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Introduction

The written responses in this document are examples of Social Studies 30–1 diploma 
examination writing that received scores of Satisfactory (S), Proficient (Pf), and Excellent (E). 
These example responses are taken from the January 2017 Social Studies 30–1 Diploma 
Examination. Along with the commentaries that accompany them, they should help you and your 
students to understand the standards for Social Studies 30–1 diploma examination writing in 
relation to the scoring criteria.

The purpose of the example responses is to illustrate the standards that governed the 
January 2017 marking session; the example responses will also serve as anchors in the selection 
of the June 2017 marking session example responses. The example responses and the 
commentaries were also used to train markers to apply the scoring criteria consistently and to 
justify their decisions about scores in terms of an individual student’s work and the criteria.

These example responses represent a small sample of how students successfully approached the 
assignments. 

Selection and Use of Example Papers 

The teachers on the Standards Confirmation Committee for the January 2017 marking session 
selected the examples of student papers included here. They also wrote the commentaries that 
discuss the students’ writing in terms of the scoring criteria.

During their preparation for the marking session, group leaders (teachers specially selected to 
assist Assessment Sector staff during the marking session) reviewed and validated the standards 
represented by these example papers. Group leaders then used these example papers for training 
the teachers who marked the written‑response sections of the January 2017 Social Studies 30–1 
Diploma Examination.

Cautions

1. The commentaries are brief.

 The commentaries were written for groups of markers to discuss and then to apply during 
the marking session. Although brief, they provide a model for relating specific examples of 
student writing to the details in a specific scoring criterion.
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2. Neither the scoring guide nor the assignments are meant to limit students to a single 
organizational or rhetorical approach in completing any diploma examination 
assignment.

 Students must be free to select and organize their materials in a manner that they feel will 
enable them to best present their ideas. In fact, part of what is being assessed is the final 
effectiveness of the content, as well as the organizational and rhetorical choices that 
students make.

 The examples of student writing in this document illustrate just a few of the many 
organizational and rhetorical strategies used successfully by students in January 2017.

 We strongly recommend that you caution your students that there is no preferred approach 
to an assignment except the one that best accomplishes the individual student’s goal of 
effectively communicating his or her own ideas about the topic.

 We advise you not to draw any conclusions about common patterns of approach taken by 
students.

3. The example papers presented in this document must not be used as models for 
instructional purposes.

 Because these example papers are illustrations only, and because they are example 
responses to a set topic, students must be cautioned not to memorize the content of any of 
these assignments and not to use them either when completing classroom assignments or 
when writing future diploma examinations. Examination markers and staff at Alberta 
Education take any hint of plagiarism or cheating extremely seriously. The consequences 
for students are grave.

 The approaches taken by students at the standard of excellence are what other students 
should consider emulating, not their words or ideas. In fact, it is hoped that the variety of 
approaches presented here will inspire students to take risks—to experiment with diction, 
syntax, and organization as a way to develop an individual style and to engage the reader in 
ideas that the student has considered.

4. It is essential that you consider each of the examples of student writing within the 
constraints of the examination situation.

 Under examination conditions, students produce first‑draft writing. Given more time and 
access to appropriate resources, students would be expected to produce papers of 
considerably improved quality, particularly in the dimension of Communication.
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Social Studies 30–1 January 2017
Written-Response Assignment I

Examine all three sources on pages 2 and 3 and complete the assignment on page 5.

Assignment I – Sources

Source I
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Source II

I speak of a Canada where men and women of Aboriginal ancestry, of French and 
British heritage, of the diverse cultures of the world, demonstrate the will to share 
this land in peace, in justice, and with mutual respect. I speak of a Canada which is 
proud of, and strengthened by its essential bilingual destiny, a Canada whose people 
believe in sharing and in mutual support, and not in building regional barriers.

I speak of a country where every person is free to fulfill himself or herself to the 
utmost, unhindered by the arbitrary actions of governments. …

—Prime Minister Pierre Trudeau, 1982

Source III

August 28, 1963—March for civil 
rights in Washington

Source II Trudeau, Pierre Elliott. “Remarks at the Proclamation Ceremony, April 17, 1982.” First Among Equals: 
The Prime Minister in Canadian Life and Politics. Library and Archives Canada.  
www.collectionscanada.gc.ca/primeministers/h4-4024-e.html.

Source III AP/The Canadian Press 
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Social Studies 30–1 January 2017
Written-Response Assignment I

ASSIGNMENT I: Value: 20% of the total examination mark
Source Interpretation Suggested time: 60 to 75 minutes

Examine all three sources on pages 2 and 3 and complete the following assignment.

