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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

QUESTION28
28––SCORING
SCORINGRUBRIC
RUBRIC –CRITICAL
QUESTION
CRITICALLENS
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 (This optimism, however, is not well-founded). The
response uses the criteria to make an insightful analysis of Slapstick and The Awakening (Both
characters go through their lives facing one let-down after another).
Develops ideas clearly and fully, making effective use of a wide range of relevant and specific
evidence to show how suffering is a constant cycle … that cannot be broken. The response includes
references to the use of exaggeration (As one bout of suffering is overcome, another is ready and
waiting to take over), repetition (Vonnegut continuously references their childhood together), and
point of view (Her distaste for her life and constant suffering … cause the storyline to blur).
Maintains the focus established by the critical lens (Both characters meet their untimely doom … one
after the other). The response exhibits a logical and coherent structure, comparing characters to
reinforce the focus as it relates to both texts, moving from introduction to textual analysis to
summation. Coherence is further strengthened through the skillful use of transitions (The same
constant swing, A similar approoch, This stylistic change).
Is stylishly sophisticated, using language that is precise and engaging (glide through rooms, cyclic
lifestyle, A satirical flashback), with a notable sense of voice and awareness of audience and purpose
(No two characters exhibit this behavior better than Dr. Wilbur Swain in Kurt Vonnegut’s Slapstick
and Edna Pontellier in The Awakening). The response varies structure and length of sentences to
enhance meaning (While many people do experience suffering … they are also faced, once again,
with more suffering and Some of these distractions include … seeking refuge with an artist for
amusement).
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 (we encounter suffering … and ultimately live better
lives). The response uses the criteria to make an insightful analysis of A Raisin in the Sun (Walter
overcame his suffering … with his realization of what was really important to him) and Night (with
his eventual triumph over his suffering, his message and story travel to millions).
Develops ideas clearly and fully, making effective use of a wide range of relevant and specific
evidence to support a discussion about overcoming hardships. The response includes references to
conflict (Their suffering worsens and Walter believes that the only way to recover is to succumb to
the white man’s demands and At times … he lost his complete faith in God) and characterization (It is
only when Walter … realizes what is truly important and They remain strong … and hope for
something better).
Maintains the focus established by the critical lens on characters who are able to overcome …
oppression. The response exhibits a logical and coherent structure by moving from a general
introduction of the lens, works, and characters to specific paragraphs that demonstrate how
characters were put in extreme situations but overcame them. Coherence is further enhanced through
the skillful use of appropriate transitions (Despite Mama’s disapproval, At the climax of the play,
Amidst all the cruel chaos).
Is stylistically sophisticated, using language that is precise and engaging (endure unquestionable
hardships; packed into sweltering train cars, branded with numbers like cattle; a poignant moment),
with a notable sense of voice and awareness of audience and purpose. The response varies structure
and length of sentences to enhance meaning (They are left with nothing and His friend sadly plays
the violin despite the death permeating around him).
Demonstrates control of the conventions, exhibiting occasional errors in spelling (chauffer and
perseverence).

