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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 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, stating that trust is essential to the healthy functioning of
society and most especially to the individuals who make it up but where it is missing, lives wither.
The response uses the criteria to make insightful analysis of both The Adventures of Huckleberry
Finn (trust develops between these two runaways and deepens to the point where Jim acts as the
loving father figure that Huck so desperately needs, and Huck becomes his loyal son) and Lord of
the Flies (In time, however, trust breaks down. Some of the boys … surrender to violent, uncivilized
behavior).
Develops ideas clearly and fully, making effective use of a wide range of relevant and specific
evidence from The Adventures of Huckleberry Finn (While Jim is trying to escape the institution of
slavery, Huck is fleeing from his abusive father. They accidentally meet on Jackson Island) and from
Lord of the Flies (The passengers are young schoolboys who crash on a deserted island with no
adult survivors. At first, the boys work together to set up their own society). The response uses
appropriate literary elements, discussing the impact of setting in both texts.
Maintains the focus established by the critical lens on the need to trust others in order to form
supportive, functioning groups. The response exhibits a logical and coherent structure by identifying
the opposite outcomes of trust, then presenting the positive effects of the presence of trust on Huck
and Jim and the negative effects of the lack of trust on the schoolboys, refocusing on the idea of
opposing effects in the conclusion. Coherence is enhanced by skillful use of appropriate devices and
transitions (so much so that, In time, As far back).
Is stylistically sophisticated, using language that is precise and engaging, with a notable sense of
voice (Where such trust, cannot be forged … people suffer) and awareness of audience and purpose
(Given this human tendency, the import of Graham Greene’s statement … becomes clear). The
response varies structure and length of sentences to enhance meaning (Although the friendship seems
improbable, they share a common plight).
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 Paper – Question 28 – Level 6 – B

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, stating that people need to be closely connected to each
other and pointing out that trust not only can create friendships, intimate relationships, and
unwavering bonds but also can obscure a person’s faults. The response uses the criteria to make
insightful analysis of The Scarlet Letter (Not only do the characters have trust in each other, they
have trust in faith) and of Othello (Othello’s belief that all men are trustworthy leads to his
downfall).
Develops ideas clearly and fully, making effective use of a wide range of relevant and specific
evidence to illustrate how trust leads Othello to his demise (Othello did not see Iago’s plan to turn
Othello’s unwarranted jealousy into his downfall) and how trust enables Reverend Dimmesdale and
Hester Prynne to survive in their Puritan surroundings (Dimmesdale’s trust in his religious faith is
what connects him to his Puritan congregation in this world and Hester only survived the scarlet
letter … by developing her own strength and trust in herself). The response discusses the use of
literary elements such as characterization and irony in Othello and characterization in The Scarlet
Letter.
Maintains the focus established by the critical lens on the opposing consequences of trust (It can
keep life going, but it can end life) by first discussing Othello’s misplaced trust and its consequences
and then the more positive trust between Hester and Dimmesdale. The response exhibits a logical
and coherent structure through skillful use of appropriate devices and transitions (Nonetheless, On
the total opposite end of the spectrum, Just as trust can … trust can also).
Uses language that is fluent and original (he has an empty world and fell to Iago’s villainy), with
evident awareness of audience and purpose. The response varies structure and length of sentences to
control rhythm and pacing (At the very forefront of the play, Shakespeare’s Othello is characterized
as an honorable, just man — a trusting man. Perhaps, he is too trusting).
Demonstrates control of the conventions with essentially no errors, even with sophisticated language.

