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Welcome to the Capstone Course!  
 

In this course students will apply the knowledge and skills they developed in their previous 
INSS graduate coursework to research a topic related to intelligence and national 
security. At the beginning of the semester, students will develop and refine a research 
problem as well as a set of questions to be answered. Next, students will create an 
annotated bibliography of useful sources and they will draft and develop a high quality 
paper based on their research. 
 

Learning Outcomes 

 
1. Design and execute a meaningful research project that demonstrates the 

knowledge and skills learned while in the INSS Program. 
 

2. Undertake the research process and be aware of research obligations and 
pitfalls. 
 

3. Articulate research or project objectives clearly, situate research within an 
academic or scholarly context, state claims and evidence clearly, assess 
validity of claims, evidence, outcomes, and results 
  

4. Describe your capstone research clearly and succinctly, in written and oral 
forms, to faculty, mentors, and potential sponsors. 
 

 
 

University Catalog Description 
 
Requires students to integrate and apply core knowledge and research skills to the 
analysis of a national security and intelligence problem. This course is to be taken in the 
student's final semester in the program. Prerequisite: Departmental approval. Restricted 
to graduate students. 

 
Reference Texts 
 
Wayne C Booth, Gregory G. Colomb, and Joseph M. Williams. The Craft of Research. 
Chicago, IL: University of Chicago Press, 2008. 
 
This text provides a useful reference throughout the capstone course.  
 
Deirdre McCloskey. Economical Writing. Long Grove, IL: Waveland Press, 2000.  
 
The McCloskey text is an outstanding primer on clear academic writing.  
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Assignments and Evaluation 
 
A Note on Grading. 
 

Please note that a “C” or “average” work is that which meets the basic 
requirements. “Good” or “B” work exceeds the basic requirements. “Excellent” or 
“A” work greatly exceeds basic requirements. Typically, most graduate work falls 
in the “B” range.  
 

Grading Scale. 
 

Points Grade Meaning 

500-450 A Excellent 

449-400 B Good 

399-350 C Average 

349-300 D Below Average 

<324 F Inadequate (fail) 

 

Participation-125 pts (25% of grade) 

Throughout the semester students will meet with the instructor once every few 

weeks. These meetings are important for helping students stay on track.  Given 

the importance of these interactions, students will be evaluated on their 

participation. Participation is defined as the quantity and quality of the interaction 

between the student and the professor. For example, students who are engaged, 

timely with milestones, and come well-prepared to discuss the material will have a 

higher grade than those who do not.  

 

Final Paper- 375pts (75% of grade) 

See the appendix for further information and the evaluation rubric. NOTE: Students 

will need to have their memo taken to the UTEP Writing Center three times and 

receive documentation of their visit to get full credit for the assignment. 

 

Other Course Guidelines 
 

Effort. 
The course structure and instructor alone cannot maximize each student’s 
experience. Rather, students are encouraged to take an active and engaged 
orientation to their own learning. Ultimately, the more students put into the process, 
the more they will learn. 

 
Academic Integrity Statement:  
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Students are expected to uphold the highest standards of academic integrity. Any 
form of scholastic dishonesty is an affront to the pursuit of knowledge and 
jeopardizes the quality of the degree awarded to all graduates of UTEP. Any 
student who commits an act of scholastic dishonesty is subject to discipline. 
Scholastic dishonesty includes, but is not limited to cheating, plagiarism, collusion, 
the submission for credit of any work or materials that are not attributable in whole 
or in part to another person, taking an examination for another person, any act 
designed to give unfair advantage to a student or the attempt to commit such acts. 
Proven violations of the detailed regulations, as printed in the Handbook of 
Operating Procedures (HOP) and available in the Office of the Dean of Students, 
may result in sanctions ranging from disciplinary probation, to failing grades on the 
work in question, to failing grades in the course, to suspension or dismissal among 
others. Refer to http://www.utep.edu/dos/acadintg.htm for further information.   

