Exemplar
For: Individual and Group (3 parts)
Task Type: Comparing Arguments 
Know & Do: Category 5: Evaluate (Checking, Critiquing)
Author: name of task owner
	Author’s Note:

Learning Challenge: Students in this course must demonstrate their ability to analyze arguments made by different authors.  This is difficult for students as they are generally not familiar with the elements of an argument (logic, assumptions and evidence).   

Task Description:  The Comparing Arguments task is designed to familiarize students with the elements (logic, assumptions, and evidence) of the arguments made by two authors and to allow students to develop an overall assessment of the strength of the argument of each author.
Note: There are three parts to this task. The instructor may choose to use Part 1 only, Part 1 & 2 or all 3 parts.
Task Feedback: Student Feedback: Learners, who are having difficulty recognizing the elements of the arguments from each author can rehearse with the content and receive feedback from other students in the on-line conference on the accuracy of their ability to identify examples of logic, assumptions and evidence. 

Instructor feedback: By viewing the student comments and summaries in the online tutorials the instructor can assess how well the students are doing in identifying the elements of the argument made by each author.  The instructor then knows whether the students are on track with their learning or if further remediation (on-line or in-class) is needed. 

Task Marking: Marks for this task could be given for effort and not correctness.

Note:  Participation in on-line tasks will be awarded on a six-point scale each week: 
     0-2 pts. – Part 1 initial posting (by the due date) 
     0-2 pts. – Part 2 contributions to on-line discussion (by the due date) 
     0-2 pts. – Part 3 summary of on-line discussion (by the due date) 
Students who do not make an initial on-line posting by the due date (completion of Part 1) will not be able to participate in the remainder of the task and will be awarded a score of 0 for the week.  Grading will be based on the degree effort the student makes in their submissions. 


Task: Comparing Arguments
Role: Student

	Information for Student:

Task Marking: Marks for this task could be given for effort and not correctness.

Note:  Participation in on-line tasks will be awarded on a six-point scale each week: 
     0-2 pts. – Part 1 initial posting (by the due date) 
     0-2 pts. – Part 2 contributions to on-line discussion (by the due date) 
     0-2 pts. – Part 3 summary of on-line discussion (by the due date) 

Students who do not make an initial on-line posting by the due date (completion of Part 1) will not be able to participate in the remainder of the tutorial and will be awarded a score of 0 for the week.  Initial postings will be graded according to degree to which they clearly demonstrate that the student has read the readings and thought about the questions.  Contributions to the on-line discussion will be graded on the basis of the degree to which the comments contribute constructively to the discussion and demonstrate knowledge of the readings. Grading for part 3 will be based on the group summary and the summary of your input.



Steps: 

1. Read over the Rationale for the Task. 
2. Read over the Learning Outcomes for the Task.
3. Review what Resources are available for this Topic. 

4. Part 1 - Answer the questions and submit you response.

5. Read the submissions of the other students in your group.
6. Part 2 - Join your Group Discussion Forum and engage in online discussion of Question 4.
7. Part 3 – Submit your response to Question 5, summarizing your group’s discussion. 
Rationale for the Task

The Comparing Arguments task is designed to help you become familiar with the elements of the arguments made by different authors (e.g., logic, assumptions, evidence) and to provide you with an opportunity to develop an overall assessment of the strength of the argument of each author.
There are three parts to this task. Your instructor may choose to use Part 1 only, Part 1 & 2, or all 3 parts.
Learning Outcomes: 
After completing this task you should be able to
· Compare the arguments made by these two authors, in terms of their logic, assumptions, and presented evidence;
· Describe the nature of the disagreement and assess whether it can be resolved;
· Appraise the arguments and judge which one is more compelling;
Resources: 
The resource for each week is the issue (chapter) number from Charlton and Barker, Crosscurrents: Contemporary Political Issues identified in the module title.  

This task focuses on Issue 5: Is the Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms Antidemocratic? 

Task Part 1
After having read the opening and closing overviews and the articles by both authors related to the Canadian Charter of Rights by both authors, briefly answer the following questions: 

Question1: What is the central argument of each of the authors?
Question2: What is the nature of the disagreement between the two authors? Is it objective (e.g. fact-based) or normative (e.g. value based?) If the former, what facts/evidence are in question? If the latter, what are the value differences between the two and is there any way to resolve the disagreement?
Question3: Which argument is more compelling? Are they equally compelling? Equally in convincing?
Link to submit your response
Task Part 2
Reading the posting of the other students in your group. Engage with your group in an on-line discussion of the following question: 

Question 4: Is one of the two arguments more compelling?  Are they equally compelling?  Equally in convincing? 

Link to online discussion 
Task Part 3
After having engaged with your group in an on-line discussion summarize the following: 

Question 5: What elements (logic, assumptions, and evidence) did each group member contribute? Were their arguments compelling? What did your contribute to the discussion? 

Link to submit your summary
Task: Comparing Arguments
Role: Instructor

Steps: 

1. Provide student feedback on Part 1 of the Task. 

2. Mark Part 1 submissions.

3. Mark Part 2 Discussion Contributions 
4. Mark Part 3 submissions. 
Part 1 Feedback:
Provide students with an A+ response to each question, which answers the question accurately and does not contain unnecessary information. The students can then compare their answers to the model response. 
Marking Part 1:

Assign marks out of 2, according to degree to which the student’s response clearly demonstrates that the student has read the readings and thought about the questions. The model response given in the Part 1 Feedback can be used as a basis for comparison.

Marking Part 2:
Assign individual student’s marks out of 2, according to the degree to which the comments they made in the group discussion contribute constructively to the discussion and demonstrate knowledge of the readings.
Marking Part 3:

Assign marks out of 2, according to how thoughtfully students summarize the contribution each of their group discussion (logic, assumptions, and/or evidence did each group member contribute). 