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 6, although it is somewhat weaker in
language use.
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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, stating that it is by placing our faith in others that we can grow in character and strengthen
relationships. The response uses the criteria to make a clear and reasoned analysis of Huck and Jim’s
friendship based upon trust in The Adventures of Huckleberry Finn and Winston’s finding strength
to rebel against society … under communism and totalitarian rule … by finding friendship and
intimacy with Julia in 1984.
Develops ideas clearly and consistently, with reference to relevant and specific evidence from The
Adventures of Huckleberry Finn (Jim does not treat Huck as an enemy and He trusts Huck not to
turn him in) and from 1984 (Trusting each other is essential because the consequence of being
caught is severe — torture) to support a discussion of the importance of trust. The response includes
references to setting (set along the banks of the Mississippi in the 1800’s), characterization (Winston
is the protagonist who is characterized as a weak and non-descript man), and theme (trust is
essential in life).
Maintains the focus established by the critical lens on the power of trust (Huck and Jim’s trust leads
them to positive outcomes and Winston and Julia’s relationship cannot survive). The response
exhibits a logical sequence of ideas, first establishing the need to place faith in others to achieve
growth, then tracing how Huck and Jim succeed while Winston and Julia gain strength but are
betrayed, and concluding with a restatement of the outcomes. Appropriate transitions are used
(During this time, On his journey, Another literary work).
Is stylistically sophisticated, using language that is precise and engaging (Huck, the protagonist,
attempts to escape the oppressive and cruel society that surrounds him, exemplified by his father, the
town drunkard), with a notable sense of voice and awareness of audience and purpose (Their
differences are muted by friendship and trust and They meet furtively and carry on an affair against
the party discipline). The response varies structure and length of sentences to enhance meaning
(Huck and Jim were able to survive the tumultuous waters and prejudice of this time period).
Demonstrates control of the conventions, exhibiting occasional errors in spelling (weilds,
inseperable, over bearing) only when using sophisticated language.

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 5, although it is somewhat stronger in
language use.
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Anchor Paper – Question 28 – Level 5 – B

Anchor Level 5 – B
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, stating that despite the obstacles that hinder the development of trust, a person needs to
trust in order to survive in society. The response uses the criteria to make a clear and reasoned
analysis of To Kill a Mockingbird (Atticus proves that he trusts Tom’s innocence) and The Kite
Runner (Trusting helped to save a life).
Develops ideas clearly and consistently, with reference to relevant and specific evidence from both
texts to demonstrate that a person must have trust in life. The response discusses theme (it may be
difficult to learn to trust), identifies setting (Maycomb, Alabama … before the Civil Rights
Movement and war-torn homeland of Kabul), and characterizes Atticus as scrupulous and Amir as
dedicated to elaborate on the necessity for trust in life.
Maintains the focus established by the critical lens (Trusting is difficult, but in order to overcome
challenges one must use it to navagate through life). The response exhibits a logical sequence of
ideas, first detailing how Atticus uses trust to help to heal the town’s division between races and then
exploring how Amir lived up to Hassan’s trust after Hassan’s murder. Appropriate transitions are
used (At times, Another example, The story circles into).
Uses language that is fluent and original (Many Southerners had prejudiced views … and the closeknit town nearly becomes divided), with evident awareness of audience and purpose (To live life …
one must have trust). The response varies structure and length of sentences to control rhythm and
pacing (He faces numerous challenges in order to save a boy, his nephew).
Demonstrates control of the conventions, exhibiting occasional errors in spelling (brutaly and
navagate) and punctuation (The novel which is set in Maycomb and Reluctantly Amir).