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

Anchor Level 5 – A
Quality
The response:
Meaning

Development

Organization

Language Use

Conventions

Commentary

Provides a thoughtful interpretation of the critical lens that clearly establishes the criteria for
analysis, stating that negative things are a part of everyone’s lives and noting that one can chose to
dwell on the negative or to overcome it. The response uses the criteria to make a clear and reasoned
analysis of Night (a remarkable story of how one man went to a low point in his life and overcame it)
and Speak (Melinda overcame her rape and was able to deal with it in a healthier fashion).
Develops ideas clearly and consistently, with reference to relevant and specific evidence to discuss
how people who are put into horrible situations become better people. The response discusses how
the setting (Wiesel himself was put in a concentration camp at a very young age) affects Elie Wiesel
(He … watched horrible things that happend to innocent people) and helps to make him the
incredible man he is today. The response also discusses how the character Melinda is affected by
being raped and how art … helps her to overcome all the negativity that she experienced.
Maintains the focus established by the critical lens on how you overcome suffering to make the best
out of your situation. The response exhibits a logical sequence of ideas, first interpreting the critical
lens, then presenting the situations that characters in each work faced and how they dealt with them,
and concluding that both works prove Helen Keller’s statement to be true. Transitions are
appropriately used (At one point, Another piece, are both).
Uses language that is fluent and original, with evident awareness of audience and purpose (Wiesel’s
memoir embodies how someone could be put in the closest position to death and this was a terribly
traumatic experience). The response varies structure and length of sentences to control rhythm and
pacing (Eventually Melinda learns to channel her anger and sadness into her artwork).
Demonstrates partial control, exhibiting occasional errors in spelling (disscussed, adolecence,
legitamate), punctuation (at a party and, friends making, every day but), and grammar (everyone’s
lives, Melinda being, situations … it) 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 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 overcoming suffering prepares one for future conflicts and that one becomes
strong … through experiences from the past. The response uses the criteria to make a clear and
reasoned analysis of The Great Gatsby (Overcoming his past led him to a better future) and A Raisin
in the Sun (Walter’s past unfortunate experiences … caused him to stand for what he believed in).
Develops ideas clearly and consistently, with reference to relevant and specific evidence from both
texts to show how being able to have strength results from one’s life experiences. The response
discusses characterization (His characterization as a young man with a buoyant personality got him
far and The characterization of Walter was of a hopeful liquor store owner), makes cursory
reference to point of view (develop a better rich-person’s point of view and His child’s point of view
… benefitted him), and discusses how the themes of The Great Gatsby and Raisin in the Sun have
reflected Helen Keller’s quote to illustrate the character’s quest for strength.
Maintains the focus established by the critical lens, exploring how the overcoming of suffering
affects the lives of Mr. Gatz and Walter (Their suffering had taught them to have dignity, pride, and
courage). The response exhibits a logical sequence of ideas, first interpreting the critical lens, then
presenting for each work the past experience of the character, the goal each wished to reach, and the
method used to attain the goal. The response uses appropriate transitions (For example, also,
Through these values).
Uses appropriate language, with some awareness of audience and purpose (However, Walter was
still confident that his loss of money would not be another obstacle). The response occasionally
makes effective use of sentence structure and length (He could afford college and the life he once
hoped for).
Demonstrates partial control, exhibiting occasional errors in spelling (entrepenuer, buissness,
recieved), agreement (novels … captures, people … was, them … character), and grammar (have
overcame, a attempt, more stronger) that do not hinder comprehension.

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

Development

Organization

Language Use

Conventions

Commentary

Provides a thoughtful interpretation of the critical lens that clearly establishes the criteria for analysis,
stating that Keller’s optimistic view of society … is not applicable to a number of situations, noting
that in many instances, individuals do not overcome their suffering. The response uses the criteria to
make a clear and reasoned analysis of Sula (Plum’s suffering was not overcome) and The Great
Gatsby (Thus, she failed to overcome her suffering).
Develops some ideas more fully than others. The response suggests characterization and uses specific
and relevant evidence to describe Daisy’s circumstances (she wanted her daughter to be a “beautiful
fool”; she pretends to be unaware of the situation; The novel concludes, however, with Daisy
remaining with Tom). The discussion of Plum’s situation is less specifically developed, mentioning
his drug use and Eva’s reaction to it (Her method … was to burn her son).
Maintains a clear and appropriate focus on how overcoming suffering is not highly prevalent in
society. The response exhibits a logical sequence of ideas, first dissecting the critical lens and
expressing disagreement with Keller’s statement, then discussing Plum’s and Daisy’s inability to
overcome … suffering, and concluding that the characters’ failure … to deal with the underlying
issues … resulted in their failure to overcome suffering. The introduction of Eva and her daughter
and Myrtle Wilson and Gatsby detracts from internal consistency.
Uses language that is fluent and original, with evident awareness of audience and purpose (explicitly
describes, myriad of examples, physical or emotional strife), with an occasional lapse of clarity (thus,
part disagreeing with and Her instance). The response varies structure and length of sentences to
control rhythm and pacing (Suffering exists in the world, as does joy).
Demonstrates control of the conventions, exhibiting occasional errors in spelling (ultimatley and
subservent), punctuation (years”), and capitalization (overcome. the).

