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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 (when
one is faced with a problem or dilemma, it is best to ignore it rather than to meet it “head on”) and
clearly establishes the criteria for analysis by disagreeing with it, stating that more often, the opposite
holds true. The response uses the criteria to make insightful analysis of The Adventures of
Huckleberry Finn (By confronting this conflict … Huck grows into an individual with a mind and
sense of morality of his own) and Zoo Story (While this situation proved to be a traumatic experience
for Peter, … he learned that there are times one must confront conflict “head on” in order to
survive).
Develops ideas clearly and fully, making effective use of a wide range of relevant and specific
evidence from The Adventures of Huckleberry Finn (By rescuing Jim, Huck would place himself in
intense conflict with a racist society; however, not saving Jim would surely haunt Huck for the rest
of his life) and Zoo Story (By the time the fight breaks out between the two men, Peter realizes he
needs to face the conflict presented by Jerry; however, he never intends for Jerry to die). The
response incorporates appropriate literary elements, discussing setting and symbolism as they relate
to the conflicts presented.
Maintains the focus established by disagreeing with the critical lens (both men realized that, at times,
growth and even survival come only from direct confrontation). The response exhibits a logical and
coherent structure, first interpreting and disagreeing with the lens, then presenting the conflicts Huck
and Peter attempted to avoid and the subsequent growth each experienced after deciding to confront
the conflicts, and closing with a summary paragraph emphasizing how each character grew from
facing conflict, rather than avoiding it. The response makes skillful use of appropriate devices and
transitions (Throughout Huck’s journey; His plan backfires, however; Finally realizing that this).
Is stylistically sophisticated, using language that is precise and engaging (albeit in different ways,
places a great burden on Huck’s moral conscience, all powerful in both its mercilessness and its
benevolence), with a notable sense of voice and awareness of audience and purpose (It is how a
character handles the conflict he is presented with, however, that gives true meaning to a story). The
response varies structure and length of sentences to enhance meaning (Peter is from the East Side,
Jerry from the West).
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 (this statement portrays the idea that by not dealing with
an issue, it will ultimately resolve itself) and then disagrees, stating I find this to be incredibly false.
The response uses the criteria to make insightful analysis of Of Mice and Men (By stepping in and
not letting his friend be killed in a horrible manner, George’s character refutes the statement) and of
To Kill a Mockingbird (He could have easily just passed up the case, but instead of avoiding the
conflict of racial prejudice in the Deep South, Atticus took it head on).
Develops ideas clearly and fully, making effective use of a wide range of relevant and specific
evidence from Of Mice and Men [As Lennie’s best friend (and only friend), George is distraught
over his decision, but he realizes that this is the best option for Lennie] and To Kill a Mockingbird
(Atticus fought for Tom Robinson, an innocent black man that was on trial for raping a white
woman, because he knew that defending him was the right thing to do). The response uses
appropriate literary elements, discussing how the characterization of George and Lennie … plays a
huge role in the outcome of the story and how by setting the story in the racist Deep South, Lee
creates a feeling of hatred and disgust towards blacks from the white majority.
Maintains the focus established by the critical lens on the idea that in order to resolve conflicts, one
must not avoid them. The response exhibits a logical and coherent structure, first interpreting and
disagreeing with the lens, then demonstrating how this disagreement is reinforced by Steinbeck’s use
of characterization in Of Mice and Men and by Lee’s use of setting in To Kill a Mockingbird, and
concluding with a return to the repudiation of the lens. The response makes skillful use of
appropriate devices and transitions (In fact, the opposite of this belief is shown; When Lennie
accidentally kills; She also discusses).
Uses language that is fluent and original (I wholeheartedly disagree; Lennie is a man of simple
pleasures; However, these seemingly harmless traits), with evident awareness of audience and
purpose (These novels support my opinion). The response varies structure and length of sentences to
control rhythm and pacing (George, as Lennie’s caregiver, knows that Lennie will be killed by
Curley, and most likely inhumanely tortured, if he does not step in himself).
