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SCORING KEY AND RATING
GUIDE
Mechanics of Rating
The following procedures are to be used in rating papers for this examination. More detailed directions for the organization of the rating process
and procedures for rating the examination are included in the Information
Booklet for Administering and Scoring Regents Examinations in Global
History and United States History and Government.
Scoring the Part I Multiple-Choice Questions
On the detachable answer sheet, indicate by means of a checkmark each
incorrect or omitted answer to multiple-choice questions; do not place a
checkmark beside a correct answer. Use only red ink or red pencil. In the
box provided on the answer sheet, record the number of questions the student answered correctly in Part I.

For both Part II (thematic) and Part III B (DBQ) essays:
• A content-specific rubric
• Prescored answer papers. Score levels 5 and 1 have two papers each,
and score levels 4, 3, and 2 have three papers each. They are ordered
by score level from high to low.
• Commentary explaining the specific score awarded to each paper
• Five prescored practice papers
For Part III A (scaffold or open-ended questions):
• A question-specific rubric
Copyright 2002
The University of the State of New York
THE STATE EDUCATION DEPARTMENT
Albany, New York 12234

Cut Here

Contents of the Rating Guide

1. . . 3 . . .

26. . . 3 . . .

2. . . 1 . . .

27. . . 1 . . .

3. . . 4 . . .

28. . . 4 . . .

4. . . 4 . . .

29. . . 4 . . .

5. . . 3 . . .
(or C)
6. . . 2 . . .

30. . . 1 . . .

7. . . 3 . . .

32. . . 4 . . .

8. . . 1 . . .

33. . . 1 . . .

9. . . 3 . . .

34. . . 4 . . .

10. . . 4 . . .

35. . . 2 . . .

11. . . 1 . . .

36. . . 3 . . .

12. . . 2 . . .

37. . . 3 . . .

13. . . 2 . . .

38. . . 4 . . .

14. . . 4 . . .

39. . . 2 . . .

15. . . 1 . . .

40. . . 4 . . .

16. . . 2 . . .

41. . . 2 . . .

17. . . 1 . . .

42. . . 1 . . .

18. . . 4 . . .

43. . . 4 . . .

19. . . 4 . . .

44. . . 3 . . .

20. . . 3 . . .

45. . . 1 . . .

21. . . 3 . . .

46. . . 3 . . .

22. . . 1 . . .
(or A)
23. . . 2 . . .
(or B)
24. . . 3 . . .

47. . . 2 . . .

25. . . 1 . . .

50. . . 2 . . .

31. . . 2 . . .

48. . . 3 . . .
49. . . 4 . . .

GLOBAL HISTORY and GEOGRAPHY
Rating the Essay Questions
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(1) Follow your school’s procedures for training raters. This process should
include:
Introduction to the task—
• Raters read the task
• Raters identify the answers to the task
• Raters discuss possible answers and summarize expectations for student responses
Introduction to the rubric and anchor papers—
• Trainer leads review of specific rubric with reference to the task
• Trainer reviews procedures for assigning holistic scores, i.e., by
matching evidence from the response to the rubric
• Trainer leads review of each anchor paper and commentary
Practice scoring individually—
• Raters score a set of five papers independently without looking at the
scores and commentaries provided
• Trainer records scores and leads discussion until the raters feel confident enough to move on to actual rating
(2) When actual rating begins, each rater should record his or her individual rating for a student’s essay on the rating sheet provided, not directly
on the student’s essay or answer sheet. The rater should not correct the
student’s work by making insertions or changes of any kind.
(3) Each essay must be rated by at least two raters; a third rater will be necessary to resolve scores that differ by more than one point.
Rating the Scaffold (open-ended) Questions

Cut Here

(1) Follow a similar procedure for training raters.
(2) The scaffold questions need only be scored by one rater.
(3) The scores for each scaffold question may be recorded in the student’s
examination booklet.
The scoring coordinator will be responsible for organizing the movement
of papers, calculating a final score for each student’s essay, recording that
score on the student’s Part I answer sheet, and determining the student’s
final examination score. The chart located at the end of these scoring materials must be used for determining the final examination score.

[2]

United States History and Government
Content-Specific Rubric
Thematic Essay—June 2002
Theme: Supreme Court Cases Concerning Constitutional Civil Liberties
The United States Supreme Court has played a major role in either expanding or limiting constitutional
civil liberties in the United States.
Task: Identify two Supreme Court cases that have had an impact on civil liberties in the United States. For each
case identified:
• Discuss the facts of the case
• Identify a specific constitutional civil liberty issue addressed by the Supreme Court
• Discuss how the decision of the Supreme Court either expanded or limited a specific constitutional
civil liberty in the United States
You may use any appropriate Supreme Court case from your study of United States history. Some suggestions you
might wish to consider include Plessy v. Ferguson (1896), Schenck v. United States (1919), Korematsu v. United
States (1944), Brown v. Board of Education of Topeka (1954), Mapp v. Ohio (1961), Gideon v. Wainwright (1963),
Miranda v. Arizona (1966), Tinker v. Des Moines School District (1969), or New Jersey v. T.L.O. (1985).

Score of 5:
• Shows a thorough understanding of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on civil liberties
in the United States
• Thoroughly addresses all aspects of the task by identifying two Supreme Court cases, and for each
case, discussing the facts, identifying a specific constitutional civil liberty issue addressed by the
Supreme Court, and discussing how the decision of the Supreme Court either expanded or limited a
specific constitutional civil liberty in the United States
• Shows an ability to analyze and evaluate two specific Supreme Court cases that have had an impact
on civil liberties in the United States by including several analytical and/or evaluative comments
• Richly supports the theme by discussing relevant facts, examples, and details concerning two
specific Supreme Court cases
• Is a well-developed essay, consistently demonstrating a logical and clear plan of organization
• Introduces the theme of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on civil liberties in the
United States by establishing a framework that is beyond a simple restatement of the task and
concludes with a summation of the theme
Score of 4:
• Shows a good understanding of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on civil liberties in
the United States
• Addresses all aspects of the task for two Supreme Court cases, although the discussion may be
somewhat uneven, e.g., discusses all aspects of one Supreme Court case more thoroughly than all
aspects of the other case or discusses two aspects of both cases more thoroughly than the third
aspect
• Shows an ability to analyze and evaluate two specific Supreme Court cases that have had an impact
on civil liberties in the United States by making some analytical and/or evaluative comments
• Includes relevant facts, examples, and details, but may not explain these details
• Is a well-developed essay, consistently demonstrating a logical and clear plan of organization
• Introduces the theme of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on civil liberties in the
United States by establishing a framework that is beyond a simple restatement of the task and
concludes with a summation of the theme
[3]

Score of 3:
• Shows a satisfactory understanding of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on civil liberties
in the United States
• Discusses all aspects of the task for two Supreme Court cases in a limited way or discusses two
aspects of the task for two Supreme Court cases fully
• Shows an ability to analyze the impact of decisions in two Supreme Court cases on civil liberties in
the United States, but not in any depth, and is more descriptive than analytical
• Includes some facts, examples, and details but tends to mention information rather than discuss it;
may contain a few minor errors
• Is a satisfactorily developed essay, demonstrating a general plan of organization
• Introduces the theme of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on civil liberties in the United
States by repeating the task and concludes by repeating the theme
Score of 2:
• Shows a limited understanding of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on civil liberties in
the United States
• Attempts to address the task but fails to do so by either discussing all aspects of the task for one
Supreme Court case in a limited way or by discussing two aspects of the task for two Supreme Court
cases in a limited way
• Develops a faulty analysis or evaluation of issues related to specific Supreme Court cases
• Includes few facts, examples, and details; may include information that contains inaccuracies;
predominantly mentions information rather than discussing it
• Is a poorly organized essay, lacking focus; may contain digressions; and may not make clear which
aspect of the task is being discussed
• May fail to introduce or summarize the theme of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on
civil liberties in the United States or might not refer to the theme in the introduction and/or conclusion
Score of 1:
• Shows a very limited understanding of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on civil liberties
in the United States
• Makes a limited effort to address the different aspects of the task by discussing two aspects of one
Court case or discussing one aspect of the task for two Court cases, or mentioning in a general way
two Supreme Court cases
• Lacks an analysis or evaluation of the issues and events beyond stating vague and/or inaccurate facts
• Includes few or no accurate or relevant facts, examples, or details
• Demonstrates a major weakness in organization
• May fail to introduce or summarize the theme of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on
civil liberties in the United States or might not refer to the theme in the introduction and/or conclusion
Score of 0: Fails to address the task, is illegible, or is a blank paper
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Anchor Paper – Thematic Essay—Level 5 – A

