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The historical investigation for both SLand HLis assessed against three criteria.

.

.

Criterion A: Identification and evaluation of sources (6 marks)

Criterion B: Investigation (15 marks)

Criterion C: Reflection (4 marks)

Internal assessment crlterla (SL and HL)

" | Thework does not reach a standard described by the descriptors below.

The question for investigation has been stated. The student has identified
and selected appropriate sources, but there is little or no explanation of the
relevance of the sources to the investigation. » !
The response describes, but does not analyse or evaluate, two of the
sources,

An appropriate question for investigation has been stated. The student has
identified and selected appropriate sources, and there is some explanation
of the relevance of the sources to the irivestigation.

Thereis some analysis and evaluation of two Sources, but reference to their
value and limitations is limited. \

5-6

| An-appropriate question for investigation has been clearly stated. The

student has identified and selected appropriate and relevant sources,
and there s a clear explanation of the relevance of the sources to the
investigation.

Thereis a detailed analysn s and evalua tion of two sources with exgllc it
discussion of the value and limitations of two of the sources for the

investigation, with reference to the origins, purpose and content of the two
sources.
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Bibliography‘ _ v
A bibliography and clear referencing of all sources must be included with every investigation, but these are
- notincluded in the overall word count. '

Word limit

The word limit for the historical investigation is 2,200 words. A bibliography and clear referencing of all
sources must be included in the investigation, but are not included in the everall word count. -

Below are suggested word allocations for each section of the h’ist‘orical investigation. Please note that these -
word allocations are suggestions only. ’ ’

1. Identification | 500 - A.ldentification and evaluation of sources 6 marks
and evaluation '
of sources
2. Investigation |-1,300 B. Investigation 15 marks
3.Reflection 400 C.Reflection 4 marks
Bibliography Not applicable Not applicable Not applicable
Total 2,200 words Total:
(maximum - 25 marks .
word limit)

Further guidance

Additional guidance on the internal assessment task can be found in the History teacher support material.
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The work does not-reach a standard described by the descriptors below.

The investigation lacks clarity and coherence, and is poorly organized.
Where there is a recognizable structure there is minimal focus on the task.

The response céntains litfle orno critical analysis. It may consist mostly of
generalizations and poorly substantiate_d’a}sseyrtions. Reference is made to
evidence from sources, but there s n,_q_analysfs of that evidence.

4-6

' Thereis an attempt to organize the"inve‘s__tigation but this is ohly partially
- successful, and the investigation lacks clarity and coherence.

The investigation contains some limited critical analysis but the response
is primarily narrative/descriptive in nature, rather than analytical. Evidence
from sources is included, but is not integrated into the analysis/argument.

The investigation is generally clear and well organized, but there is some
repetition or lack of clanty in places

The response moves beyond description to include some analysns or cnt[cal
commentary, but this is not sustained. There is an attempt to integrate
evidence from sources with the analysis/argument.

There may be awareness of different perspectives, but these perspectives

are not evaluated.

10-12-

The investigation is generally clear and well organized, although there may
be some repetition or tack of clarity in places.

The investigation contains critical analysis, although this analysis may lack

" development or clarity. Evidence from a range of sources is used to support

the argument. -

" There is awareness and some evaluation of different perspectives. The

investigation argues to a reasoned conclusion.

13-15

The investigation is clear, coherent and effectively orga_nized'.

The investigation contains well-developed critical analysis that is focused
clearly on the stated question. Evidence from a range of sources is used
effectively to support the argument. '

There is evaluation of different persgect‘ves The investigation argues to a
reasoned conclusion that is consistent w:th the evidence and arguments
prov1ded .
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Leval dascripior

The work does not reach a standard described by the descriptors below.

The reflection contains some discussion of what the investigation
highlighted to the student about the methods used by the historian.

The reflection demonstrates little awareness of the challenges facing the - -

" historian and/or the limitations of the methods used by the historian.

The connection between the reflection 'a_nd the rest of the investigation is

implied, but is not explicit.

The reﬂectién is clearly focused on whét the investigation highlighted to
the student about the methods used by the historian

The_reﬂectidn demonstrates clear awareness of challenges facing the
historian and/or limitations of the methods used by the historian.

There s a clear and explicit connection between the reflection and the rest
of the investigation.
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