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-develop some ideas
more fully than others,
with reference to specific
and relevant evidence
and appropriate literary
elements from both texts

-maintain a clear and
appropriate focus
-exhibit a logical
sequence of ideas but
may lack internal
consistency

-use appropriate
language, with some
awareness of audience
and purpose
-occasionally make
effective use of sentence
structure or length

-demonstrate partial
control, exhibiting
occasional errors that do
not hinder
comprehension

-develop ideas clearly
and consistently, with
reference to relevant and
specific evidence and
appropriate literary
elements from both texts

-maintain the focus
established by the critical
lens
-exhibit a logical
sequence of ideas
through use of
appropriate devices and
transitions

-use language that is
fluent and original, with
evident awareness of
audience and purpose
-vary structure and
length of sentences to
control rhythm and
pacing

-demonstrate control of
the conventions,
exhibiting occasional
errors only when using
sophisticated language

-develop ideas clearly
and fully, making
effective use of a wide
range of relevant and
specific evidence and
appropriate literary
elements from both texts

-maintain the focus
established by the critical
lens
-exhibit a logical and
coherent structure
through skillful use of
appropriate devices and
transitions

-are stylistically
sophisticated, using
language that is precise
and engaging, with a
notable sense of voice
and awareness of
audience and purpose
-vary structure and
length of sentences to
enhance meaning

-demonstrate control of
the conventions with
essentially no errors,
even with sophisticated
language

Development: the
extent to which ideas
are elaborated using
specific and relevant
evidence from the
text(s)

Organization: the
extent to which the
response exhibits
direction, shape, and
coherence

Language Use: the
extent to which the
response reveals an
awareness of audience
and purpose through
effective use of words,
sentence structure,
and sentence variety

Conventions: the
extent to which the
response exhibits
conventional spelling,
punctuation,
paragraphing,
capitalization,
grammar, and usage

-demonstrate emerging
control, exhibiting
occasional errors that
hinder comprehension

-rely on basic
vocabulary, with little
awareness of audience
or purpose
-exhibit some attempt to
vary sentence structure
or length for effect, but
with uneven success

-establish, but fail to
maintain, an appropriate
focus
- exhibit a rudimentary
structure but may
include some
inconsistencies or
irrelevancies

-develop ideas briefly,
using some evidence
from the text
-may rely primarily on
plot summary

-provide a simple
interpretation of the
"critical lens" that
suggests some criteria
for analysis
-make superficial
connections between the
criteria and the chosen
texts

3
Responses at this
level:

-demonstrate a lack of
control, exhibiting
frequent errors that make
comprehension difficult

-use language that is
imprecise or unsuitable
for the audience or
purpose
-reveal little awareness
of how to use sentences
to achieve an effect

-lack an appropriate
focus but suggest some
organization, or suggest
a focus but lack
organization

-are incomplete or
largely undeveloped,
hinting at ideas, but
references to the text are
vague, irrelevant,
repetitive, or unjustified

-provide a confused or
incomplete interpretation
of the "critical lens"
-may allude to the
"critical lens" but do not
use it to analyze the
chosen texts

2
Responses at this
level:

• If the student addresses only one text, the response can be scored no higher than a 3.
• If the student writes only a personal response and makes no reference to the text(s), the response can be scored no higher than a 1.
• Responses totally unrelated to the topic, illegible, incoherent, or blank should be given a 0.
• A response totally copied from the text(s) with no original student writing should be scored a 0.

-provide a reasonable
interpretation of the
"critical lens" that
establishes the criteria
for analysis
-make implicit
connections between
criteria and the chosen
texts

-provide a thoughtful
interpretation of the
"critical lens" that clearly
establishes the criteria
for analysis
-use the criteria to make
a clear and reasoned
analysis of the chosen
texts

-provide an interpretation
of the "critical lens" that
is faithful to the
complexity of the
statement and clearly
establishes the criteria
for analysis
-use the criteria to make
insightful analysis of the
chosen texts

Meaning: the extent to
which the response
exhibits sound
understanding,
interpretation, and
analysis of the task
and text(s)

4
Responses at this
level:

5
Responses at this
level:

6
Responses at this
level:

QUALITY

SESSION TWO PART B SCORING RUBRIC
READING AND
CRITICAL
ANALYSIS
QUESTION
28 – WRITING
SCORINGFOR
RUBRIC
– CRITICAL
LENS

-are minimal, making
assessment of
conventions unreliable
-may be illegible or not
recognizable as English