[5]

Anchor Paper – Thematic Essay—Level 5 – A

[6]

Anchor Paper – Thematic Essay—Level 5 – A

Anchor Level 5-A
The response:
• Shows a thorough understanding of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on civil
liberties in the United States
• Thoroughly addresses all aspects of the task by identifying Mapp v. Ohio and Tinker v. Des
Moines, discussing the facts of each case, identifying a specific constitutional civil liberty
issue addressed by the Supreme Court, and discussing how the decision of the Supreme
Court expanded these specific constitutional civil liberties in the United States
• Shows an ability to analyze and evaluate specific Supreme Court cases (Mapp expanded the
right to privacy by applying the 4th amendment to state and local police; Tinker gave
students the right to freedom of speech as long as it does not create a material and substantial
disruption of the educational process)
• Richly supports the theme by discussing relevant facts, examples, and details (Mapp—police
searching a house without a valid search warrant, finding obscene materials; Court used the
4th and 14th amendments to apply the concept of protection against unreasonable search and
seizure to state and local police, not just federal police officials)
• Is a well-developed essay, consistently demonstrating a logical and clear plan of
organization, first discussing Mapp and then discussing Tinker
• Introduces and concludes the theme of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on
civil liberties in the United States by tying Mapp and Tinker to the many 1960s cases that
expanded individual rights
Conclusion: Overall, this response fits the criteria for Level 5. The response shows a thorough
understanding of how two Supreme Court expanded individual rights (Mapp—4th amendment
protection against unreasonable search and seizure; Tinker—1st amendment freedom of
speech/expression).
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Anchor Paper – Thematic Essay—Level 5 – B

[8]

Anchor Paper – Thematic Essay—Level 5 – B

[9]

Anchor Paper – Thematic Essay—Level 5 – B
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Anchor Level 5-B
The response:
• Shows a thorough understanding of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on civil
liberties in the United States
• Thoroughly addresses all aspects of the task by identifying Plessy v. Ferguson and Lee v.
Weisman, discussing the facts of each case, identifying a specific constitutional civil liberty
issue addressed by the Supreme Court, and discussing how the decisions of the Supreme
Court both expanded and limited specific constitutional civil liberties in the United States
• Shows an ability to analyze and evaluate specific Supreme Court cases (separate facilities for
African Americans in the southern states were not always equal; ruling limited the
participation of African Americans in mainstream American society; separation of church
and state prevents one dominant religion)
• Richly supports the theme by discussing relevant facts, examples, and details (14th and 15th
amendments; Homer Plessy accused of riding in an all-white train car; prayer at Weisman
daughter’s public school graduation)
• Is a well-developed essay, consistently demonstrating a logical and clear plan of
organization, first discussing Plessy and then discussing Weisman
• Introduces the theme of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on civil liberties in
the United States by establishing a framework that is beyond a simple restatement of the task
and concludes with a summation of the theme
Conclusion: Overall, this response fits the criteria for Level 5. This response utilizes one case
from the suggested examples and one of the student’s own choosing. The discussion focuses on
segregated facilities for African Americans in Plessy v. Ferguson and freedom of religion and
separation of church and state in Lee v. Weisman. Analytical comments and specific information
are provided for both.
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Anchor Paper – Thematic Essay—Level 4 – A

[12]

Anchor Paper – Thematic Essay—Level 4 – A
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Anchor Level 4-A
The response:
• Shows a good understanding of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on civil
liberties in the United States
• Addresses all aspects of the task for two Supreme Court cases (Plessy v. Ferguson and
Brown v. Board of Education), although the discussion is somewhat uneven being less
effective on the discussion of the impact of these cases
• Shows an ability to analyze and evaluate specific Supreme Court cases (Plessy decision
limited the civil rights of people by making segregation legal; Brown decision ruled that
segregation violated the equal protection of the law in the 14th amendment)
• Includes relevant facts, examples, and details (Plessy—an African American arrested for
taking a train seat in an all-white car, refers to the 14th amendment and the “separate but
equal doctrine”; Brown—girl had to travel for miles to attend a school for blacks, refers to
the 14th amendment “equal protection of the laws” clause, reversed the decision made in
Plessy)
• Is a well-developed essay, consistently demonstrating a logical and clear plan of
organization
• Introduces the theme of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on civil liberties in
the United States by establishing a framework that is beyond a simple restatement of the
task and concludes by pointing out that a Court ruling in one case can be reversed in
another and thus expand civil liberties
Conclusion: Overall, this response fits the criteria for Level 4. The response addresses all
aspects of the task for two cases, but only some analytical and evaluative comments are made.
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Anchor Paper – Thematic Essay—Level 4 – B
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Anchor Paper – Thematic Essay—Level 4 – B
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Anchor Level 4-B
The response:
• Shows a good understanding of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on civil
liberties in the United States
• Addresses all aspects of the task for two Supreme Court cases, although the discussion of
Tinker v. Des Moines is more thorough than the discussion of Gideon v. Wainwright
• Shows an ability to analyze and evaluate specific Supreme Court cases (Tinker allowed that
the wearing of an armband was a form of expression or speech; Gideon helped others who
had their rights violated)
• Includes relevant facts, examples, and details (Tinker—wearing of an armband symbolized
the student’s opinion on the Vietnam War, felt his 1st amendment rights were violated,
Supreme Court ruling allowed him to wear an armband as long as it did not interfere with his
ability to learn or disturb others from learning; Gideon—not provided a lawyer for a
breaking-and-entering crime, found guilty and put in prison, all states must provide a lawyer
to anyone accused of a felony or capital crime)
• Is a well-developed essay, consistently demonstrating a logical and clear plan of
organization
• Introduces the theme that Supreme Court decisions have either expanded or limited
constitutional civil liberties and concludes by noting that the cases discussed had a positive
impact on civil liberties and mentioning how others can get redress for their grievances
Conclusion: Overall, this response best fits the criteria for Level 4. The discussion and analysis
of Tinker is more thorough than for Gideon. The introduction and conclusion are somewhat
limited, but the content information is good.
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Anchor Paper – Thematic Essay—Level 4 – C
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Anchor Paper – Thematic Essay—Level 4 – C
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Anchor Level 4-C
The response:
• Shows a good understanding of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on civil
liberties in the United States
• Addresses all aspects of the task but the discussion and analysis of Gideon v. Wainwright is
more thorough than the discussion of Miranda v. Arizona
• Shows an ability to analyze and evaluate two specific Supreme Court cases (Gideon could
not adequately defend himself because he was not trained in law, the ruling expanded an
accused person’s rights to a fair trial; Miranda expanded the rights of the accused)
• Includes relevant facts, examples, and details (Gideon—Florida law required a lawyer be
provided only for those accused of a capital crime; Miranda—did not know his rights and
ended up confessing, refers to “Miranda warnings”)
• Is a well-developed essay, consistently demonstrating a logical and clear plan of
organization
• Introduces the theme of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on civil liberties in
the United States by establishing a framework that is beyond a simple restatement of the task
and concludes with a very simple reference to the theme
Conclusion: Overall, this response best fits the criteria for Level 4. The discussion of the two
cases is uneven. The conclusion does not fully refer to the theme.

