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ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS

Mechanics of Rating
Scoring the Multiple-Choice Questions
For this exam all schools must use uniform scannable answer sheets provided by the regional
scanning center or large-city scanning center. If the student’s responses for the multiple-choice
questions are being hand scored prior to being scanned, the scorer must be careful not to
make any marks on the answer sheet except to record the scores in the designated score boxes.
Marks elsewhere on the answer sheet will interfere with the accuracy of the scanning.
Before scannable answer sheets are machine scored, several samples must be both machine and
manually scored to ensure the accuracy of the machine-scoring process. All discrepancies must be
resolved before student answer sheets are machine scored. When machine scoring is completed, a sample of
the scored answer sheets must be scored manually to verify the accuracy of the machine-scoring process.
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ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS

Rating of Essay and Response Questions
(1) In training raters to score student essays and responses for each part of the examination, follow the
procedures outlined below:
Introduction to the Tasks
• Raters read the task and summarize it.
• Raters read the passages or passage and plan a response to the task.
• Raters share response plans and summarize expectations for student responses.
Introduction to the Rubric and Anchor Papers
• Trainer reviews rubric with reference to the task.
• Trainer reviews procedures for assigning holistic scores (i.e., by matching evidence from the response
to the language of the rubric and by weighing all qualities equally).
• Trainer leads review of each anchor paper and commentary. (Note: Anchor papers are ordered from
high to low within each score level.)
Practice Scoring Individually
• Raters score a set of five practice papers individually. Raters should score the five papers independently
without looking at the scores provided after the five papers.
• Trainer records scores and leads discussion until raters feel comfortable enough to move on to actual
scoring. (Practice papers for Parts 2 and 3 only contain scores, not commentaries.)
(2) When actual rating begins, each rater should record his or her individual rating for a student’s essay and
response on the rating sheets provided in the Information Booklet, not directly on the student’s essay or
response or answer sheet. Do not correct the student’s work by making insertions or changes of any kind.
(3) Both the 6-credit essay and the 4-credit response must be rated by at least two raters; a third rater will be
necessary to resolve scores that differ by more than one point. Teachers may not score their own
students’ answer papers. The scoring coordinator will be responsible for coordinating the movement of
papers, calculating a final score for each student’s essay or response, and recording that information on the
student’s answer paper.
Schools are not permitted to rescore any of the open-ended questions on any Regents Exam
after each question has been rated the required number of times as specified in the rating guide,
regardless of the final exam score. Schools are required to ensure that the raw scores have been
added correctly and that the resulting scale score has been determined accurately.
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•
•
•
•

-demonstrate proper citation of
sources to avoid plagiarism when
dealing with direct quotes and
paraphrased material
-exhibit logical organization of
ideas and information to create a
cohesive and coherent essay

-establish and maintain a formal
style, using fluent and precise
language and sound structure

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

-demonstrate proper citation of
sources to avoid plagiarism when
dealing with direct quotes and
paraphrased material

-exhibit skillful organization of
ideas and information to create a
cohesive and coherent essay

-establish and maintain a formal
style, using sophisticated
language and structure

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

-present ideas clearly and
accurately, making effective use
of specific and relevant evidence
to support analysis

-present ideas fully and
thoughtfully, making highly
effective use of a wide range of
specific and relevant evidence to
support analysis

-demonstrate inconsistent citation
of sources to avoid plagiarism
when dealing with direct quotes
and paraphrased material

-present ideas briefly, making use
of some specific and relevant
evidence to support analysis

-demonstrate some analysis of
the texts, but insufficiently
distinguish the claim from
alternate or opposing claims

-introduce a reasonable claim, as
directed by the task

3
Essays at this Level:

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

-establish and maintain a formal
style, using precise and
appropriate language and
structure

-demonstrate emerging control
of conventions, exhibiting
occasional errors that
hinder comprehension

-establish but fail to maintain a
formal style, using primarily
basic language and structure

-exhibit acceptable organization
-exhibit some organization of
of ideas and information to create ideas and information to create a
a coherent essay
mostly coherent essay

