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                           Kenmore State High School      Year 11 Philosophy & Reason       Semester  2, 2007
Assessment Item 7
  RESEARCH  ASSIGNMENT   -   PHILOSOPHY OF RELIGION

Name
___________________________________________________________________________

Teacher


Mr Stronach

Topic



Philosophy Strand  -  “Ways of Knowing” Unit
                                                                                Topic 3: Philosophy of religion   
Criteria to be assessed
Knowledge

                                           Application            (refer to criteria sheet overpage for specific standards)
                                               Communication

Conditions



· the school assessment policy as stated in the 2007 Student Diary is to be adhered to in all respects 
· all submissions are to be your original work, with the views of others referenced in the

                               appropriate fashion as outlined in the 2007 Student Diary
· should responses be word-processed - minimum size 11 font, double-line spaced
· word limit:  800 – 1200 words
Due Dates

Draft due:  Friday, November 16th  (at this date a reasonable attempt  is required to be submitted)
Final due:             (students who are not prepared to submit on this date should carefully 

consult the school assessment policy)

TASK

Assess one of the traditional philosophical arguments for the existence of God.

Critically evaluate the argument’s strengths & weaknesses.

TASK GUIDELINES:

To maximize your mark in the KNOWLEDGE CRITERIA, in your response you should look to:

· identify the argument as well as those responsible for formulating the argument.  In particular, explain what was the purpose or motivation of the author(s) in formulating the argument

· explain clearly and precisely the premises of the argument

· identify and explain possible variations of the argument

To maximize your mark in the APPLICATION CRITERIA, in your response you should look to:

· evaluate the strength of the argument.  Is it logically persuasive?

       In your evaluation, consider factors such as:

-   why has the argument been found to be persuasive?


-   do the premises of the argument contain any untested assumptions?


-   can the premises of the argument be challenged? If so, how?

-   is the conclusion to the argument logically supported by the premises provided?


-  how strong a conclusion can be drawn from the premises?


-  overall,  what objections or challenges can be made against the argument?


-  should you find the argument persuasive, on what grounds would you dismiss

               challenges to the argument?

· if the argument is accepted, what kind of God does the argument posit?
To maximize your mark in the COMMUNICATION CRITERIA, in your response you should look to:

· use precise and discerning language

· follow basic rules of English composition; eg. correct sentence structuring, use of

       punctuation, paragraphing, etc.

· employ correct spelling 
· make sure your response is well planned & structured so that there is a logical flow of argument throughout your essay

· ensure that all material that requires referencing has in fact been referenced appropriately
·  ensure a bibliography has been correctly compiled and attached
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	                    A
	                    B
	                   C
	                   D
	                   E

	KNOWLEDGE

The essay demonstrates:
	An extensive understanding of the selected argument as well as responses/objections to the argument
	An understanding of the selected argument as well as responses/objections to the argument
	A description of the selected argument as well as responses/objections to the argument
	A description of some of the argument as well as responses/objections to the argument
	An attempt to describe the argument

	APPLICATION
The essay demonstrates:
	Comprehensive analysis & evaluation of the selected argument & responses/objections
	Significant analysis & evaluation of the selected argument & responses/objections
	Sound  analysis & evaluation of the selected argument & responses/objections
	An attempt at  analysis & evaluation of the selected argument & responses/objections
	Little  analysis & evaluation of the selected argument & responses/objections


	COMMUNICATION


	Language employed is precise & discriminating
Language conventions (eg. correct spelling, punctuation & grammar) are fully adhered to
Information is organized & presented in a clear, concise & fluent manner
Critique employed is precise, pertinent & purposeful

In-text referencing & bibliography protocols are applied accurately
	Language employed is appropriate to convey meaning

Language conventions  are adhered to with only a few errors evident

Information is organized and presented in a clear & concise manner

Critique employed is clear & purposeful

In-text referencing & bibliography  protocols are applied accurately
	Language employed is usually appropriate to convey meaning

Language conventions are generally adhered to but a number of errors evident

Information is organized & presented in a generally clear manner

Critique employed is adequate to convey intention
In-text referencing & bibliography  protocols applied but with errors
	Some appropriate language employed

Large number of errors present in the use of language conventions

Information is organized and presented in an unclear manner

Descriptions & explanations lack detail & clarity

An attempt made to apply some in-text referencing & bibliography protocols
	Little  appropriate language employed

Number of errors in the use of language conventions so great as to render meaning unclear

Information presented is disjointed & unclear
 No in-text referencing or  bibliography present



COMMENT

