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Anchor Level 3 – A
Quality
Meaning

Development
Organization

Language Use

Conventions

Commentary

The response:

Provides a simple interpretation of the critical lens that suggests some criteria for analysis (This
means that people judge things too fast, and don’t look deeper to tell if something is truely bad or
good). The response makes superficial connections between the criteria and Romeo and Juliet (If
their families would have seen passed their differences, they would have seen … how good they
were for each other) and Hamlet (They judged him without actually getting to know him and his
feeling).
Develops ideas briefly, using some evidence from Romeo and Juliet (However, their forbidden love
could not keep them away from each other) and Hamlet (People, especially Claudius, only saw the
bad and “crazy” in Hamlet). The response relies primarily on plot summary.
Maintains a clear and appropriate focus (Most peope just “judge a book by it’s cover,” And don’t
give it a fair chance). The response exhibits a logical sequence of ideas, first interpreting the lens,
then presenting information from both works to support the interpretation and the use of literary
elements, and concluding with a return to the lens and its interpretation. The response lacks internal
consistency in that the focus of Romeo and Juliet is more on seeing past differences than judging
others.
Relies on basic vocabulary (Romeo and Juliet would do anything for each other) that is sometimes
imprecise (passed for “past” and Sir John Lubbock’s quote … is agreeable), with little awareness of
audience or purpose. The response exhibits some attempt to vary sentence structure or length, but
with uneven success (What he did was the way he dealt with what was going on in his life).
Demonstrates partial control, exhibiting occasional errors in spelling (truely and symbolises) and
punctuation (it’s for “its”) that do not hinder comprehension.

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 3, although it is somewhat stronger in
organization and conventions.
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Anchor Paper – Question 28 – Level 3 – B

Anchor Level 3 – B
Quality
The response:
Meaning

Development

Organization
Language Use

Conventions

Commentary

Provides a simple interpretation of the critical lens that suggests some criteria for analysis (To me it
means that things that we think are evil and bad are actually good in disguise but we dont realize
that). The response makes superficial connections between the criteria and The Great Gatsby (Tom
& Gatsby both would be called in a way evil, but not good in discise) and The Scarlet Letter (So this
proves that evil isn’t in disguise as good).
Develops ideas briefly, using some evidence from The Great Gatsby (Tom even hit Myrtle and made
her bleed which shows that Tom isn’t a very good person) and The Scarlet Letter (Chillin worth
became Dimsdale doctor … He tried to kill him with medicine). The response relies primarily on plot
summary.
Establishes an appropriate focus on the idea that evil is mostly evil. The response exhibits a
rudimentary structure, presenting an introduction that disagrees with the lens, followed by separate
paragraphs for each text, and a conclusion that reiterates disagreement with the lens.
Relies on basic vocabulary (helped set up and he got mad) that is sometimes imprecise (Tom &
Gatsby and Threw for “Through”), with little awareness of audience and purpose (you can conclude
that I don’t agree). The response exhibits some attempt to vary sentence structure or length for
effect, but with uneven success (There is also Gatsby who people don’t know how he got his wealth).
Demonstrates emerging control, exhibiting occasional errors in punctuation (dont, married he,
Dimsdale doctor), capitalization (world series and the Scarlet Letter), and grammar (Gatsby who
people don’t know and I’ve give you) that hinder comprehension.

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 3 in all qualities.
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Anchor Level 3 – C
Quality
The response:
Meaning

Development
Organization

Language Use

Conventions

Commentary

Provides a simple interpretation of the critical lens that suggests some criteria for analysis (Evil is
very good disguising and evil isn’t just something that we can notice immediately). The response
makes superficial connections between the criteria and Macbeth (In the novel Macbeth, it supports
the statement) and The Great Gatsby (It supports the statement on how evil is really good in
disguise).
Is largely undeveloped, hinting at ideas, but references to Macbeth (Macbeth was pure evil and
Macbeth’s inner evil comes out) and The Great Gatsby (This states how evil he is but in a way that
no one cannot recognize and This explains how evil Tom is) are vague and repetitive.
Establishes, but fails to maintain, an appropriate focus on the idea that there are people who are plain
out evil. The response exhibits a rudimentary structure, first introducing the lens and its
interpretation and then presenting information from both Macbeth and The Great Gatsby in a single
body paragraph, but fails to conclude the response.
Relies on basic vocabulary (He had to figure out a plan and Macbeth had to be nice and polite) that
is sometimes imprecise (to the to be king and no one cannot recognize). The response exhibits some
attempt to vary sentence structure or length for effect, but with uneven success (As for another novel
called The Great Gatsby).
Demonstrates emerging control, exhibiting occasional errors in spelling (Hower, Scottland, afair),
punctuation (statement “Much, though Macbeth, Macbeths inner evil), paragraphing, and usage
(supports the statement on how and Tom is evil in the inside) that hinder comprehension.