-demonstrate proper citation of
sources to avoid plagiarism when
dealing with direct quotes and
paraphrased material

-present ideas sufficiently,
making adequate use of specific
and relevant evidence to support
analysis

-demonstrate appropriate and
accurate analysis of the texts, as
necessary to support the claim
and to distinguish the claim from
alternate or opposing claims

-demonstrate thorough analysis of
the texts, as necessary to
support the claim and to
distinguish the claim from
alternate or opposing claims

-demonstrate in-depth and
insightful analysis of the texts, as
necessary to support the claim
and to distinguish the claim from
alternate or opposing claims

4
Essays at this Level:
-introduce a precise claim, as
directed by the task

5
Essays at this Level:

-introduce a precise and insightful -introduce a precise and
claim, as directed by the task
thoughtful claim, as directed by
the task

6
Essays at this Level:

2
Essays at this Level:

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

-lack a formal style, using
some language that is
inappropriate or imprecise

-exhibit inconsistent
organization of ideas and
information, failing to create a
coherent essay

-demonstrate little use of
citations to avoid plagiarism
when dealing with direct quotes
and paraphrased material

-present ideas inconsistently
and/or inaccurately, in an
attempt to support analysis,
making use of some evidence
that may be irrelevant

-demonstrate confused or
unclear analysis of the texts,
failing to distinguish the claim
from alternate or opposing
claims

-introduce a claim

An essay that addresses fewer texts than required by the task can be scored no higher than a 3.
An essay that is a personal response and makes little or no reference to the task or texts can be scored no higher than a 1.
An essay that is totally copied from the task and/or texts with no original student writing must be scored a 0.
An essay that is totally unrelated to the task, illegible, incoherent, blank, or unrecognizable as English must be scored a 0.

Control of Conventions:
the extent to which the essay
demonstrates command of
conventions of standard
English grammar, usage,
capitalization, punctuation,
and spelling

Coherence, Organization,
and Style: the extent to
which the essay logically
organizes complex ideas,
concepts, and information
using formal style and
precise language

Command of Evidence: the
extent to which the essay
presents evidence from the
provided texts to support
analysis

Content and Analysis: the
extent to which the essay
conveys complex ideas and
information clearly and
accurately in order to
support claims in an
analysis of the texts

Criteria

New York State Regents Examination in English Language Arts
Part 2 Rubric
Writing From Sources: Argument

THE STATE EDUCATION DEPARTMENT / THE UNIVERSITY OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK / ALBANY, NY 12234

-are minimal, making
assessment of
conventions unreliable

-use language that is
predominantly
incoherent, inappropriate,
or copied directly from
the task or texts

