

















NECAP 2016 RELEASED INQUIRY TASK
GRADE 11 SCIENCE

Score Point 3

The response demonstrates a thorough understanding of how to use evidence to support and justify
interpretations and conclusions or explain how the evidence refutes the hypothesis. The response provides
a conclusion that the risk is low to Patrick and Julia in Puyallup if Mt. Rainier erupts, and explains that

Puyallup is not located in a lahar or pyroclastic flow zone. The response explains that some ash may reach
Patrick and Julia, but overall they should be safe.
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Score PoINT 2
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The response demonstrates a general understanding of how to use evidence to support and justify
interpretations and conclusions. The response broadly addresses the three hazards and their contributions to
the risk level, but the explanation is not supported with specific data from the investigation. The explanation,
while mostly correct, is in general terms.
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Score PoInT 1
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The response demonstrates a limited understanding of how to use evidence to support and justify
interpretations and conclusions. The response identifies lahar as a possible risk factor, but links lahars to wind

conditions and does not discuss pyroclastic flows or ash plumes. In addition, no specific risk level is ever
identified for Patrick and Julia.
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Score Point 0
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The response is insufficient to demonstrate understanding. No specific risk factors are identified or discussed.
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