
Grade 4 Ohio Social Studies 
Explorers 

HQIM Analysis Report 
Program Reviewed: Ohio Social Studies Explorers, Grade 4​
Evidence Reviewed: Unit 1–4 overviews, Unit 1–4 storylines, 
Grade 4 Implementation Teacher Guide, Ohio Social Studies HQIM Rubric (April 2025) 

NOTE:  This analysis report was generated by providing ChatGPT with the unit overviews and 
storylines for all four units, along with the Implementation Guide.  The prompt asked ChatGPT 
to provide an analysis of the curriculum based on the uploaded documents using Ohio’s Social 
Studies HQIM rubric. 

Overall Rating: MEETS EXPECTATIONS 

Gateway Criteria Max Points Score Rating 

Gateway 1: Alignment 1.1 + 1.2 10 10 Meets 

Gateway 2: Instructional Support 2.1 + 2.2 + 2.3 28 26–27 Meets 

Overall All criteria 38 36–37 Meets Expectations 

Summary: Grade 4 materials are strongly standards-aligned and inquiry-driven, with robust 
teacher supports and rich disciplinary literacy. The program is “review-ready” for district HQIM 
adoption; any point reductions would typically come from documentation clarity (e.g., one 
consolidated accommodations/assessment-system page), not instructional weaknesses. 
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Gateway 1: Alignment (10/10) — MEETS 

Criterion 1.1: Alignment to Learning Standards (4/4) — 
Meets 
What the rubric looks for: all grade-level standards addressed, coherent sequencing, 
accurate/evidence-based content, and appropriate rigor. 

Evidence from Grade 4 materials 

●​ Full coverage and explicit identification of Grade 4 content statements across the 
year: 

○​ Unit 1 (CS 1–7): timelines; primary/secondary sources; groups in Ohio; 
Revolution; Northwest Ordinance; War of 1812; anti-slavery/Underground 
Railroad 

○​ Unit 2 (CS 8–12): map scale + directions; early 1800s U.S. regions; 
environmental modification; Ohio innovations; resources/economic development 

○​ Unit 3 (CS 13–14): population change/diversity; migration; Ohio’s location + 
transportation systems and movement of people/products/ideas 

○​ Unit 4 (CS 15–22): citizenship rights/responsibilities; informed 
decisions/compromise; laws; U.S./Ohio Constitutions; tables/charts; 
entrepreneurship; saving 

●​ Strong coherence and progression is explicitly documented in the Grade 4 
implementation guide (“Year at a Glance” with pacing and core understandings), 
supporting a logical build from Ohio history → geography/economy → 
movement/transportation → civics/economics. 

●​ Rigor aligns with expectations through learning targets that require explanation, 
comparison, interpretation of maps/data, and evidence use across content areas. 

Score rationale: Complete standards coverage + coherent yearlong sequence + appropriate 
rigor. 

 

Criterion 1.1b: Primary/Secondary Sources + Variety of 
Mediums/Complexity (2/2) — Meets 

●​ Unit 1 explicitly centers primary vs. secondary sources as foundational skills and uses 
source-based activities and timeline/narrative building. 

●​ Across units, students engage with multiple mediums: videos, slide decks, podcasts, 
read-alouds, stations, maps, charts/tables, and datasets. 
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Criterion 1.2: Social Studies Practices & 
Disciplinary Literacy (6/6) — MEETS 

1.2a Inquiry-based instruction (2/2) — Meets 
Grade 4 is explicitly structured around inquiry stages (Engage → Explore → Explain → 
Elaborate/Evaluate). Unit 4’s storyline shows repeated inquiry cycles with simulations, analysis 
tasks, and culminating evaluations (e.g., citizen role-play → constitutional mini-lessons → data 
decisions). 

1.2b Disciplinary literacy across 
history/geography/civics/econ (2/2) — Meets 

●​ History: timelines, historical narratives from sources, Ohio’s role in major national 
developments (Revolution, War of 1812, Underground Railroad) 

●​ Geography: map scales/directions, physical vs human characteristics, regional 
environments and economies, Ohio’s location and transportation systems 

●​ Civics: citizenship, rights/responsibilities, informed decision-making, laws, constitutions, 
branches of government 

●​ Economics/data literacy: tables/charts interpretation, entrepreneurship, 
saving/spending decisions 

1.2c Discourse + multiple perspectives + credibility (2/2) 
— Meets 
Storylines emphasize structured discussion and reflection throughout (debriefs, discussions, 
scenario analysis, student reflection), and Grade 4 content regularly requires students to 
examine groups’ interactions, conflict/cooperation/compromise, and different viewpoints in civic 
decision-making. 

 

Gateway 1 Total: 10/10 — MEETS 
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Gateway 2: Instructional Support (26–27/28) — 
MEETS 

Criterion 2.1: Assessment (5–6/6) — Meets 

Strengths 

●​ Repeated built-in evaluation points at the exploration level (explicit 
Evaluate/Elaborate-Evaluate stages in storylines). 

●​ Multiple modalities: role-play (citizenship), matching and sorting tasks, projects/posters, 
map/data analysis, constructed responses and reflections. 

●​ Implementation guide reinforces assessment expectations focused on explanation, 
evidence use, comparison, and application rather than recall. 

Potential “strict reviewer” point deduction 

To consistently secure a “6” in committee scoring, it helps to have a single consolidated 
assessment section that explicitly calls out: 

●​ consistent scoring tools (rubrics/exemplars) and 
●​ formal accommodations language tied to assessments.​

Your materials show strong assessment practice, but reviewers sometimes look for that 
“one-stop” documentation. 

 

Criterion 2.2: Student Supports (10/10) — Meets 
●​ Consistent student engagement strategies: simulations, stations/rotations, inquiry tasks, 

guided notes, hands-on mapping, and structured discussions. 
●​ Varied learning tasks and demonstration formats: posters/presentations (regions 

research), data interpretation (population/transportation), civic decision-making tasks 
grounded in facts/opinions and chart reading. 

●​ Unit 4 explicitly strengthens “monitoring thinking” through quick-writes, guided notes, 
repeated debriefs, and application tasks. 
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Criterion 2.3: Teacher Supports (11/12) — Meets 

Strengths 

●​ Robust teacher-facing infrastructure: teacher background information, inquiry flow 
guidance, materials lists, key vocabulary, and student outcomes in storylines and unit 
overviews. 

●​ The implementation guide provides pacing guidance and explicit “how to use” planning 
supports, including year-at-a-glance, exploration snapshots, and instructional notes. 

Why not a full 12 

To reach the easiest “12/12,” districts often want one explicitly labeled, centralized section that 
compiles: 

●​ differentiation/accommodations toolkit (EL/IEP/advanced learners), and 
●​ repeatable protocols for source credibility/perspective routines (even if present across 

lessons).​
Your materials strongly support teachers, but centralizing those items would remove any 
reviewer ambiguity. 

 

Gateway 2 Total: 26–27/28 — MEETS 
 

Final Rating: MEETS EXPECTATIONS (36–37/38) 

Biggest strengths  
1.​ Exceptional coherence and progression across the year (explicitly documented with 

pacing/core understandings). 
2.​ Strong disciplinary literacy: timelines/sourcing (history), mapping/regions/HEI 

(geography), citizenship/government/Constitution (civics), charts + 
entrepreneurship/saving (economics). 

3.​ High engagement inquiry design: simulations, stations, projects, and evidence-based 
discussion routines embedded in storylines. 
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