Analytic Reasoning & Evaluation

® Identifies most facts or ideas that
support or refute all mojor arguments
{or salient features of ul‘ objects to be
clossified) presented in the Document
Library. Provides analysis that goes
beyond the obvious.

* Demonsirates accurate understanding
of a lorge body of information from
the Document Library.

® Makes several accurate claims about
the quality of information.

* Identifies several focts or ideas that
support or refute al! major arg

Performance Task

Writing Effectiveness

* Organizes response in a logically
cohesive way that makes it very
easy fo follow the writer’s argu-
ments.

Provides valid and comprehensive
elaboration on facis or ideas relat-
ed to each argument and clearly
cites sources of information.

Orgonizes response in a logically
hesive way that makes it foirly

{or salient features of all objects to be
classified} presented in the Document
Library.

® Demonstrates accurate understand-
ing of much of the Document Library
content.

* Makes a few accurate claims about
the quality of information.

¢ Identifies a few facts or ideas thot
support or refute all major arguments
{or salient features of all objects to be
dlassified) presented in the Document
Library.

e Briefly demonstrates accurate
understanding of important Document
Library content, but disregards some
information.

© Makes very few accurate claims about
the quality of information.

® |dentifies a few facts or ideas that
support or refute several arguments
{or salient features of all objects to be
classified) presented in the Document
Library.

e Disregards important information or
makes minor misinterprefations of
information. May restate information
“as is.”

o Rarely, if ever, makes claims about
the quality of information and may
p T Jioble evidence os
credible.

® Identifies very few facts or ideas that
support or arguments (or salient
features of all objects to be classified)
presented in the Document Library.

* Disregards or misinterprets much of
the Document Library. May restate
in on “as is.”

® Does not make daims about the qual-
ity of information and presents some
unreligble information as credible.

® Does not identify focts or ideas that
support or refute arguments (or salient
features of ol objects o be classified)
presented in the Document Library or
provides no evidence of analysis.

® Disregards or severely misinterprets
important information.

. Doe; not make claims about the qual-
ity of evidence and bases response on
unreliable information.

easy to follow the writer’s argu-
menis.

Provides valid eloboration on facts
or ideas reloted to each argument
and cites sources of information.

e Oruuzu response in a way that
makes the writer’s arguments and
logic of those arguments apparent
but not obvious.

® Provides valid elaboration on focts
or ideas several times and cites
sources of information.

Provides limited or somewhat un-
clear arguments. Presents relevant
information in each response, but
that information is not woven info
arguments.

Provides elaboration on focts or
ideas a few times, some of which
is valid. Sources of in i

are somefimes uncleor.

Provides limited, involid, over-
stated, or very unclear arguments.
May present information in a dis-
organized fashion or undermine
own points.

Any elaboration on facts or ideos
tends to be vague, irefevant,
inaccurate, or unreliable (e.g.,
based entirely on writer’s opinion).
Sources of in ion are

unclear.

Does not develop convincing
arguments. Writing may be disor-
ganized and confusing.

® Does not provide elaboration on
facts or itL:s.

Writing Mechanics

Demonstrates outstanding control of
grammatical conventions.

Consistently writes well-constructed,
complex senfences with varied structure
and length.

Displays adept use of vocabulary that is
precise, advanced, and varied.

Demonstrates very good control of gram-
matical conventions.

Consistently writes well-constructed sen-
tences with varied structure and length.
Uses varied and sometimes advanced
vocabulary that effectively icates

Problem Solving

® Provides a decision and o solid ratio-
nale based on credible evidence from
a vorisly of sources. Weighs other
options, but presents the decision as
best given the available evidence.

When applicable:

* Proposes a course of action that
follows logicatly from the conclusion.
Considers implications.

® Recognizes the need for additional re-
search. Recommends specific research
that would address most unanswered
questions.

® Provides a decision and a solid
rationale based largely on credible
evidence from multiple sources and
discounts allernatives.

When applicable:

° Pr a course of action that

ideas.

Demonsirates good control of grammati-
cal conventions with few errors.

Writes well-consiructed sentences with
some varied structure and length.

Uses vocabulary that clearly communi-
cates ideas but lacks variety.

Demonstrates fair control of grammatical
conventions with frequent minor errors.
Writes sentences that read naturally but
tend to have similar structure ond length.
Uses vocabulary that communicotes
ideas adequately but lacks variety.

Demonstrates poor control of gram-
matical conventions with frequent minor
errors and some distracting errors.
Consistently writes sentences with similor
structure and length, and some may be
difficult to understand.