Demonstrates control of the conventions, exhibiting occasional errors in punctuation (two, and and
to happen, they had) and grammar (one must … themselves and resolving conflicts were not) only
when using sophisticated language.

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 6, although it is somewhat weaker in
language use and 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
(I believe Frankfurter is saying that in order to best deal with a problem, one should ignore it, and it
will hopefully work itself out or fade away over time), and disagrees with Frankfurter’s opinion (that
is not how life works). The response uses the criteria to make a clear and reasoned analysis of The
Scarlet Letter (If Reverend Dimmesdale had been stronger and had dealt with his sin or “conflict”
from the start,… he might have lived to see his daughter grow up) and of Ethan Frome (Because
Ethan wanted to escape his problems rather than deal with them, he had to live a life of pain with
now two Zeenas).
Develops ideas clearly and consistently, with reference to relevant and specific evidence from The
Scarlet Letter (He tried to punish himself by doing things such as whipping himself, but nothing
would relieve his pain and guilt besides the one thing he refused to do, confess) and from Ethan
Frome (The main character Ethan married his wife Zeena out of loneliness and obligation but soon
realized he didn’t love her). The response incorporates the literary element of characterization with
discussion of the texts (The conflicts in both works are avoided by men who are characterized as
being weak and/or fearful).
Maintains the focus established by the critical lens on dealing with problems (The Scarlet Letter and
Ethan Frome are both good examples of how avoiding your problems only makes them worse). The
response exhibits a logical sequence of ideas, first interpreting the lens and disagreeing with it and
then presenting for each work the problem that was avoided (Dimmesdale decided to “avoid” his
“conflicts” and not confess his sin and Ethan never dealt with the fact that he and Zeena didn’t love
each other) and the resultant consequences (Dimmesdale’s death and Ethan’s life of pain).
Transitions are appropriately used (However, As many know, Another novel).
Uses language that is fluent and original, (Eventually, Ethan would just find times to be alone with
Mattie like their moon-lit walks), with evident awareness of audience and purpose (Avoiding
conflicts gets one nowhere). The response varies structure and length of sentences to control rhythm
and pacing (This resulted in the pregnancy of Hester Prynne and She was always “ill” and never
stopped complaining, and eventually they grew apart).
Demonstrates control of the conventions, exhibiting occasional errors in spelling (prevelent,
delemna, mamed) only when using sophisticated language.

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 Frankfurter’s statement can be interpreted to mean that the best and most
productive way to complete your life is to avoid conflicts and situations that are critical or
conflicting in some way, and then disagreeing with Frankfurter’s notion. The response uses the
criteria to make a clear and reasoned analysis of Homer’s The Odyssey (If the main character,
Odyssius, would have tried to avoid the various conflicts pushed his way, he would never have
reached his destination and gained success) and of Anderson’s Speak (As a result of her avoiding
said conflict she cannot further her life in any way and struggles to find her identity).
Develops ideas clearly and consistently, with reference to relevant and specific evidence from
The Odyssey, identifying areas of conflict (Some of the conflicts occur between Odyssius and the
cyclopes, the sirens, and the lotus flower) and predicting results if conflicts were avoided (he would
have gotten him and his crew killed and they all would have become greatly addicted to the blossoms
and would not have made it Home to Ithica) and from Speak, identifying the girl and her problem
(Speak takes place in modern times, and is about a girl struggling to find her identity and she was
raped by a boy named Andy) and her avoidance of the conflict. The response integrates the literary
element of plot for each work, referencing the conflicts through which the stories are developed.
Maintains the focus established by the critical lens on the inaccuracy of Frankfurter’s statement (it
becomes clear that the quotation by Frankfurter is false and the only way to move foward and
improve is to confront your conflicts). The response exhibits a logical sequence of ideas, first
interpreting and disagreeing with the lens, moving to the problems faced by Odysseus and presenting
his experience with the sirens and the lotus people, then moving to the situation in Speak, presenting
the main character’s problem and her attempt to avoid conflict, and ending with a conclusion that
refocuses on disagreement with the lens. Transitions are appropriately used (For example, Hence,
Therefore).