[20]

Anchor Paper – Thematic Essay—Level 3 – A
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Anchor Level 3-A
The response:
• Shows a satisfactory understanding of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on civil
liberties in the United States
• Discusses two aspects of the task for Plessy v. Ferguson and Brown v. Board of Education
of Topeka fully, but does not discuss the facts of either case
• Shows an ability to analyze the impact of decisions in two Supreme Court cases on civil
liberties but not in any depth (Court ruled in Plessy that separate but equal facilities were
constitutional, limiting the liberties of blacks; Court ordered desegregation in Brown,
expanding civil liberties)
• Includes some facts, examples, and details but tends to mention information rather than
discuss it (Plessy—14th amendment and “separate but equal”; Brown—separate facilities
were not equal, reversed Plessy)
• Is a satisfactorily developed essay, demonstrating a general plan of organization
• Introduces the theme of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on civil liberties in
the United States by repeating the task and concludes by repeating the theme
Conclusion: Overall, this response best fits the criteria for Level 3. Only two aspects of the task
are addressed. The discussion of the facts in these two cases is limited.
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Anchor Paper – Thematic Essay—Level 3 – B
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Anchor Paper – Thematic Essay—Level 3 – B

[24]

Anchor Level 3-B
The response:
• Shows a satisfactory understanding of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on civil
liberties in the United States
• Discusses all aspects of the task for Miranda v. Arizona and Brown v. Board of Education in
a limited way
• Shows an ability to analyze the impact of decisions in two Supreme Court cases on civil
liberties but not in any depth (Miranda creates the possibility that a person might not be
convicted because of his right to remain silent; Brown now allowed African Americans to go
into any school, restaurant, bathroom, etc.)
• Includes some facts, examples, and details but mentions information rather than discussing it
(Miranda—confessed without having a lawyer present, ruling led to what is known as
“Miranda rights”; Brown—refers to a man in Kansas)
• Is a satisfactorily developed essay, demonstrating a general plan of organization
• Introduces the theme of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on civil liberties in
the United States by repeating the task but provides no conclusion
Conclusion: Overall, this response best fits the criteria for Level 3. All three aspects of the task
are addressed in a limited way with some analytical comment. For Brown, the response merely
mentions that the ruling overturned Plessy. Few facts about either case are provided.
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Anchor Paper – Thematic Essay—Level 3 – C
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Anchor Paper – Thematic Essay—Level 3 – C
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Anchor Level 3-C
The response:
• Shows a satisfactory understanding of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on civil
liberties in the United States
• Discusses two aspects of the task for Gideon v. Wainwright and Miranda v. Arizona fully,
but does not really discuss the facts, especially for Miranda
• Shows an ability to analyze the impact of decisions in two Supreme Court cases on civil
liberties but not in any depth; (Gideon states that appointing a lawyer would give the
criminal a better chance at receiving the appropriate punishment; Miranda provides for the
protection of accused individuals)
• Includes some facts, examples, and details about two Supreme Court cases but tends to
mention information rather than discuss it (Gideon—could not afford a lawyer;
Miranda—arrested and not read his rights)
• Is a satisfactorily developed essay, demonstrating a general plan of organization
• Introduces and summarizes the theme of how Supreme Court decisions have impacted civil
liberties in the United States
Conclusion: Overall, this response best fits the criteria for Level 3. Only two aspects of the task
are addressed. The response is more descriptive than analytical and the detailed information is
limited.
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Anchor Paper – Thematic Essay—Level 2 – A
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Anchor Paper – Thematic Essay—Level 2 – A

Anchor Level 2-A
The response:
• Shows limited understanding of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on civil
liberties in the United States
• Attempts to address the task by discussing all aspects of the task for Brown v. Board of
Education in a limited way
• Develops a limited, but not faulty, analysis of issues
• Includes few facts, examples, and details (father was sending his daughter to a black school
that was far from where they lived)
• Is a satisfactorily developed essay, demonstrating a general plan of organization
• Contains an introduction but fails to summarize the theme of the impact of certain Supreme
Court decisions on civil liberties in the United States
Conclusion: Only one Supreme Court case is discussed, and few facts and detailed information
are brought into the discussion. Although the response contains a good introduction and a
satisfactory plan of organization, the overall content weaknesses make this response best fit the
criteria for Level 2.
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Anchor Paper – Thematic Essay—Level 2 – B
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Anchor Paper – Thematic Essay—Level 2 – B

Anchor Level 2-B
The response:
• Shows limited understanding of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on civil
liberties in the United States
• Attempts to address the task by discussing two aspects of the task for Mapp v. Ohio in a
limited way, but not addressing how the Court ruling in this case affected a specific civil
liberty (other than for Mapp herself), and then discussing all aspects for Miranda v. Arizona
in a very limited way
• Develops a limited, but not faulty, evaluation of issues (Mapp deals with the right to privacy;
since Miranda, all persons accused of a crime must be notified of their rights at the time of
their arrest)
• Includes few facts, examples, and details (Mapp—police suspected Mapp of being involved
in a gambling ring, but did not have a search warrant for the obscene material they found;
Miranda—arrested and never advised of his rights); and contains inaccuracies (reference to a
pornography ring in Mapp)
• Is a satisfactorily developed essay, demonstrating a general plan of organization
• Contains an introduction that goes beyond a simple restatement of the theme but provides no
summary
Conclusion: Overall, this response best fits the criteria for Level 2. The response predominantly
mentions information rather than discussing it. Only two aspects of the task for Mapp are
addressed and the discussion of Miranda is very limited.
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Anchor Paper – Thematic Essay—Level 2 – C

Anchor Level 2-C
The response:
• Shows limited understanding of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on civil
liberties in the United States
• Attempts to address the task but only discusses Engle v. Vitale in a limited way
• Develops a limited, but not faulty, evaluation of issues (Court ruling in Engle created a
national debate that led many to support a constitutional amendment supporting prayer in
school)
• Includes a few facts, examples, and details (prayer written by the Regents Board of New
York State; the prayer applied to public schools)
• Is a satisfactorily developed essay, demonstrating a general plan of organization
• Introduces the theme by focusing on a choice of rights (freedom of religion and right to
counsel) instead of choosing Supreme Court Cases dealing with those rights and provides no
conclusion
Conclusion: Overall, this response best fits the criteria for Level 2. Although the response
discusses a Court case not listed in the suggestions and mentions the correct year, only one case
is discussed. In addition, the response predominantly mentions information rather than
discussing it.
[33]

Anchor Paper – Thematic Essay—Level 1 – A
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Anchor Level 1-A
The response:
• Shows a very limited understanding of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on
civil liberties in the United States
• Makes some attempt to address two aspects of the task for Plessy v. Ferguson
• Lacks an analysis or evaluation of the issues and events beyond stating vague and/or
inaccurate facts
• Includes few relevant facts, examples, or details (Plessy ruling legalized separate facilities
for African Americans) and contains inaccurate information (most Supreme Court cases
have dealt with the ownership of land or slaves or whether or not African Americans should
have equal rights)
• Demonstrates a major weakness in organization
• Fails to introduce or summarize the theme of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions
on civil liberties in the United States
Conclusion: Overall, this response best fits the criteria for Level 1. Only one Court case is
discussed in a limited way with vague generalities.
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Anchor Paper – Thematic Essay—Level 1 – B

Anchor Level 1-B
The response:
• Shows a very limited understanding of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on
civil liberties in the United States
• Makes some attempt to address two aspects of the task for Brown v. Board of Education
• Lacks an analysis or evaluation of the issues and events beyond stating vague and inaccurate
facts
• Includes few accurate or relevant facts, examples, or details (Brown— a black girl who
wanted to go to the all-white school closer to her house) and contains some inaccuracies
(ruling required the integration of all American schools, not just public schools)
• Demonstrates a major weakness in organization, i.e., a single four-sentence paragraph
• Fails to introduce or summarize the theme of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions
on civil liberties in the United States
Conclusion: Overall, this response best fits the criteria for Level 1. The response mentions some
facts about only one Court case and that the Court decision meant American schools would be
integrated.