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

Development

Organization

Language Use

Conventions

Commentary

Provides a reasonable interpretation of the critical lens, stating that so many bad things are
happening in the world and so many people are stronger for it. The response makes implicit
connections between the criteria and Speak (Many aspects of her life start to come apart) and The
Crucible (so many people were falsely accused of witchcraft).
Develops some ideas more fully than others. The response uses specific and relevant evidence from
the texts to explain the injustice in each work (The main character is raped and Proctor, witnesses
the imprisonment of friends, neighbors and his own wife) and incorporates aspects of
characterization (she is strong enough to fight back) and setting (set during the Salem witch trials).
The protagonist’s actions in Speak are less specifically developed.
Maintains the focus established by the critical lens (The world is full of horrors, but the world is also
full of strong people). The response exhibits a logical sequence of ideas for each text’s discussion,
moving from the injustice, to the character’s response, to the overcoming of the injustice.
Appropriate transitions are used (One such example, In the end, During this time).
Uses appropriate language, with some awareness of audience and purpose (John Proctor overcame
his own suffering to become a symbol for others). The response occasionally makes effective use of
sentence structure and length (By the end John stands up for what he knows is right, stands up for all
the innocent people, and dies for it).
Demonstrates partial control, exhibiting occasional errors in punctuation (peoples minds; before;
strong; it. “said) that do not hinder comprehension.

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 4, although it is somewhat stronger in
organization.
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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 even though the world is a hard place to live in and the occurances around us may be
hard to handle, we seem to overcome and surpass these struggles. The response makes implicit
connections between the criteria and The Old Man and the Sea (Through his journey out at sea,
Santiago found a way to overcome the fears and weaknesses that surrounded him) and The Giver
(He overcame his struggles by hard work and dedication).
Develops some ideas more fully than others. The response uses specific and relevant evidence from
The Old Man and the Sea to discuss Santiago’s efforts to overcome obstacles (the battle of trying to
catch and kill a fish) and to characterize his struggle (He found a way to cope with life by having …
overall strength). The discussion of The Giver is more general, including the undeveloped assertion
that Jonas knew the right thing to do to get on with his new life.
Maintains a clear and appropriate focus on the ways around … obstacles and achieving the goal of
overcoming … them. The response exhibits a logical sequence of ideas, moving from an
interpretation of the critical lens, then presenting information about how Santiago overcame his
suffering in The Old Man and the Sea and then addressing Jonas’ suffering in The Giver. Internal
consistency is weakened in paragraph 3 by shifting to a new idea (choosing the right path … is not
an easy one to make).
Uses appropriate language (his journey correlates with the quote) that is sometimes inexact (easy
task to utilize), with some awareness of audience and purpose (Although difficulties may come and
go in life, we find ways around the obstacles). The response occasionally makes effective use of
sentence structure and length (What matters is what is inside).
Demonstrates partial control, exhibiting occasional errors in spelling (occurances and thourough)
and punctuation (times and; Sea written by Ernest Hemingway is a well thought out story; to go in,
is not) that do not hinder comprehension.

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 4 in all qualities.
Comp. Eng. — Jan. ’11
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Anchor Paper – Question 28 – Level 4 – C