-are minimal, making
assessment unreliable

-exhibit little organization
of ideas and information

-do not make use of
citations

-present little or no
evidence from the texts

-do not demonstrate
analysis of the texts

-do not introduce a claim

1
Essays at this Level:

Anchor Paper – Part 2 – Level 6 – A
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Anchor Level 6–A
The essay introduces a precise and insightful claim, as directed by the task (After reviewing several facts
and opinions regarding the matter, it seems that wearing such headgear is not necessarily going to prevent
injuries to players … As a result, protective headgear should not be mandatory when it comes to playing
the game of soccer). The essay demonstrates in-depth and insightful analysis of the texts, as necessary to
support the claim (Yes, the second argument sounds strong, but it fails to note that the “impacts tested”
were only a pair of non-human, non-playing dummies … and not reflective of an actual game … where so
many outside variables come into play and Most studies thus far have proven limited and inconclusive, if
not to the contrary, regarding their effectiveness) and to distinguish the claim from alternate or opposing
claims (There are some who will immediately respond to this claim by pointing out how “laboratory
studies have shown the headbands do dissipate some force”). The essay presents ideas fully and
thoughtfully, making highly effective use of a wide range of specific and relevant evidence to support
analysis (“since there’s no hard number for how much force it takes to sustain a concussion, it’s hard to
know whether the headbands are effective” and “Once you put a protective band on someone’s head, they
start to play the game differently”). The essay demonstrates proper citation of sources to avoid plagiarism
when dealing with direct quotes and paraphrased material [(Text 1, line 32) and (Text 3, lines 30–31)]. The
essay exhibits skillful organization of ideas and information to create a cohesive and coherent essay, first
introducing the issue and a negative claim, followed by one body paragraph presenting and refuting a
counterclaim that focuses on the argument regarding the effectiveness of headbands and a second body
paragraph focusing on the negative physical and psychological impacts of wearing headgear (Physically,
wearing headgear obviously will make the head heavier and Psychologically … wearing helmets make
players more aggressive), concluding with a summation and restatement of the claim (As a result, I
reiterate that, no, headgear should not be mandatory for soccer). The essay establishes and maintains a
formal style, using sophisticated language and structure (One reason why they may have chosen not to
wear them is that they felt the limited positive effects were outweighed by the negative impacts, both
physically and psychologically). The essay demonstrates control of conventions with essentially no errors,
even with sophisticated language.
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Anchor Level 6–B
The essay introduces a precise and insightful claim, as directed by the task (Although some argue that
headgear has little to no effect on a players safety, that is simply false. Protective headgear has the ability
to protect players, lessen injuries, and potentially save careers). The essay demonstrates in-depth and
insightful analysis of the texts, as necessary to support the claim (This text helps to exemplify the
dangerous nature of soccer, specifically as a high school sport and This text demonstrates the added safety
brought about by protective headgear) and to distinguish the claim from alternate or opposing claims
(Despite this, many still argue against the requirement for players to wear protective headgear). The essay
presents ideas fully and thoughtfully, making highly effective use of a wide range of specific and relevant
evidence to support analysis (According to Jessica Ianetta, “Women’s soccer had the second highest rate
of concussions among high school athletes” and An example of this is demonstrated by Eric Niiler, in
which he states “during a World Cup game … Amrabat suffered a wicked head injury when he collided
with an opponent”). The essay demonstrates proper citation of sources to avoid plagiarism when dealing
with direct quotes and paraphrased material [(Text 2 lines 53–55) and (Text 3 Lines 35–38)] with one
misquote (Norman for Nordin). The essay exhibits skillful organization of ideas and information to create a
cohesive and coherent essay, with an introduction that presents both sides of the issue, leading to a positive
claim, followed by two body paragraphs that focus on the ideas that wearing headgear can reduce injuries