 
Student Disability Services Statement: 
The course instructor will make any reasonable accommodations for students with 
limitations due to disabilities, including learning disabilities. Please contact me 
personally in the first week of class, to discuss any special needs you might have. 
If you have a documented disability and require specific accommodations, you will 
need to contact the Center for Accommodations and Support Services (CASS) in 
the East Union Bldg., Room 106 within the first two weeks of classes. The CASS 
Office can also be reached in the following ways: 
Website: http://sa.utep.edu/cass/ 
Phone: (915) 747-5148 voice or TTY Fax: (915) 747-8712 E-Mail: cass@utep.edu 

 
Course Schedule 
 

Week Topic Reference 

Rdgs 

Research Activities Milestones 

Topic Selection and Refinement  

Feb 17 “From Topics to 

Questions” and  

“From Questions to 

Problems” 

Booth et al. chp. 

2 & 3 

            

 

Problem Setting and 

Finding Sources 

 

Complete 

draft 

statement of 

topic, 

questions, 

and problem 

relevance 

(Due Feb 17) 

Literature Review and Rough Draft  

mailto:cass@utep.edu
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Mar 23 “From Problems to 

Sources” & 

“Engaging 

Sources” 

 

Booth et al. chps 

5-6 

 

 

    

Annotate 

 Readings and write 

literature review 

 

Complete 

annotated 

bibliography 

and literature 

review; revise 

problem 

statement as 

needed (Mar 

23) 

 

Drafting and Writing  

May 11 “Writing” Booth et al. chps 

12-17 

 

Draft and Revise; go 

to UTEP Writing 

Center x3 times 

Complete 

final draft 

(Due May 11)  
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APPENDIX: The Research Project 

Directions 

The final paper will be an 18 page double-spaced essay on a topic related to intelligence 

and national security. It will be organized in the following structure: 

• A two page introduction that hooks the reader and summarizes the main 

arguments. The research problem, questions, and relevance should be captured 

in these first two pages.  

• A five page literature review covering the topic and identifying the gaps and/or 

debates in the literature.  

• A nine page section that encompasses the analysis and arguments of the paper  

• A two page conclusion that re-summarizes the main arguments and identifies 

areas for future research 

• A complete bibliography 

**NOTE: Failure to follow this format could lead to point deductions.  

Submission  

Save the file in a Microsoft Office file (no PDFs, please). The document should be in 

Times New Roman font with 1” margins, double-spaced and be formatted according to 

the Chicago style manual.* 

 

Please name the file: Lastname_Firstname _INSS5390_finalpaper 

 

Students should email the instructor the assignment by 11:59pm on May 11. For each 

day the assignment is late 10 percent will be deducted until the third day when the 

assignment will be worth no points. 

 

Evaluation  

This assignment is worth 75 percent of the course grade.  

It will be evaluated using grading rubric on the next page† 

 

 

 

 
* The Chicago Manual of Style Online can be found at: 

http://www.chicagomanualofstyle.org/16/contents.html 
† This grading rubric was reproduced from: http://course1.winona.edu/shatfield/air/termpaper.pdf  

http://www.chicagomanualofstyle.org/16/contents.html
http://course1.winona.edu/shatfield/air/termpaper.pdf
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Criterion Corresponds to an A Corresponds to a B Corresponds to a C Corresponds to a D 

Ideas Excels in responding to 
assignment.  
Interesting, demonstrates  
sophistication of thought. 
Central idea/thesis is 
clearly communicated,  
worth developing; limited 
enough to be 
manageable. Paper 
recognizes some 
complexity of its thesis: 
may acknowledge its 
contradictions, 
qualifications, or limits 
and follow out their 
logical implications.  
Understands and 
critically evaluates  
its sources, appropriately 
limits and  defines terms. 