Uses appropriate language that is sometimes informal (Well, I completely, one hundred percent
disagree) or awkward (She avoids the conflict between her and herself regarding the event in which
she was raped). The response occasionally makes effective use of sentence structure and length
(There he encounters a situation involving an addictive lotus blossom that gives his men the feeling
of ecstasy).
Demonstrates partial control, exhibiting occasional errors in spelling (Odyssius and Ithica) and
punctuation (unbearable; but; wax he; Therefore a more) 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 4 – 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
(if there is an issue or problem, ignoring and staying away from them is the most advantageous
position to take), pointing out that this quote is not always true. The response uses the criteria to
make a clear and reasoned analysis of Of Mice and Men (Therefore, in this situation avoiding the
conflict would have been a completely wrong solution) and of The Catcher in the Rye (Holden is an
exact example of when avoiding a confliction can not only not be constructive … but ultimately be
the cause for your depression).
Develops some ideas more fully than others. The response uses specific and relevant evidence from
Of Mice and Men to explain the relationship between Lenny and George (Lenny is an overgrown
child that needs his friend George to always care and watch out for him), Lenny’s problem (he kills
innocent animals by simply hugging them and accidentally breaks the neck of their boss curly’s
wife), and George’s solution (George had to address the conflict and shoot Lenny). The discussion of
The Catcher in the Rye is more general (This caused him to build up anger and resentment for the
world). The response addresses conflict for both works.
Maintains a clear and appropriate focus on the the idea that the quote by Felix Frankenfurter is not
alway appliable to situations. The response exhibits a logical sequence of ideas, first interpreting the
lens and disagreeing with it, then presenting information from each work to prove the validity of the
interpretation, ending with a brief summary conclusion. Internal consistency is somewhat weakened
by the use of abrupt external transitions.
Uses appropriate language, with some awareness of audience and purpose (One story the conflict
was addressed and inevitably saved the protagonist). The response occasionally makes effective use
of sentence structure or length (Without confronting his feelings and inner-conflict, Holden was
miserable and depressed for years).
Demonstrates partial control, exhibiting occasional errors in punctuation (“Catcher in the Rye.” Two
and a problem, he), grammar (issue or problem … them and could have hurt … and cause), and
usage (beneficial from everyone and wrong solution to the main character) that do not hinder
comprehension.

Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 4, although it is somewhat stronger in
meaning.
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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 by
stating that the best way to deal with a problem is to push it aside and then disagreeing with it. (This
quote can be proven false). The response makes implicit connections between the criteria and The
Catcher in the Rye (Holden Caulfield is a very problematic teenager) and Of Mice and Men
(Because George did not want to solve his problems he had to come to making the decision of killing
Lenny).
Develops some ideas more fully than others. The response uses specific and relevant evidence from
The Catcher in the Rye to describe Holden’s many mistakes that lead him to create his problems (his
brother’s death and Holden is a highschool dropout) and from Of Mice and Men to describe how
George and Lenny get into troubl … and this creates huge problems for them (Lenny being the child
minded human and Lenny kills the farm owners wife). The literary elements of characterization and
conflict are mentioned in the introduction, but they are not specifically developed.
Maintains a clear and appropriate focus on characters who decide not to deal with … problems. The
response exhibits a logical sequence of ideas, first interpreting and disagreeing with the lens, then
presenting separate paragraphs for each work to support the interpretation, ending with a summary
conclusion. The response lacks internal consistency by including repetition of ideas in paragraph 3
(problems that force george and Lenny to run away … they run away … George and Lenny run
away and try to survive).
Uses appropriate language, with some awareness of audience and purpose (If we all ran away from
our problems the world will be a confusing place). The response occasionally makes effective use of
sentence structure or length (When Holdens brother, Allie, died he became a broken soul because he
did not know how to deal with his emotional problems).
Demonstrates partial control, exhibiting occasional errors in punctuation (problems he, allies
memory, jobs and) and capitalization (“The catcher in the rye” and english) that do not hinder
comprehension.

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