-are minimal
-use language that is
incoherent or
inappropriate

-show no focus or
organization

-are minimal, with no
evidence of development

-do not refer to the
"critical lens"
-reflect minimal or no
analysis of the chosen
texts

1
Responses at this
level:
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Anchor Paper – Question 28 – Level 6 – A

Anchor Level 6 – A
Quality
The response:
Meaning

Development

Organization

Language Use

Conventions

Commentary

Provides an interpretation of the critical lens that is faithful to the complexity of the statement and
clearly establishes the criteria for analysis by first saying people have it in their power to fix their
problems and then disagreeing (many people are unable to remedy their problems and are left to
suffer the consequences). The response uses the criteria to make insightful analysis of To Kill a
Mockingbird (These ills are not of Tom’s making, but the consequences he suffers are not remedied;
as a result, Tom not only loses all hope, but also his life) and The Crucible (Once again, these ills
are irredeemable, and once again, they cost a character his life).
Develops ideas clearly and fully, making effective use of a wide range of relevant and specific
evidence from both To Kill a Mockingbird (Prejudice is the ill that causes much suffering for Tom
Robinson) and from The Crucible (People there believe that lock-step obedience to strict Puritan
rules is necessary to keep people alive). The response incorporates the literary element of setting (the
harsh time of the Great Depression in the Southern town of Maycomb, Alabama. It was a time of
fear … for the African-American community and Colonial Salem, Massachusetts, in the late 1600’s
was a fearful place) into the discussion of both texts to show the impact it had on the fate of
characters.
Maintains the focus on disproving the critical lens (Many people suffer at the hands of others in this
world, and often there is no recourse for them beyond suffering). The response exhibits a logical and
coherent structure, first interpreting and disagreeing with the lens, then discussing Atticus Finch’s
ill-fated defense of Tom Robinson and John Proctor’s failed efforts to discredit Abigail, and
concluding with a reiteration of the lens and a reaffirmation of its non-validity. The response makes
skillful use of appropriate devices and transitions (The case eventually comes to trial; Setting again
plays a crucial role; Nevertheless, John breaks these rules).
Is stylistically sophisticated, using language that is precise and engaging, with a notable sense of
voice and awareness of audience and purpose (Life is not fair! How often have we heard people
express this sentiment; Although Tom is in no way complicit; it does not take sly Abigail long). The
response varies structure and length of sentences to enhance meaning (While John is culpable for
committing adultery, he has no control over Abigail’s treachery).
Demonstrates control of the conventions with essentially no errors, even with sophisticated language.

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 6 in all qualities.
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Anchor Level 6 – B
Quality
The response:
Meaning

Development

Organization

Language Use

Conventions

Commentary

Provides an interpretation of the critical lens that is faithful to the complexity of the statement and
clearly establishes the criteria for analysis (What this means is that, despite individuals facing what
appears to be insurmountable challenges as a result of “sick” societal attitudes and dictates, they
can overcome these challenges and not succumb to the injustices such attitudes and dictates
encourage). The response uses the criteria to make insightful analysis of The Scarlet Letter (It is
evident, therefore, that Hester overcame the ills of her society. Despite the harshness … she
overcame their punishment, gained public respect, and gave her daughter the life she deserved) and
The Adventures of Huckleberry Finn (As the story closes, Jim has his freedom and Huck is heading
out to his own independent life and both have overcome the effects of the societal ills brought on by
slavery).
Develops ideas clearly and fully, making effective use of a wide range of relevant and specific
evidence. The response incorporates appropriate literary elements of setting (set in 17th century
Salem, Massachusetts in a strict Puritan community and Set in 19th century America … where …
young white children … were raised to see the black slaves … as almost inhuman) and conflict (This
external conflict between Hester and the society she lives in gives rise to conflicts internally as well
and When Huck finds himself in a position where he has to decide … he resolves this conflict by
opting for Hell), in order to show how characters overcame the ills of their society.
Maintains the focus established by the critical lens (As one can see … Both Hester and Huck faced
severe and “sick” societal attitudes and dictates and both defied and overcame these ills). The
response exhibits a logical and coherent structure, first interpreting the lens, then discussing how
both Hester and Huck Finn defied and overcame the societal ills of their respective times (Instead of
cowering … she used her needlework talents to provide for her and her child which allowed her the
independence unheard of for women in this society and he joined in an escape plan to free Jim once
again), concluding with a brief summation. The response makes skillful use of appropriate devices
and transitions (she is instead, Although very different, In this case, The next comes later on).
Is stylistically sophisticated, using language that is precise and engaging, with a notable sense of
voice and awareness of audience and purpose (forced to suffer the ostracism and torment and Yes,
she did return … but even in death she won and was buried beside the man she loved). The response
varies structure and length of sentences to enhance meaning (Does she play the role they expect of
her as a weak and sinful female?).
Demonstrates control of the conventions, exhibiting occasional errors in spelling (adultry, bosum,
similiar) and grammar (theme … their and societal expectations … its) only when using
sophisticated language.