Assignment

Examine each source.

Write a response in paragraph form in which you must:

• interpret each source to demonstrate your understanding of how each 
source links to liberalism

AND

• explain one or more of the relationships that exist among all three sources

Reminders for Writing
• Organize your response 

• Proofread your response
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Examples of Students’ Writing with Rationales

Social Studies 30–1, January 2017
Assignment I Responses
Example Scored Satisfactory (S) 

page 1 of 2
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Social Studies 30–1, January 2017
Assignment I Responses
Example Scored Satisfactory (S) (continued)

page 2 of 2
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Social Studies 30–1 January 2017
Assignment I

EXAMPLE RESPONSE—Satisfactory

SCORING CRITERIA RATIONALE SCORE

Interpretation of Source I

• Interpretation of the source is 
adequate, straightforward, and 
conventional, demonstrating 
a generalized understanding of 
links to liberalism.

After a generalized description of the action in the 
cartoon, the writer interprets Source I adequately when 
noting correctly that the Hitler rejects the values of 
modern liberalism and favours authoritarian rule – 
namely a fascist regime that suppresses civil rights. 
The writer connects the cartoon to concepts associated 
with the principles of liberalism that are being 
suppressed and rejected in order to further the selfish 
aims of the dictatorial ruler. In doing so, it is 
understood that the writer generally comprehends that 
the rule of law does not exist in the setting with the 
cartoon as the leader is elitist.

S

Interpretation of Source II

• Interpretation of the source is 
adequate, straightforward, and 
conventional, demonstrating 
a generalized understanding of 
links to liberalism.

The writer displays a satisfactory understanding of 
Source II when discussing Prime Minister Trudeau’s 
vision for the future of Canada. The writer 
demonstrates a generalized understanding of the links 
to liberalism by describing Trudeau’s vision of Canada 
that is predicated upon the notion of pluralism and 
collectivist values, while at the same time encouraging 
individual freedoms in order to benefit the common 
good. Moreover, the writer acknowledges that these 
values are only made possible with the direction of a 
responsible government that allows citizens to work 
toward their full potential.

S

Interpretation of Source III

• Interpretation of the source is 
adequate, straightforward, and 
conventional, demonstrating a 
generalized understanding of 
links to liberalism.

Despite the fact that the writer doesn’t overtly mention 
the word illiberal, a generalized understanding of 
Source III to describe the American government’s 
treatment of African Americans during the civil rights 
era is apparent through references to political 
movements started by such civil libertarians as Rosa 
Parks and Muhammed Ali. The writer also references 
the photographer’s motivation being the supposition 
that these early protests have led to freedoms that are 
taken for granted in the United States today.

S
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Relationships

• The explanation of 
relationship(s) is adequate and 
straightforward.

The writer appears to present two distinct relationships, 
but actually only presents one relationship that is 
extended in a conventional manner. The writer 
adequately discusses how each source illustrates “the 
need for civil rights to be present in everyone’s lives” 
(p. 2), but that relationship is merely elongated when 
the writer states that “the civil rights at the time were 
not being met to the fullest extent.” (p. 2) The writer’s 
omission of the second source in defense of this second 
relationship addresses the fact that the connection is 
not complete. Nevertheless, the writer does present one 
relationship that is clear but not capably developed.

S

Communication

• Vocabulary is conventional and 
generalized.  

• Sentence structure is controlled 
and straightforward.  

• The writing demonstrates basic 
control of mechanics and 
grammar and is adequately 
organized.

The writer’s use of vocabulary is a mixture of fluent 
and generalized language, for example: “implicit” 
(p. 1) is an appropriate word to use in the context of 
the writer’s discussion, but it is repeated in all three 
source analyses.   

The sentence structure is generally controlled and 
straightforward, for example: “During this time period 
there were many people protesting for civil liberties, 
freedoms, suffrage, and employment for African 
Americans.” (p. 2) 

Despite a few minor mechanical and grammatical 
errors, the writing demonstrates basic control and is 
adequately organized through the use of a rather 
formulaic or pedestrian approach that interprets each 
source and then references how the source links to the 
principles of liberalism. Although the response may be 
deemed to be brief in nature, it was viewed as an 
example of concise, but adequate writing, relative to 
length and complexity of the paper.