[36]

Thematic Essay—Practice Paper – A
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Thematic Essay—Practice Paper – A
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Thematic Essay—Practice Paper – B

[39]

Thematic Essay—Practice Paper – C

[40]

Thematic Essay—Practice Paper – D

[41]

Thematic Essay—Practice Paper – D

[42]

Thematic Essay—Practice Paper – D

[43]

Thematic Essay—Practice Paper – E

[44]

Thematic Essay—Practice Paper – E

[45]

Practice Paper A—Score Level 3
The response:
• Shows a satisfactory understanding of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on civil
liberties in the United States
• Discusses the aspects of the task for Roe v. Wade and Brown v. Topeka in a limited way
• Shows good ability to analyze the impact of decisions in two Supreme Court cases on civil
liberties in the United States (today, in many areas a woman cannot receive an abortion
because there are no clinics that perform them nearby, largely due to the influence of the
pro-life activists in the area)
• Includes some facts, examples, and details but tends to mention information rather than
discuss it (Roe—Court ruling legalized abortion for a woman through her second trimester;
Brown—Court ruled that schools had to be integrated)
• Is a satisfactorily developed essay, demonstrating a general plan of organization
• Introduces and summarizes the theme of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on
civil liberties in the United States
Conclusion: Overall, this response best fits the criteria for Level 3. Although the response fully
discusses the impact of both cases, it does not fully discuss the facts and does not identify a
specific constitutional issue involved. Some good analysis of the impact of the Court decisions is
made.

Practice Paper B—Score Level 1
The response:
• Shows a very limited understanding of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on
civil liberties in the United States
• Makes a limited effort to address two aspects of the task for Brown v. Board of Education
• Lacks an analysis or evaluation of the issues and events beyond stating facts
• Includes few relevant facts, examples, or details (Brown wanted his daughter to go to allwhite school because it was closer to their home)
• Demonstrates a major weakness in organization, i.e., one paragraph
• Introduces the theme of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on civil liberties in
the United States but has no summary
Conclusion: Overall, this response best fits the criteria for Level 1. Some of the facts of Brown
are mentioned but the constitutional issue involved is vague (right to attend and against
segregation). In addition, only one Court case is presented.

[46]

Practice Paper C—Score Level 2
The response:
• Shows limited understanding of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on civil
liberties in the United States
• Attempts to address the task but fails to do so in that the discussion of Brown v. Topeka is
factually incorrect and the discussion of Dred Scot v. Sanford is very limited
• Develops a faulty analysis and evaluation of issues
• Includes few facts, examples, and details (Dred Scott—Court ruled that Scott was not a
citizen; he was considered property; his master could do as he wishes with him), and
includes information that contains inaccuracies (Brown—separate but equal facilities were
constitutional; limited the rights of African Americans)
• Is a satisfactorily developed essay, demonstrating a general plan of organization
• Provides both an introduction and a conclusion that refer to the theme of how Supreme Court
decisions have affected constitutional civil liberties
Conclusion: Overall, this response best fits the criteria for Level 2. The response predominantly
mentions information rather than discussing it. Much of the discussion about the Brown case is
incorrect.

Practice Paper D—Score Level 4
The response:
• Shows a good understanding of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on civil
liberties in the United States
• Addresses all aspects of the task, although the discussion of Brown v. Board of Education is
more thorough than the discussion of Korematsu v. United States
• Shows an ability to analyze and evaluate specific Supreme Court cases (Brown determined
that the segregated school facilities were not equal to those of whites, but the Court ruling
took time to be put in place because many white people felt that they did not want African
Americans in their schools; Korematsu establishes that in a time of war, citizens’ rights are
limited)
• Includes relevant facts, examples, and details (Brown—Thurgood Marshall and the NAACP,
detailed evidence introduced to argue that segregated schools were not equal;
Korematsu—had to sell his personal belongings and go into a camp, arrested because he
refused to go to the camp)
• Is a well-developed essay, consistently demonstrating a logical and clear plan of
organization
• Repeating the theme of how Supreme Court decisions have expanded or limited citizens’
rights in both the introduction and the conclusion
Conclusion: Overall, this response best fits the criteria for Level 4. Although the introduction
and conclusion are somewhat limited, the good discussion of these Supreme Court cases
provides much detailed information.

[47]

Practice Paper E—Score Level 3
The response:
• Shows a satisfactory understanding of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on civil
liberties in the United States
• Discusses all aspects of the task for Miranda v. Arizona and Brown v. Board of Education of
Topeka in a limited way
• Shows an ability to analyze the impact of decisions in two Supreme Court cases on civil
liberties but not in any depth, being more descriptive than analytical (Miranda helped
expand civil liberties because now a person could not be arrested without being reminded of
the basic civil rights a person has by being a United States citizen)
• Includes some facts, examples, and details but tends to mention information rather than
discuss it (Miranda—arrested and not told his rights: right to a lawyer and right to remain
silent; Brown—a black girl wanted to go to a white school closer to her home, segregated
facilities were unequal)
• Is a satisfactorily developed essay, demonstrating a general plan of organization
• Introduces and summarizes the theme of the impact of certain Supreme Court decisions on
civil liberties in the United States by going beyond a simple restatement of the task
Conclusion: Overall, this response best fits the criteria for Level 3. Two Supreme Court cases
are discussed in a limited way with some detailed information mentioned.

[48]

Document 1
As a class, they [Chinese laborers] are quiet, peaceable, patient, industrious, and economical. More prudent and economical [than white laborers], they are content with
less wages. We find them organized for mutual aid and assistance. Without them, it
would be impossible to complete the western portion of this great national enterprise
[transcontinental railroad] within the time required by the Act of Congress.
—Leland Stanford, President of the Central Pacific Railroad, 1865

1

Why did Leland Stanford believe that Chinese laborers were important to the
completion of the railroad?

Score of 1:
• Identifies a reason Leland Stanford believed that Chinese laborers were important to the
completion of the railroad
Examples: the railroad could not be completed without them; they worked for lower
wages; they are hard workers; it would be impossible to complete the western
portion of this great national enterprise within the time required by the Act of
Congress
Score of 0:
• Incorrect response
Example: they work harder than white laborers
• Vague response that does not answer the question
Example: they are organized
• No response

[49]

Document 2
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Source: The Granger Collection (adapted)

2

What does the cartoon show about United States immigration policy in 1880?

Score of 1:
• Identifies the cartoonist’s interpretation of immigration policy in 1880
Examples: the United States welcomed immigrants; encouraged them to come; promoted
opportunities in the United States to encourage immigration; welcome to all
OR
• Lists reasons the United States used to promote immigration as shown on the billboards in the
cartoon
Score of 0:
• Incorrect response
Example: Uncle Sam is discouraging immigration to the United States
• Vague response that does not answer the question
Example: many people are coming to the United States
• No response

[50]

Document 3

. . . one of those agents from the big bosses in America came to Bugiarno to get men
for some iron mines in Missouri. The company paid for the tickets, but the men had
to work for about a year to pay them back, and they had to work another year before
they could send for their wives and families. So this time, when that agent came,
Santino and some of his friends joined the gang and went off to America.
— Rosa Cristoforo, an Italian immigrant, 1884

3a According to the passage, why did the agents encourage Italians to emigrate to America?
Score of 1:
• Identifies why agents encouraged Italians to emigrate to America
Examples: agents needed laborers for mines; to get men for some iron mines in Missouri
Score of 0:
• Incorrect response
Example: the company paid for the tickets
• Vague response that does not answer the question
Example: the agent came to the town
• No response
3b How did the agents encourage Italians to go to America?
Score of 1:
• Identifies how the agents encouraged Italians to go to America
Examples: agents paid for the tickets; the company paid for the tickets
Score of 0:
• Incorrect response
Example: they could bring their wives and families
• Vague response that does not answer the question
Example: to join their friends
• No response

[51]

Document 4
May 6, 1882. CHAP. 126.—An act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese.
WHEREAS, IN THE OPINION OF THE Government of the United States the
coming of Chinese laborers to this country endangers the good order of certain localities within the territory thereof: Therefore,
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of
America in Congress assembled, That from and after the expiration of ninety days next
after the passage of this act, and until the expiration of ten years next after the passage
of this act, the coming of Chinese laborers to the United States be, and the same is
hereby, suspended; and during such suspension it shall not be lawful for any Chinese
laborer to come, or, having so come after the expiration of said ninety days, to remain
within the United States.
— The Chinese Exclusion Act