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 3, although it is somewhat weaker in
development.
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Anchor Level 2 – A
Quality
The response:
Meaning
Development

Organization
Language Use
Conventions

Commentary

Provides a confused and incomplete interpretation of the critical lens (what people call good is evil,
but you cant see the good right away). The response alludes to the critical lens, but does not use it to
analyze Death of a Salesman or The Crucible.
Is incomplete and largely undeveloped, hinting at ideas about Evil, but references to both texts are
vague (John didnt want to sign the cotfesion about being a witch because he didnt want people to
think he’s evil and the Dads were considered “evil” but they were just trying to raise the kids the
right way).
Suggests a focus on the critical lens, repeating the lens and the interpretation in the concluding
paragraph, but lacks organization, discussing both texts in one paragraph.
Relies on basic vocabulary, with little awareness of audience or purpose (you wont always see the
good). The response exhibits some attempt to vary sentence structure or length for effect, but with
uneven success (Being “evil” can either be a good thing, or a bad thing, it depends on the situation).
Demonstrates emerging control, exhibiting frequent errors in punctuation (cant; “Death Of a
Salesmen”; didnt; “evil” but; thing, it; wont) that hinder comprehension.

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 2, although it is somewhat stronger in
language use and conventions.
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Anchor Level 2 – B
Quality
The response:
Meaning
Development
Organization
Language Use
Conventions

Commentary

Provides a confused and incomplete interpretation of the critical lens (I think the lens is trying to say
is that Evil is really good A running away). The response alludes to the critical lens, but does not use
it to analyze The Things They Carried or To Kill a Mockingbird.
Is incomplete and largely undeveloped, hinting at ideas, but references to the texts are vague (the
Evil people Are good hidders Which makes Evil really good at hiding and The two Kids think who
ever is in the scary house is Evil).
Suggests a focus on hiding, but it is somewhat contradictory (Evil is not good At hiding and which
makes Evil really good at hiding). The response suggests some organization through the use of
paragraphing.
Uses language that is imprecise (In thing’s They carrie By: Tim O’Brien and then they try try to find
the persol). The response reveals little awareness of how to use sentences to achieve an effect (I Do
not agree with the critical lens because Evil is not good At hiding I think good is good at hidding).
Demonstrates emerging control, exhibiting occasional errors in spelling (disguse, carrie, persol),
punctuation (By: lisa; So Evil; hiding but), and capitalization (Evil, Do, And) that hinder
comprehension.

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 2, although it is somewhat stronger in
conventions.
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Anchor Level 2 – C
Quality
The response:
Meaning
Development
Organization
Language Use
Conventions

Commentary

Provides a confused interpretation of the critical lens (That what our eyes see as sinster is just good
hiding itself). The response alludes to the critical lens, but does not use it to analyze Twelve Angry
Men or Macbeth.
Is incomplete and largely undeveloped, hinting at ideas about evil and influence, but references to the
texts are vague (At the end the evil jury were just judging threw there own and His changed him to
this sinster man who is auctually good inside).
Suggests a focus on men who look evil and are just influence by other being. The response suggests
some organization through the use of paragraphing.
Uses language that is imprecise (portrait for “portrayed,” threw for “through,” there for “their”). The
response reveals little awareness of how to use sentences to achieve an effect (Went from being good
to evil).
Demonstrates a lack of control, exhibiting frequent errors in spelling (sinster, Tweleve, auctually),
punctuation (Men. Jury; own. Changing; In Macbeth. A), capitalization (Critical and Eight), and
grammar (Two work … that agrees and by other being) that make comprehension difficult.