S
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Examples of Students’ Writing with Rationales

Social Studies 30–1, January 2017
Assignment I Responses
Example Scored Proficient (Pf)

page 1 of 4
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page 2 of 4

Social Studies 30–1, January 2017
Assignment I Responses
Example Scored Proficient (Pf) (continued)



12

page 3 of 4

Social Studies 30–1, January 2017
Assignment I Responses
Example Scored Proficient (Pf) (continued)
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page 4 of 4

Social Studies 30–1, January 2017
Assignment I Responses
Example Scored Proficient (Pf) (continued)
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Social Studies 30–1 January 2017
Assignment I

EXAMPLE RESPONSE— Proficient

SCORING CRITERIA RATIONALE SCORE

Interpretation of Source I

• Interpretation of the source is 
logical, specific, and adept, 
demonstrating a sound 
understanding of links to 
liberalism. 

The writer’s interpretation is specific and recognizes 
that when Hitler revoked “most of the freedoms of his 
citizens” (p. 1) he was rejecting liberalism.  The 
writer’s discussion of the irony in how Hitler restricted 
freedoms but was able to convince the masses through 
the use of propaganda that he was restoring freedoms, 
demonstrates an sound understanding of how this 
source opposes liberalism.  The writer also adeptly 
notes how the people whose rights he and his political 
party have trampled on literally and figuratively, 
provide a platform for a successful dictatorship.

Pf

Interpretation of Source II

• Interpretation of the source is 
logical, specific, and adept, 
demonstrating a sound 
understanding of links to 
liberalism. 

The writer is logical is interpreting that Trudeau’s 
intention to protect individual rights and freedoms 
while promoting mutual support and sharing relate to 
modern liberalism, for example: “It is progressive and 
supportive of cultural diversities, sitting on a 
progressive platform of the political spectrum.” (p. 2) 
The second source demonstrates the literal definition 
of liberalism as Trudeau shows no equivocation of who 
would be eligible to receive these rights with no 
conditions.

The identification that the government will not 
arbitrarily take action that could change or revoke 
existing individual rights and freedoms is adept.

Pf

Interpretation of Source III

• Interpretation of the source is 
logical, specific, and adept, 
demonstrating a sound 
understanding of links to 
liberalism. 

The writer’s adept awareness of the illiberal nature of 
American society is demonstrated by referring to the 
country as a dystopia where marginalized groups were 
denied their individual and collective freedoms.  
Additionally, the writer’s contentions that the event 
shown in the picture shaped liberalism in the American 
context, is specific.

The writer demonstrates a sound understanding of 
links to liberalism that in a progressive society, the 
needs of the marginalized groups would be affirmed.

Pf
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Relationships

• The explanation of 
relationship(s) is capable and 
purposeful.

The writer’s discussion that the common relationship 
among the sources is the concept of freedom is capable 
and purposeful.  The writer clearly relates each of the 
sources to the common theme of freedom and that 
liberalism reflects both collective and individual 
freedoms in theory and practice.

Pf

Communication

• Vocabulary is appropriate and 
specific.  

• Sentence structure is controlled 
and effective.  

• The writing demonstrates 
capable control of mechanics 
and grammar and is 
purposefully organized.

The vocabulary is appropriate and specific, for 
example: “revoked all freedoms” (p. 1), “cultural 
diversities” (p. 2), and “instigate” (p. 4).

Sentence structure is controlled and effective, for 
example: “The fight to end segregation was a massive 
liberal movement that flooded America and relates to 
liberalism by displaying the fight against the unethical 
and unequal dystopia that America was.” (p. 3)

Pf
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Examples of Students’ Writing with Rationales

Social Studies 30–1, January 2017
Assignment I Responses
Example Scored Excellent (E)

page 1 of 4
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page 2 of 4

Social Studies 30–1, January 2017
Assignment I Responses
Example Scored Excellent (E) (continued)
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page 3 of 4

Social Studies 30–1, January 2017
Assignment I Responses
Example Scored Excellent (E) (continued)
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page 4 of 4

Social Studies 30–1, January 2017
Assignment I Responses
Example Scored Excellent (E) (continued)
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SCORING CRITERIA RATIONALE SCORE

Interpretation of Source I

• Interpretation of the source is 
sophisticated, insightful, and 
precise, demonstrating a 
perceptive understanding of 
links to liberalism.

The writer perceptively understands the irony 
“in which Hitler appears to have expanded liberal 
principles of human freedom, when in reality has only 
furthered inequality and social destruction” (p. 1) 
which is fundamental to interpreting the source.

The writer’s acknowledgement that supporters of 
Hitler’s views believe that “individualism must be 
sacrificed to obtain strong leadership” (p. 1) is 
insightful especially when coupled with their 
recognition that the source contradicts those views by 
espousing that “in order to have social and political 
freedom, all factions of society must be equally 
respected and valued.” (p. 2)

E

Interpretation of Source II

• Interpretation of the source is 
sophisticated, insightful, and 
precise, demonstrating a 
perceptive understanding of 
links to liberalism.

