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Exemplary 
76-100
	
Issue is stated clearly and described comprehensively, with relevant information necessary for full understanding.  Addresses the issues relationships to each other, identifies and evaluates important assumptions, as well as some of the more hidden, more abstract ones.
	
Information is taken from source(s) with enough interpretation/evaluation to develop a comprehensive analysis (logical and coherent).  Viewpoints of experts are explored in depth. Identifies and rigorously evaluates all important evidence, provides new information for consideration.  Conducts appropriate, accurate, and thorough quantitative or qualitative analysis.
	
Systematically analyzes own and others’ assumptions and carefully evaluates the relevance of contexts when presenting a position. Correctly identifies major and minor stakeholders and shows the tension/conflicts of interest among them.  Recognizes missing information and correctly identifies potential effects of new information.
	
Specific position is imaginative, taking into account the complexities of an issue.  Limits of position are acknowledged.  Others’ points of view are synthesized within position and convincingly replies to these. Not only correctly reconstructs the main argument but does the same for subsidiary arguments and theories, and correctly identifies the status of each. Recognizes limitations or correlations or association and qualifies implications of assertions accordingly. 
	
Transforms ideas or solutions into entirely new forms. Extends a novel or unique idea, question, format, or product to create knowledge or knowledge that crosses boundaries.  In addition to explaining how/why/which methods are typically used, also describes embedded methods and possible alternative methods of working on the problem.  Not only identifies and avoids all mistakes of reasoning but gives clear explanations of why they are mistakes.  Uses specific inductive or deductive reasoning techniques. 
	
Conclusions and related outcomes (consequences and implications) are logical and reflect student’s informed evaluation and ability to place evidence and perspectives discussed in priority order. Qualifies assertions. Implications are developed and consider ambiguities.
	
Language clearly and effectively communicates ideas.  May at times be nuanced and eloquent.  Errors are minimal. Style is appropriate for audience. Organization is clear; transitions between ideas enhance presentation.  Consistent use of appropriate format.  Few problems with other components of the presentation.  All sources are cited and used correctly, demonstrating understanding or economic, legal, and social issues involved with the use of information.
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Proficient 
51-75
	Issue/problem(s)   is stated, described, and clarified so that understanding is not seriously impeded by omissions. Does not explain why/how the issue creates questions. Identifies and evaluates all the important assumptions, but not the ones deeper in the background-the more abstract ones.
	[bookmark: _GoBack]Information is taken from source(s) with enough interpretation/evaluation develop a coherent analysis (organized manner).  Viewpoints of experts are explored. Identifies all important evidence and rigorously evaluates it. Quantitative or qualitative analysis is mostly appropriate and accurate.
	Identifies and examines own and others’ assumptions and several relevant contexts when presenting a position. Identifies the major stakeholders in the situation at hand. Uses new information to enhance chosen solution and correctly identifies potential effects of new information.
	Specific position takes into account the complexities of an issue. Others’ points of view are acknowledged within position.  Discusses strengths and weakness of point of view. Correctly analyzes the arguments and theories; restates its component propositions and reconstructs their relationships correctly.  Recognizes most limitations or correlations or association and qualifies most implications of assertions accordingly.
	Synthesizes ideas or solutions into a coherent whole. Creates a novel or unique idea, question, format, or product.  Successfully explains how/why/which methods are most relevant to the problem. Identifies and avoids all mistakes of reasoning and explains some of them.  Uses logical reasoning.
	Conclusion is logically tied to a range of information, including opposing viewpoints; related outcomes (consequences and implications) are identified clearly.   Presents conclusions as only related to consequences.  Implications may include vague references to conclusions
	In general, language does not interfere with communication. Errors are not distracting or frequent, although there may be some problems with more difficult aspects of style and voice.  Basic organization is apparent; transitions connect ideas, although they may be mechanical.  Format is appropriate although at times inconsistent.  Most sources are cited and used correctly.
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Marginal 
26-50
	Issue/problem(s) is stated but description leaves some terms undefined and does not explain it clearly or sufficiently. Some of the most important assumptions identified are not evaluated for plausibility or clarity.
	Information is taken from source(s) with some interpretation/evaluation, but not enough to develop a coherent analysis (somewhat organized). Viewpoints of experts are taken as mostly fact, with little exploration. Successfully identifies data and information that counts as evidence but fails to thoroughly evaluate its credibility. Quantitative and qualitative analysis is appropriate and accurate, but r
rather superficial.












	Identifies several relevant contexts when presenting a position.  May be more aware of others’ assumptions than one’s own (or vice versa). Does not identify many of the stakeholders relevant to the situation at hand. Shallow determinations of effect of new information on chosen solution. 
	Specific position acknowledges different sides of an issue. Anticipates major, but not minor objections or considers weak but not strong alternative positions. Identifies a few of the premises but confuses the conclusion of the main argument in support of the position under consideration. Confuses correlations with cause.
	Connects ideas or solutions in novel ways. Experiments with creating a novel or unique idea, question, format, or product.  Identifies some but not all methods required for dealing with the issue; does not explain why they are relevant or effective. Successfully identifies and avoids some common mistakes but misses less common ones, and does not explain why or how they are mistakes. Uses superficial reasoning.
	Conclusion is logically tied to information (because information is chosen to fit the desired conclusion); some related outcomes (consequences and implications) are identified clearly. Presents conclusions as only loosely related to consequences.  Implications may include vague references to conclusions.
	In many places language obscures meaning.  Grammar, syntax, or other errors are distracting or repeated.  Little evidence of proofreading.  Style is inconsistent and inappropriate.  Work is unfocused and poorly organized; lacks logical connection of ideas. Format is absent, inconsistent or distracting.  Few sources are cited or used correctly.




















	1 Unsatisfactory 
0-25
	Issue/ problem(s) is stated without clarification or description, issues is represented inaccurately and fails to identify and evaluate any of the important assumptions behind the claims and recommend- dations made.
	Information is taken from source(s) without any interpretation or evaluation or analysis (problem is verbatim from the text).  Fails to identify data and information that counts as evidence for truth-claims and fails to evaluate its credibility. Quantitative and qualitative analysis is appropriate and accurate, and superficial (or nonexistent).
	Shows an emerging awareness of present assumptions (sometimes labels assertions as assumptions). Begins to identify some contexts when presenting a position. Does not present any of the stakeholders relevant stakeholders to the situation at hand. Incorrectly predicts the effect of new information on chosen solution.
	Specific position is stated, but is simplistic and obvious. Fails to consider other perspectives and positions.  Fails to identify the major components of the main arguments at stake and to show their logical relations. Mistakes correlations with cause.
	Recognizes existing connections among ideas or solutions. Reformulates a collection of available ideas.  Fails to explain how/why/which specific methods of research are relevant to the kind of issue.  Fails to identify and explain mistakes in the reasoning of others and fails to avoid them in his or her own reasoning. Makes unexplained, unsupported, or unreasonable inferences.
	Conclusion is inconsistently tied to some of the information discussed; related outcomes (consequences and implications) are oversimplified or nonexistent. Conclusions are absolute, and may attribute conclusion to external authority. 
	Language has no clear meaning.  Grammar, syntax, or other errors are found throughout the document.  Not proofread. Style is inconsistent and inappropriate. No organizational thought.  No format.  No cites.



