and your sources are used appropriately to respond
to assignment prompts and to assert your points. Viewpoints of experts are questioned thoroughly.
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B — Information Is taken from source(s) with enough interpretation/evatuation to develop a coherent analysis or

synthesis. Your paper integrates some well-qualified and credible sources. The credibility of your sources is
woven into your paper, and your sources are used appropriately to respond to assignment prompts and to
assert your points. Viewpoints of experts are subject to questioning.

C — Information is taken from source(s) with some interpretation/evaluation, but not enough to develop a
coherent analysis or synthesis. Your paper integrates qualified and relatively credible sources. The credibility
of your sources is present in your paper. Some of your sources are used tangentially or inappropriately to
respond to assignment prompts and/or manipulated to support your points. Viewpoints of experts are taken as
mostly fact, with little questioning.

D - Information is taken from source(s) without any interpretation/evaluation. Your fails to integrate credible
sources or discredited or marginal sources are used throughout your paper. Sources are not used to support
your response to assignment prompts and/or to assert your points. Viewpoints of experts are taken as fact,
without question.



Writing Quality — (20%)
(Q) The paper flows well and information is well connected. Sentences are clear and concise; unfamiliar terms
fe explained. Word choice is appropriate and tone is appropriate. Spelling and grammar is correct throughout
the paper, or there is only the most minor of errors. There are no contractions used. Transitions are clear and

appropriate.

B - The paper is somewhat choppy, but it contains the required information. Terms are explained. Tone and
word choice are appropriate. Spelling and grammar are mostly correct, but there are a few errors such as
contractions. Transitions are adequate.

C - The paper is choppy and dISjOInted Unfamiliar terms are-net-explained. Wortl ghoice is not alw’ays
appropriate and tone may falter. Errors exist throughout the document in spelling+and grammar..Contraétions
are used frequently. There is some difficulty with transitions.

D - The paper is lacks coherence and not organized well. Terms are not explained; sentences are confusing to
the reader and their meaning is not clear. Word choice is often inapproptiate and tone may be inconsistent.
There are major errors through the document in spelling and grammar. The author struggles with transitions.

APA Format - (10%)
0\% All references, in-text citations, and numbers are correct, or with only the most minor of errors.

B - There is effort to utilize APA writing style and format, but minor errors exist.
C - There are major errors with APA format in either references or citations.

D - There are major errors with APA format in both references and citations.
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