TOK Final Essay (External Assessment) Information Sheet
This paper is part of your final assessment in the Theory of Knowledge course.  Please ensure that it reflects your best work, reflecting quality in thought and communication.

Timeline:

Choice of topic from prescribed title list due:

Dec.



Outline Due:






Jan.




First Draft Due (for peer review):



Jan.




Final Draft Due:





Feb. 



Checklist:

· 1200-1600 +/- not including title & citations
· Proper in-text citations (including films, internet, etc.)

· Quotations properly cited in text

· All works cited

· No use of dictionaries (you do the defining)

· Proper & fluid English (However, don’t shy from 1st person)
· Use of complex sentences for transitions
· Tenses agree

· Pronouns, antecedents agree (watch out for “they” when you want singular ( consider alternating gender)

· Spell-checked (of course, not nearly adequate)

Sign & date the following:

· Peer proofread first draft on







· I have proofread final draft on






· Peer proofread final draft on







· Parent proofread final draft on






Self-Rating (score based on six rubric criteria):

A 

 /10
  
D 
 /5


B 

 /10

E 
 /5


C 

 /5

F 
 /5

Total out of 40:



· Two original hard copies submitted to Metzler (Top copy with student ID # on title page; bottom copy with your name, etc. on title page)
TOK Final Essay (External Assessment) Descriptors Rating Sheet

A. Knowledge Issue(s) – 10 points


Is/are the problem(s) of knowledge implied by the prescribed title recognized and understood, and 
prominently maintained throughout the essay?


The phrase “problems of knowledge” refers to possible uncertainties, biases in approach to knowledge 
or limitations of knowledge, and the methods of verification and justification appropriate to the 
different Areas of Knowledge.


B. Quality of Analysis – 10 points


Do the analysis and the treatment of counter-claims show critical reflection 
and insight in addressing 
the problem(s) of knowledge?


This is where the rubber meets the road in terms of analysis.  No “strawman” 
counter-claims.  Make 
the pursuit a worthy one, identifying problems inherent in all perspectives.  Is your reasoning valid 
and justifiable?


C. Breadth and Links – 5 points


Does the essay reflect an awareness of different Ways of Knowing and  different Areas of Knowledge, 
and of how they may be linked?


The terms “Ways of Knowing” and “Areas of Knowledge” refer to the elements of the TOK diagram.  
This is not to discourage reference to elements which are not featured on the diagram, but may be 
equally relevant and appropriate.


D. Structure, Clarity and Logical Coherence – 5 points


Is the essay structured, clear and logically coherent?

Is it well written & organized?  Does it demonstrate control of language & thought through fluid 
transitions?  Are terms/concepts clearly defined?  Are explanations complete?  Does logic follow (walk 
reader through your thinking; avoid leaps, “the devil is in the details”)?


Essays of fewer than 1200 words or exceeding 1600 words = Zero here

E. Examples – 5 points


Is the essay well supported by appropriate examples drawn from a variety of sources?


F. Factual Accuracy & Reliability – 5 points (Factual accuracy =3 pts; Citations = 2 pts)

Are the affirmations factually accurate and, if sources were used, were they reliable and 
correctly cited? 


Factual Accuracy:
Extensive factual inaccuracy


=
0




Some factual inaccuracy



=
1





Little factual inaccuracy



=
2





No factual inaccuracy



=
3


Citation:

No workable source information


=
0





Most sources accurately cited


=
1





All sources cited accurately or none required 
=
2