4a According to this passage, how did the Chinese Exclusion Act affect the immigration of
Chinese people to the United States?
Score of 1:
• Identifies how the Chinese Exclusion Act affected the immigration of Chinese people to the
United States
Examples: it kept Chinese laborers from coming to the United States for ten years; the
coming of Chinese laborers to the United States was suspended
Score of 0:
• Incorrect response
Example: Chinese laborers could only come to the United States for ninety days.
• Vague response that does not answer the question
Example: Chinese laborers endanger the good order of the United States.
• No response
4b According to this passage, what reason did the United States government give for
passing this law?
Score of 1:
• Identifies a reason the United States government gave for passing this law
Examples: Chinese laborers were considered dangerous; admission of Chinese laborers
endangered the good order of certain localities
Score of 0:
• Incorrect response
Example: to execute treaty agreements
• Vague response that does not answer the question
Example: it is the opinion of the United States government
No response

[52]

Document 5
Immigration
Before and After
Quota Laws

From
Northern and
Western
Europe

From Southern
and Eastern
Europe and
Asia

Average annual number
of immigrants before quotas
(1907–1914)

176,983

685,531

Emergency Quota Act of 1921

198,082

158,367

Emergency Quota Act
Amended 1924

140,999

21,847

National Origins Act of 1929

132,323

20,251

— Historical Statistics of the United States

5

According to this chart, what effect did the quota laws have on immigration to the United
States?

Score of 2:
• Identifies an effect the quota laws had on immigration to the United States
Example: they reduced immigration from southern and eastern Europe and Asia and admitted
more people from northern and western Europe
Score of 1:
• Identifies a specific number of immigrants coming to America as a result of one of the quota laws
Example: 20,251 immigrants came from southern and eastern Europe and Asia as a result of the
National Origins Act of 1929
• Combines correct and incorrect information
Example: it reduced immigration from all areas, but northern and western Europe saw more of
a decrease
Score of 0:
• Incorrect response
Example: between 1921 and 1929, the number of immigrants coming from southern and
eastern Europe increased
• Vague response that does not answer the question
Example: quotas were set
• No response

[53]

Document 6
We were tried during a time that has now passed into history. I mean by that, a time
when there was . . . resentment and hate against the people of our principles, against
the foreigner, against slackers, and it seems to me—rather, I am positive, that both you
and Mr. Katzmann [have] done all . . . [that was] in your power in order to work out,
in order to agitate, still more the passion of the juror, the prejudice of the juror, against
us. . . .
But my conviction is that I have suffered for things that I am guilty of. I am suffering because I am a radical and indeed I am a radical; I have suffered because I was an
Italian and indeed I am an Italian; I have suffered more for my family and for my
beloved wife than for myself. . . .
— Bartolomeo Vanzetti, to Judge Thayer upon being sentenced to death,
Sacco-Vanzetti case, April 9, 1927

6

State two reasons the speaker in this passage believed he was brought to trial.

Score of 2 or 1:
• Award 1 credit (up to a maximum of 2 credits) for each correctly stated reason that the speaker in
this passage believed he was brought to trial
Examples: resentment against and/or hatred toward radicals, foreigners, slackers, and/or
Italians; fanning the prejudice of jurors
OR
• Award 1 credit (up to a maximum of 2 credits) for each correctly quoted portion of the document
that states a reason that the speaker in this passage believed he was brought to trial
Examples: I am suffering because I am a radical; I have suffered because I was an Italian
Score of 0:
• Incorrect response
Example: I have suffered more for my family and my beloved wife.
• Vague response that does not answer the question
Example: I have suffered for things I am guilty of.
• No response

[54]

Document 7
This bill says simply that from this day forth those wishing to immigrate to America
shall be admitted on the basis of their skills and their close relationship to those already
here.
This is a simple test, and it is a fair test. Those who can contribute most to this
country—to its growth, to its strength, to its spirit—will be the first that are admitted
to this land.
The fairness of this standard is so self-evident that we may well wonder that it has
not always been applied. Yet the fact is that for over four decades the immigration policy of the United States has been twisted and has been distorted by the harsh injustice
of the national origins quota system.
Under that system the ability of new immigrants to come to America depended
upon the country of their birth. . . .
Families were kept apart because a husband or a wife or a child had been born in
the wrong place.
Men of needed skill and talent were denied entrance because they came from
southern or eastern Europe or from one of the developing continents. . . .
— President Lyndon B. Johnson, remarks at the signing of the Immigration Act of 1965

7a According to this passage, what was the basis for admitting immigrants to the United States
in the forty years before 1965?
Score of 1:
• Identifies the basis for admitting immigrants to the United States in the 40 years before 1965
Examples: based on where you came from; depended on the country of their birth
Score of 0:
• Incorrect response
Examples: on the basis of their skills; close relationship to those already in the United States
• Vague response that does not answer the question
Example: it depended on your parents
• No response
7b According to this passage, how did the Immigration Act of 1965 change the basis for
admitting immigrants to the United States?
Score of 1:
• Identifies the change that the Immigration Act of 1965 made in the basis for admitting immigrants
to the United States
Examples: no longer is admission to the United States dependent on the country of birth;
people with skills and close relatives will be admitted first; people who can
contribute the most to the United States will be admitted
Score of 0:
• Incorrect response
Example: Immigrants will be admitted on the basis of national origin.
• Vague response that does not answer the question
Example: It will be fairer.
• No response
[55]

United States History and Government
Content-Specific Rubric
Document-Based Question—June 2002
Historical Context:
United States immigration policy has changed over time to reflect the needs and attitudes of American
society.
Task:
• Discuss immigration policies or actions taken by the United States government that affected the
immigration of people to the United States
• Show how these policies or actions reflected the needs and attitudes of American society at that time

Key Ideas from the Documents
Policy/Action of the United
States Government
Completion of western railroad;
Act of Congress (doc 1)
Promotional propaganda (doc 2)
Open immigration (doc 3)

Chinese Exclusion Act (doc 4)
Quota Acts (doc 5)

Needs of American Society

Attitudes of American Society

Rapid completion of the
transcontinental railroad;
Chinese work for lower wages
Need for laborers and settlers
during the 19th century
United States companies willing
to pay passage of immigrants to
lure workers; cheap labor
Imported labor endangers the
employment of citizens
Reduction of number of
immigrants

Chinese are quiet, peaceful,
patient, industrious, more prudent

Sacco-Vanzetti Case (doc 6)
Immigration Act of 1965 (doc 7)

Need for talented, skilled
immigrants

All immigrants welcome to
expand the country
Immigrants can do the tough jobs

Nativist attitudes toward the
Chinese
Nativist attitudes toward southern
and eastern Europeans; restriction
of certain nationalities
Nativist attitudes toward southern
and eastern Europeans
Reuniting of families; changing
attitudes toward ethnic differences

Notes:
The response:
(l) cannot use state legislation such as California’s Proposition 187
(2) must address both the needs and the attitudes of American society
(3) must discuss at least two specific immigration policies,
or two specific actions taken by the United States Government,
or one policy and one action

[56]

Relevant Outside Information
(This list is not all-inclusive)
Policy/Action of the United
States Government
Promotional Propaganda

Need for factory workers

Chinese Exclusion Act—First
restrictive immigration law
Gentlemen’s Agreement

Worker/labor union demands
for protection
Diplomatic concerns

Quota Acts

Post–World War I isolationism
Impact of immigrants on
political system, crime rate
Increased pressure on city
services (housing, schools,
police)

Immigration Act of 1965

LBJ’s Great Society programs
required more skilled workers
Implementation of the United
Nations Declaration of Human
Rights

Admission of Displaced Persons
and Political Refugees

Needs of American Society

Attitudes of American Society
Immigrants should assimilate
quickly
Racist, ethnocentric views
Californian Kearneyites
Anti-Japanese sentiments in
California public schools and in
businesses
Negative attitudes about southern
and eastern Europeans (Many
were illiterate, lived in tenements
in overcrowded urban areas, lived
in own ethnic communities, had
difficulty with assimilation.)
Red Scare encouraged nativist
attitudes
Effect of the works of Jacob Riis
and others
Activities of the KKK
John F. Kennedy’s interest in
immigration issues
Humanitarian spirit