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 5 in all qualities.
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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,
stating that in order to go through life, an individual must ultimately trust in someone or something.
The response uses the criteria to make a clear and reasoned analysis of Animal Farm, relating the
farm animals’ blind trust in the pigs’ actions to the animals’ hope for a more ideal life and of The
Adventures of Huckleberry Finn in which Huck and Jim trust Tom Sawyer to help them accomplish
their goals.
Develops ideas clearly and consistently, with reference to relevant and specific evidence and
appropriate literary elements from both texts to illustrate that trust is a key element in our lives. The
response incorporates the use of characterization (The characterization of the horse, Boxer, clearly
illustrates that trust is an inevitable aspect of life and Through the characterization of Huck and Jim,
the idea that Graham Greene presents in the quote is clearly conveyed and proven true) and
symbolism (the microcosm on the farm) to develop this discussion.
Maintains the focus established by the critical lens on the essential nature of trust in life. The
response exhibits a logical sequence of ideas, first agreeing with the lens, then presenting evidence
from each work in which characters were clearly influenced by trust, and ending with a summary
conclusion that confirms the lens. Appropriate transitions are used (In both works, Also, Particularly
at the end).
Uses language that is fluent and original (Throughout Boxer’s entire life on the farm, both under the
rule of Farmer Jones and the Pigs, he places his blind faith and undying trust in the leaders), with
evident awareness of audience and purpose (This means that not only is placing one’s trust in others
and in ideas inevitable, it is essential to life). The response varies structure and length of sentences to
control rhythm and pacing (Boxer rationalizes the cruel or unjust acts of the pigs many times because
he has trusted their leadership methods and believes that their decisions are for the best of the farm).
Demonstrates partial control, exhibiting occasional errors in spelling (prevalant, unecessary,
necessaty) and punctuation (pigs actions; the idea, that; authors use) that do not hinder
comprehension.

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 5, although it is somewhat weaker in
conventions.
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Anchor Paper – Question 28 – Level 4 – A

Anchor Level 4 – A
Quality
The response:
Meaning

Development

Organization
Language Use

Conventions

Commentary

Provides a reasonable interpretation of the critical lens that establishes the criteria for analysis,
stating that trust is a very valuable thing in this world and without it the characters would not have
been able to endure their situations. The response makes implicit connections between the criteria
and The Scarlet Letter (Without this trust they both would have more fear and guilt then they already
had) and To Kill a Mockingbird (If Atticus did not trust that Tom was innocent, he wouldn’t have
been able to do his job well).
Develops some ideas more fully than others, with reference to specific and relevant evidence from
The Scarlet Letter (Hester Prynne and the town’s minister commited the sin of adultery and kept it a
secret and Hester Prynne was found out by the community) and To Kill a Mockingbird (Atticus
defended an African American man named Tom Robinson in a case in which a white girl accused
him of rape). The response addresses the literary element of characterization for The Scarlet Letter,
but no literary element is mentioned for To Kill a Mockingbird.
Maintains a clear and appropriate focus on trust which enabled characters to overcome and endure
their situations. The response exhibits a logical sequence of ideas, but internal consistency is
affected by the inclusion of several unaddressed ideas in the introduction.
Uses appropriate language, with some awareness of audience and purpose (Both Hester and the
minister are characterized as people who are willing to trust eachother). The response occasionally
makes effective use of sentence structure and length (If anyone in the community discovered their
secret, they would both be punished).
Demonstrates control of the conventions, exhibiting occasional errors in spelling (commited and
eachother).

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 4, although it is somewhat stronger in
conventions.
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Anchor Level 4 – B
Quality
The response:
Meaning

Development

Organization

Language Use

Conventions

Commentary

Provides a reasonable interpretation of the critical lens that establishes the criteria for analysis,
stating that you have to trust someone in your life at some point and if you do not place your trust in
anyone in your lifetime, you will not have a very happy life. The response makes implicit
connections between the criteria and To Kill a Mockingbird (If Scout did not trust Boo, she would
not have been able to see who Boo really was) and Hamlet (If Hamlet had trusted the ghost at first,
a great deal of trouble would have been saved for the entire cast of characters).
Develops some ideas more fully than others, with reference to specific and relevant evidence from
Hamlet (Hamlet is told by the ghost … Claudius is responsible for King Hamlet’s death, he does not
trust the ghost, a fencing match). The discussion of To Kill a Mockingbird is less developed, with
evidence limited to one point near the end of the novel. While theme is addressed for To Kill a
Mockingbird, there is no mention of literary elements in Hamlet.
Maintains a clear and appropriate focus on the idea that if one attempts to go through life without
putting trust in anyone, the consequences may affect him or her greatly. The response exhibits a
logical sequence of ideas but internal consistency is affected by the use of loose connections
between main arguments (There are some examples of this and Another work that may contain
examples) and by an abrupt conclusion.
Uses appropriate language, with some awareness of audience and purpose (You need to trust
someone in order to learn who they really are). The response occasionally makes effective use of
sentence structure and length (Hamlet also does not trust anyone around him, save for his best
friend Horatio).
Demonstrates partial control, exhibiting occasional errors in spelling (truley and Shakeaspear),
punctuation (Harper Lee and outcast. and is), pronoun agreement (Someone … their, someone …
them, someone … they), and a lack of paragraphing that do not hinder comprehension.

