Appendix III

Philosophy (PHI) at AWC: Student Outcomes Assessment Rubric – 2006-2007*

	
	Limited/No Proficiency


	Some Proficiency
	High Proficiency

	Quality

Criteria

	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	1. Identifies and explains philosophical problems and issues
	Does not attempt to identify and explain philosophical problems and issues

OR

Represents the problems and issues inaccurately or inappropriately.


	Identifies main issues and problems, though some aspects are incorrect or confused. Nuances and key details are missing or glossed over.
	Clearly identifies and explains main philosophical problems or issues. Successfully explains why/how they are problems or questions. Identifies subsidiary, embedded issues, explaining their interrelationships and significance.



	2. Identifies and considers context and assumptions
	Approach to issues is egocentric and/or ethnocentric. Does not recognize context and assumptions of claims, or recognizes them only superficially. Analysis is grounded in absolutes, with little acknowledgment of one’s own biases.


	Provides some recognition of context and some consideration of assumptions and their implications for the issue being discussed. Analysis includes some strong inductive reasoning but is sometimes used only to reinforce pre-existing beliefs.
	Approaches issues with a clear sense of scope and context. Identifies underlying assumptions, connecting them with specific cultural outlooks and questioning their validity.

	3. Develops own philosophical positions and perspectives
	Fails to formulate and clearly express own philosophical position

OR

formulates a vague and indecisive point of view

OR

formulates a point of view that has limited or no philosophical relevance.


	Formulates a clear philosophical position, but is missing one or more of the following: (a) consideration of other perspectives and possible positions; (b) anticipation of objections to one’s position; and (c) consideration of strong objections to one’s position.


	Formulates a clear philosophical position, discussing its weaknesses as well as its strengths. Provides convincing replies to objections and rival positions.

	4. Analyzes philosophical arguments
	Fails to identify important philosophical arguments

OR

Represents important arguments vaguely or inaccurately (i.e., fails to identify conclusion(s) and premises)


	Accurately identifies important philosophical arguments, while also demonstrating some understanding of the philosophical text in which they are found. Does not thoroughly evaluate their credibility. May merely describe an argument without analyzing it, or may demonstrate limited understanding of how premises do and do not support conclusions.


	Clearly and accurately identifies important philosophical arguments, while demonstrating solid understanding of the text in which they are found. Analyzes arguments into premises and conclusions. Rigorously evaluates arguments by (a) considering whether the premises support the conclusion and (b) considering whether the premises are true or false.



	5. Communicates ideas effectively
	In many places, language obscures meaning. Grammar, syntax, or other errors are distracting or repeated. Little evidence of proofreading. Style is inconsistent or inappropriate. Work is unfocused and poorly organized. Format is absent or inconsistent. Sources are used incorrectly, and citations are absent or incorrect.


	In general, language does not obscure meaning. Errors are not distracting or frequent, though there may be some problems with more difficult aspects of style and voice. Basic organization is apparent, and transitions connect ideas. Format is appropriate but sometimes inconsistent. 
	Language clearly and effectively communicates ideas. May at times be nuanced and eloquent. Errors are minimal, and style is appropriate for audience. Organization is clear; transitions between ideas enhance presentation. Consistent use of appropriate format. Sources are used appropriately and cited correctly.



