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Anchor Level 3–A 
 
CONTENT AND ANALYSIS: 

• The essay introduces a reasonable claim as directed by the task (Solar geoengineering should not 
be used … because it can cause negative effects … and the use of Solar geoengineering would only 
be a temporary fix).   

• The essay demonstrates some analysis of the texts (Solar geoengineering … can cause severe and 
permanent effects that could negatively effect us and people, when in danger, they’d make the most 
riskiest decisions just to feel safe but ignore the consequences), but insufficiently distinguishes the 
claim from alternate or opposing claims (others believe that solar geoengineering should be used 
because it would cool the surface of the earth, reducing the effects of global warming … But the 
fact of the Matter is solar engineering should not be used).  

 
COMMAND OF EVIDENCE: 

• The essay presents ideas briefly, making use of some specific and relevant evidence to support 
analysis (“To the Harvard University atmospheric chemist … Not only might the strategies disrupt 
the atmosphere in unexpected ways, but they might also dramatically alter the weather … This 
quote shows how scientists … are warning not to do this and “Because Solar geoengineering 
addresses only the symptoms and not the cause of climate change — greenhouse gases — stopping 
treatment could lead to devastating consequences.” … This quote Shows how Solar geoengineering 
would only be a temporary fix). 

• The essay demonstrates inconsistent citation of sources to avoid plagiarism when dealing with 
direct quotes and paraphrased material, identifying in the introductory paragraph which texts will 
be used while only including the initial line numbers of the evidence being cited [negative effects 
(text 2, line 24) and reducing the effects of global warming (text 1, line 41)] except in one instance 
where the direct quote is correctly cited as (Text 3, lines 48–50). 

 
COHERENCE, ORGANIZATION, AND STYLE: 

• The essay exhibits some organization of ideas and information to create a mostly coherent essay 
that introduces the topic of solar geoengineering as being controversial because global warming 
is a huge problem, then states the opinion that solar geoengineering should not be used to reduce 
global warming, then provides two body paragraphs that support the claim, leaving the 
counterclaim undeveloped and concluding with the repetitive statement Solar geoengineering 
should not be used. 

• The essay establishes but fails to maintain a formal style, using primarily basic language and 
structure (huge problem, has gotten wores, effect for “affect”, starve for “stave”, this quote shows 
how people … they’d, most riskiest).  
 

CONTROL OF CONVENTIONS: 

• The essay demonstrates partial control of conventions, exhibiting occasional errors that do not 
hinder comprehension (its; enviroment; earth; line 41), But; is solar; is “To; reflext; fossile; 
consequences.” (Text 3, line 47) This). 
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Anchor Level 3–B 
 
CONTENT AND ANALYSIS: 

• The essay introduces a reasonable claim (No I don’t think geoengineering should be used to reduce 
global warming). 

• The essay demonstrates some analysis of the texts (This mean that if each year we keep inject camicoil 
to the earth to try to stop global warming we could damage the earth and their some side effect that 
would come with it and This explained that even if we try the geoengineering it may not be a long term 
thing), but insufficiently distinguishes the claim from alternate or opposing claims by simply stating a 
quote (This counterclaim states tha “scientist agree that cutting global greenhouse emission … will 
be key to tackling. global warming) with no substantive analysis, rebuttal, or follow-up. 

 
COMMAND OF EVIDENCE: 

• The essay presents ideas briefly, making use of some specific and relevant evidence to support analysis 
(This state, “By 2090 according to the team’s calculation we should need to annually a amount of SO2 
equivalent to up to half the total volume that burn fossil fluels realese globally each year” and the best 
reason … can be found … when David W. Keith said “solar geoengineering may temporarily reduce 
such climate risk, but no matter how well it workes it cannot eliminate all the risk arising from … 
greenhouse gases”). 

• The essay demonstrates inconsistent citation of sources to avoid plagiarism when dealing with direct 
quotes and paraphrased material, misidentifying the first quote which comes from Text 3 as being from 
Text 4 and not including line numbers for quotes taken from Text 1 and Text 4. Some parts of quoted 
material are also miscopied.  

 
COHERENCE, ORGANIZATION, AND STYLE: 

• The essay exhibits some organization of ideas and information to create a mostly coherent essay, first 
introducing the claim, then moving on to a supportive paragraph about the damage geoengineering 
could cause, followed by a third body paragraph that presents a counterclaim and a fourth which 
focuses on the best reason to prove that geoengineering shouldn’t be use, concluding with a sentence 
that restates the claim. 