Anchor Level 4 – C
Quality
The response:
Meaning

Development
Organization

Language Use
Conventions

Commentary

Provides a reasonable interpretation of the critical lens that establishes the criteria for analysis,
stating that when people are at a hard time in their life they put that fact aside and think of the good
things in their lives. The response makes implicit connections between the criteria and Tuesdays with
Morrie (Morrie was a very strong man when it came to handling things) and To Kill a Mockingbird
(Atticus was the only one who thought tom was a good man and really didnt rape that girl).
Develops ideas briefly, using some evidence from the texts (He acepted the fact that he was sick and
Atticus was the only one in his town that believed Tom Robinson). The response relies on general
plot summary for both texts.
Maintains a clear and appropriate focus on the characters’ getting past their troubles. The response
exhibits a logical sequence of ideas, first interpreting the critical lens, then examining each
character’s response to his problem. Internal consistency is hampered by weak transitions (Agreeing
with this statement and this being Atticus’ hard time in life).
Uses appropriate language, with some awareness of audience and purpose (This is an example of
characterization). The response occasionally makes effective use of sentence structure and length (In
to Kill a mocking bird, Atticus … believed Tom Robinson was inocent rather then guity).
Demonstrates partial control, exhibiting occasional errors in spelling (acepted, inocent, guity),
punctuation (lives. Eventually; Tom, however; of it. in different), capitalization (to Kill a mocking
bird and known. going), and grammar (people … their life; go through … and got; In Tuesdays with
Morrie, Morrie getting ALS) that do not hinder comprehension.

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 4, although it is somewhat weaker in
development.
Comp. Eng. — Jan. ’11
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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 (If the
world throws a terrible and chalanging task, Just do what needs to be done to overcome it). The
response makes superficial connections between the criteria and The Old Man and the Sea (In the
end Santiago … Caught the fish) and Of Mice and Men (George with his good heart decided to take
care of him).
Develops ideas briefly, using some evidence from the texts (Santiago has to deal with a cramp in
his hand that disables it and George from the book Of Mice and Men to the other main character
lennie to jump into a river). The response relies primarily on plot summary.
Establishes, but fails to maintain, an appropriate focus on overcoming challenge, shifting to
extraneous plot details in discussing Of Mice and Men. The response exhibits a rudimentary
structure, defining and agreeing with the quotation, briefly explaining what the protagonists
experienced, and concluding with an unclear personal statement, all in one paragraph.
Relies on basic vocabulary that is sometimes imprecise (to stupid), with little awareness of audience
or purpose. The response exhibits some attempts to vary sentence structure and length for effect,
but with uneven success (This quote by Helen Keller can refer to many book and many scenes of
everyday life).
Demonstrates partial control, exhibiting occasional errors in spelling (entirly, unfortunitly, probly,
alot) and grammar (all human and was died) that do not hinder comprehension.

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 3, although it is somewhat stronger in
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 that suggests some criteria for analysis (even
through you suffered in life the way not to suffer is to get pass that obstacle). The response makes
superficial connections between the criteria and Of Mice and Men (George has a similar problem).
Develops ideas briefly, using some evidence from Of Mice and Men (So what he did was Shoot
Lennie So he wont have to Suffer anymore). The response addresses only one text.
Establishes an appropriate focus on the idea that George overcame his obstacle. The response
exhibits a rudimentary structure, presenting an introduction, a paragraph focusing on the text, and a
conclusion that reiterates the critical lens.
Relies on basic vocabulary that is sometimes imprecise (we done before running and wandering
why). The response exhibits some attempt to vary sentence structure and length for effect, but with
uneven success (Helen Keller is also trying to say is if you overcome one obstacle there is many
more to overcome).
Demonstrates partial control, exhibiting occasional errors in spelling (qoute, samething, Eventhough)
and punctuation (whos, characters perspective, didnt) that do not hinder comprehension.

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 3 although it is somewhat stronger in
conventions.
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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 (life is
going to have its up and downs but if we stay strong during it all at the end its going to be worth it).
The response makes superficial connections between the criteria and The Color of Water (at the end
they all graduated all ended up doing good in life) and The Kite Runner (he even saved a life an with
that his life turned out good).
Develops ideas briefly, using some evidence from The Color of Water (Jame’s family went thourgh
alot of ups and downes including many deaths, doing drugs droping out of school, abuse) and from
The Kite Runner (he felt that his like was going to be ruined or Karma was going to get him back).
The response relies on brief plot summaries and vague references to the texts.
Establishes an appropriate focus on dealing with life’s ups and downs. The response exhibits a
rudimentary structure, presenting an introduction, a one-sentence paragraph about The Color of
Water, a paragraph not divided into sentences about The Kite Runner, and a conclusion that refers to
the critical lens.
Relies on basic vocabulary, with little awareness of audience or purpose (everything going to be
sucky and Amir grew up with a chip on his back). The response reveals little awareness of how to use
sentences to achieve an effect.
Demonstrates a lack of control, exhibiting frequent errors in spelling (reffering, statment, droping,
clense), punctuation (douns but, its going, a chip on his back a secret), and capitalization (i read, tell
he, he made up) that make comprehension difficult.

