STAGE 1 philosophy

ASSESSMENT type 1: Interaction
Community of Inquiry

Journal

Purpose
· Students interact in a community of inquiry and use evidence to explain their learning about philosophical issues and positions. They use reasoning to support or contest positions taken. Students differentiate elements of good and bad arguments. 

· Students reflect deeply on philosophical problems by understanding how philosophers have thought about those problems. 

Task
Through the course of the semester's work, students are expected to maintain a folder or portfolio tracing their experience and the progress and development of the individual and class experience of the community of inquiry. The journal is an opportunity for individual reflection, creative expression and the pursuit of matters of personal interest in the field. The work should present a diversity and complexity of ideas and insight, a personal and philosophical journey of substance and depth.

Students are required to record a weekly journal entry which provides a coherent structure to their reflections over the course of the semester. 

Word count:  Maximum 800 words

Assessment Design Criteria:
Knowledge and Understanding 

KU1
Identification and understanding of philosophical issues and philosophical positions on issues.

KU2
Knowledge and understanding of the general structure of a philosophical argument.

Reasoning 

R1
Reasoning and use of evidence to support or contest philosophical issues and positions.

R2
Differentiation between good and bad arguments.


Exemplified with the kind permission of Peter Sage, from Blackfriars Priory School.
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