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 4 in all qualities.
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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,
explaining that while trust is present daily, life is not fulfilled without emotional trust. The response
makes implicit connections between the criteria and The Things They Carried (Also the soldiers
trusted one another to help them survive emotionally as well) and So Long a Letter (This selfreliance is the typical trust most people face daily).
Develops ideas briefly. The response uses some evidence from The Things They Carried (The Things
They Carried follows Alpha Company in the jungles of Vietnam during the Vietnam War), but relies
on general statements about soldiers’ reliance on one another. The discussion of So Long a Letter is
based entirely on general statements about an unnamed protagonist whose trust in her husband was
broken.
Maintains a clear and appropriate focus on the concept of trust (it is impossible to go throughout life
without encountering trust). The response exhibits a logical sequence of ideas, first recognizing the
existence of trust, identifying different types of trust, and then attributing emotional trust to
O’Brien’s text and trust from love and inner confidence to Ba’s text.
Uses appropriate language, with some awareness of audience and purpose (Throughout the novel the
soldiers relied heavily on one another in order to survive the guerrilla warfare). The response
occasionally makes effective use of sentence structure and length (In Tim O’Brien’s novel The
Things They Carried he portrays the comradery and inevitable trust amongst the soldiers).
Demonstrates partial control, exhibiting occasional errors in spelling (fellow man, full-filled,
neccesity) and punctuation (daily, however most; it, therefore as; Vietnam it is) 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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Anchor Level 3 – A
Quality
The response:
Meaning

Development
Organization

Language Use
Conventions

Commentary

Provides a simple interpretation of the critical lens that suggests some criteria for analysis, stating
that a person cannot live on or go through his or her life without having any trust. The response
makes superficial connections between the criteria and Julius Caesar (Ceasar had to have a lot of
trust in his people) and Harry Potter and the Deathly Hallows (they all took that responsiblity …
since some of them died).
Develops ideas briefly, using some evidence from both texts (He had trusted his friend Brutus and
Harry trusted all of his friends and they all protected him from Lord Voldamort). The response
relies primarily on plot summary.
Establishes an appropriate focus on the importance of trust as the one thing a person cannot go on
living without, but fails to maintain focus by introducing a new idea about the creation of friendship
in the conclusion. The response exhibits a rudimentary structure, presenting an introductory
paragraph, a short discussion for each work, and a brief conclusion.
Uses appropriate language, with some awareness of audience and purpose (Two stories that match
this critical lens are). The response occasionally makes effective use of sentence structure and
length (It is because of his trust in his friends that Harry was able to live and succeed in his life).
Demonstrates partial control, establishing occasional errors in spelling (Hollow, Ceasar,
responsiblity) and punctuation (Brutus but, friends and, life and) that do not hinder comprehension.