The writer demonstrates sophisticated understanding 
of the complexity of modern liberalism presented in 
this source by acknowledging the paradox in which 
“one is free from government regulation” (p. 2) while 
accepting increased “government intrusion on the day 
to day life of an individual.” (p. 3)

The recognition in the opening paragraph of the source 
that modern liberalism “promotes collective values of 
diversity and multiculturalism” (p. 2) is a precise link 
to liberalism.

E

Interpretation of Source III

• Interpretation of the source is 
sophisticated, insightful, and 
precise, demonstrating a 
perceptive understanding of 
links to liberalism.

The writer’s explanation of the 1960’s civil rights 
movement as “attempting to extend liberal principles 
or freedom and dignity towards a greater majority of 
society” (p. 3) and that this “closely aligns with 
modern liberalism as it advocates the extension of 
liberal principles” (p. 3) is precise and sophisticated

E

Social Studies 30–1 January 2017
Assignment I

EXAMPLE RESPONSE—Excellent
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Relationships

• The explanation of 
relationship(s) is perceptive 
and thorough.

A perceptive understanding of the relationship among 
the sources is presented when the writer explains “that 
to develop a fair and progressive society, liberal 
principles or equality and freedom, as well as 
responsible government must be adopted by nations.” 
(p. 4)

The writer chooses to focus on one relationship among 
all of the sources, but develops it in a thorough manner. 

E

Communication

• Vocabulary is precise and 
deliberately chosen.  

• Sentence structure is controlled 
and sophisticated.  

• The writing demonstrates 
skillful control of mechanics 
and grammar and is judiciously 
organized.

The vocabulary is precise and deliberately chosen, for 
example: “entrenched” (p. 2), “factions” (p. 3) and 
“pluralistic”. (p. 4)

The writer demonstrates controlled and sophisticated 
sentence structure, for example: “In reality the source 
perspective emphasizes a compromise between modern 
and classical liberalism, in the pursuit of individual 
liberty, while still maintaining collective responsibility 
and respect for all people.” (p. 3)

Considering the complexity of the writer’s response, 
the limited number of errors demonstrates a skillful 
control of mechanics.

E



22

Social Studies 30–1 January 2017
Written-Response Assignment II

ASSIGNMENT II: Value: 30% of the total examination mark
Position Paper Suggested time: 90 to 105 minutes

Analyze the following source and complete the assignment.

Source

Governments have an obligation to provide support 
to individuals experiencing immediate or ongoing 
crises. Without this support, these individuals 
would be denied the opportunity to improve their 
well‑being.

Assignment

To what extent should we embrace the ideological 
perspective(s) reflected in the source?

Write an essay in which you must:

• analyze the source to demonstrate an understanding of the ideological 
perspective(s) reflected in the source

• establish and argue a position in response to the question presented

• support your position and arguments by using evidence from your knowledge and 
understanding of social studies

Reminders for Writing
• Organize your essay

• Proofread your essay
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Examples of Students’ Writing with Rationales

Social Studies 30–1, January 2017
Assignment II Responses
Example Scored Satisfactory (S)

page 1 of 3



24

page 2 of 3

Social Studies 30–1, January 2017
Assignment II Responses
Example Scored Satisfactory (S) (continued)



25

page 3 of 3

Social Studies 30–1, January 2017
Assignment II Responses
Example Scored Satisfactory (S) (continued)
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SCORING CRITERIA RATIONALE SCORE

Analysis of Source

• The analysis of the source is 
conventional and 
straightforward; a generalized 
understanding of the 
ideological perspective(s) is 
demonstrated.

The writer identifies the ideological perspective of the 
source as modern liberal. The analysis that follows is 
conventional including a brief description of what a 
modern liberal believes in. 

The writer discusses government intervention in 
people’s lives and how providing opportunity will 
enhance their well‑being demonstrating a general 
understanding of the ideological perspective. 

S

Argumentation

• The position established is 
generally supported by 
appropriately chosen and 
developed argument(s). 

• The argumentation is 
straightforward and 
conventional, demonstrating an 
adequate understanding of the 
assignment. 

• The relationship between the 
position taken, argumentation, 
and the ideological perspective 
presented in the source is 
generally developed.

The stated position that, “ The author of the source 
believes that in a crisis such as a recession is the 
obligation of the government to respond to the 
demands of the citizens and to provide a safety net in 
order to prevent individuals from falling into deeper 
financial crisis”(p. 1) is generally supported by 
appropriately chosen and developed arguments. 

