Philosophy Essay Rubric














Name:_____________________

	Achievement Chart

Criteria
	Level 4 

Excellent
	Level 3

Good (Provincial Standard) 
	Level 2

Satisfactory
	Level 1 

Needs Improvement

	Knowledge

· Concepts/Ideas

· Conventions

· Evidence

( x 5) ___/20
	· Very detailed content/ideas 

· All concepts are very clearly defined

· Exemplary use of empirical and hypothetical evidence/examples

· Mastered knowledge of essay conventions
	· Reasonably detailed content/ideas

· Most concepts are clearly defined

· Reasonable use of empirical and hypothetical evidence/examples

· Reasonable knowledge of essay conventions
	· Unevenly detailed content/ideas

· Some concepts are clearly defined

· Some use of empirical and hypothetical evidence/examples

· Some knowledge of essay conventions
	·  Poorly detailed content/ideas

· Few, if any concepts are clearly defined

· Little, if any use of empirical and hypothetical evidence/examples

· Poor knowledge of essay conventions

	Thinking/Inquiry

· Critical Thinking

· Analysis

· Interpretation

· Argumentation

· Innovation

· Problem Solving

· Definition 

· Objections 

· Responses

( x 10) ___/40
	· Uses an exceptional variety of critical thinking elements and argumentative strategies to persuade the reader including: generalization, instantiation, counterexample, analogy and other strategies 

· Argumentative strategies are highly effective

· Analysis is exceptional: arguments and supporting points are broken down very effectively using the elements of critical thinking 

· Essay demonstrates a highly innovative thinking/problem solving process

· Exceptional definition/analysis of terms 

· Very effective objections and responses
	· Uses a reasonable variety of critical thinking elements and argumentative strategies to persuade the reader including: generalization, instantiation, counterexample, analogy and other strategies

· Argumentative strategies are reasonably effective

· Analysis  is strong: arguments and supporting points are broken down effectively using the elements of  critical thinking

· Essay demonstrates a reasonably innovative thinking/problem solving process

· Reasonable definition/analysis of terms 

· Reasonably effective objections and responses
	· Uses a basic variety of critical thinking elements and argumentative strategies to persuade the reader including: generalization, instantiation, counterexample, analogy and other strategies 

· Argumentative strategies are somewhat effective

· Analysis  is competent: arguments and supporting points are broken down somewhat effectively  using elements of critical thinking

· Essay demonstrates some innovative thinking/problem solving 

· Some definition/analysis of terms

· Somewhat effective objections and responses
	· Uses little/no variety of critical thinking elements and argumentative strategies to persuade the reader including: generalization, instantiation, counterexample, analogy and other strategies 

· Argumentative strategies are ineffective

· Analysis is basic: argument and supporting points are broken down with minimal effectiveness  using few, if any elements of critical thinking

· Essay demonstrates little, if any,  innovative thinking/problem solving 

· Little, if any definition/analysis of terms

· Weak, if any  effective objections and responses

	Communication

· Clarity/Precision

· Structure

· Fluency

· Unity

· Emphasis

· Technical Merit

· Format

· Conventions

( x 10) ___/40
	· The writer is very  aware of and demonstrates his/her knowledge of purpose, audience and philosophy essay conventions 

· Narrative is crystal clear, well organized, highly coherent and connected (both arguments and paragraphs) 

· Narrative is very focused and unified

· Minimal errors in: Spelling, Grammar, Punctuation, Diction, Sentence Structure and Format  
	· The writer is reasonably aware of and demonstrates his/her knowledge of purpose, audience and philosophy essay conventions 

· Narrative is reasonably clear, organized, coherent and connected (both arguments and paragraphs) 

· Narrative is reasonably focused and unified

· Some errors in: Spelling, Grammar, Punctuation, Diction, Sentence Structure and Format
	· The writer is basically aware of and demonstrates his/her knowledge of purpose, audience and philosophy essay conventions 

· Narrative is somewhat clear, organized, coherent and connected (both arguments and paragraphs) 

· Narrative is somewhat focused and unified

· Major errors in: Spelling, Grammar, Punctuation, Diction, Sentence Structure and Format
	· The writer is unaware of and fails to demonstrate his/her knowledge of purpose, audience and philosophy essay conventions 

· Narrative is unclear, disorganized, incoherent and disconnected (both arguments and paragraphs) 

· Narrative is unfocused and scattered

· Excessive errors in: Spelling, Grammar, Punctuation, Diction, Sentence Structure and Format

	Application

· Logic

· Reasoning

· Fallacies

( x 5) ___/20
	· Outstanding application of rules of logic and right reasoning

· Minimal incidence of formal fallacies (mistakes in form/validity of arguments) 

· Minimal incidence of informal fallacies 
	· Strong application of rules of logic and right reasoning

· Some incidence of formal fallacies (mistakes in form/validity of arguments) 

· Some incidence of informal fallacies 
	· Fair application of rules of logic and right reasoning

· Noticeable incidence of formal fallacies (mistakes in form/validity of arguments) 

· Noticeable incidence of informal fallacies 
	· Minimal application of rules of logic and right reasoning

· High incidence of formal fallacies (mistakes in form/validity of arguments)

·  High incidence of informal fallacies 