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 2 in all qualities.
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Anchor Paper – Question 28 – Level 1 – A

Anchor Level 1 – A
Quality
The response:
Meaning
Development
Organization

Language Use

Conventions

Commentary

Provides a simple interpretation of the critical lens (Plenty of times we say everything is evil when it
doesn’t benefits us). The response reflects no analysis of the texts.
Develops ideas briefly. The response discusses how such powerful worlds that can bring more
stories and relationsalso a different view on life by relating it to personal experiences, but makes no
reference to any text.
Establishes, but fails to maintain, an appropriate focus. The response shifts the focus from that which
does not benefit us is evil to how you learn from mistakes. What makes you stronger is an open view
with a total understanding on how life is brought upon you. The response suggests some
organization through the use of paragraphs.
Relies on basic vocabulary, with little awareness of audience and purpose. The response occasionally
uses some imprecise and unsuitable language (It took time ‘till I was the split end on that strip of
hair and to be private along like many others). The response exhibits some attempt to vary structure
and length, but with uneven success (A quote from a man called Sir John lubbock which is so
inspiring to realize how evil isn’t evil).
Demonstrates emerging control, exhibiting occasional errors in spelling (alot and lifes),
capitalization (lubbock and because It left), and grammar (doesn’t benefits, laughing … have …
hurting, It’s was good) that hinder comprehension.

Conclusion: Although the response fits some of the criteria for Level 3, it remains at Level 1 because
it makes no reference to either text.
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Anchor Paper – Question 28 – Level 1 – B

Anchor Level 1 – B
Quality
The response:
Meaning
Development
Organization
Language Use
Conventions

Commentary

Provides a confused interpretation of the critical lens (According to my intrepation of the qoute
always the bad things are good to keep it a secret or to not know about it is better). The response
reflects no analysis of any texts.
Is minimal, with no evidence of development. The response provides a confused personal
interpretation of the critical lens, but does not apply it to specific works of literature.
Suggests a focus by restating, interpreting, and agreeing with the critical lens, but lacks organization,
providing only an introductory paragraph.
Is minimal, using language that is sometimes incoherent (always the bad things are good to keep it a
secret).
Is minimal, making assessment of conventions unreliable.

Conclusion: Although the response best fits the criteria for Levels 1 and 2, it remains at Level 1
because the response makes no reference to any text.
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Question 28 – Practice Paper – C
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Question 28 – Practice Paper – C
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Question 28 – Practice Paper – D
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Practice Paper A–Score Level 3

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 3 in all qualities.

Practice Paper B–Score Level 2

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 2 in all qualities.

Practice Paper C–Score Level 5

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 5 in all qualities.

Practice Paper D–Score Level 4

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 4 in all qualities.

Practice Paper E–Score Level 4

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 4 in all qualities.

Regents Comprehensive Examination in English
June 2014
Map to Core Curriculum

The table below shows which core performance indicator or standard and key idea each item is aligned to.
The numbers in the table represent the question numbers of the examination.

Core Performance
Indicators

Standard 1

Standard 2

Standard 3

Listening

4, 6

5, 7

1, 2

3, 8

Reading

9, 17

13, 14, 15, 24

10, 19, 23

11, 12, 16, 18, 20,
21, 22, 25

Writing

26, 27, 28

26, 27, 28

26, 27, 28

26, 28
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The Chart for Determining the Final Examination Score for the June 2014 Regents
Comprehensive Examination in English will be posted on the Department’s web site
at http://www.p12.nysed.gov/assessment/ on Thursday, June 19, 2014. Conversion
charts provided for previous administrations of the Regents Comprehensive
Examination in English must NOT be used to determine students’ final scores for this
administration.

Online Submission of Teacher Evaluations of the Test to the Department
Suggestions and feedback from teachers provide an important contribution to the test development
process. The Department provides an online evaluation form for State assessments. It contains spaces for
teachers to respond to several specific questions and to make suggestions. Instructions for completing the
evaluation form are as follows:
1. Go to http://www.forms2.nysed.gov/emsc/osa/exameval/reexameval.cfm.
2. Select the test title.
3. Complete the required demographic fields.
4. Complete each evaluation question and provide comments in the space provided.
5. Click the SUBMIT button at the bottom of the page to submit the completed form.
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