Score of 5:
• Thoroughly addresses all aspects of the task by discussing immigration policies or actions taken by the
United States government that affected the immigration of people to the United States and by showing how
these policies or actions reflected the needs and attitudes of American society
• Incorporates accurate information from at least four documents (see Key Ideas Chart)
• Incorporates relevant outside information related to immigration policies or actions taken that reflect the
needs and attitudes of American society (see Outside Information Chart)
• Richly supports the theme of immigration with relevant facts, examples, and details, and is more analytical
than descriptive, e.g., racist attitudes in the state of California contributed to the passage of the Chinese
Exclusion Act
• Is a well-developed essay, consistently demonstrating a logical and clear plan of organization
• Introduces the theme of immigration by establishing a framework that is beyond a simple restatement of the
historical context and concludes with a summation of the theme

[57]

Score of 4:
• Addresses all aspects of the task by discussing immigration policies or actions taken by the United States
government that affected the immigration of people to the United States and showing how these policies or
actions reflected the needs and attitudes of American society, but the discussion of one aspect of the task
may be less complete than the discussion of the others
• Incorporates accurate information from at least four documents
• Incorporates relevant outside information
• Includes relevant facts, examples, and details; but the discussion may be more descriptive than analytical,
mentioning examples rather than explaining them, e.g., mentioning Jacob Riis but not explaining the impact
of his work
• Is a well-developed essay, demonstrating a logical and clear plan of organization
• Introduces the theme of immigration by establishing a framework that is beyond a simple restatement of the
historical context and concludes with a summation of the theme
Score of 3:
• Addresses most aspects of the task, but might not discuss both needs and attitudes or might discuss all
aspects of the task for only one policy or action or addresses all aspects of the task in a limited way by
providing few details about specific immigration policies or specific actions or discussing just the needs and
attitudes of American society
• Incorporates some information from the documents
• Incorporates limited or no relevant outside information or information may be general rather than specific
• Includes some facts, examples, and details, but discussion may be more descriptive than analytical such as
mentioning the Sacco-Vanzetti case but providing few details to explain its relationship to immigration
• Is a satisfactorily developed essay, demonstrating a general plan of organization, but may not distinguish
between the different parts of the task
• Introduces the theme of immigration by repeating the historical context and concludes by repeating the
theme
Score of 2:
• Attempts to address some aspects of the task by discussing immigration policies or actions or by mentioning
the policies or actions and discussing the needs and attitudes of American society
• Makes limited use of the documents or may only restate the contents of the documents
• Presents little or no relevant outside information
• Includes few facts, examples, and details, and may include information that contains some inaccuracies
• Is a poorly organized essay, lacking focus; may contain digressions or extraneous information
• May lack an introduction and/or conclusion or these elements may not refer to the theme of immigration
Score of 1:
• Shows limited understanding of the task, but makes some attempt to discuss some aspects of the task
• Makes vague or unclear references to the documents
• Presents no relevant outside information
• Includes few or no accurate or relevant facts, details, and examples
• May demonstrate a major weakness in organization
• May lack an introduction and/or conclusion or these elements may not refer to the theme of immigration
Score of 0: Fails to address the task, is illegible, or is a blank paper

[58]

Anchor Paper – Document–Based Essay—Level 5 – A

[59]

Anchor Paper – Document–Based Essay—Level 5 – A

[60]

Anchor Paper – Document–Based Essay—Level 5 – A

[61]

Anchor Level 5-A
The response:
• Thoroughly addresses all aspects of the task by discussing immigration policies and actions
taken by the United States government that affected the immigration of people to the United
States (Chinese Exclusion Act; Quota Acts; and Immigration Act of 1965) and by showing
how these policies reflected the needs and attitudes of American society at the time
• Incorporates accurate information from all the documents
• Incorporates relevant outside information (connection between California and the Chinese
Exclusion Act; connection between World War I and isolationism; difference between “old”
and “new” immigrants; tenements; Red Scare)
• Richly supports the theme of immigration with relevant facts, examples, and details, and is
more analytical than descriptive (Americans turned against Chinese because they were no
longer needed to fill jobs; connection between the Chinese Exclusion Act and the completion
of the transcontinental railroad and settlement in California; change in United States policy as
a result of World War I; return to isolationism)
• Is a well-developed essay, consistently demonstrating a logical and clear plan of organization
• Introduces the theme of immigration by establishing a framework that is beyond a simple
restatement of the historical context and concludes with a summation of the theme
Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 5. The introduction is especially
strong as it provides an excellent overview of immigration policy, a policy that initially
welcomed immigrants and then moved in the direction of immigration restriction. The response is
further strengthened by the excellent integration of documents. The conclusion is especially
strong because it uses the Immigration Act of 1965 to summarize immigration policy.

[62]

Anchor Paper – Document–Based Essay—Level 5 – B

[63]

Anchor Paper – Document–Based Essay—Level 5 – B

[64]

Anchor Level 5-B
The response:
• Thoroughly addresses all aspects of the task by discussing immigration policies taken by the
United States government that affected the immigration of people to the United States
(Chinese Exclusion Act; Quota Acts; and Immigration Act of 1965) and by showing how
these policies reflected the needs and attitudes of American society at the time
• Incorporates accurate information from documents 1, 2, 4, 5, 6, and 7
• Incorporates relevant outside information (nativism; non-Protestant immigrants creating
problems; Red Scare; WASP background of the American society in the early 1900s)
• Richly supports the theme of immigration with relevant facts, examples, and details, and is
more analytical than descriptive (Chinese immigrants desired by railroad companies although
generally rejected by the American public; duality of attitudes of American businessmen and
workers; ethnic equilibrium in the 1960s although there was still prejudice)
• Is a well-developed essay, consistently demonstrating a logical and clear plan of organization
• Introduces the theme of immigration by establishing a framework that is beyond a simple
restatement of the historical context and concludes with a summation of the theme
Conclusion: Overall, this response best fits the criteria for Level 5. The introduction and
conclusion are especially strong because they explain the evolution of United States immigration
policies. The analysis and conclusions drawn from the individual documents also demonstrate the
strength of the response.

[65]

Anchor Paper – Document–Based Essay—Level 4 – A

[66]

Anchor Paper – Document–Based Essay—Level 4 – A

[67]

Anchor Paper – Document–Based Essay—Level 4 – A

Anchor Level 4-A
The response:
• Addresses all aspects of the task by discussing immigration policies and actions taken by
the United States government that affected the immigration of people to the United States
(open immigration; Chinese Exclusion Act; Quota Acts; Immigration Act of 1965), and by
showing how these policies and actions reflected the needs and attitudes of American
society at the time
• Incorporates accurate information from all the documents
• Incorporates relevant outside information (significance of the Statue of Liberty to
immigrants; competition for jobs; differences of southern and eastern European immigrants
compared to earlier immigrants; Red Scare)
• Includes relevant facts, examples, and details; and includes some analytical statements,
although some examples are mentioned rather than explained (immigration in California;
differences of new immigrants)
• Is a well-developed essay, demonstrating a logical and clear plan of organization, although
some of the information tends to be repetitive
• Introduces the theme of immigration by establishing a framework that is beyond a simple
restatement of the historical context and uses the conclusion to introduce and discuss the
issue of prejudice
Conclusion: Overall, this response fits most of the criteria for Level 4. The strength of this
response is in relating changing immigration policies to the economy. The conclusions drawn
from the documents are strong, although information copied from documents 5, 6, and 7
detracts from the overall quality of the response.

