


STAGE 2 philosophy
assessment type 1: argument analysis
humour
Purpose
To assess your ability to use and understand argument terminology in terms of analysing humour.
Description of assessment 
How do logic and argument play a role in developing humour?
In your answer you may like to refer to some of the following argument tools as used by philosophers:

· equivocation

· alternative conclusions

· assumed premises

· shared premises

· disconnected premises

· logical fallacies

· inductive and deductive arguments.
Refer to between three to five specific cartoons, comic strips, comedy skits or jokes, using argument terminology throughout. Acknowledge sources appropriately.
Assessment conditions 
You have two weeks to complete this assessment. The presentation should be a maximum of 1000 words if written or a maximum of 7 minutes if oral, or the equivalent in multimodal form. 
Please provide copies of cartoons and comic strips referred to in your work.
	Assessment Design Criteria

	Knowledge and Understanding

The specific features are as follows:

KU1
Knowledge and understanding of philosophical issues and positions. 

KU2
Understanding of reasons and arguments used by philosophers on issues and positions. 

Reasoning and Argument

The specific features are as follows:

RA1
Explanation of the philosophical nature of issues and positions. 

RA2
Explanation of the flow of logic and evidence of arguments leading to conclusions.

RA3
Formulation and defence of philosophical positions.

Critical Analysis

The specific feature is as follows:

CA1
Critical analysis of strengths and weaknesses of philosophical assumptions, positions, and arguments. 

Communication

The specific features are as follows:

C1
Communication of philosophical issues and positions using the conventions of philosophical argument.

C2
Use of appropriate philosophical terminology, and acknowledgement of sources.


Performance Standards for Stage 2 Philosophy 

	
	Knowledge and Understanding
	Reasoning and Argument
	Critical Analysis
	Communication

	A
	Consistently clear and perceptive knowledge and understanding of philosophical issues and positions.

In-depth and well-informed understanding of reasons and arguments used by philosophers on issues and positions.
	Insightful and coherent explanation of the philosophical nature of issues and positions.

Insightful and coherent explanation of the flow of logic and evidence of arguments leading to conclusions. 

Coherent and convincing formulation and defence of positions taken.
	Perceptive critical analysis of strengths and weaknesses of philosophical assumptions, positions, and arguments.
	Consistently clear, coherent, and fluent communication of philosophical issues and positions, with appropriate conventions consistently observed.

Accurate, consistent, and discerning use of philosophical terminology, with appropriate acknowledgement of sources.

	B
	Clear and thoughtful knowledge and understanding of philosophical issues and positions.

Well-informed understanding of reasons and arguments used by philosophers on issues and positions.
	Thoughtful and clear explanation of the philosophical nature of issues and positions.

Thoughtful and clear explanation of the flow of logic and evidence of arguments leading to conclusions. 

Convincing formulation and defence of positions taken.
	Well-considered critical analysis of strengths and weaknesses of philosophical assumptions, positions, and arguments.
	Clear and coherent communication of philosophical issues and positions, with appropriate conventions mostly observed.

Mostly accurate and relevant use of philosophical terminology, with appropriate acknowledgement of sources.

	C
	Generally clear knowledge and understanding of philosophical issues and positions.

Informed understanding of some reasons and arguments used by philosophers on issues and positions.
	Considered and generally clear explanation of the philosophical nature of issues and positions.

Considered and generally clear explanation of the flow of logic and evidence of arguments leading to conclusions.

Considered formulation and defence of positions taken.
	Considered analysis of some strengths and weaknesses of philosophical assumptions, positions, and arguments.
	Competent communication of philosophical issues and positions, with some appropriate conventions observed.

Generally appropriate use of philosophical terminology, with mostly appropriate acknowledgement of sources.

	D
	Some recognition and awareness of a few philosophical issues and positions.

Identification of some reasons or arguments used by philosophers on an issue and/or a position.
	Partial or superficial description of the philosophical nature of one or more issues and/or positions.

Some consideration of evidence of arguments leading to conclusions. 

Partial formulation and defence of positions taken.
	Some description of strengths and weaknesses of philosophical assumptions, positions, and/or arguments.
	Partial communication of aspects of a philosophical issue and/or position, with inconsistent use of a limited range of appropriate conventions.

Use of a limited range of appropriate philosophical terminology, with some appropriate acknowledgement of sources.

	E
	Emerging recognition of what is philosophical in an issue or position.

Attempted identification of elements of a reason or argument used by a philosopher on an issue or a position.
	Attempted description of the nature of a philosophical issue or position. 

Emerging awareness of the need to use evidence to develop an argument or position. 

Emerging awareness of one or more elements of a good argument.
	Identification of a strength or weakness of a philosophical assumption, position, or argument.
	Attempted communication of an aspect of a philosophical issue or position.

Limited use of any philosophical terminology, with limited acknowledgement of sources.


The task has explicit instructions and useful examples of types of argument tools.





Assessment conditions are clearly stated
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