The argument that “Blair would be a proponent of the 
source because he rejects both laissez faire and 
socialist approaches to economics and instead suggests 
that the government take elements from both sides to 
provide the necessary balance needed in the economy” 
(p. 1) is conventional and demonstrates an adequate 
understanding of the assignment. 

S

Social Studies 30–1 January 2017
Assignment II

EXAMPLE RESPONSE—Satisfactory
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Evidence

• Evidence is conventional and 
straightforward.  

• The evidence may contain 
minor errors and a mixture of 
relevant and extraneous 
information. 

• A generalized and basic 
discussion reveals an 
acceptable understanding of 
social studies knowledge and 
its application to the 
assignment. 

The writer’s use of the Great Depression and New Deal 
is conventional and straightforward. 

The writer demonstrates a generalized understanding 
of Reagonomics and Margaret Thatcher’s right wing 
economic policies. The application of this evidence to 
the assignment reveals an acceptable understanding of 
social studies knowledge and its application to the 
assigned task. 

S

Communication

• The writing is straightforward 
and functionally organized.

• Control of syntax, mechanics, 
and grammar is adequate.  

• Vocabulary is conventional and 
generalized.

• There may be occasional 
lapses in control and minor 
errors; however, the 
communication remains 
generally clear.

The writing is straightforward and functionally 
organized, for example: “This was done by 
implementing social programs which would act as 
a safety net to support and prevent citizens in economic 
crisis from falling into a deeper economic 
depression.” (p. 1)

The vocabulary is conventional and generalized, for 
example: “self‑interest” (p. 2), and “safety net” (p. 1).

S
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Examples of Students’ Writing with Rationales

Social Studies 30–1, January 2017
Assignment II Responses
Example Scored Proficient (Pf) 

page 1 of 4
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page 2 of 4

Social Studies 30–1, January 2017
Assignment II Responses
Example Scored Proficient (Pf) (continued)
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page 3 of 4

Social Studies 30–1, January 2017
Assignment II Responses
Example Scored Proficient (Pf) (continued)
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page 4 of 4

Social Studies 30–1, January 2017
Assignment II Responses
Example Scored Proficient (Pf) (continued)
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Social Studies 30–1 January 2017
Assignment II

EXAMPLE RESPONSE—Proficient

SCORING CRITERIA RATIONALE SCORE

Analysis of Source

• The analysis of the source is 
capable and adept; a sound 
understanding of the 
ideological perspective(s) is 
demonstrated.

The writer capably identifies the perspective that 
government intervention is required to help individuals 
during a crisis.

The writer is adept in recognizing the alternative 
perspective presented in the source. A sound 
understanding of the principles of both classical 
liberalism and modern liberalism is demonstrated by 
stating how governments are encouraged to move to 
increased involvement in order to provide an 
opportunity for individuals to improve their well‑being. 

Pf

Argumentation

• The position established is 
persuasively supported by 
purposefully chosen and 
developed argument(s).

• The argumentation is logical 
and capably developed, 
demonstrating a sound 
understanding of the 
assignment.

• The relationship between the 
position taken, argumentation, 
and the ideological perspective 
presented in the source is 
clearly developed.

The writer’s position that modern liberalism allows for 
increased government involvement to help individuals 
in crisis is purposefully developed.  

The writer’s argument that government action can be 
proactive is logical. The exploration of various 
responses to crises, such as government action and 
legislation, is capably developed and demonstrates 
a sound understanding of the assignment.

The writer demonstrates a clear relationship between 
arguments and the source by linking government 
action and the support provided to individuals in both 
immediate and on‑going crises.

Pf
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Evidence

• Evidence is specific and 
purposeful.

• Evidence may contain some 
minor errors.

• A capable and adept discussion 
of evidence reveals a solid 
understanding of social studies 
knowledge and its application 
to the assignment.  

The use of the Great Depression, the Industrial 
Revolution, and social programs as evidence is specific 
and purposeful.

The writer’s assertion that legislation introduced 
during the Industrial Revolution represented a 
movement away from classical liberalism is capably 
developed.  The discussion of Roosevelt’s response to 
the Great Depression reveals a solid understanding of 
social studies knowledge and its application to the 
assignment. 

Pf

Communication

• The writing is clear and 
purposefully organized.

• Control of syntax, mechanics, 
and grammar is capable.  

• Vocabulary is appropriate and 
specific.  

• Minor errors in language do 
not impede communication.

The writer demonstrates a capable control of syntax, 
mechanics, and grammar, for example: “There were 
no regulations regarding minimum wage or working 
conditions to protect workers, and countless people 
lived in poverty while the business and factory owners 
continued to prosper” (p. 2).

