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	Analysis and Evaluation of Evidence

	Poor

1                         2
	Fair

3                         4
	Satisfactory

5                        6

	Offers superficial (or no) analysis of primary sources.  Bases argument primarily on personal experience, feelings, and "common sense" beliefs.
	Offers deepening analysis of examples from primary sources, but only in the broadest, generalized terms.  May include some irrelevant or personal evidence.
	Offers detailed, contextualized, and appropriate analysis of primary sources. 


	Describes primary sources in terms of "just the facts" and superficial retelling.  
	Describes the general, broad relevance of each datum to the main argument.  
	Describes the specific relevance of each datum to the main argument. 

	Recognizes little or no relationship between data from the primary sources or other (secondary) evidence used.
	Recognizes the general relationships between data from the primary sources or evidence used.  May include irrelevant, unexplained, or conflicting evidence. 
	Recognizes, and explains the specific connections between different data from the primary (and secondary) sources. Avoids irrelevant evidence.


	Drawing Conclusions

	Poor

1                         2
	Fair

3                         4
	Satisfactory

5                        6

	Conclusions based on unsuitable, irrelevant evidence, appeals to "common sense," or unsupported personal opinion.
	Conclusions based on a mix of unsupported opinion, appeals to "common sense," and appropriate evidence from the primary (and secondary) sources.
	Conclusions based on appropriate and relevant data from the primary sources, rather than speculation and unsupported opinion.

	Selects weak or irrelevant evidence from the primary sources.


	Selects some appropriate evidence from the primary (and secondary) sources, but may also include extraneous, confusing, or irrelevant data.
	Selects the strongest and most relevant supporting evidence from the primary (and secondary) sources.



	Draws unwarranted or fallacious conclusions.
	Draws some appropriate conclusions, but may also include observations that do not follow logically and consistently.  
	Draws appropriately contextualized conclusions that follow logically and consistently. Conclusions are not overstated or understated.