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 6, although it is somewhat weaker in
conventions.
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Anchor Paper – Question 28 – Level 5 – A

Anchor Level 5 – A
Quality
The response:
Meaning

Development

Organization

Language Use

Conventions

Commentary

Provides a thoughtful interpretation of the critical lens that clearly establishes the criteria for analysis
by disagreeing with it (In this statement, Sannazaro is naive, and sadly mistaken. Both George
Orwell’s 1984 and the novel Lord of the Flies illustrate ills that appear to be impossible to cure).
The response uses the criteria to make a clear and reasoned analysis of 1984 (Here, Orwell shows
how totalitarianism is an ill that cannot be remedied even by all of the values Winston represents:
hope, freedom and love) and Lord of the Flies (In Lord of the Flies, the beast, representing human
nature, is presented as an ill that cannot be remedied).
Develops ideas clearly and consistently, with reference to relevant and specific evidence from 1984
[It has cameras in every building, microphones on every street corner, and “thought police” (which
equate to the Gestapo or KGB) crawling in every city] and Lord of the Flies (The boys begin to split
apart, squabble, and fight as a result of their fear of “the beast”). The response incorporates an
appropriate use of symbolism into the discussion of both texts (Big Brother is made by Orwell into a
symbol for corruption and power and The beast is made out to symbolize human nature itself).
Maintains the focus established by the critical lens (In both 1984 and Lord of the Flies, symbolism is
used to illustrate how some ills cannot be remedied). The response exhibits a logical sequence of
ideas, opening with a disagreement to the lens, then presenting information from both texts to show
how the societies established in Oceania in 1984 and on the island in Lord of the Flies both become
symbolic of ills that could not be remedied, and concluding with a summation. Transitions are
appropriately used (This is especially true as a result of, Subsequently, similarly, This is
accomplished by).
Uses language that is fluent and original (He becomes a glimmer of resistance and rebellion; they
are rambunctious and playful and kind-hearted; However, things quickly go awry), with evident
awareness of audience and purpose (Although Sannazaro’s quote appears to be wise at first, closer
inspection reveals it to be overly optimistic and naive). The response varies structure and length of
sentences to control rhythm and pacing (Winston, on the other hand, is a defiant, curious man at the
outset of the novel).
Demonstrates control of the conventions with essentially no errors, even with sophisticated language.

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 5, although it is somewhat stronger in
conventions.
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Anchor Level 5 – C
Quality
The response:
Meaning

Development

Organization

Language Use

Conventions

Commentary

Provides a thoughtful interpretation of the critical lens that clearly establishes the criteria for analysis
(In other words, all problems have a solution. This is valid because when faced with adversity … one
can always overcome it if he or she is persistent enough). The response uses the criteria to make a
clear and reasoned analysis of The Glass Menagerie (As a result of her complacency, Laura doesn’t
pursue any remedies to her problem and consequently she is left with the same issues by the end of
the novel) and A Raisin in the Sun (On the other hand, Mama from Hansberry’s Raisin in the Sun
displays what happens when one attacks a problem with relentless hardwork).
Develops some ideas more fully than others, with reference to specific and relevant evidence,
through the integration of the elements of conflict in both texts (Born with a crippled leg, she
struggles with an internal conflict of not having enough confidence to participate in the world and
Mama’s central external conflict is seeking a better place to live) and setting and symbolism in A
Raisin in the Sun (As she lived in Chicago in the pre-Civil Rights Movement era, there was still a
plethora of prejudice and discrimination and This is captured in the symbol of Mama’s scraggly
plant) to demonstrate how Laura and Mama dealt with challenges presented to them. Although the
external conflicts are identified, they are not clearly illustrated.
Maintains the focus established by the critical lens, stating that success can be defined as triumph
over whatever hurdles come into one’s path. The response exhibits a logical sequence of ideas, first
interpreting and agreeing with the lens, then presenting the conflicts faced by characters in both texts
that were met with failure by Laura (She drops out of college, refuses to interact with people) and
success by Mama (Ultimately, Mama is finally able to buy a better house to improve the future of her
family), and concluding with a reaffirmation of the lens. Appropriate devices and transitions are used
(This point is, As such, When she first).
Uses language that is fluent and original, with evident awareness of audience and purpose (only able
to get a tedious job with measly pay and Her success can clearly be attributed to her persistent
pursuit of her own solution). The response varies structure and length of sentences to control rhythm
and pacing (Like her children, the plant doesn’t have sufficient resources but flourishes because of
Mama’s constant support and nurturing).
Demonstrates control of conventions, exhibiting occasional errors in punctuation (remedy “In and
and consequently) only when using sophisticated language.