and increase player longevity (Something as simple as a headband can make the difference between a
career-threatening injury and a “little bump”), a third body paragraph that addresses the counterclaim that
protective headgear has little to no effect on player safety and a concluding paragraph of summation
(Overall, headgear should be mandatory in soccer because of the guaranteed reduction of injury, its
ability to ensure the well-being of players, and the potential ability to save lives). The essay establishes and
maintains a formal style, using sophisticated language and structure (Due to this polarity in positions, the
debate has grown controversial and with all that being said, that is simply not the case) that is sometimes
inexact (measurements for “measures” and regards for “regard”). The essay demonstrates control of
conventions, exhibiting occasional errors (a players safety; sport. Especially; player’s careers; because
like) only when using sophisticated language.
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Anchor Level 5–A
The essay introduces a precise and thoughtful claim, as directed by the task (Soccer players are better off
not wearing protective headgear because it gives players a false sense of security, it could actually cause
greater injury, and most coaches and doctors do not believe that protective headgear has any effect in
preventing concussions). The essay demonstrates thorough analysis of the texts, as necessary to support the
claim (What he means here is that because the athletes are wearing protective headgear, they believe that
they are protected from all head injuries … This … could actually put athletes at a greater risk for injury
and These coaches and doctors recognize the need for preventive measures … but do not list protective
headgear as an effective way of preventing concussions or head trauma) and to distinguish the claim from
alternate or opposing claims (The headgear is effective in preventing some small injuries, but it can also
cause injuries itself and lead athletes to behave more aggressively). The essay presents ideas clearly and
accurately, making effective use of specific and relevant evidence to support analysis (As stated by Miguel
Rueda of the University of Colorado athletic department, “Once you put a protective band on someone’s
head, they start to play the game differently” and “One study showed that volunteers who headed a ball 15
times in 15 minutes suffered small but significant short-term memory losses if they wore headgear, but not
if their heads were bare”). The essay demonstrates proper citation of sources to avoid plagiarism when
dealing with direct quotes and paraphrased material [(Text 2, lines 31–33) and (Text 3, lines 35–38)]. The
essay exhibits logical organization of ideas and information to create a cohesive and coherent essay, first
introducing the subject and an opposing claim, followed by two body paragraphs of support focusing on
the negative impacts wearing headgear can have (protective headgear … could lead them to be more
aggressive and less mindful of others and Protective headgear … can cause injuries because it increases
the size and weight of the head), a third body paragraph addressing the counterclaim that wearing headgear
is effective in preventing … injuries by reiterating the negative impacts and noting alternative approaches
recommended by experts and concluding with the suggestion that education and awareness … is more
effective than protective headgear. The essay establishes and maintains a formal style, using fluent and
precise language and sound structure (Some are suggesting that soccer players wear protective headbands,
but the players themselves are reluctant to wear them and data is on their side and The fact is that soccer
is a contact sport, and leagues are not going to ban players from heading the ball, so players should do
whatever they can to keep themselves safe from injury). The essay demonstrates control of conventions
with essentially no errors (education and awareness is … it is), even with sophisticated language.
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Anchor Level 5–B
The essay introduces a precise and thoughtful claim, as directed by the task (Research supports headgear
does reduce the chances of concussions for soccer players; therefore, protective headgear should be
mandatory in soccer). The essay demonstrates thorough analysis of the texts, as necessary to support the
claim (This goes to prove that headgear can play a vital role in decreasing the severity of concussions and
This depicts how cost-effective the headgear is, meaning mandating it wouldn’t be a financial strain for
most players or teams) and to distinguish the claim from alternate or opposing claims (Though it may be