[68]

Anchor Paper – Document–Based Essay—Level 4 – B

[69]

Anchor Paper – Document–Based Essay—Level 4 – B

[70]

Anchor Level 4-B (93192)
The response:
• Addresses all aspects of the task by discussing immigration policies taken by the United
States government that affected the immigration of people to the United States (Chinese
Exclusion Acts; Quota Acts; Immigration Act of 1965) and by showing how these policies
reflected the needs and attitudes of American society at the time
• Incorporates accurate information from documents 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 7
• Incorporates relevant outside information (Irish role in building the Erie Canal; Chinese threat
to labor; Chinese Exclusion Act as the first restrictive law; Great Society)
• Includes relevant facts, examples, and details, but the discussion is more descriptive than
analytical (no supportive information is given to explain why the Chinese didn’t assimilate;
no reasons are given to explain why the Quota Acts are unjust)
• Is a well-developed essay, demonstrating a logical and clear plan of organization
• Introduces the theme of immigration by establishing a framework that is beyond a simple
restatement of the historical context and concludes with the Immigration Act of 1965
Conclusion: Overall, this response best fits the criteria for Level 4. The response discusses
reasons for open immigration in early United States history, however few details are offered
about the policies. The response concludes by discussing the effects of the Immigration Act of
1965 and the resulting changes on immigration policy.

[71]

Anchor Paper – Document–Based Essay—Level 4 – C

[72]

Anchor Paper – Document–Based Essay—Level 4 – C

[73]

Anchor Level 4-C (90188)
The response:
• Addresses all aspects of the task by discussing immigration policies and actions taken by the
United States government that affected the immigration of people to the United States
(openness during the Industrial Revolution; Red Scare of the 1920s; Quota Acts), and
showing how these policies and actions reflected the needs and attitudes of American society
at the time
• Incorporates accurate information from documents 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, and 7
• Incorporates relevant outside information (Industrial Revolution; Red Scare; fear of radical
political ideas; cultural diversity)
• Includes relevant facts, examples, and details, but the discussion is more general than
analytical (laborers not only worked for lower wages but caused less trouble for employers;
government as well as employers gave immigrants incentives to come to the Unites States)
• Is a well-developed essay, demonstrating a logical and clear plan of organization
• Introduces the theme of immigration by establishing a framework that is beyond a simple
restatement of the historical context and concludes with a summation of the theme
Conclusion: Overall, this response fits most of the criteria for Level 4. Although much of the
information in the documents is summarized, the effective integration of the documents and the
connection of the information between documents strengthen the response. The response is strong
in that it relates immigration to cultural diversity.

[74]

Anchor Paper – Document–Based Essay—Level 3 – A

[75]

Anchor Paper – Document–Based Essay—Level 3 – A

[76]

Anchor Level 3-A
The response:
• Addresses all aspects of the task in a limited way, providing few details about immigration
policies and actions (Chinese Exclusion Act; Quota Acts; Immigration Act of 1965) and
discussing the needs and attitudes of American society at the time
• Incorporates some information from all the documents
• Incorporates some relevant outside information (Industrial Revolution; immigrants lived in
poorer sections of town)
• Includes some facts, examples, and details, and some aspects of the discussion are analytical
(connection of the need for workers for factories who would not expect high wages; payment
of passage to America; immigrants believed they would have a better life in the United States)
• Is a satisfactorily developed essay, demonstrating a general plan of organization
• Introduces the theme of immigration by repeating the historical context and concludes by
simply repeating the theme
Conclusion: Overall, this response best fits the criteria for Level 3. There is little outside
information and much of the information presented is general, but the analysis and conclusions
regarding the documents are good.

[77]

Anchor Paper – Document–Based Essay—Level 3 – B

[78]

Anchor Paper – Document–Based Essay—Level 3 – B

[79]

Anchor Level 3-B
The response:
• Addresses all aspects of the task in a limited way, providing few details about immigration
policies and actions (open immigration policy; Chinese Exclusion Act; Quota Laws) and
discussing the needs and attitudes of American society at the time
• Incorporates some information from all the documents
• Incorporates limited relevant outside information (relation of World War I and World War II
to discrimination against certain immigrants)
• Includes some facts, examples, and details, and some aspects of the discussion are analytical
(completion of the transcontinental railroad led to reduced job opportunities)
• Is a satisfactorily developed essay, demonstrating a general plan of organization
• Introduces the theme of immigration by repeating the historical context and concludes by
simply repeating the theme
Conclusion: Overall, this response best fits the criteria for Level 3. Although little outside
information is included, the summary and conclusions about document information is excellent.
Inclusion of more outside information would have made this a Level 4 response.

[80]

Anchor Paper – Document–Based Essay—Level 3 – C

[81]

Anchor Paper – Document–Based Essay—Level 3 – C

[82]

Anchor Level 3-C
The response:
• Addresses all aspects of the task in a limited way, providing few details about
immigration policies and actions (Chinese Exclusion Act; Immigration Act of 1965) and
discussing the needs and attitudes of American society at the time
• Incorporates some information from documents 4, 5, and 7
• Incorporates some relevant outside information, but information is general rather than
specific (cultural differences of Chinese led to immigration restrictions)
• Includes some facts, examples, and details, but discussion is mostly descriptive
(Immigration Act of l965 meant prejudice was not based on where you were born; relates
the passage of the Immigration Act of 1965 to the results of the Quota Acts)
• Is a satisfactorily developed essay, demonstrating a general plan of organization
• Introduces the theme of immigration by repeating the historical context and concludes by
simply repeating the theme
Conclusion: Overall, this response fits most of the criteria for Level 3. There are some strong
conclusions, but details are not used to support them. Outside information is mentioned but
not explained.

[83]

Anchor Paper – Document–Based Essay—Level 2 – A

[84]

Anchor Paper – Document–Based Essay—Level 2 – A

Anchor Level 2-A
The response:
• Attempts to address all aspects of the task by discussing immigration policies and actions in a
limited way (Chinese Exclusion Act; National Origins Act; Immigration Act of 1965) and
discussing the needs and attitudes of American society at the time
• Makes limited use of documents 1, 3, 4, 5, and 7
• Presents some relevant outside information (nativists; America as a great melting pot; shutting
of America’s golden door)
• Includes few facts, examples, and details, and contains some inaccuracies (millions of
Chinese immigrated to the United States; Exclusion Act excluded most of the new
immigrants)
• Is a satisfactorily developed essay, demonstrating a general plan of organization
• Introduces the theme of immigration by establishing a framework that is beyond a simple
restatement of the historical context and concludes with a summation of the theme
Conclusion: Overall, the response fits most of the criteria for Level 2. Although some relevant
outside information is included, it tends to be very general in nature. Limited use is made of the
documents. Inaccurate conclusions are reached in several instances.

[85]

Anchor Paper – Document–Based Essay—Level 2 – B

[86]

Anchor Level 2-B
The response:
• Attempts to address some aspects of the task by discussing immigration policies and actions
(Immigration Act of 1965; Emergency Quota Act) and mentioning the needs and attitudes of
American society at the time
• Makes limited use of documents 1, 5, 6, and 7
• Presents no relevant outside information
• Includes few facts, examples, and details, and contains some inaccuracies (low wages were a
result of the lack of understanding of United States currency by immigrants)
• Demonstrates a general plan of organization, beginning with the Immigration Act of 1965 and
continuing with the Quota Acts
• Introduces the theme of immigration by establishing a framework that is beyond a simple
restatement of the historical context and concludes by restating the introduction
Conclusion: Overall, the response fits most of the criteria for Level 2. Despite the analytical
introduction and conclusion, the response is mainly a restatement of a few details from the
contents of the documents. The lack of details, in some cases, leads to confused conclusions.

[87]

Anchor Paper – Document–Based Essay—Level 2 – C

[88]

Anchor Level 2-C
The response:
• Attempts to address some aspects of the task by discussing immigration policies and actions
(Chinese Exclusion Act; Quota Acts) and mentioning the needs and attitudes of American
society at the time
• Makes limited use of documents 1, 4, and 5
• Presents little relevant outside information (Americans not getting jobs because Chinese work
for lower wages)
• Includes few facts, examples, and details
• Is a satisfactorily developed essay, demonstrating a general plan of organization
• Introduces the theme of immigration by repeating the historical context and concludes by
analyzing the motives behind the passage of the two acts that were discussed
Conclusion: Overall, the response best fits the criteria for Level 2. The discussion of the Chinese
Exclusion Act is adequate, but the Quota Acts are minimally addressed, and an explanation of
how these Acts reflected the needs and attitudes of the American people is not addressed at all.
Outside information is minimal.

