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Good. Claim ID

Good explanation of the evidence

Good explanation.

Great summary



So the evidence is strong?

Okay.

What is the difference between content and category
activation?



Are there any other problems with
either of the research papers?

Do you think this adds to the findings or detracts from
them?

good point



FINAL GRADE

/50

Argument Analysis Week 2
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Instructor
Overall, this is a well written and thoughtf ul paper. I
would encourage you (as you had with argument 1
and to a good extent here) to crit ically evaluate the
papers thoroughly.
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Text Comment.  Good. Claim ID

Text Comment.  Good explanation of  the evidence

Text Comment.  Good explanation.

Text Comment.  Great summary
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Text Comment.  So the evidence is strong?

Text Comment.  Okay.

Text Comment.  What is the dif f erence between content and category activation?

Comment 1
Although the evidence is explained quite clearly, it is not clear how they align with the idea that
prejudiced people have stronger associations to negative content than non-prejudiced people.
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Text Comment.  Are there any other problems with either of  the research papers?

Text Comment.  Do you think this adds to the f indings or detracts f rom them?

Text Comment.  good point
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MAIN CLAIMS

UNACCEPTABLE

PROBLEMATIC

SATISFACTORY

GOOD

SUPPORT EVIDE

UNACCEPTABLE

PROBLEMATIC

SATISFACTORY

GOOD

EVALUATE EVID

UNACCEPTABLE

PROBLEMATIC

SATISFACTORY

GOOD

INTEGRATION

UNACCEPTABLE

PROBLEMATIC

SATISFACTORY

GOOD

 

Good

Identif ied and described main claims

o Inappropriate o Incorrect o Incomplete

o Relevancy vague o Major inaccuracies o Lacking completeness

o Relevancy implied o Minor inaccuracies o Too broad

o Relevancy described o No inaccuracies o Thorough

Good

Identif ied and described supporting evidence

o Inappropriate o Incorrect o Incomplete

o Relevancy vague o Major inaccuracies o Lacking completeness

o Relevancy implied o Minor inaccuracies o Too broad

o Relevancy described o No inaccuracies o Thorough

Satisf actory

Evaluated supporting evidence in terms of  internal and external validity

o Inappropriate o Incorrect o Incomplete

o Relevancy vague o Major inaccuracies o Lacking completeness

o Relevancy implied o Minor inaccuracies o Too broad

o Relevancy described o No inaccuracies o Thorough

Good

Concise, coherent, well written and f ree of  grammar, mechanical, or spelling errors

o Improper f ormat f or question o Several grammatical/spelling errors o Unclear or
haphazard organization

o Improper f ormat f or question o Several grammatical/spelling errors o Unclear or
haphazard organization

o Proper f ormat f or question o Few grammatical/spelling errors o Focused and
integrated organization

o Proper f ormat f or question o Few grammatical/spelling errors o Focused and
integrated organization
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