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 3, although it is somewhat stronger in
language use and conventions.
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Anchor Level 3 – B
Quality
The response:
Meaning

Development
Organization
Language Use

Conventions

Commentary

Provides a simple interpretation of the critical lens, stating that for people to survive … the must have
trust between them. The response makes superficial connections between the criteria and Of Mice
and Men (The trust show that they could trust each othe in the story) and The Pearl (They must of
had trust to survive).
Develops ideas briefly, providing some generalizations about characters in Of Mice and Men
(Lenny’s character has … a mental problem and George’s character is the small smart Guy). The
discussion of The Pearl relies primarily on plot summary.
Establishes an appropriate focus on the idea “that you can’t go throug life without trust.” The
response exhibits a rudimentary structure, presenting an introductory paragraph, followed by two
body paragraphs, and ending with a conclusion.
Relies on basic vocabulary (Ther is the father, mother, and bady) that is sometimes imprecise (the a,
becaue their running, town their in). The response exhibits some attempt to vary sentence structure
and length for effect, but with uneven success (They must of had trust to survive … being around
people that wanted because a valuable pearl that they found).
Demonstrates emerging control, exhibiting occasional errors in spelling (imposible, dessiton,
becaue), punctuation (two book’s, represent’s, “Mice and Man”), grammar (one of the book, trust
show, there are very poor), and usage (on these passages) that hinder comprehension.

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 3 in all qualities.
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Anchor Paper – Question 28 – Level 3 – C

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, stating
that in your life their are people who you need to trust because you cant go through life just by
yourself. The response makes superficial connections between the criteria and To Kill a Mockingbird
(Atticus … becomes his lawyer. If Atticus did not trust him or he did not trust Atticus it would be
impossible to do the trail) and The Adventures of Huckleberry Finn (They started to … trust one
another).
Is largely undeveloped, hinting at ideas (when Atticus trusts a black man and there after us), but
references to the text are vague (when Huck Finn is a white boy from the south) and unjustified (an
inocent man would have went to jail and they do not like each othe because of the racial times).
Establishes an appropriate focus on the need for trust to get through things in life. The response
exhibits a rudimentary structure, presenting an introduction, two body paragraphs, and a conclusion.
Uses language that is imprecise (The two works of books and In the next book that proves this). The
response reveals little awareness of how to use sentences to achieve an effect (If Atticus … but still
he does and But when men … trust one another).
Demonstrates emerging control, exhibiting occasional errors in spelling (becaose, bealive, inocent),
punctuation (life their and cant), capitalization (To Kill a mockingbird and The adventurers of
Huckleberry Finn), and grammar (would have went and there after us) that hinder comprehension.

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

Development
Organization
Language Use
Conventions

Commentary

Provides a simple interpretation of the critical lens (I thing It means with out some one you can count
on or be there for you when It is needed, you can’t go throug Life). The response makes superficial
connections between the criteria and A Raisin in the Sun (I thing that goes with Greene becuase
Travis Mom trust him to keep mony safe but he didn’t) and Macbeth (Another Book that I though
went along was McBeth).
Is incomplete and largely undeveloped, hinting at ideas, but references to the text are vague (Travis
lost mom’s trust and Duncan realy trust him but he was wrong).
Establishes a focus on the need for some one you can count on, but fails to maintain focus by
presenting opposite textual support. The response exhibits a rudimentary structure.
Uses language that is imprecise (Thing for “think,” it keeps togather, hit on with the quot). The
response reveals little awareness of how to use sentences to achieve an effect (In saying that I agree
with quot by Graham Greene).
Demonstrates a lack of control, exhibiting frequent errors in spelling (quot, inpossible, alway),
punctuation (with out trust. by; strong quot I; dont), capitalization (when It is, Life, Book), and
grammar (It’s is, Duncan … trust him, two book) that make comprehension difficult.

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 2, although it is somewhat stronger in
meaning and organization.
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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 do Agree with the qout
because it does make alot of Idea). The response alludes to the critical lens but does not use it to
analyze Of Mice and Men or Fist, Stick, Knife, Gun.
Is incomplete and largely undeveloped, hinting at ideas, but references to the text are vague (life was
hard for him and his faimly and alot of think happend), repetitive (They were traying to go fare …
traying to open a farm), and unjustified (It was Impossible for Georg to get red off lenney).
Suggests an appropriate focus on trust and suggests organization, but relies mainly on a series of
loosely connected ideas.
Uses language that is imprecise (get red off lenney, thinks for “things,” they life). The response
reveals little awareness of how to use sentences to achieve an effect (You have to trust thim and If
you not They going to Kill you so Just be cool).
Demonstrates a lack of control, exhibiting frequent errors in spelling (rapet, differen, aftre),
punctuation (First I do, lenney but, lenney They), capitalization (Agree and for Example), and
grammar (no one trust him, he did not trust no one, If you not) 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 2 – C