[89]

Anchor Paper – Document–Based Essay—Level 1 – A

[90]

Anchor Level 1-A
The response:
• Shows limited understanding of the task, attempting to discuss some aspects of the task
(Chinese Exclusion Act)
• Makes some reference to documents 1 and 4
• Presents no relevant outside information
• Includes few relevant facts, details, and examples
• Is a satisfactorily developed essay, demonstrating a general plan of organization
• Introduces the theme of immigration by repeating the historical context and concludes by
expressing a generalized opinion
Conclusion: Overall, this response best fits the criteria for Level 1. The response merely
summarizes the contents of the documents about Chinese workers and the Chinese Exclusion Act,
just meeting the criteria of one policy and one action.
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Anchor Paper – Document–Based Essay—Level 1 – B
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Anchor Level 1-B
The response:
• Shows limited understanding of the task, attempting to discuss some aspects of the task
(Chinese immigrants)
• Makes some references to documents 2, 4, and 7
• Presents no relevant outside information
• Includes few relevant facts, details, and examples with some inaccuracies (requirement of a
test as part of the Immigration Act of 1965)
• Is a satisfactorily developed essay, demonstrating a general plan of organization
• Introduces the theme of immigration with generalizations that are not totally accurate and
does the same with the conclusion
Conclusion: Overall, this response fits most of the criteria for Level 1. Some attempt is made to
discuss immigration policies. While the discussion of the Chinese Exclusion Act is somewhat
adequate, the discussion of the present immigration policy is a mix of accurate and inaccurate
information.
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Document–Based Essay—Practice Paper – A
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Document–Based Essay—Practice Paper – A
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Document–Based Essay—Practice Paper – B
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Document–Based Essay—Practice Paper – C
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Document–Based Essay—Practice Paper – D
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Document–Based Essay—Practice Paper – D
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Document–Based Essay—Practice Paper – D

[100]

Document–Based Essay—Practice Paper – E

[101]

Document–Based Essay—Practice Paper – E
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Practice Paper A—Score Level 5
The response:
• Thoroughly addresses all aspects of the task by discussing immigration policies and actions
taken by the United States government that affected the immigration of people to the United
States (open immigration; Chinese Exclusion Act; Quota Acts; Immigration Act of 1965) and
by showing how these policies and actions reflected the needs and attitudes of American
society at the time
• Incorporates accurate information from documents 1, 2, 4, 5, and 7
• Incorporates relevant outside information related to immigration policies and actions taken by
the United States government (relationship between industrialization of the United States in
the 1800s and immigration; rumors of gold-paved streets in America; discrimination against
Chinese in California)
• Richly supports the theme of immigration with the use of relevant facts, examples, and
details, and is more analytical than descriptive (competition in world markets led to increased
demand of cheap labor; replacing manual labor with machines led to increased job
competition and restrictive immigration laws; as Americans became better educated they
became more tolerant toward immigrants)
• Is a well-developed essay, consistently demonstrating a logical and clear plan of organization
• Introduces the theme of immigration by establishing a framework that is beyond a simple
restatement of the historical context and concludes with a summation of the theme
Conclusion: Overall, this response fits most of the criteria for Level 5. The introduction is strong
because it shows how immigration policy mirrored the needs and attitudes of American society.
This response demonstrates that some immigration policies led to increased immigration while
other policies suspended immigration. Although the outside information is somewhat limited,
sophisticated analysis and conclusions drawn from the documents give this response strength.

Practice Paper B—Score Level 2
The response:
• Attempts to address some aspects of the task by mentioning policies and actions (no
restrictions on immigration in 1880; limits on the Chinese; Quota Acts) and mentioning the
needs and attitudes of American society at the time
• Makes limited use of documents 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 by restating the contents of the documents
• Presents no relevant outside information
• Includes few facts, examples, and details
• Is a satisfactorily developed essay, demonstrating a general plan of organization
• Introduces the theme of immigration by repeating the historical context and lacks a
conclusion
Conclusion: Overall, the response fits most of the criteria for Level 2. All aspects of the task are
addressed, but the response contains few details. When the documents are referred to, only
general statements are made.
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Practice Paper C—Score Level 1
The response:
• Shows limited understanding of the task, attempting to discuss some aspects of the task
(Chinese Exclusion Act)
• Makes some reference to document 4 and mentions document 7
• Presents no relevant outside information
• Includes few relevant facts, details, and examples
• Is a poorly organized essay
• Introduces the theme of immigration by repeating the historical context and lacks a formal
conclusion
Conclusion: Overall, this response fits most of the criteria for Level 1. The response attempts to
address the task by using some information about the Chinese Exclusion Act. The Immigration
Act of 1965 is mentioned in the introduction but is not addressed again. The conclusion appears
to be the last sentence.

Practice Paper D—Score Level 4
The response:
• Addresses all aspects of the task by discussing immigration policies and actions taken by the
United States government that affected the immigration of people to the United States
(Chinese Exclusion Act; Quota Acts; need for laborers) and by showing how these policies
and actions reflected the needs and attitudes of American society at the time
• Incorporates accurate information from documents 1, 2, 4, 5, and 7
• Incorporates relevant outside information (“old” immigrants vs. “new” immigrants; Chinese a
danger both economically and socially)
• Includes relevant facts, examples, and details, but the discussion is more descriptive than
analytical (differences between “old” and “new” immigrants are not discussed, mentions but
does not explain why the Chinese were socially discriminated against)
• Is a well-developed essay, demonstrating a logical and clear plan of organization
• Introduces the theme of immigration by establishing a framework that is beyond a simple
restatement of the historical context and uses the conclusion to evaluate the justice of
changing immigration policies
Conclusion: Overall, this response fits most of the criteria for Level 4. The response addresses all
aspects of the task, but the discussion could be more analytical and include more specific and
relevant outside information. Although much of the information is summarized from the
documents, the conclusions about the changes in immigration policy strengthen what would
otherwise be a Level 3 response.
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Practice Paper E—Score Level 3
The response:
• Addresses all aspects of the task in a limited way, providing few details about immigration
policies and actions (open-door immigration policy; restrictive immigration policy) and
discussing the needs and attitudes of American society at the time
• Incorporates some information from documents 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 7
• Incorporates some relevant outside information (poverty, crime, and unemployment rose as a
result of immigration; industrialization)
• Includes some facts, examples, and details, but discussion is mostly descriptive and not
analytical (corporations offered people money to come to the United States to work for them)
• Is a satisfactorily developed essay, demonstrating a general plan of organization
• Introduces the theme of immigration by repeating the historical context and concludes by
simply repeating the theme
Conclusion: Overall, this response best fits the criteria for Level 3. Outside information is
general and not supported by specific details. The explanation of the change in immigration
policy is good, but the lack of specific examples detracts from the overall quality.
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United States History and Government Specifications Grid
Part I
Multiple Choice Questions by Unit and Standard
Standard
Unit
One
Introduction
(Geography)
Two
Constitutional
Foundations
Three
Industrialization of
the United States
Four
Progressive
Responses to
Industrialization
Five
Home and Abroad:
Prosperity and
Depression
Six
The U.S. in an Age
of Global Crisis
Seven (A)
World in Uncertain
Times: 1950–1980
Seven (B)
World in Uncertain
Times: 1980–Present

1
US and NY
History

2
World
History

3
Geography

4
Economics

5
Civics, Citizenship,
and Government

45, 46

Number

2

2, 3, 9, 12,
17

1, 11

13, 14, 15,
16, 48

24, 25

7

26

8

29

4

21, 22, 23

18, 19, 27

20

28, 30, 31

33, 34, 37

32, 36

39, 43

38, 41

4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 10

13

5

35

42

40

7

44, 47

2

Cross Topical

49, 50

2

Total Number of
Questions

25

7

4

7

7

50