Vocabulary is appropriate and specific, for example: 
“platform” (p. 2), “bourgeoisie” (p. 2), and “proactive” 
(p. 3).
 

Pf
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Examples of Students’ Writing with Rationales

Social Studies 30–1, January 2017
Assignment II Responses
Example Scored Excellent (E) 

page 1 of 6
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page 2 of 6

Social Studies 30–1, January 2017
Assignment II Responses
Example Scored Excellent (E) (continued)
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page 3 of 6

Social Studies 30–1, January 2017
Assignment II Responses
Example Scored Excellent (E) (continued)
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page 4 of 6

Social Studies 30–1, January 2017
Assignment II Responses
Example Scored Excellent (E) (continued)
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page 5 of 6

Social Studies 30–1, January 2017
Assignment II Responses
Example Scored Excellent (E) (continued)
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page 6 of 6

Social Studies 30–1, January 2017
Assignment II Responses
Example Scored Excellent (E) (continued)
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Social Studies 30–1 January 2017
Assignment II

EXAMPLE RESPONSE—Excellent

SCORING CRITERIA RATIONALE SCORE

Analysis of Source

• The analysis of the source is 
insightful and sophisticated; a 
comprehensive understanding 
of the ideological 
perspective(s) is demonstrated.

The writer insightfully acknowledges that, “The ideas 
presented within the source are consistent with the 
beliefs of those that support modern liberalism; those 
who support modern liberalism believe that the 
government should have some involvement within the 
economy but not be prominent enough that it harms 
people who do not require government help” (p. 1). 

A comprehensive understanding of the source is seen 
throughout the response and the relationship to 
opportunity improving well‑being and the dimensions 
of crises are insightfully demonstrated. 

Sophisticated links to various elements of government 
intervention are analysed throughout the response. For 
example, the writer discusses the implications of 
government intervention in non‑crisis times and the 
subsequent results. (i.e. communism)

E

Argumentation

• The position established is 
convincingly supported by 
judiciously chosen and 
developed argument(s). 

• The argumentation is 
consistent and compelling, 
demonstrating an insightful 
understanding of the 
assignment. 

• The relationship between the 
position taken, argumentation, 
and the ideological perspective 
presented in the source is 
perceptively developed.

The writer’s position regarding the ideological 
perspective of the source is clearly stated and 
convincingly developed throughout the response. At 
the end of each paragraph, the writer’s compelling 
arguments are effectively tied into the evidence 
previously developed. The argument that complete 
government involvement is detrimental, as in the case 
of the Soviet Union and that intervention should only 
occur during a time of crisis, is insightful.

The writer effectively threads related concepts of the 
source throughout their argumentation, demonstrating 
a perceptive relationship between position, 
argumentation, and ideological perspective.
 

E
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Evidence

• Evidence is sophisticated and 
deliberately chosen.

• The relative absence of error is 
impressive. 

• A thorough and comprehensive 
discussion of evidence reveals 
an insightful understanding of 
social studies knowledge and 
its application to the 
assignment. 

The discussion of the free market and the Great 
Depression demonstrates a sophisticated and deliberate 
choice of evidence to support the position that a lack of 
government intervention can be detrimental.

An insightful understanding of social studies is 
revealed when the writer acknowledges the difference 
between Marxist theory and the practice of Stalinism. 
Additionally, the insight is maintained when the writer 
acknowledges that, “It seemed as though the principles 
of classical liberalism, of self‑interest and economic 
freedom, were benefitting everyone; but this free 
market created an immense income disparity between 
citizens” (p. 2).

E

Communication

• The writing is fluent, skillfully 
structured, and judiciously 
organized. 

• Control of syntax, mechanics, 
and grammar is sophisticated.  

• Vocabulary is precise and 
deliberately chosen. 

• The relative absence of error is 
impressive.

The writing is skillfully structured and judiciously 
organized. The writer’s fluent communication is 
consistent throughout the paper, for example: 
“Roosevelt’s New Deal is an example of government 
involvement that came at a time of ongoing crisis 
within the United States” (p. 4).

Vocabulary is precise and deliberately chosen, for 
example: “detrimental” (p. 2), “income 
disparity” (p. 2), “panacea” (p. 3), and “hierarchy of 
an elite” (p. 4).

E
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INTERPRETATION OF SOURCES (12 marks)

When marking Interpretation of Sources, markers should consider how 
effectively the student
• interprets each source to demonstrate an understanding of how each source 

links to liberalism

Note: Students are expected to address all three sources.

Excellent

E
Interpretation of the source is sophisticated, insightful, and precise, 
demonstrating a perceptive understanding of links to liberalism.