Comp. Eng. Rating Guide — Aug. ’12

[60]

Anchor Paper – Question 28 – Level 2 – C

Anchor Level 2 – C
Quality
The response:
Meaning
Development
Organization
Language Use

Conventions

Commentary

Does not refer to the critical lens and reflects minimal analysis of “a rasin in the sun” and “the thing
they carried.”
Largely undeveloped, hinting at ideas (characterisation and points of view). References to the texts
are vague (Lavender dies and mother thinks the waitor will give her the money).
Lacks an appropriate focus but suggests some organization presenting ideas from both texts (the war,
Tim reads his letters, and the waitor … goes and spends it and she is broke).
Uses language that is imprecise (characterization goes along way, every one is different like when,
points of view goes with). The response reveals little awareness of how to use sentences to achieve an
effect (because you have the other soliders around you in the war and every one is different like
when).
Demonstrates a lack of control, exhibiting frequent errors in spelling (rasin, characterisation,
waitor), punctuation (carried”., dies points), capitalization (rasin in the sun and charactersation),
and usage (2 books … is and points … goes) that make comprehension difficult.

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 2, but it is somewhat lower in
meaning.
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Anchor Paper – Question 28 – Level 1 – A
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Anchor Level 1 – A
Quality
The response:
Meaning
Development
Organization
Language Use
Conventions

Commentary

Provides an incomplete interpretation of the critical lens. The response alludes to the critical lens but
does not use it to analyze any texts, offering only a personal response.
Is incomplete, hinting at ideas about personal trust. The response makes no reference to any texts.
Lacks an appropriate focus but suggests some organization consisting of a single paragraph that
contains an introduction, body, and conclusion.
Relies on basic vocabulary (I haven’t read anything I can tell you myself about the quote), with little
awareness of audience or purpose. The response exhibits some attempt to vary sentence structure and
length for effect, but with uneven success (Although that is the way I am … you like it or not).
Demonstrates partial control, exhibiting occasional errors in spelling (wheher), punctuation
(Although I haven’t read anything I and trust but), and grammar (there some and there is … two
people) that do not hinder comprehension.

Conclusion: Although, the response fits the criteria for Levels 2, 3, and 4, it remains at Level 1
because the response makes no reference to any 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 an incomplete interpretation of the critical lens. The response alludes to the critical lens but
does not use it to analyze any texts.
Is minimal, with no evidence of development beyond a brief, personal comment.
Shows no focus or organization.
Is minimal.
Is minimal, making assessment of conventions unreliable.

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 1, although it is somewhat stronger in
meaning.
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Question 28 – Practice Paper – A
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Question 28 – Practice Paper – B
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Question 28 – Practice Paper – B
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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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Question 28 – Practice Paper – E
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Question 28 – Practice Paper – E
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Practice Paper A–Score Level 2

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

Practice Paper B–Score Level 4

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 4 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 3

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

Practice Paper E–Score Level 4

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

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.

Listening

Core Performance
Indicators
1, 4

Reading

15, 20, 23, 24

10, 12, 16, 25

9, 19, 22

11, 13, 14, 17,
18, 21

Writing

26, 27, 28

26, 27, 28

26, 27, 28

26, 28
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Standard 1

Standard 2

Standard 3

2

3

5, 6, 7, 8
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The Chart for Determining the Final Examination Score for the August 2012 Regents
Comprehensive Examination in English will be posted on the Department’s web site
at: http://www.p12.nysed.gov/apda/ on Thursday, August 16, 2012. 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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