A solid paper, responding  
appropriately to 
assignment. Clearly  
states a thesis/central 
idea, but may  
have minor lapses in 
development.  Begins to 
acknowledge the  
complexity of central idea 
and the  possibility of 
other points of view.  
Shows careful reading of 
sources,  but may not 
evaluate them critically.  
Attempts to define terms, 
not always  
Successfully 

Adequate but weaker 
and less  
effective, possibly 
responding less  
well to assignment. 
Presents central  
idea in general terms, 
often  
depending on platitudes 
or cliches.  
Usually does not 
acknowledge other  
views. Shows basic 
comprehension  
of sources, perhaps 
with lapses in  
understanding. If it 
defines terms,  
often depends on 
dictionary  
definitions 

Does not have a clear 
central idea or  
does not respond 
appropriately to the  
assignment. Thesis 
may be too vague  
or obvious to be 
developed  
effectively. Paper may  
misunderstand 
sources. 
 

Organizatio

n & 

Coherence 

Uses a logical structure 
appropriate  
to paper's subject, 
purpose, audience,  
thesis, and disciplinary 
field.  
Sophisticated transitional 
sentences  
often develop one idea 
from the  
previous one or identify 
their logical  
relations. It guides the 
reader  
through the chain of 
reasoning or  
progression of ideas. 
 

Shows a logical 
progression of ideas  
and uses fairly 
sophisticated  
transitional devices; e.g., 
may move  
from least to more 
important idea.  
Some logical links may be 
faulty,  
but each paragraph 
clearly relates to  
paper's central idea. 
 

May list ideas or 
arrange them  
randomly rather than 
using any  evident 
logical structure. May 
use  transitions, but 
they are likely to be  
sequential (first, 
second, third) rather  
than logic-based. While 
each  paragraph may 
relate to central idea,  
logic is not always clear. 
Paragraphs  have topic 
sentences but may be  
overly general, and 
arrangement of 
sentences within 
paragraphs may  
lack coherence 

May have random 
organization,  
lacking internal 
paragraph coherence  
and using few or 
inappropriate  
transitions. Paragraphs 
may lack  
topic sentences or 
main ideas, or  
may be too general or 
too specific to  
be effective. 
Paragraphs may not all  
relate to paper's 
thesis. 
 

Support Uses evidence 
appropriately and  
effectively, providing 
sufficient  
evidence and 
explanation to  
convince. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Begins to offer reasons to 
support its  
points, perhaps using 
varied kinds of  
evidence. Begins to 
interpret the  
evidence and explain 
connections  
between evidence and 
main ideas. Its  
examples bear some 
relevance 
 

Often uses 
generalizations to 
support  its points. May 
use examples, but they 
may be obvious or not 
relevant. Often depends 
on unsupported  
opinion or personal 
experience, or  
assumes that evidence 
speaks for  itself and 
needs no application to 
the  point being 
discussed. Often has  
lapses in logic 

Depends on cliches or  
overgeneralizations for 
support, or  
offers little evidence of 
any kind.  
May be personal 
narrative rather  
than essay, or 
summary rather than  
analysis. 
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Style  Chooses words for their 
precise  
meaning and uses an 
appropriate  
level of specificity. 
Sentence style  
fits paper's audience and 
purpose.  
Sentences are varied, 
yet clearly  
structured and carefully 
focused, not  
long and rambling. 

Generally uses words 
accurately and  
effectively, but may 
sometimes be  
too general. Sentences 
generally  
clear, well structured, and 
focused,  
though some may be 
awkward or  
ineffective. 
 

Uses relatively vague 
and general  
words, may use some 
inappropriate  
language. Sentence 
structure  
generally correct, but 
sentences may  
be wordy, unfocused, 
repetitive, or  
confusing 
 

May be too vague and 
abstract, or  
very personal and 
specific. Usually  
contains several 
awkward or  
ungrammatical 
sentences; sentence  
structure is simple or 
monotonou 
 

Mechanics Almost entirely free of 
spelling,  
punctuation, and 
grammatical errors 

May contain a few errors, 
which may  
annoy the reader but not 
impede  
understanding 
 

Usually contains several 
mechanical  
errors, which may 
temporarily  
confuse the reader but 
not impede  
the overall 
understanding 
 

Usually contains either 
many  
mechanical errors or a 
few important  
errors that block the 
reader's  
understanding and 
ability to see  
connections between 
thoughts. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


