Artifact Analysis Evaluation
Inquiry with Historical Source Material
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	IDENTIFY/SOURCE
Did you address all of the required questions about publication and context of the artifact to the best of your ability?
	Perhaps used other resources to deduce information about the artifact that was not explicit.
	Identified, or acknowledged the lack of explicit information for type, author, publisher, audience. Mentions context.
	Is missing some key information about the artifact origins.
	Did not reference the source of the artifact.

	DESCRIBE
Did you make generalizations about the overall structure of the artifact and use specific details?

	Wrote a good summary and went beyond the main points to include details that are important to interpretative work.
	Summarized the main points or features of the artifact in the order that they were presented.
	Missing some of the key points or features of the artifact. 
	Summary is incomplete.

	INTERPRET
Have you indicated your opinions? Have you shared any questions?

	Did all of the speculation required of a good response and then answered their own questions. Speculated about the information not present in artifact.
	Speculated about the reason the artifact was created, expressed a personal opinion about the piece, discussed the point of view, asked questions.
	Discussed the overt information in the artifact but did little to connect the material into a theory.
	Expressed no opinion about the artifact.

	Supporting Evidence

Did you use evidence from the artifact to support your main points?


	Used quotes from a text or a recording or made references to specific visual details about an artifact in support of a theory.
	Used quotes from a text or a recording or made references to specific visual details about an artifact to understand the overall message.
	Had little supporting evidence.
	Had no supporting evidence.

	Research

Did you try to answer your own good questions?
Did you corroborate your artifact?
	Used extra resources to answer questions about the artifact, consult other viewpoints, and check for accuracy of information—corroboration.
	Used extra resources to answer questions about the artifact. Provides resource information.
	May have done extra research but did not make note of it.
	Did no extra research.

	Organization

Are there multiple paragraphs organized around one of the required elements?
	Wrote a paragraph for each section and united them with good transition statements.
	Wrote a separate paragraph for each section.
	Missing some sections or not organized into distinct paragraphs.
	No clear organization.

	Style

Is this a good read?
	Title and intro captures the reader’s attention and sets context. Uses good transitions.
	Goes beyond the formula and connects ideas between paragraphs. Uses author’s name when referencing the artifact.
	Starts by saying, “This artifact is a ________.”
	Uninteresting to read.


