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Criterion 
Score 

4 3 2 1 
Introduction 
Background Gives in-depth background information 

about the topic (several paragraphs) 
including why the topic is important.  
Background information is in student’s 
own words and includes pictures 
and/or other resources.   

Gives background 
information about the topic 
(at least 1 paragraph), 
including its importance.  
Background information is in 
your student’s words and 
may include pictures and 
other resources. 

Background information is 
less than 1 paragraph or 
does not include the 
importance of the topic.  

Background information is 
absent or is not in the 
student’s own words.   

Investigation 
Question 

The investigation question is clearly 
stated and follows naturally from the 
background information given. 

The investigation question is 
clearly stated. 

The investigation question 
is stated but is unclear or 
inaccurate. 

The investigation question 
is absent. 

Hypothesis Hypothesis stated clearly and includes 
justification based on sound logic and 
reasoning. 

Hypothesis stated clearly and 
includes justification. 

Hypothesis is stated clearly, 
but lacks justification. 

Hypothesis is absent or 
not stated clearly. 

Results 
Gives Evidence Gives three pieces of evidence that 

clearly support the conclusion.    
Includes graphs, charts, images, or 
other information. 

Gives three pieces of 
evidence that support the 
conclusion, but evidence is 
only somewhat clear or is 
lacking graphs, charts and 
images.  

Only two pieces of evidence 
given or the evidence does 
not support the conclusion. 

Fewer than two pieces of 
evidence given. 

Uses Indigenous 
People’s 
knowledge as part 
of evidence 

Indigenous people’s knowledge is used 
for at least one piece of evidence. The 
source of the evidence is clearly stated 
and its importance to the conclusion is 
clear.  

Indigenous people’s 
knowledge is used for at least 
one piece of evidence. 

Indigenous people’s 
knowledge is presented as 
evidence, but the evidence 
is not clear or is not 
connected to the 
conclusion. 

None of the evidence 
includes indigenous 
people’s knowledge 

Describes 
Evidence 

Clearly explains what the pieces of 
evidence (graphs, charts, etc.) 
demonstrate. 

Explains what the pieces of 
evidence (graphs, charts, 
etc.) demonstrate. 

Evidence is not clearly 
described. 

Description of the 
evidence is absent. 

Methods 
Describe Methods Clearly describes step-by-step methods 

used to gather each piece of evidence 
presented in the results section.  It is 
clear which methods were used for 
each piece of evidence presented. 

Describes step-by-step 
methods used to gather each 
piece of evidence presented 
in the results section.   

Methods are described, but 
are incomplete.  Some of 
the methods used to 
determine the evidence in 
the results section are not 
included. 

Methods are absent or do 
not give enough specific 
information. (e.g. “We 
looked at graphs and 
tables and figured some 
things out.”) 

Discussion 
States Conclusion Conclusion of the investigation is 

clearly stated in the first sentence. 
Conclusion of the 
investigation is stated in the 
first sentence. 

Conclusion of the 
investigation is not clearly 
stated or is not in the first 
sentence. 

No clear conclusion is 
given. 

Restate 
Hypothesis 

Restates hypothesis and clearly 
describes whether hypothesis was 
supported or unsupported by the 
evidence. 

Tells whether the hypothesis 
was supported or 
unsupported by the evidence, 
but does not restate 
hypothesis. 

Restates the hypothesis but 
does not tell whether it was 
supported or unsupported 
by the evidence. 

Does not return to the 
hypothesis. 

Relates Evidence 
to hypothesis 

Clearly explains how each piece of 
evidence is related to the hypothesis. 

Sometimes explains how 
pieces of evidence are 
related to the hypothesis. 

Connection between the 
evidence and hypothesis is 
weak or unclear. 

There is no connection 
between the evidence and 
the hypothesis. 

Connection to 
lives of indigenous 
people 

Clearly explains how the topic and 
conclusions of the investigation impact 
the lives of indigenous people, giving at 
least two examples. 

Clearly explains how the topic 
and conclusions of the 
investigation impact the lives 
of indigenous people, giving 
at least one example. 

The impact of the topic and 
conclusions on indigenous 
people is unclear or 
inaccurate. 

No mention of the impact 
of the topic or conclusions 
for indigenous people. 

Follow-up Clearly describes a follow-up study that 
would follow naturally from the results 
of this investigation. 

Describes a follow-up study 
that would allow for more 
investigation on the topic. 

Suggestion for follow-up 
study is inappropriate or 
not related to topic. 

Suggestion for follow-up 
study is absent. 