• The essay establishes but fails to maintain a formal style, using primarily basic language and structure 
(one piece of evidence and a long term thing) that is sometimes inexact (and their some side effect, 
Here when David W. Keith said, wild for “while”).  

 
CONTROL OF CONVENTIONS: 

• The essay demonstrates a lack of control, exhibiting frequent errors that make comprehension difficult 
(fluels; realese; This mean; camicoil; earth; However what make them it the only way … how we could 
stop it.; workes; worst; This are the reason). 
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Anchor Level 2–A 
 
CONTENT AND ANALYSIS: 

• The essay introduces a claim (Scientists believe that cutting global green-house emission is the key to 
tackling global warming. also I believe that true by cutting down things and burn things Will be the 
key that causing the global warming). 

• The essay demonstrates confused analysis of the texts (these chemical definitly can cause global 
warming and make our life really in danger and these pollutions causing deaths), failing to distinguish 
the claim from alternate or opposing claims. 

 
COMMAND OF EVIDENCE: 

• The essay presents ideas briefly, making use of some specific and relevant evidence to support analysis 
(“sure the unknowns of opening what amounts to a chemical sunshade over our heads are worrisom” 
and “putting a million tons of sulfur into the stratosphere each year would probablly” contribute to 
thousands of air pollution deaths a year”). 

• The essay demonstrates inconsistent citation of sources to avoid plagiarism when dealing with direct 
quotes and paraphrased material by omitting line numbers for all three citations (text 3, text 4, text 2). 

 
COHERENCE, ORGANIZATION, AND STYLE: 

• The essay exhibits inconsistent organization of ideas and information, failing to create a coherent 
essay, with an introduction that presents a claim that focuses on global warming instead of solar 
geoengineering, misinterpreting the evidence it is responding to, followed by three paragraphs that 
offer evidence that move away from the claim while stressing the dangers of chemicals, including 
some faulty analysis, and concluding with a generalized comment about pollution (the air been 
polluted people are dying that shouldn’t be taking place that’s really bad for our comumity). 

• The essay lacks a formal style, using some language that is imprecise (by cutting down things and burn 
things Will be the key, In text 4 state, these pollutions causing deaths). 
 

CONTROL OF CONVENTIONS: 

• The essay demonstrates a lack of control of conventions, exhibiting frequent errors (warming. also I; 
that true; state that “sure the; worrisom; that’s sound; these chemical; definitly; dioxide” also that; 
enviromental; probablly; a year,” these; comumity) that make comprehension difficult.  
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Anchor Level 2–B 
 
CONTENT AND ANALYSIS: 

• The essay introduces a claim that focuses on global warming as opposed to solar geoengineering (I 
think global warming is good because It helps with not making the lakes and water over flow so ther 
is not alot of Flooding).  

• The essay demonstrates a confused and unclear analysis (they Dont want to talk about it its so bad for 
the earth and they cant fix it and we wont have nothing to drink eather then we will not be here to live). 

 
COMMAND OF EVIDENCE: 

• The essay presents ideas inaccurately (Also solar geoengineering and how it dont effect carbin dioxide 
in the air it’s more effective on the grouned), making use of some evidence that is irrelevant (its such 
a huge supject to start to talk about and theres alot that people dont now about this supject).  

• The essay demonstrates little use of citations, inserting arbitrary sections of text with only brief and 
generalized references to the texts (Global warming they are talking about it in all of the articles and 
In the article) with no individual text identification or line numbers. 

 
COHERENCE, ORGANIZATION, AND STYLE: 

• The essay exhibits little organization of ideas and information, first stating a claim about global 
warming being good rather than focusing on solar geoengineering, then continuing in an attempt to 
support the claim with a discussion that interweaves evidence and analysis that alternates between 
comments about good and bad qualities of global warming and the bad qualities of solar 
geoengineering (Also they talk about how global warming could be hiding Sun Ray and thats bad for 
the earth and I think the world not be Ready for solar geoengineering), most of which goes against the 
initial claim, concluding with a return to the positive claim (I think its good for the earth it takes Risks 
but its good to tak them). 

• The essay uses language that is predominately incoherent (they talk about SRM and how it’s growing 
… And how they Just want to dominate the conversation they Dont want to talk about it, it helps us up 
in space with are Rays and stuff like that, now for “know”, effects for “affects”, are for “our”). 
 

CONTROL OF CONVENTIONS: 

• The essay demonstrates a lack of control of conventions, exhibiting frequent errors (Time But 
persinally, servive, hiding Sun Ray, biger, about it its so, it dont, carbin, Reserching, live global, 
supject, conclution, all the article’s) that make comprehension difficult.  
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Anchor Level 1–A 
 
CONTENT AND ANALYSIS: 

• The essay does not introduce a claim. 
• The essay does not demonstrate analysis of the texts. 
 