argued that headgear increases the agression of players, there is no research that supports this claim).
The essay presents ideas clearly and accurately, making effective use of specific and relevant evidence to
support analysis (Text 4 states “Recent tests show that some brands can reduce the impact of a concussive
blow by more than 70 percent” and Text 1 states, in regards to this subject “…there’s no scientific
evidence to support this theory”). The essay demonstrates proper citation of sources to avoid plagiarism
when dealing with direct quotes and paraphrased material [Text 4 … (Lines 21–22) and Text 3 … (Lines
30–31)]. The essay exhibits logical organization of ideas and information to create a cohesive and coherent
essay, with an introduction that states a positive claim, followed by two body paragraphs of support that
focus on how headgear decreases the severity of concussions and how they are cost-effective to players and
teams, a third body paragraph that presents and refutes a counterclaim (While this may be true for hockey,
no research has been conducted that proves that the same applies to soccer) and a conclusion that
reiterates the arguments and claim (All in all, protective headgear should be mandatory in soccer). The
essay establishes and maintains a formal style, using fluent and precise language and sound structure
(Mandating protective headgear wouldn’t place a large economic strain on the players or team
considering the affordable price range). The essay demonstrates control of conventions, exhibiting
occasional errors ($39.95…” (Lines 5–6) This; cletes; agression) only when using sophisticated language.
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Anchor Level 5–C
The essay introduces a precise and thoughtful claim, as directed by the task (These headbands … shouldn’t
be required to play soccer. This headgear gives players a false sense of security, that they are safer when
wearing such products, as well as makes players more prone to whiplash … In addition there is little
evidence to support that these headbands mitagate the effects of subconcussive blows). The essay
demonstrates thorough analysis of the texts, as necessary to support the claim (This means that the
headbands are having the opposite effect on players and may be leading to even more concussions and
Even if these headbands due reduce the force we still don’t know if they are able to reduce the number of
concussions) and to distinguish the claim from alternate or opposing claims (Some may say that the use of
protective headgear will help mitage the occurance of concussions). The essay presents ideas clearly and
accurately, making effective use of specific and relevant evidence to support analysis (Two of Alabama’s
top doctors who specialize in sports injuries say that “there is no good scientific evidence that they reduce
the rate of concussion” and Some coaches report “‘Sometimes the kids wearing headgear are more
reckless’”). The essay demonstrates proper citation of sources to avoid plagiarism when dealing with
direct quotes and paraphrased material [(text 3, lines 22–23) and (text 2 lines 22–24)]. The essay exhibits
logical organization of ideas and information to create a cohesive and coherent essay, first introducing the
issue and a negative claim, then presenting and refuting the counterclaim that wearing headbands may
lessen injuries (Therefor the use of headgear to prevent concussions isn’t backed by science and could be
detrimental to the players health), followed by two paragraphs of support focusing on the dangers of
players having a false sense of security, alternative approaches to safer play and how wearing headbands
makes little difference in the force exerted on the head, concluding with a reiteration of the claim and a
summation of the arguments presented. The essay establishes and maintains a formal style, using fluent
and precise language and sound structure (Due to the lack of evidence supporting headgear, the way to go
about reducing the prevalence of concussions is through proper training and drills as well as to strengthen
the muscles supporting the head and Headgear shouldn’t be required due to the false sense of safety that
players feel when wearing them and the subsequent play that follows leading to more concussions) that is
sometimes inexact (headbands due reduce). The essay demonstrates partial control of conventions,
exhibiting occasional errors (suistained, decades however; In addition there; mitagate; occurance; but
Two; the players health; likelyhood; agressively; head, therefor not) that do not hinder comprehension.
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Anchor Paper – Part 2 – Level 4 – A

