
MVHS HISTORY COMMON ASSESSMENT RUBRIC: SOURCE ANALYSIS

1. Not Meeting Standard 2. Approaching Standard 3. Meeting Standard 4. Exceeding Standard

Sourcing - No evidence of sourcing

- Demonstrates significant
misunderstanding of the author’s
positions, purpose, and/or
trustworthiness

A. Attempts to identify the author’s
position on the historical event
B. Identifies a purpose for producing
the document, but may lack
accuracy or relevance
C. Attempts to evaluate the source’s
trustworthiness, but details may lack
relevance or accuracy

A. Accurately identifies the author’s
position on the historical event
B. Identifies a defensible purpose for
producing the document
C. Evaluates the source’s
trustworthiness by considering
relevant details

A. Accurately explains the author’s
position on the historical event with
sophisticated detail
B. Accurately explains the author’s
purpose for producing the relevant
document with relevant details
C. Effectively evaluates and explains
the source’s trustworthiness by
considering genre, audience, and
purpose

Contextualization - No evidence of contextualization

- Identifies incorrect or irrelevant
context/ background information
surrounding the source

D. Identifies one piece of relevant
context / background information
that influences the content of the
source
E. Attempts to explain how the
document is the product of the era
of study, may lack relevance or
sufficient details

D. Identifies more than one piece of
relevant evidence of how context /
background information influences
the content of the source
E. Accurately explains how the
document is the product of the era
of study with relevant details

D. Identifies and explains a breadth
of relevant evidence of how context
/ background information
significantly influences the content of
the source
E. Accurately and thoroughly
explains the relationship between
the document and the era of study

Close Reading - No evidence of evaluating author’s
claim, use of details

- No evidence of evaluating the
author's use of evidence and
reasoning

F. Attempts to identify the author’s
claims about an event
G. Identifies a relevant  aspects
(text: words and phrases, image:
unique details) of the source to
support the author’s claim
H. Attempts to evaluate the
evidence and reasoning with
imbalance or inaccuracy

F. Accurately identifies the author’s
claims about an event
G. Identifies relevant  aspects (text:
words and phrases, image: unique
details) of the source to support the
author’s claim
H. Accurately evaluates the evidence
and reasoning the author uses to
support claims

F. Thoroughly explains the author’s
claims about an event
G. Identifies a breadth of significant
and relevant aspects (text: words
and phrases, image: unique details)
of the source to support the
author’s claim
H. Effectively and thoroughly
evaluates and explains how the
author’s choice of visual/textual
detail is used deliberately

Corroboration - No evidence of corroboration

- Identifies only one historical
source

I. Identifies two historical sources
and potential point(s) of
corroboration, but the ideas are not
relevant or defensible
J. Attempts to explain the disparities
and similarities between sources
with potentially inaccurate or
irrelevant details

I. Identifies a defensible and relevant
point of corroboration between two
historical  sources
J. Accurately explains disparities and
similarities between sources with
relevant details

I. Explains significantly defensible and
relevant points of corroboration
between two or more historical
sources
J. Accurately and thoroughly
explains disparities and similarities
between sources with relevant and
significant details



Annotation - No evidence of annotation

- Annotation appears to lack either
methods and/or a purpose in
marking up of the source

K. Utilizes 1 or 2 methods of
annotation and reading strategies for
limited portions of the text with
irregularity
L. Attempts to identify a purpose
for annotation, but most of the
work notes irrelevant attributes that
may not relate to the purpose

K. Utilizes at least 2 methods of
annotation and reading strategies
throughout the majority of the text
of the source
L. Identifies a purpose for
annotation, with most work noting
relevant attributes that relate to this
purpose

K. Utilizes at least 3 methods of
annotation and reading strategies
throughout the entirety of the text
of the source
L. Identifies a clear purpose for
annotation, noting the most relevant
attributes of the source tied back to
this purpose


