Envision Schools Graduation Portfolio Performance Assessment:  History/Social Science Investigation


	Scoring Criteria
	Developing
	Proficient
	Advanced

	Research Skills

What is the evidence that the student can ask a  historical/social science question and find appropriate sources?


	· Question is general, too broad or narrow in scope to allow for adequate investigation.

· Question’s relevance or importance is unclear.

· Multiple sources are consulted.

· Sources are rarely cited or cited incorrectly.
	· Question is specific and can be investigated given available resources

· The question is relevant to the chosen topic.

· Sources consulted vary in perspective OR genre (e.g., text, graphic, visual media, etc.).

· Sources are cited correctly throughout using the MLA format.
	· Question is specific and challenging and can be investigated given available resources.

· The question is relevant and important in relation  to the chosen topic 

· A variety of sources, both in perspective AND genre (e.g., text, graphic, visual media, etc.) are consulted.

· Sources are cited correctly throughout using the MLA format.

	Using Evidence

What is the evidence that the student can use and analyze historical/SS sources?


	· Sources are used sporadically.

· Information from sources is indiscriminately presented as fact.

· Sources are described and discussed but rarely compared or synthesized.

· Core content related to the research question includes minor factual errors.
	· Relevant primary and secondary sources are used in major parts of the argument.

· Sources are evaluated minimally for subtext, credibility, or reliability

· Sources are cross-checked
and simple connections are made.

· Core content relevant to the research question is included and accurate.
	· Primary and secondary sources, significant and relevant to the investigation, are used throughout the argument. 

· Sources are evaluated thoroughly for subtext, credibility, or reliability1 as appropriate.

· Sources are cross-checked2 and conclusions include a synthesis of data. 

· Core content relevant to the research question is included, accurate, and interwoven to support the thesis or argument.




	Scoring Criteria
	Developing
	Proficient
	Advanced

	Perspective

What is the evidence that the student can articulate a perspective and recognize alternative ones?


	· Thesis may rely on inaccurate content or incomplete sources.

· One perspective dominates the argument and alternatives are absent.

· Argument is stated in overly certain or general terms. 
	· Thesis articulates a perspective relevant to the prompt or research question.

· Alternative perspectives are presented but not explained.

· Argument accounts for complexity but is not fully developed. 
	· Thesis articulates a nuanced perspective that clearly answers the prompt or research question. 

· Multiple relevant perspectives are explained and analyzed in relation to the stated argument.

· Argument is qualified, balanced, and accounts for complexity.

	Logical Reasoning

What is the evidence that the student can make

a historical/social scientific argument?


	· Evidence used to support argument is either irrelevant to the argument OR the analysis of evidence does not explain how the evidence supports the argument. 

· Argument is over-generalized, or connections to particular historical/social science contexts are absent or underdeveloped.

· Historical/social science concepts or lenses in analysis are misapplied or underdeveloped.

· Conflicting evidence/ explanations are not included OR not challenged when presented.

· Connections to other events/phenomena are unclear or absent. 
	· Argument is supported by an analysis of relevant evidence from sources, including quotations and information.

· Argument includes a discussion of relevant historical, political, social, economic, or cultural contexts.

· Analysis shows an understanding of appropriate history/social science lenses (e.g., cause-effect, change and continuity, feminist theory).

· Conflicting evidence/ explanations are included and challenged.

· Connections to other events/ phenomena are reasonable, but these connections remain at the surface level.
	· Argument is clearly, accurately, and convincingly supported through a synthesis of evidence, including quotations and information.

· Argument situates evidence and topic in relevant historical, political, social, economic, or cultural contexts. 

· Analysis shows a complex understanding of appropriate history/social science lenses (e.g., cause-effect, change and continuity, feminist theory). 

· Conflicting evidence and/or alternative explanations are included and refuted, or used to sharpen the argument.

· Connections to other events/ phenomena, topics, or issues are reasonable, and well developed.

	Scoring Criteria
	Developing
	Proficient
	Advanced

	Structure and Organization


	· A controlling or organizing idea is unclear or inconsistent.

· Writing is unclear and/or shows inconsistencies in organization.
· The introduction and conclusion are vague.
· Some paragraphs contain information that is marginally relevant to the writer’s idea/thesis.
	· Organizing idea, thesis or research questions are evident.

· Most aspects of the writing support the overall structure.

· Clear introduction and well-constructed conclusion reveal the main argument.
· Paragraphs convey information that supports the writer’s overall idea/thesis.

	· Organizing idea, thesis or research questions are clearly and consistently defined

· All aspects of the writing support the overall structure

· Clear and compelling introduction and conclusion synthesize all of the elements of the main argument.
· Each paragraph conveys an idea that builds a strong case for the writer’s idea/thesis.


	Command of Language


	· Lack of adherence to written conventions interferes with understanding of content.

· Uses few transitions from one idea or argument to the next. 

· Use of quotations or paraphrasing is inaccurate or provides limited support for the argument.


	· Adheres to written conventions so that content is easily understood.

· Transitions enable the reader to follow the arguments.

· Use of quotations and paraphrasing support the argument.
	· Written conventions are nearly flawless and include a lively and interesting use of language

· Use of transitions creates a smooth and logical flow from one idea to another.
· Quotations and paraphrasing are smoothly integrated into body of text to sustain and support the argument.


� This would mean that the student has questioned and analyzed the source along several dimensions. These include considering what the source says implicitly as well as explicitly and whether it is a trustworthy source. 


� Cross-checking includes checking for consistency or inconsistency between sources and looking across the evidence for patterns or trends.
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