Uses simple vocabulary, and some
vocabulary may be used inaccurately or
in a way that makes meaning unclear.

Demonstrates minimal control of gram-
matical conventions with many errors
that make the response difficult to read
or provides insuﬂgon

Writes sentences that are itive or
incomplete, and some are difficult to
understand.

Uses simple vocabulory, and some
vocabulary is used inaccurately or in o
way that makes meaning unclear.

cient evidence fo judge.

follows logically from the conclusion.
May consider implications.

. nizes the need for additional re-
s;:ﬁ\. Suggests research that would
address some unanswered questions.

® Provides o decision and credible
evidence fo back it up, Possibly does
not account for crediE|e, contradictory
evidence. May altempt to discount
alternatives.

When applicable:

® Proposes a course of action that
follows logically from the conclusion.
May briefly consider implications.

. Rec:inizes the need for additional re-
search. Suggesls research that would
address an unanswered question.

® Provides or implies o decision and
some reason fo favor it, but the
rationale may be contradicted by
unaccounted for evidence.

When applicable:

e e i

some aspects may not i
e

* May recognize -
difional research. Any suggested
research lends to be vogue or would
not adequately address unanswered
questions.

® Provides or implies a decision, but
very little rationale is provided or it is
bosed heavily on unreliable evidence.

When opplimbie:

e Briefly proposes a course of action,
but some aspecis do not follow logi-
cally from the conclusion,

* May recognize the need for addition-
al research. Any suggested research

is vague or would not adequately
address unanswered questions.

¢ Provides no clear decision or no valid
rationale for the decision.

When applicable: ;

* Does not propose a course of action
that follows logically from the conclu-
sion.

* Does not recognize the need for
additional research or does not
suggest research that would address
unanswered questions.




Make-an-Argument

Analytic Reasoning & Evaluation

e Asserts an insightful position and provides multiple
{at least 4) sound reasons to justify it.

Provides analysis that reflects a thorough consider-
afion of the complexity of the issue. Possibly refutes
maijor ¢ gumenis or considers ¢

integral to the issue (e.g., ethical, cultural, social,
political).

States a thoughtful position and provides multiple (at
least 3) sound reasons to support it.

® Provides analysis that reflects some consideration

of the complexity of the issue. Possibly considers
contexts integral fo the issue (e.g., ethical, cultural,
social, political).

e States a clear position and some {2-3) sound rea-
sons fo support it.

Provides some careful analysis, but it lacks consider-
ction of the issue’s complexity.

States or implies a position and provides few {1-2)
reasons to support it.
® Provides some superficial analysis of the issve.

e States or implies a position and provides vague or
very reasons fo support it.

Provides little analysis, and that analysis may reflect
an oversimplification of the issue.

* States an unclear position (if any) ond fails to pro-
vide reosons o support it.
® Provides very litfle evidence of analysis. May not

issue.

Writing Effectiveness

Organizes response in a logically cohesive way that
makes it very easy to follow the writer’s argument

Writing Mechanics

* Demonstrates outstanding controf of grammatical

Provides valid and comprehensive elaboration on
each reason for the writer’s position,

Organizes response in a logically cohesive way that
makes it fairly easy to follow the writer’s ar t

. l(;onsistenﬂy writes well-constructed, complex sen-
Ienceis wig\d varied sfmclured o?d lend‘g;h

® Displ lept use of vocabulary that is precise,
udvu:z:d, and varied.

Demonsirates very good control of grommeatical

Provides valid elaboration on each reason for the
writer’s position.

Organizes response in a way that makes the writer’s
argument and its logic apparent but not cbvious.
Provides valid elaboration on reasons for the writer’s
position several times.

Provides a limited or somewhat unclear argument.
Presents relevant information, but that information is
not woven into an argument.

Provides valid elaboration on reasons for the writer’s
position a few fimes.

Provides limited, invalid, overstated, or very uncleor
argument. May present information in a disorgo-
nized fashion or undermine own points.

Any elaboration on reasons for the writer’s position
tend fo be vague, irrelevant, inaccurote, or unreli-
able {e.g., based entirely on writer’s opinion).

Fails to develop a convincing argument. The writing
be disorganized and confusing.

FT(is to provide elaboration on reasons for the

writer’s position.

® Consistently writes well-constructed sentences with
varied structure and length.

Uses varied and sometimes advanced vocobulary
that effectively communicates ideas.

