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A P  S E M I N A R  E N D  O F  C O U R S E  E X A M  R U B R I C :  S E C T I O N  I ,  P A R T  B  
 

C O N T E N T  A R E A  P E R F O R M A N C E  L E V E L S  

1 Analyzing and Evaluating 
Evidence  

The response lists little evidence.  There is 
superficial determination of relevance and/or 
credibility. 

 
2 

The response analyzes various pieces of 
evidence in terms of credibility and relevance, 
but may do so inconsistently or unevenly.  

 
4  

The response successfully analyzes various 
pieces of evidence from both articles in terms 
of their relevance and credibility. 

 
6 

 
2 Understanding and 
Analyzing Argument 

 

The response fails to identify the authors’ lines 
of reasoning and/or contains either no 
comparison or an unfounded or inaccurate 
comparison. 
 

2 

The response identifies the authors’ lines of 
reasoning but is limited in its evaluation of 
weaknesses and/or strengths in the authors’ 
arguments.  It contains some comparison. 

 
4  

The response explains, analyzes and compares 
the authors’ lines of reasoning and their validity 
by evaluating weaknesses and/or strengths in 
the authors’ arguments. 

 
6  

 
3 Understanding and 
Analyzing Argument 
 

A discussion of the authors' lines of reasoning 
may be unsound or missing. The response may 
be unrelated to one or both authors’ lines of 
reasoning.   

2 

The response identifies implications and/or 
limitations of the two arguments.  It may 
provide a flawed evaluation. 

 
4 

The response identifies and provides a 
reasonable analysis and evaluation of the 
implications and/or limitations of the two 
arguments. 

6 
 
 

ADDITIONAL SCORES: In addition to the scores represented on the rubrics, readers can also assign scores of 0 (zero) and NR (No Response). 

0 (Zero) 
 A score of 0 is assigned to a single row of the rubric when the response displays a below‐minimum level of quality as identified in that row of the 

rubric.   
 Scores of 0 are assigned to all rows of the rubric when the response is off‐topic; a repetition of a prompt; entirely crossed‐out; a drawing or other 

markings; or a response in a language other than English. 

NR (No Response)   
 A score of NR is assigned to responses that are blank. 
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Overview 

Section IB assessed students’ ability to: 
• Evaluate and compare two articles by analyzing the line of reasoning in each; 
• Detect the strengths and weaknesses of the articles; 
• Compare implications and limitations of each argument; 
• Address and analyze various pieces of evidence for credibility and relevance; 
• Think critically about information and its validity; and 
• Write cogently and coherently to communicate ideas. 

Sample: A 
Content Area: Analyzing and Evaluating Evidence - Row 1 Score: 6 
Content Area: Understanding and Analyzing Argument - Row 2 Score: 6 
Content Area: Understanding and Analyzing Argument - Row 3 Score: 6 
 
HIGH SAMPLE RESPONSE 
 
Content Area: Analyzing and Evaluating Evidence - Row 1 
This response earned a 6 because it incorporates a sophisticated analysis of the credibility and 
relevance of evidence in both articles. For example, the response states: "[Article A] provides 
images of a brain search[ing] for an object before and after gaming....This greatly increases the 
effectiveness of the argument since it is a highly credible and unbiased source which was relevant 
to their claim"-not only does this assess the evidence's relevance, but it also explains credibility in 
the context of supporting the argument. The response also does this for Article B: "Although 
Skinner is credible, and the study is relevant to the argument...it contains some limitations due to 
the study being from 1950." 
 
Content Area: Understanding and Analyzing Argument - Row 2 
This response earned a 6 due to its discussion of the strengths and weaknesses of both authors' 
lines of reasoning. In addition to identifying the authors' main arguments, the response also 
evaluates the effectiveness of their strengths and weaknesses. The response provides a meaningful 
comparison of the two arguments. For example, "Article A evenly relies on numerous experts 
involved in the field of neuroscience...while Article B relies mainly on a single scientist." 
 
Content Area: Understanding and Analyzing Argument - Row 3  
This response earned a 6 because it clearly identifies and evaluates the implications and/or 
limitations of both articles. For example, for Article A, the response states the possible benefits for 
"navigation, research, and chemistry" as "real world implications." It also notes the limitation that 
the study was performed only on young adults. Regarding Article B, the response evaluates the 
"real world" limit of the article's application by its reliance on only Candy Crush, which "limit[s] the 
argument...to only those who play [the game]." 
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Sample: B 
Content Area: Analyzing and Evaluating Evidence - Row 1 Score: 4 
Content Area: Understanding and Analyzing Argument - Row 2 Score: 4 
Content Area: Understanding and Analyzing Argument - Row 3 Score: 4 
 
MEDIUM SAMPLE RESPONSE 
 
Content Area: Analyzing and Evaluating Evidence - Row 1 
The response earned 4 points for this row because it assesses some evidence from both articles 
(the visual display of the brain and the evidence of the MIT researcher, respectively) for relevance 
and credibility, but it omits discussion of other evidence. 
 
Content Area: Understanding and Analyzing Argument - Row 2 
The response earned 4 points for this row because while it identifies the authors' lines of reasoning 
(the first article emphasizes the possible positive effects of video gaming, the second article 
emphasizes the negative), its discussion of the articles' arguments' strengths is limited and 
discussion of the articles' arguments' weaknesses is missing. 
 
Content Area: Understanding and Analyzing Argument - Row 3 
The response earned 4 points for this row because it identifies a possible implication of both 
articles for video gamers' health and/or a limitation of both articles due to the role of consumer 
choice in purchasing games. However, the response does not evaluate both articles in terms of a 
strength and/or weakness of the implication and/or limitation. 

Sample: C 
Content Area: Analyzing and Evaluating Evidence - Row 1 Score: 0 
Content Area: Understanding and Analyzing Argument - Row 2 Score: 2 
Content Area: Understanding and Analyzing Argument - Row 3 Score: 2 
 
LOW SAMPLE RESPONSE 
 
Content Area: Analyzing and Evaluating Evidence - Row 1 
The response earned 0 points for this row because it does not list any evidence from either article, 
nor does it speak to relevance and/or credibility of evidence, resulting in a below-minimum level of 
quality. 
 
Content Area: Understanding and Analyzing Argument - Row 2 
The response earned 2 points for this row because it misinterprets both articles' lines of reasoning 
and does not attempt comparison. The response identifies Article A's argument as, "video games 
are the reason kids/teens are so anti-social," but neglects the article's content on the potential 
benefits of video gaming. It superficially states Article B's argument as, "not all games are [a] bad 
influence but some games are hard to stop playing." 
 
Content Area: Understanding and Analyzing Argument - Row 3 
The response earned 2 points for this row because it does not explain the implications and/or 
limitations of both articles (or either article). The response makes points unrelated to the articles' 
arguments about the psychological effects of video gaming (e.g., "Because of a game, now we have 
headphones that...you can talk through"). 