COMMAND OF EVIDENCE: 

• The essay presents no evidence from the texts. 
• The essay does not make use of citations. 
 

COHERENCE, ORGANIZATION, AND STYLE: 

• The essay exhibits inconsistent organization of ideas and information in a single paragraph that opens 
with an off-task statement (The over heating of the world by a lot on reasons like houses color), 
followed by a brief series of unrelated ideas that move from how plastic bottles can melt and damage 
the atmosphere back to the idea of how the color of houses affect the overheating, failing to create a 
coherent essay. 

• The essay uses language that is predominately incoherent (the plastic bottle causing to overheat and 
melt, their for “there”, when there is a darker more over heatin). 
 

CONTROL OF CONVENTIONS: 

• The essay demonstrates a lack of control of conventions, exhibiting frequent errors that make 
comprehension difficult (a lot on reasons; The chemical like plastic bottle chemical make; plastic 
absque; melt this; over heat, when). Holistically, this is a Level 1 response because, although it has 
some Level 2 qualities, it is a personal response as it makes no reference to the task or texts and can 
be scored no higher than a 1. 
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Anchor Level 1–B 
 
CONTENT AND ANALYSIS: 

• The essay does not introduce a claim that is related to the task. 
• The essay does not demonstrate analysis of the texts. 
 

COMMAND OF EVIDENCE: 

• The essay presents no evidence from the text. 
• The essay does not make use of citations.  
 

COHERENCE, ORGANIZATION, AND STYLE: 

• The essay exhibits little organization of ideas and information in a single paragraph that opens with 
all this tex is about the solar geoengneeting, followed by a series of loosely related comments about 
pollution (more time is more pollution). 

• The essay uses language that is predominately incoherent (in the land the solar is when the climate is 
change). 
 

CONTROL OF CONVENTIONS: 

• The essay is minimal, making assessment of conventions unreliable. 
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Practice Paper A – Score Level 5 
Holistically, this essay best fits the criteria for Level 5. The essay introduces a precise and thoughtful claim 
and demonstrates thorough analysis of the texts to support the claim and to distinguish the claim from an 
opposing claim. Ideas are presented clearly and accurately using specific, often paraphrased, evidence 
from the texts. Citation format is proper. The style is formal, using language that is fluent and precise with 
sound structure. The essay demonstrates control of the conventions, exhibiting occasional errors only 
when using sophisticated language.  
 
 
Practice Paper B – Score Level 3 
Holistically, this essay best fits the criteria for Level 3. Although this is holistically a Level 4 essay that 
introduces a precise claim and demonstrates appropriate and accurate analysis of the texts to support the 
claim, distinguishes the claim from an opposing claim with sufficient evidence, proper citations and 
acceptable organization with a formal style and a partial control of conventions, the essay addresses fewer 
texts than required by the task and can be scored no higher than a 3. 
 
 
Practice Paper C – Score Level 6 
Holistically, this essay best fits the criteria for Level 6. The essay introduces a precise and insightful claim 
supported by an in-depth and insightful analysis which includes distinguishing the claim from the 
opposing claim. Ideas are presented and supported fully and thoughtfully, employing a wide range of 
specific and relevant evidence that is properly cited. The essay exhibits skillful organization of ideas and 
information in a cohesive and coherent manner while maintaining a formal style that uses sophisticated 
language and structure. The essay demonstrates control of conventions with essentially no errors. 
 
 
Practice Paper D – Score Level 2 
Holistically, this essay best fits the criteria for Level 2. The essay introduces a claim opposing solar 
geoengineering but demonstrates confused and unclear analysis of the texts, failing to distinguish the claim 
from alternate or opposing claims. The essay presents ideas inaccurately, making some use of evidence 
that may be irrelevant. The essay demonstrates little use of citations to avoid plagiarism when dealing with 
direct quotes and paraphrased material. The essay exhibits inconsistent organization of ideas and 
information, failing to create a coherent essay. The essay lacks a formal style, using some language that is 
imprecise. The essay demonstrates a lack of control of conventions, exhibiting frequent errors that make 
comprehension difficult.  
 
 
Practice Paper E – Score Level 4 
Holistically, this essay best fits the criteria for Level 4. The essay introduces a precise claim with 
appropriate and accurate analysis and distinguishes the claim from an opposing claim. The essay presents 
ideas sufficiently with proper citations and exhibits acceptable organization with a formal style and 
appropriate structure, demonstrating partial control of conventions.  

 




