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Anchor Level 3–A 
 
The essay introduces a reasonable claim, as directed by the task (it is reasonable to side with the “no terms” 
side of debate … Mainly because it is undemocratic). The essay demonstrates some analysis of the texts 
(Experience in a work-place matters much more than anything else … In the same idea … Congressional 
lawmakers with experience should be termless), insufficiently distinguishing the claim from alternate or 
opposing claims (Granted corruption is an issue as mentioned by the opposing side but that is only a miner 
issue). The essay presents ideas briefly, making use of some specific and relevant evidence to support 
analysis (“Lawmakers who have earned the trust of the people and have proven themselves to be honest and 
effective leaders should not have their terms cut short”… term limits will only introduce un-expeirienced 
workers). The essay demonstrates inconsistent citation of sources to avoid plagiarism when dealing with 
direct quotes and paraphrased material [(Text 4, Lines 50-55) and (Text 3, Line 13-14)], both adding and 
changing the wording of quoted text. The essay exhibits acceptable organization of ideas and information to 
create a coherent essay, with an introductory paragraph identifying a claim and stating that the pros heavily 
outweigh the cons of having no terms, developing a body paragraph about the importance of Experience in 
a job then transitioning to what would happen to that experience If we were to have congressional term limits 
and concluding with an acknowledgement that the opposing side sees corruption as an issue, but then moves 
to a personal plan about ratification of a new amendment and a reiteration of the claim and two new text 
quotations. The essay establishes but fails to maintain a formal style, using primarily basic language and 
structure (For years political scientists and People have debated and each side proposing strong evidence 
for their personal beliefs; effect for “affect”; thus why). The essay demonstrates partial control of 
conventions, exhibiting occasional errors that do not hinder comprehension [congressional law-makers; 
However logically speaking, it; no terms but; interened; their jobs … it; un-expeirienced; miner; 14)]. 
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Anchor Level 3–B 
 
The essay introduces a reasonable claim, as directed by the task (U.S. Congressional lawmakers should not 
have term limits. Congressional lawmakers need age, wisdom, and experience). The essay demonstrates 
some analysis of the texts (Being a lawmaker you have to use past mistakes to help shape the future with 
better laws and These limits would remove the lawmakers who has done amazing work in their feild), but 
insufficiently distinguishes the claim from alternate or opposing claims (I agree with that statement…new 
lawmakers won’t be able to control the bureaucracy…and unable to make the right choices). The essay 
presents ideas briefly, making use of some specific and relevant evidence to support analysis (“Doesn’t it 
make more sense to capitalize on their skills, talents and experience” and “Without long-term legislators, 
according to another anti-term limit argument, “inexperienced” legislators won’t be able to control the 
permanent bureaucracy”). The essay demonstrates inconsistent citation of sources to avoid plagiarism when 
dealing with direct quotes and paraphrased material, including only the first line number of cited information 
(In Text 1, line 50 and in Text 3 line 25). The essay exhibits some organization of ideas and information to 
create a mostly coherent essay by introducing a claim and three reasons not to have U.S. Congressional term 
limits followed by three supportive arguments that dispute opposing views by focusing on the need for 
experienced lawmakers, with a concluding statement reiterating the claim (That’s why U.S. Congressional 
lawmakers shouldn’t have a term limit). The essay establishes but fails to maintain a formal style, using 
primarily basic language and structure (Here are my 3 reasons why and I agree with that statement based off 
the). The essay demonstrates emerging control of conventions, exhibiting occasional errors (If you constantly 
having; your going have; laws that protects; exprienced; lawmakers who has; feild; power, and unable; 
Thats why) that hinder comprehension. 
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Anchor Level 3–C 
 
