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	1:
analysis/ assessment

of 

deductive arguments
	Incorrect applications.  Reveals a poor understanding of basic logical concepts, deductive forms or methods for evaluating validity and soundness. 
	Demonstrates a fair understanding of deductive forms and assessment methods, and is able to apply them, though with some errors.
	Demonstrates a good understanding of deductive forms and assessment methods, and is able to apply them with only a few errors.
	Demonstrates thorough grasp of various deductive forms and assessment methods (e.g., use of symbols, Venn diagrams, truth functions, etc.) and applies them correctly.

	2:
analysis/assessment of 

inductive arguments
	Incorrect applications.  Reveals a poor understanding of  basic logical concepts, inductive forms or methods for evaluating strength and cogency.  
	Demonstrates a fair understanding of inductive forms and assessment methods, and is able to apply them, though with some errors.
	Demonstrates a good understanding of inductive forms and assessment methods, and is able to apply them with only a few errors.
	Demonstrates a thorough grasp of various inductive forms and assessment methods (e.g., basic statistical methods, Mill's methods, fallacies, etc.) and applies them correctly.

	3:
analysis/assessment of  
explanatory theories
	Reveals a poor understanding of the criteria of adequacy for empirical theories and is unable to use these concepts to assess a theoretical claim.  May also have multiple errors of application or interpretation. 
	Demonstrates a fair grasp of the concept of testability and is able to use it and at least some of the other criteria.  May have some errors of application or interpretation.
	Demonstrates a good grasp of the concept of testability, and the other criteria of adequacy for empirical theories, and correctly uses most of the criteria.  Few or minor errors.
	Demonstrates a thorough grasp of the concept of testability, and the other criteria of adequacy for empirical theories, and successfully deploys the criteria.  No major errors.



	4:
construction of a
novel argument
	The student fails to construct an argument with a clear logical structure.  The conclusion is uninteresting or poorly supported.  Has problematic premises or commits an obvious fallacy.  Unable to represent argument form.
	The student can construct a novel but unchallenging argument, having a fairly clear logical form.  May have problematic premises. Avoids obvious fallacies.  May contain some errors in the construction or formal representation.  
	The student can construct a somewhat challenging and interesting argument that is well-formed, valid or strong, has few problematic premises, and avoids major fallacies.  Few or no errors in the construction or formal representation.
	The student constructs a challenging and interesting argument that is well-formed, valid or strong, with no obviously problematic premises, and no fallacies.  No significant errors in the construction or formal representation.