Proficient

Pf
Interpretation of the source is logical, specific, and adept, demonstrating a 
sound understanding of links to liberalism.

Satisfactory

S
Interpretation of the source is adequate, straightforward, and conventional, 
demonstrating a generalized understanding of links to liberalism.

Limited

L
Interpretation of the source is incomplete, vague, and simplistic, 
demonstrating a confused understanding of links to liberalism.

Poor

P
Interpretation of the source is scant, inaccurate, and irrelevant, and/or the 
source is copied, demonstrating little or no understanding of links to 
liberalism.

Zero

Z
Zero is assigned to a response that fails to meet the minimum requirements 
of Poor.

Note: When “and” is used in the marking criteria as part of a list of 
descriptors, it is important to note that the writing may contain one or  
more of the descriptors listed. This applies to both Assignment I and 
Assignment II.
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RELATIONSHIPS (6 marks)

When marking Relationships, markers should consider how effectively the 
student
• explains the relationship(s) that exist among all sources

Note: Students may explain the relationship(s) in one part of the response or 
the explanation of relationship(s) may be embedded.

Excellent

E
The explanation of relationship(s) is perceptive and thorough.

Proficient

Pf
The explanation of relationship(s) is capable and purposeful.

Satisfactory

S
The explanation of relationship(s) is adequate and straightforward.

Limited

L
The explanation of relationship(s) is superficial, incomplete, redundant, and 
of questionable accuracy.

Poor

P
The explanation of relationship(s) is scant, illogical, and tangential.

Zero

Z
Zero is assigned to a response that fails to meet the minimum requirements 
of Poor.
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COMMUNICATION (2 marks)

When marking Communication, markers should consider how effectively 
the student communicates, including control of
• vocabulary
• sentence structure
• mechanics, grammar, and organization

Note: Students are expected to use paragraph form for the response. 
Consider the proportion of error in terms of the complexity and length of the 
response for the assigned task.

Excellent

E
Vocabulary is precise and deliberately chosen. Sentence structure is 
controlled and sophisticated. The writing demonstrates skillful control of 
mechanics and grammar and is judiciously organized.

Proficient

Pf
Vocabulary is appropriate and specific. Sentence structure is controlled and 
effective. The writing demonstrates capable control of mechanics and 
grammar and is purposefully organized.

Satisfactory

S
Vocabulary is conventional and generalized. Sentence structure is controlled 
and straightforward. The writing demonstrates basic control of mechanics 
and grammar and is adequately organized.

Limited

L
Vocabulary is imprecise, simplistic, and inappropriate. Sentence structure is 
awkward. The writing demonstrates a faltering control of mechanics and 
grammar and is ineffectively organized.

Poor

P
Vocabulary is overgeneralized and inaccurate. Sentence structure is 
uncontrolled. The writing demonstrates a profound lack of control of 
mechanics and grammar and is haphazardly organized.

Zero

Z
Zero is assigned to a response that fails to meet the minimum requirements 
of Poor.
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Scoring Categories and Scoring Criteria for 2017 Assignment II

ANALYSIS OF SOURCE (6 marks)

When marking Analysis of Source, markers should consider how effectively 
the student
• analyzes the source to demonstrate an understanding of ideological 

perspective(s) reflected in the source

Note: Students may demonstrate their understanding of an ideological 
perspective(s) in one part of their essay or demonstrate their understanding 
of an ideological perspective(s) throughout.

Excellent

E
The analysis of the source is insightful and sophisticated; a comprehensive 
understanding of the ideological perspective(s) is demonstrated.

Proficient

Pf
The analysis of the source is capable and adept; a sound understanding of the 
ideological perspective(s) is demonstrated.

Satisfactory

S
The analysis of the source is conventional and straightforward; a generalized 
understanding of the ideological perspective(s) is demonstrated.

Limited

L
The analysis of the source is incomplete and lacks depth; a confused 
understanding of the ideological perspective(s) is demonstrated.

Poor

P
The analysis of the source is illogical, tangential, and/or the source is  
simply copied; a minimal understanding of the ideological perspective(s) is 
demonstrated.

Insufficient

INS
Insufficient is a special category. It is not an indicator of quality. It is 
assigned to responses that do not contain a discernible attempt to address the 
assignment or responses that are too brief to assess in one or more scoring 
categories.
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ARGUMENTATION (8 marks)

When marking Argumentation, markers should consider how effectively the 
student 
• establishes a position
• develops one or more arguments based on logic and reason
• establishes a relationship between position taken, argumentation, and the 

ideological perspective presented in the source.

Note: DO NOT evaluate evidence in this category.