Demonsirutes good control of grammatical conven-
tions with few errors.

® Writes well-constructed sentences with some varied
structure and length.

Uses vocabulary that clearly communicates ideas but
lacks variety.

 Demonsirates fair control of grommatical conven-

tions with frequent minor errors.

Writes sentences that read naturally but tend to have

similar structure and length.

® Uses vocobulary that communicates ideas od-
equately but lacks variety.

* Demonsirates poor control of grammaticat conven-
tions with frequent minor errors and some distracting
errors.

o Consistently writes sentences with similar structure

and length, and some may be difficult to understand.

Uses simple vocabulary, and some vocobulary may

be used inoccurately or in a way that makes mean-

ing uncleor.

 Demonsirotes minimal control of grammatical con-
ventions with many esrors that make the response
difficult to reod or provides insufficient evidence to

judge.
© Writes sentences that are repetitive or incomplete,
and some are difficult to understand.
® Uses simple vocabulary, and some vocobulary is
used inaccurately or in @ way that makes meaning
r,



Critique-an-Argument

Analytic Reasoning & Evaluation

Demonsirates accurate understanding of the com-
plete argument.

Identifies many {at feast 5) deficiencies in the argu-
ment and provides analysis that goes beyond the
obvious.

Demonstrates accurate understanding of much of the
argument.

Identifies many (at least 4) deficiencies in the argu-
ment.

Demonsirates accurate understonding of several
aspects of the argument, but disregards a few.
Identifies several (at least 3) deficiencies in the
argument.

Disregards several aspects of the argument or makes
minor misinterp: of the arg
Identifies o few (2-3) deficiencies in the argument.

Disregards or misinterprets much of the information
in the argument,

Identifies very few (1-2) deficiencies in the argument
and may accept unrelicble evidence as credible.

Disregards or severely misinterprets important
information in the argument,

Fails to identify deficiencies in the argument or
provides no evidence of critical analysis.

Writing Effectiveness

¢ Organizes response in a logically cohesive way that
makes it very easy Io follow the writer’s critique.
Provides valid and comprehensive elaboration for
each identified deficiency.

Orgonizes response in a logicolly cohesive way that
mﬂs it fairly easy to follow the writer’s critique.
Provides valid elaboration for each identified
deficiency.

* Organizes response in o way thot makes the writer’s
crifique and ifs logic apparent but not obvious.
® Provides volid elaboration on identified deficiencies

several times.

* Provides o limited or somewhat unclear critique.
Presents relevant information, but that information is
not woven info an argument.

® Provides valid eloboration on identified deficiencies

a few times.

Provides limited, invulidéomtofed, ordvery unclear
crifique. Moy present information in a disorganized
fashion or undermine own points.

® Any eloboration on identified deficiencies tends to
be vague, imrelevant, inaccurate, or unreliable (e.g.,
based entirely on writer’s opinion).

* Fails fo develop a convincing crilique or ogrees
tirely with the flawed argument. The writing may
disorganized and confusing.
* Fails to provide elaboration on identified deficien-
cies.

Writing Mechanics

* Demonsirates outstanding conirol of grammatical
conventions.

e Consistently writes well-constructed, complex sen-
tences with varied structure and length.

e Displays adept use of vocabulary that is precise,
advanced, and varied.

® Demonsirates very good control of grommatical
conventions.

 Consistently writes well-constructed senfences with
varied structure and length.

® Uses varied and sometimes advanced vocabulary
that effectively communicates ideas.

* Demonsirates good contro! of grammatical conven-
tions with few errors.

® Writes well-constructed sentences with some varied
structure and length.

® Uses vocabulary that clearly communicates ideas but
lacks variety.

© Demonstrates foir control of grammatical conven-
tions with frequent minor errors.

® Writes sentences that read naturally but fend to have
similar structure and length.

® Uses vocabulary that communicates ideas ad-
equately but lacks variety.

® Demonsirates poor control of grammaticol conven-
tions with frequent minor ervors and some distracting
errors.

o Consistently writes ces with similar structure

and length, and some may be difficult to understand.

® Uses simple voccbulary, and some vocabulary may
be used inaccurately or in a way that makes mean-
ing unclear.

* Dx | control of gr tical con-
venfions with many errors that make the response
difficult to read or provides insufficient evidence to
judge.

® Writes sentences that are repefifive or incomplete,

and some are difficult to understand.

Uses simple vocobulary, and some vocabulary is

used inoccurately or in o way that makes meaning

r.
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