,_ Repreventing
the
vc::a:?.

( gmpatison of
Posithions

.m.......“!\‘;b\.‘l!

P

o paper GOCS not establish what
osophital ccs:.a:.: 1s/are
HQQKA by the v:.:.:ov:: al

3{_52: and the uo,._:o::_

) are nol .nv::..-:_.i

!.55\.1
* pACH premines o conclusions

are MLNNE the argument of the

postionis in/are not
.423\21&

o paper wentdes tew, ({ any,
elements of wtyte/app! oach,
premises, Of conclusons used by
the 03.55“.3.3_ positions of
Goes 30 wnaccurately.

* papet NALC urately
(hatactenzes smilarites or
gMerences or neglects 10 clearly
evtabhsh simiiarty Of differences.

* philosophical question(s) may or
not be established; multiple
inaccuracies are present.

* Seyeral premises of conclusions
are rissing and little eftortis
made to explain how the premises
establish the conclusion.

* Question(s) addressed by the
position(s) is established and the
paper presents few inaccuracies.
* Most premises are presented
accurately in stydent’'s own words
and there is some discussion of

how they lead to the conclusion(s).

* Presentation of the argument is
mostly accurate and the
philosophical question{s)
addressed by the position(s) is/are
clearly established.

* Most premises are presented in
student’s own words and a clear
explanation of how they lead to
the conclusion is present.
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premises in student's own
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. MNAH dentifies few elements of
style/approach, premises, or
conclusions used by the
philosophical positions, or does so
with a few inaccuracies.

* paper makes little mention of
how elements are similar of
different, and/or neglects to
explain how these elements are

* paper identifies some elements
of style/approach, premises, or
conclusions used by the
philosophical positions with little
inaccuracy.

* paper states what elements are
similar or different, but largely
neglects to explain how these
elements are similar or different.

* Paper identifies numerous
elements of style/approach,
specific premises, and specific
conclusions used by the
philosophical positions.

* paper clearly explains how g
specific elements described a
similar or different,

* paper identifies some specific
elements of style/approach,
specific premises, or specific
conclusions used by the
philosophical positions.

* paper clearly explgins how many
of these specifics are similar or
different.




