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6. Closing the LoopDissemination and Use of CurreAissessment Findings
A. When and how did
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“Analyze & Evaluate” RUBRIC FOR EVALUATION OF OUTCGZOAF)

SLO 1:t8dents camanalyze and evaluate arguments.

Learning Outcome
Component

PartiallyMeets Expectations
(1p)

Adequately Meets Expectationg
(2 pty

Exceeds Expectations
(3 pts)

Presentatiorof the
argument is clear.
(Identifies thethesis /
claimthat the author is
making.)

Analysiof the

Sudent’s presentation of the
argumentis sometimes but
not always accuratas
occasionally but not
consistently clear, and lacks
focus. Does not clearly
identify the thesis.

(“Are you sure that's the
author’s argument?

Sudent’s presentation of the

argument is clear. (Here component parts of the

are the_component
partsof the argument.)

argument lacks focus; fails to

identify key elements of the

argument; little awareness of

the argument’s movement.

(“I don't think that’s sharp
enough?)

Sudent’s presentation of the
argumentis accurateglear, and
focused. Clearly identifies the
thesis.

(“Yes-that's clearly presented.)

Sudent’s presentation of the
component parts of the
argumentis focused; clearly
identifies key elements of the
argument and overall
movement.

(“Good-that's clear.”)

Sudent’s presentation of the
argumentis accurateyvell-
focused, and shows depth of
insight (e.g. it is well organizeg
shows insight into personal or
historical context of the
argument). Presents the thesis
with nuance.

(“Hey—that’s quite good.”)
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