The essay introduces a reasonable claim, as directed by the task (U.S. Congressional lawmakers SHOULD 
have term limits because it wouldn’t make much sence to Let them run for as long as they want). The essay 
demonstrates confused or unclear analysis of the texts (They may make life threatening desictions and just 
because your Congress Capasity goes down, doesnt mean you can’t allways elect Someone new. And your 
gonna get more voters), insufficiently distinguishing the claim from alternate or opposing claims (Some 
people may argue that having a term limit is unjust and unruling…whats the point in staying there … then 
getting kicked out). The essay presents ideas briefly, making use of some specific and relevant evidence to 
support analysis (“at least some of them will have to think more carefully” and “limiting the number of terms 
of members could serve would: 1- Take power away from voters … And 2- Severly decrease Congressional 
capasity”). The essay demonstrates inconsistent citation of sources to avoid plagiarism when dealing with 
direct quotes that are sometimes miscopied and paragraphs cited are inaccurate (in text 3 lines 9-10 
paragraph 2 … some of them will have to and In text 4, paragraph 2 and 3 lines 10-16 State “limiting the 
number of terms of members could serve … Severly decrease Congressional capasity”). The essay exhibits 
some organization of ideas and information to create a mostly coherent essay, by introducing a reasonable 
claim in favor of term limits, followed by a large paragraph of support and ending with a paragraph that 
reiterates the claim (Having a term limit for Congressional Lawmakers seems like a GREAT idea). The essay 
lacks a formal style (then getting kicked out because your term is over and your gonna lose), using some 
language that is imprecise (unjust and unruling, your for “you’re”, keep bad dicisions to a low). The essay 
demonstrates emerging control of conventions, exhibiting occasional errors (would’nt, sence, disicions, Life 
they, severly, capasity, graduatlly, allways, completly) that hinder comprehension. 
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Anchor Level 2–A 
 
The essay introduces a reasonable claim, as directed by the task (There should be term limits in the United 
States for congress. It would help bring new ideas to the table). The essay demonstrates confused or unclear 
analysis of the texts (If there were term limits it would sycle throug to new People. the old people that are in 
office now will become unterested and wont care to do a Good Job), failing to distinguish the claim from 
alternate or opposing claims. The essay presents ideas inconsistently and inaccurately, in an attempt to 
support analysis (“the legislative process would benifit from fresh blood and ideas” this shows That they 
would benifit by having term limits because they would have…more Up to date Goverment and term limits 
should…help the Old people to not Get uninterested). The essay demonstrates little use of citations to avoid 
plagiarism when dealing with direct quotes and paraphrased material, identifying a single text (In the first 
text it shows). The essay exhibits some organization of ideas and information, introducing a claim in favor 
of term limits to help bring new ideas and to keep The new people from being uninterested or corupt, 
providing a supporting piece of evidence and summarizing how term limits would provide new ideas, in the 
first body paragraph, attempting to support the idea that term limits will sycle the old people out of office 
before they lose interest in a second body paragraph and concluding with a summation to create a mostly 
coherent essay. The essay lacks a formal style, using some language that is imprecise (It would also help 
keep The new people from being uninterested, In the first text it shows that it would, wont care to do a Good 
Job). The essay demonstrates a lack of control, exhibiting frequent errors (Bring; saying “the; benifit; ideas” 
this shows; Goverment; limits it; sycle; wont; Good Job term) that make comprehension difficult.  
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Anchor Level 2–B 
 
The essay introduces a claim (I beleve their shouldnt be limit on senators work time). The essay demonstrates 
a confused analysis of Text 1 (senators with no limit are smarter cause they done alot more and are more 
edjacated), failing to distinguish the claim from alternate or opposing claims. The essay presents ideas 
inconsistently and inaccurately, in an attempt to support analysis (wisdom from long experience … Means 
they have “fresh ideas” and other parts of the goverment hasnt limit). The response demonstrates little use 
of citations to avoid plagiarism when dealing with direct quotes and paraphrased material, using three 
references from Text 1 (Text 1 say), one identified only by quotation marks (“fresh ideas”), and a third 
unidentified as coming from a text (the Supreme Court say). The essay exhibits inconsistent organization of 
ideas and information, failing to create a coherent essay. The essay opens with a paragraph that introduces a 
negative claim but immediately shifts the focus to the idea that senators should be limited as to what they 
can do and the need to have a bunch of poeple wach them, followed by three body paragraphs that fluctuate 
between the two ideas, presenting a series of loosely-connected sentences in an attempt to support each, and 
concludes with a two-sentence paragraph that references both of the initial unrelated claims (So, only long 
terms if senators are approved by a bunch of poeple who judge them. Even the Supreme Court say no limit!). 
The essay lacks a formal style, using language that is sometimes inappropriate and imprecise (their for 
“there”, a bunch of, there for “they’re”, smarter cause they done alot, parts of the goverment hasnt limit, job 
is going good). The essay demonstrates a lack of control of conventions, exhibiting frequent errors (wach, 
shure, working it, frist, dont, constatushun, Text 1 say wisdom, edjacated, removed but, good they, corrpt) 
that make comprehension difficult. 
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Anchor Level 2–C 
 