Excellent

E
The position established is convincingly supported by judiciously chosen and 
developed argument(s). The argumentation is consistent and compelling, 
demonstrating an insightful understanding of the assignment. The 
relationship between the position taken, argumentation, and the ideological 
perspective presented in the source is perceptively developed.

Proficient

Pf
The position established is persuasively supported by purposely chosen and 
developed argument(s). The argumentation is logical and capably developed, 
demonstrating a sound understanding of the assignment. The relationship 
between the position taken, argumentation, and the ideological perspective 
presented in the source is clearly developed.

Satisfactory

S
The position established is generally supported by appropriately chosen and 
developed argument(s). The argumentation is straightforward and 
conventional, demonstrating an adequate understanding of the assignment. 
The relationship between the position taken, argumentation, and the 
ideological perspective presented in the source is generally developed.

Limited

L
The position established is confusing and largely unrelated to the 
argument(s). The argumentation is repetitive, contradictory, simplistic, and 
based on uninformed belief. The relationship between the position taken, 
argumentation, and the ideological perspective presented in the source is 
superficially developed.

Poor

P
The position established has little or no relationship to the source or 
argument(s). The argumentation is irrelevant and illogical. The relationship 
between the position taken, argumentation, and the ideological perspective 
presented in the source is minimally developed.

Insufficient

INS
Insufficient is a special category. It is not an indicator of quality. It is 
assigned to responses that do not contain a discernible attempt to address the 
assignment or responses that are too brief to assess in one or more scoring 
categories.
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EVIDENCE (8 marks)

When marking Evidence, markers should consider how effectively the 
student uses evidence that
• is relevant and accurate
• reflects depth and/or breadth

Note: Evidence from social studies may include a theoretical, historical, 
contemporary, and/or current events discussion.

Excellent

E
Evidence is sophisticated and deliberately chosen. The relative absence of 
error is impressive. A thorough and comprehensive discussion of evidence 
reveals an insightful understanding of social studies knowledge and its 
application to the assignment.

Proficient

Pf
Evidence is specific and purposeful. Evidence may contain some minor 
errors. A capable and adept discussion of evidence reveals a solid 
understanding of social studies knowledge and its application to the 
assignment.

Satisfactory

S
Evidence is conventional and straightforward. The evidence may contain 
minor errors and a mixture of relevant and extraneous information. A 
generalized and basic discussion reveals an acceptable understanding of 
social studies knowledge and its application to the assignment.

Limited

L
Evidence is potentially relevant but is unfocused and incompletely 
developed. The evidence contains inaccuracies and extraneous detail. The 
discussion reveals a superficial and confused understanding of social studies 
knowledge and its application to the assignment.

Poor

P
Evidence is irrelevant and inaccurate. The evidence contains major and 
revealing errors. A minimal or scant discussion reveals a lack of 
understanding of social studies knowledge and its application to the 
assignment.

Insufficient

INS
Insufficient is a special category. It is not an indicator of quality. It is 
assigned to responses that do not contain a discernible attempt to address the 
assignment or responses that are too brief to assess in one or more scoring 
categories.
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COMMUNICATION (8 marks)

When marking Communication, markers should consider the effectiveness 
of the student’s
• fluency and essay organization
• syntax, mechanics, and grammar
• use of vocabulary and social studies terminology

Note: Consider the proportion of error in relation to the complexity and 
length of the response to the assigned task.

Excellent

E
The writing is fluent, skillfully structured, and judiciously organized. 
Control of syntax, mechanics, and grammar is sophisticated. Vocabulary is 
precise and deliberately chosen. The relative absence of error is impressive.

Proficient

Pf
The writing is clear and purposefully organized. Control of syntax, 
mechanics, and grammar is capable. Vocabulary is appropriate and specific. 
Minor errors in language do not impede communication.

Satisfactory

S
The writing is straightforward and functionally organized. Control of syntax, 
mechanics, and grammar is adequate. Vocabulary is conventional and 
generalized. There may be occasional lapses in control and minor errors; 
however, the communication remains generally clear.

Limited

L
The writing is awkward and lacks organization. Control of syntax, 
mechanics, and grammar is inconsistent. Vocabulary is imprecise, simplistic, 
and inappropriate. Errors obscure the clarity of communication.

Poor

P
The writing is unclear and disorganized. Control of syntax, mechanics, and 
grammar is lacking. Vocabulary is overgeneralized and inaccurate. Jarring 
errors impede communication

Insufficient

INS
Insufficient is a special category. It is not an indicator of quality. It is 
assigned to responses that do not contain a discernible attempt to address the 
assignment or responses that are too brief to assess in one or more scoring 
categories.




