
 Not Clear = 0  Few Details  = 1  No Research Evident  = 0

 Testable/Lacking Rigor = 3  Average/Lacking Depth = 3  Some Knowledge = 3

 Testable/Appropriate = 5  Well Thoughtout/Detailed = 5  Understands Key Concepts = 6

None/Unrealistic/Trivial = 0  Poorly Defined = 0  None = 0

 Adequate = 3  Adequately Defined = 3  Incomplete = 3

 Relevant  = 5  Descriptive/Clearly Defined = 6  Complete = 6

 Lacking Detail/Sloppy = 1  Unwarranted = 0  None/Unrealistic/Trivial = 0

 Some Detail/Neat = 3 Analysis vague=3  Adequate = 3

 Highly Detailed/Neat = 5 Analysis detailed/valid  = 6  Well Thoughtout = 5

 Poor = 1  Bluffing = 0  Poor = 1

 Average = 3  Average = 3  Average = 3

 Excellent = 5  Articulates Clearly = 6  Enthusiastic = 5

 Poor/Illogical = 1  Careless = 1

 Some Missing Steps = 3  Some Care and Neatness = 3

 Logical and Thorough = 5  Meticulous = 5
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