The essay introduces a claim (l belive the U.S congressinal lawmakers should have term limits because other 
people is want to new Job). The essay demonstrates confused and unclear analysis of Text 1, failing to 
distinguish the claim from alternate or opposing claims (This mean is the people is workenig in the 
congressinal is have to libing is sex year because the give the oportunity for other people working). The 
essay presents little evidence from the texts, using only one quote (“At the federal leval, the Articles of 
confederation, adopted in 1781, set term limits … mandating that no person shall be of being a delegate for 
more than three years in any term of sex years”). The essay demonstrates little use of citations to avoid 
plagiarism when dealing with direct quotes, citing only one text with no line numbers (According to the text 
1#) and miscopying some of the quote that was used. The essay exhibits inconsistent organization of ideas 
and information, failing to create a coherent essay by presenting one paragraph that introduces the claim, 
followed by one paragraph that inadequately supports the claim (the give the oportunity for other people 
working), and concluding with a summative sentence (I my opinion, thas benefist for the people because they 
can have new job). The essay uses language that is predominantly incoherent (Because other people I have 
to take that job of the person worke in the U.S congressinal; people is want to new Job; have to libing; 
because the give). The essay demonstrates a lack of control of conventions, exhibiting frequent errors 
(congressinal, worke, oportonidit, belive, for give more benefist, people are They need, This mean is, the 
people is) that make comprehension difficult.  
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Anchor Level 1–A 
 
The essay introduces a claim but the claim does not address the task (Do I think the goverment should have 
limits? Absulutly. Without any rules/regulations they can do anything they want). The essay does not 
demonstrate analysis of the texts. The essay presents no evidence from the texts. The essay does not make 
use of citations. The essay exhibits some organization of ideas and information to create a mostly coherent 
essay consisting of one paragraph of supporting arguments on the need for limits on government; however, 
it is not relevant to the task. The essay establishes but fails to maintain a formal style, using primarily basic 
language and structure. (It happened in many country around the world Already). The essay demonstrates 
emerging control of conventions, exhibiting occasional errors (goverment, Absulutly, teranical, concreat, 
many country, ballences, consitered, functining, hyarchy, and most likley will) that do not hinder 
comprehension. The essay is a personal response, making no reference to the texts, and can be scored no 
higher than a 1. 
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Anchor Level 1–B 
 
The essay does not introduce a direct claim but states only that the “topic should alow for people that qualify 
to run as many times as they would like.” The essay does not demonstrate analysis of the texts. The essay 
presents no evidence from the texts. The essay does not make use of citations. The essay is minimal, making 
assessment of coherence, organization, and style unreliable. The essay is minimal, making assessment of 
conventions unreliable.  
 
  



Regents Exam in ELA Rating Guide — Aug. ‘22	 [48]	

Part 2 – Practice Paper – A



Regents Exam in ELA Rating Guide — Aug. ‘22	 [49]	

Part 2 – Practice Paper – A



Regents Exam in ELA Rating Guide — Aug. ‘22	 [50]	

Part 2 – Practice Paper – A



Regents Exam in ELA Rating Guide — Aug. ‘22	 [51]	

Part 2 – Practice Paper – B



Regents Exam in ELA Rating Guide — Aug. ‘22	 [52]	

Part 2 – Practice Paper – C



Regents Exam in ELA Rating Guide — Aug. ‘22	 [53]	

Part 2 – Practice Paper – C



Regents Exam in ELA Rating Guide — Aug. ‘22	 [54]	

Part 2 – Practice Paper – C



Regents Exam in ELA Rating Guide — Aug. ‘22	 [55]	

Part 2 – Practice Paper – C



Regents Exam in ELA Rating Guide — Aug. ‘22	 [56]	

Part 2 – Practice Paper – C



Regents Exam in ELA Rating Guide — Aug. ‘22	 [57]	

Part 2 – Practice Paper – D



Regents Exam in ELA Rating Guide — Aug. ‘22	 [58]	

Part 2 – Practice Paper – D



Regents Exam in ELA Rating Guide — Aug. ‘22	 [59]	

Part 2 – Practice Paper – E



Regents Exam in ELA Rating Guide — Aug. ‘22	 [60]	

Practice Paper A – Score Level 4 
Holistically, this essay best fits the criteria for Level 4. 
 
 
Practice Paper B – Score Level 0 
Holistically, this essay best fits the criteria for Level 0. 
 
 
Practice Paper C – Score Level 6 
Holistically, this essay best fits the criteria for Level 6. 
 
 
Practice Paper D – Score Level 2 
Holistically, this essay best fits the criteria for Level 2. 
 
 
Practice Paper E – Score Level 3 
Holistically, this essay best fits the criteria for Level 3. 
 