Anchor Level 4–A
The essay introduces a precise claim, as directed by the task (Protective headgear should not be mandatory
in soccer because players play differently with headgear on, it does not protect the head from everything,
and it make the head heavier). The essay demonstrates appropriate and accurate analysis of the texts, as
necessary to support the claim (Headgear actually makes the athlete have a higher chance of getting
injured. Headgear manipulates the head shape so much so that it changes how the ball hits the head and
Headgear can make someone more top-heavy … This leads to a lack of balance and a higher chance of
injury) and to distinguish the claim from alternate or opposing claims (Some may argue that many good
soccer players wear them … However, headgear leads to more injury. It makes the head heavier and
manipulates the shape of the head). The essay presents ideas clearly and accurately, making effective use
of specific and relevant evidence to support analysis (“If intentional heading does cause damage,
headgear doesn’t seem likely to protect against it. Researchers have suggested that headgear causes a
change in the radius of the head, which increases both the ball’s moment arm and the head’s moment of
inertia” and “Headgear may protect athletes from trama—lacerations, fractures—but there is no scientific
evidence that they reduce the rate of concussion”). The essay demonstrates proper citation of sources to
avoid plagiarism when dealing with direct quotes and paraphrased material [(Text 3, Lines 30–31) and
(Text 4, Lines 36–37)]. The essay exhibits logical organization of ideas and information to create a
cohesive and coherent essay, first introducing the claim, then presenting three paragraphs of support
focusing respectively on players playing differently with headgear on, the fact that headger does not
protect the head from everything and that headgear makes the head heavier, followed by a paragraph that
addresses the counterclaim, and concluding with a summation that repeats the main focal points of
discussion. The essay establishes and maintains a formal style, using precise and appropriate language and
structure (Headgear may help with physical injuries, but they do not help with concussions in the brain and
Girls already have normally weaker neck muscles than boys. Headgear would just cause an even greater
chance of head injury). The essay demonstrates partial control of conventions, exhibiting occasional errors
(it make; someone … they; goalkeepers … wears; wreckless; on, it) that do not hinder comprehension.
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Anchor Level 4–B
The essay introduces a precise claim, as directed by the task (Protective headgear should not be mandatory
in soccer, since most evidence points to it being ineffective in preventing head injuries). The essay
demonstrates appropriate and accurate analysis of the texts, as necessary to support the claim (The force a
player substaines when heading the ball, or having contact with another player isnt likely to be stopped by
headgear) and to distinguish the claim from alternative or opposing claims (Although people want to
believe that wearing headgear will work, most evidence shows that it is not effective in stopping the risk of
concussion). The essay presents ideas sufficiently, making adequate use of specific and relevant evidence
to support analysis (“wearing headgear often gives teens a false sense of security” and No hard evidence
has been found to prove that headgear is effective since its hard to measure how much force it takes to
sustain a concussion). The essay demonstrates proper citation of sources to avoid plagiarism when dealing
with direct quotes and paraphrased material [(Text 2, line 32–33) and (Text 1, line 33–34)]. The essay
exhibits acceptable organization of ideas and information to create a coherent esssay, with an introduction
that presents the issue and states a negative claim, two body paragraphs of support focusing on the
ineffectiveness of headgear use and how wearing headgear can dangerously create a false sense of security
while offering helpful alternate approaches, a third body paragraph that addresses the counterclaim
(Although headgear can potentially prevent superficial injuries, the long last head injuries it cant prevent
are much more severe and damaging), and a conclusion that repeats the claim and sums up the arguments
presented (Headgear should not be mandatory, since it does not prevent head injury. Headgear can even
increase risk of concussion, and has not been found to prevent head injury). The essay establishes and
maintains a formal style, using precise and appropriate language and structure (New methods are being
developed to help this problem, but nothing has proved to be effective thus far and This only leads to more
injuries since players tend to be more aggressive when wearing headgear). The essay demonstrates partial
control of conventions, exhibiting occasional errors (soccer, since; wont; substaines; isnt; doesnt; player
… they; its not; trama; heal but; be found) that do not hinder comprehension.
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Anchor Level 4–C
The essay introduces a precise claim, as directed by the task (I believe that headgear is the best way to go
when it comes to soccor players because it keeps them safe, if injured it minimizes the damage done, and
the players feel that they have and added layer of protection). The essay demonstrates some analysis of the
texts (I believe that headgear keeps the players safe because with out the protection at all the chance of
getting injured is very significant), but insufficiently distinguishes the claim from alternate or opposing
claims (Other opinions argue and say that headgear would only harm the players … because they would
feel that they are only wearing the headgear because they are weaker than others). The essay presents
ideas briefly, making use of some specific and relevant evidence to support analysis (Giving the players
this protection will keep them more on the field and less in the hospital. Evidence of this is … “the added
protection they give, especially to young players, is worth the minor discomfort” and Wearing the
headgear minimizes the percentage of players being injured tremendously … “At 3 m/s, the risk was 10%
without headgear and 5% with headgear. At 4 m/s, it was 56% without and 7% with”). The essay
demonstrates proper citation of sources to avoid plagiarism when dealing with direct quotes and
paraphrased material (text one lines 20–21 and text four lines 11–13). The essay exhibits acceptable
organization of ideas and information to create a mostly coherent essay, presenting and unpacking the
claim in the introductory paragraph by stating that soccor players are always at risk of being injured and
supporting this idea with statistical data from the text in the second body paragraph, emphasizing that
headgear will keep them more on the field, minimizes injury, and lead to playing much more aggresively
due to the extra layer of protection in the following paragraphs, that then moves to a confused
counterclaim and concludes with a summative paragraph that headgear helps the players not worry about
the injury and helps them focus on the game. The essay establishes but fails to maintain a formal style,
using primarily basic language and structure (best way to go, and for “an”, is a bonus to every one, on for
“in”, with a headgear, head gear put on while, because through the). The essay demonstrates partial
control of conventions, exhibiting occasional errors (safe, if; with out; at all the chance; recieving;
aggresively; headgear the players; headgear it; In conclusion some; harms way) that do not hinder
comprehension.
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