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 3, although it is somewhat weaker in
conventions.
Comp. Eng. — Jan. ’11
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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 that suggests some criteria for analysis
(throughout our trials and failure, we must stay on the positive end). The response makes superficial
connections between the criteria and The Life of Pi (Durning the time he was, straded on the life
boat, other animals on the lifeboat died).
Is incomplete and largely undeveloped. The response hints at the idea of Pi’s overcoming his
problems (a Japanese came to his recure), but references to the text are vague. There is no
discussion of Like Water for Chocolate.
Suggests some focus on trying to overcome problems (Pi ups and down he over come by) and
suggests some organization through the use of an introduction and one paragraph on one text.
Uses language that is imprecise for the audience and purpose (other animals on the lifeboat died
espect for, which the Tiger Richard Parker). The response reveals little awareness of how to use
sentences to achieve an effect.
Demonstrates a lack of control, exhibiting frequent errors in spelling (Durning, straded, recure),
punctuation (Killer novel; is, Life; was, straded), and grammar (In … novel, states; espect for,
which; he over come by) that hinder comprehension.

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

Commentary

Provides a confused interpretation of the critical lens (people have some problems and they always
want to fix it). The response alludes to the critical lens (After all thes problems), but does not use it to
analyze the one chosen work, The Outsiders.
Is incomplete and largely undeveloped. The response hints at Pony Boy’s problems (They always
fought between eachother), but is generally vague. The response discusses only one text.
Suggests a focus (has many problems) and suggests some organization with an introduction, main
body paragraph, and concluding sentence.
Uses language that is imprecise (us world has, name of that gang is Socs, good exempel fool this
Critical Lens). The response reveals little awareness of how to use sentences to achieve an effect.
Demonstrates emerging control, exhibiting occasional errors in spelling (fourtin, mamber, animy),
punctuation (gang, name of and problems he), and grammar (problems … fix it, Outsiders wrote by,
fourtin years old boy) 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 (as long you keep your hops up and dont fall in
any darkness the over coming of everything will be for the better). The response alludes to the
critical lens (he might get it he look for the better), but does not use it to analyze the text, an
unnamed poem.
Is incomplete and largely undeveloped. The response hints at the idea of the character in the poem
going thorw alot, but subsequent references to the text are vague. The response discusses only one
text.
Suggests a focus on looking for the better. The response suggests some organization by refuting the
critical lens in the first paragraph and briefly discussing an unnamed poem in the second.
Uses language that is imprecise (the over coming of everything will be for the better and with out
seeing the overcomeing). The response reveals little awareness of how to use sentences to achieve an
effect.
Demonstrates a lack of control, exhibiting frequent errors in spelling (agrey, cont tack, Pome),
punctuation (dont, over come to me, wife he), and grammar (makes its hard, he … feel, he feel he is
he think) that hinder comprehension.

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

Comp. Eng. — Jan. ’11

[61]

Anchor Paper – Question 28 – Level 1 – A

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

Commentary

Does not refer to the critical lens beyond copying it into the response. No texts are chosen for
analysis.
Is minimal, with no evidence of development.
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 in all qualities.

Comp. Eng. — Jan. ’11

[62]

Anchor Paper – Question 28 – Level 1 – B

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

Commentary

Is minimal. The response restates the critical lens. No texts are chosen for analysis.
Is minimal, with no evidence of development.
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 in all qualities.

Comp. Eng. — Jan. ’11

[63]