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 5, although it is somewhat weaker in
development.
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Anchor Level 4 – A
Quality
The response:
Meaning

Development

Organization

Language Use

Conventions

Commentary

Provides a thoughtful interpretation of the critical lens that clearly establishes the criteria for analysis
by disagreeing with it (This quote is disagreeable because some problems are just too large and
complicated to solve, and some problems are ones that are destined to happen no matter what). The
response uses the criteria to make a clear and reasoned analysis of The Catcher in the Rye (His
problem is a truly impossible one because there is no possible way that he can even preserve the
innocence of one child, let alone every child in the world) and Macbeth (Macbeth also has a main
character who is presented with a problem which he has no way to solve because the solution has
already been destined to happen by another entity).
Develops some ideas more fully than others. The response makes reference to specific and relevant
evidence regarding Macbeth’s fears (Macbeth, the main character, wishes to preserve his title as
King of Scotland, even though it has already been foretold that he will lose his life and title to his
murdered friend’s sons), but is less specific in discussing The Catcher in the Rye (The main
character, Holden, is obsessed with preserving the innocence in children because he believes that
society will take control of them if he doesn’t save them first). The response incorporates the
appropriate literary element of theme (individuality and maturity, the preservation of childhood
innocence as an immature notion, prophecy and how impossible it is to escape one’s fate) in both
texts.
Maintains a clear and appropriate focus (Both works present a problem in which the main character
has no possible way to solve the presented problem in their own favor). The response exhibits a
logical sequence of ideas, first interpreting and disagreeing with the lens, then addressing the
problems of the identified characters from both texts, and concluding with a reaffirmation of the
lens, its interpretation, and the reasons for disagreeing with it. Internal consistency is weakened by
the contradiction presented in the use of the word support in the conclusion.
Uses appropriate language, with some awareness of audience and purpose (Holden’s desire to do this
is truly a problem that has absolutly no solution in sight) that is sometimes inexact (the opinion
which thinks). The response occasionally makes effective use of sentence structure and length
(Macbeth tries everything to avoid his prophecy, even killing his friend and attempting to kill the son
that’ll take the throne in the future, but cannot escape his destined fate).
Demonstrates partial control, exhibiting occasional errors in spelling (absolutly) and punctuation
(The quote “… there; “There is … be solved”; Macbeth, by) that do not hinder comprehension.

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 4, although it is somewhat stronger in
meaning.
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Anchor Paper – Question 28 – Level 4 – C

Anchor Level 4 – C
Quality
The response:
Meaning

Development

Organization

Language Use
Conventions

Commentary

Provides a reasonable interpretation of the critical lens that establishes the criteria for analysis by
disagreeing with it (In both of these works, the ill faced by the characters has no remedy, leading to
tragic conclusions). The response makes implicit connections between criteria and The Great Gatsby
(No matter what he does, Gatsby is doomed to desire what he can never have) and Othello (The fall
of Othello demonstrates that there is no cure for the flaws of human nature).
Develops ideas briefly, using some evidence from The Great Gatsby (In an attempt to fill the void,
Gatsby becomes incredibly wealthy and throws extravagant parties) and Othello (In the play,
Othello places his trust in “honest” Iago). The response implies the use of characterization (nothing
Gatsby does relieves him of the pain and Othello is far too trusting and easily deceived), although it
is not directly identified or discussed.
Maintains a clear and appropriate focus (While many ills can be cured, it is incorrect to say that
there is a remedy for all ills). The response exhibits a logical sequence of ideas, first restating the
lens, then supporting a disagreement with it in two brief body paragraphs that discuss how the flaws
of both Gatsby and Othello lead to the demise of each, and concluding with a reaffirmation of this
disagreement.
Uses appropriate language, with some awareness of audience and purpose (There are some flaws
that are part of being human, many of which cannot be fixed). The response occasionally makes
effective use of sentence structure or length (For Gatsby, there is no remedy that can cure his ill).
Demonstrates partial control, exhibiting occasional errors in punctuation (that there is … without a
remedy. However and The Great Gatsby … and Othello) that do not hinder comprehension.

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 4, although it is somewhat weaker in
development.
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