Historical Investigation Final Draft

You will be required to complete the final draft of an historical investigation.  The completed Final draft will be due the last day of the 3rd Quarter.  The schedule below will be followed in completion of the final draft.  First, you will complete a peer edit session, where you and a fellow classmate will critique each others work.  Then, you will be required to complete a one-on-one conference with me to discuss your 1st draft and editing process as well as improvements to your thesis/question, working title, idea of resources and intended plan of investigation.  
	24-Jan
	Final Draft Discussion Day (Peer Edit)

	4-14 March
	Meeting Sign Up Day

	10-April
	Final Draft Due


You should use the Historical Investigation:  Guidance for Students handouts to assist you in the completion of this assignment.  Besides the Internet and the school library you may be able to use the following for your research:
Lastly, the following rubric will be used to grade your Final draft.  It will be worth a total of 50 points.
	Criterion
	Total Marks Available
	Marks Achieved
	Comments

	Peer Edit
	5
	
	

	2nd meeting
	5
	
	

	Part A
	4
	
	

	Part B
	10
	
	

	Part C
	8
	
	

	Part D
	10
	
	

	Part E
	4
	
	

	Part F
	4
	
	

	Total
	50
	
	


	Criterion
	Total Marks Available

	Peer Edit
	0-1 marks for only grammatical changes shown on draft. 
 2-3 marks for grammatical and structural changes.  
4-5 marks for grammatical and structural changes as well as ideas for better investigation.

	2nd meeting
	0-1 marks for not meeting or weak understanding of necessary changes to complete investigation.  
2-3 marks for somewhat strong understanding of necessary changes to complete investigation and 
4-5 marks for strong understanding of changes needed to paper.

	Part A Plan of Investigation
	0  marks if no plan of investigation or it is inappropriate.  

1-2 marks if the scope and plan of the investigation are generally appropriate but not clearly focused.  

3-4 marks if the scope and plan of the investigation are entirely appropriate and clearly focused.

	Part B Summary of Evidence
	0 - 1 marks if there is no or insufficient evidence.  

2-5 marks if the investigation has been poorly researched and insufficient evidence has been produced which is not always referenced.  6-8 marks if the investigation has been adequately researched and some supporting evidence has been produced and referenced.  

9-10 marks if the investigation has been well researched and good supporting evidence has been produced which is correctly referenced.

	Part C Evaluation of Sources
	0-1 marks for no or very poor description or evaluation of sources.

2-3 marks if the sources are described but there is no reference to their

origin, purpose, value and limitation.

4-6 marks if the evaluation of sources is generally appropriate and adequate but reference to their origin, purpose, value and limitation is limited.

7-8 marks if the evaluation of sources is thorough and there is appropriate reference to their origin, purpose, value and limitation.

	Part D Analysis
	0-1 marks there is no or very little analysis. 

2-4 marks if there is some attempt at analyzing the evidence and the importance of the investigation in its historical context.  

5-8 marks if there is analysis of both the evidence and the importance of the investigation in its historical context.  Where appropriate, different interpretations are considered.

9-10 marks if there is critical analysis of the evidence and the importance of the investigation in its historical context.  Where appropriate, different interpretations are analyzed.

	Part E Conclusion
	0 marks if there is no conclusion.

1-2 marks if the conclusion is not entirely consistent with the evidence presented.

3-4 if the conclusion is clearly stated and consistent with the evidence presented.

	Part F Sources and Word Limit
	0 marks if a list of sources is not included and/or the investigation is not within the 2,000 word limit.

1-2 marks if a list of sources is included but it is incomplete, or one standard method of listing sources is not consistently used.  The investigation is within the word limit.

3-4 marks if a comprehensive list of all sources is included, using one standard method of listing sources consistently.  The investigation is within the word limit.


