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-demonstrate a superficial analysis of the
author’s use of the writing strategy to
develop the central idea

-demonstrate an appropriate analysis of
the author’s use of the writing strategy to
develop the central idea
-present ideas sufficiently, making
adequate use of relevant evidence to
support analysis

-exhibit acceptable organization of ideas
and information to create a coherent
response
-establish and maintain a formal style,
using appropriate language and structure

-demonstrate partial control of
conventions with occasional errors that
do not hinder comprehension

-demonstrate a thoughtful analysis of the
author’s use of the writing strategy to
develop the central idea

-present ideas clearly and consistently,
making effective use of specific and
relevant evidence to support analysis

-exhibit logical organization of ideas and
information to create a cohesive and
coherent response

-establish and maintain a formal style,
using precise language and sound
structure

-demonstrate control of the conventions
with infrequent errors

Command of Evidence: the
extent to which the response
presents evidence from the
provided text to support
analysis

Coherence, Organization,
and Style: the extent to which
the response logically
organizes complex ideas,
concepts, and information
using formal style and
precise language

x
x
x

-demonstrate emerging control of
conventions with some errors that hinder
comprehension

A response that is a personal response and makes little or no reference to the task or text can be scored no higher than a 1.
A response that is totally copied from the text with no original writing must be given a 0.
A response that is totally unrelated to the task, illegible, incoherent, blank, or unrecognizable as English must be scored as a 0.

Control of Conventions:
the extent to which the
response demonstrates
command of conventions of
standard English grammar,
usage, capitalization,
punctuation, and spelling

-lack a formal style, using language that
is basic, inappropriate, or imprecise

-exhibit inconsistent organization of ideas
and information, failing to create a
coherent response

-present ideas inconsistently,
inadequately, and/or inaccurately in an
attempt to support analysis, making use
of some evidence that may be irrelevant

-introduce a central idea and/or a writing
strategy

-introduce a clear central idea and a
writing strategy that establish the criteria
for analysis

-introduce a well-reasoned central idea
and a writing strategy that clearly
establish the criteria for analysis

Content and Analysis: the
extent to which the response
conveys complex ideas and
information clearly and
accurately in order to
respond to the task and
support an analysis of the
text

2
Responses at this Level:

4
Responses at this Level:

3
Responses at this Level:

Criteria

New York State Regents Examination in English Language Arts (Common Core)
Part 3 Rubric
Text Analysis: Exposition
1
Responses at this Level:

-are minimal, making assessment of
conventions unreliable

-are minimal, making assessment
unreliable
-demonstrate a lack of control of
conventions with frequent errors that
make comprehension difficult

-use language that is predominantly
incoherent, inappropriate, or copied
directly from the task or text

-exhibit little organization of ideas and
information

-present little or no evidence from the text

-demonstrate a minimal analysis of the
author’s use of the writing strategy to
develop the central idea

and/or

-introduce a confused or incomplete
central idea or writing strategy
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Anchor Paper – Part 3 – Level 4 – A

Anchor Paper Level 4–A
The response introduces a well-reasoned central idea and a writing strategy that clearly establishes the criteria for analysis (The author
of this passage uses rich, vivid imagery to discuss how the more you know about a topic, for example the author’s once-beloved
Mississippi River, the less beautiful it appears). The response demonstrates a thoughtful analysis of the author’s use of imagery to
develop the central idea (When the author first mentions of the river, he gives a dreamy image of a blood-red sunset, with the water
lazily moving about in a pleasingly spontaneous manner and He then goes on to describe how in actuality, such things as “boils”
rippling on the water really are waves lapping at a potentially life-threatening sand bar). The response presents ideas clearly and
consistently, making effective use of specific and relevant evidence to support analysis (He tells of how the light makes the water
sparkle as the idylic scene that nature lays before him and The fact of how dangerous these obstacles are to steamboat pilots is more
heavily impressed upon the reader because it wrenches the reader’s thoughts from the previously mentioned idyllic setting). The
response exhibits logical organization of ideas and information to create a cohesive and coherent response by first introducing both the
writing strategy and the central idea, then discussing both the positive and negative aspects of the Mississippi River, emphasizing the
author’s use of vivid imagery, and concluding with a sophisticated summation of the central idea (The author does contemplate
whether the exchange of beauty for knowledge is worth it). The response establishes and maintains a formal style, using precise
language and sound structure (First the author describes the pleasantness of the original impression and then juxtaposes it with the
true meaning of those images). The response demonstrates control of the conventions with infrequent errors (for something you might,
First the author, how in actuality).
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Anchor Paper – Part 3 – Level 4 – B
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Anchor Paper – Part 3 – Level 4 – B

Anchor Level 4–B
The response introduces a well-reasoned central idea (The author of this passage attempted to figure out why when something so
beautiful is overanylized, the original beauty disipates) and a writing strategy (The author uses the setting of the Mississippi River to
understand this philosopy) that clearly establishes the criteria for analysis. The response demonstrates a thoughtful analysis of the
author’s use of setting to develop the central idea (The setting and the beauty of it creates an emotional connection with the reader, a
connection that is broken when you begin to further understand the nature of the Mississippi). The response presents ideas clearly and
consistently, making effective use of specific and relevant evidence to support analysis (The setting creates a feeling of grace, beauty,
and poetry and He noticed the changing reflection on the waters surface, from the sun and the moon). The response exhibits logical
organization of ideas and information by first introducing the central idea, then discussing how it is developed through the use of
setting, and concluding with a summation of points made (The author used the setting to show that when something is constantly
observed and eventually understood, the nature of that object becomes predictable and looses its original mystery) to create a cohesive
and coherent response. The response establishes and maintains a formal style, using precise language and sound structure (He uses the
incredible beauty and mystery conjured up by the sight of the Mississippi River to cause the reader to eventually cease to see that
beauty). The response demonstrates partial control of conventions with occasional errors (overanylized, disipates, waters, a doctor …
their patients, rivers, intreging, looses) that do not hinder comprehension.
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Anchor Level 3–A
The response introduces a clear central idea (The author of this piece is attempting to illustrate the contrasting viewpoints of the river
which are affected by knowledge) and a writing strategy (To do this, he uses contrasting imagery to describe the river throughout the
piece) that establish the criteria for analysis. The response demonstrates an appropriate analysis of the author’s use of imagery to
develop the central idea (He is trying to illustrate that to those who do not need to navigate the river, it is absolutely beautiful). The
response presents ideas sufficiently, making adequate use of relevant evidence to support analysis (From this point of view, he is trying
to illustrate that the river becomes a place of danger once you “learn the language” of it and must navigate it. Now, he uses words like
deadly, diseased, and decaying to describe the river). The response exhibits acceptable organization of ideas and information by first
addressing the central idea of the text and how it uses contrasting imagery, then providing an example of both positive and negative
imagery and how it relates to the central idea, and concluding with a brief summary of the areas addressed (These examples serve as
evidence that the author is trying to describe opposing viewpoints by using contrasting imagery to describe the river) to create a
coherent response. The response establishes and maintains a formal style, using appropriate language and structure (On the contrary,
he uses negative imagery to describe the river to those who do have to navigate the river). The response demonstrates control of the
conventions with infrequent errors (saying “the passenger).
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Anchor Paper – Part 3 – Level 3 – B

Anchor Level 3–B
The response introduces a clear central idea (In this passage, the auther is trying to show that the simple beauty of things is sometimes
better than knowing a lot about something but ceasing to see the wonder in it) and a writing strategy (tone) that establishes the criteria
for analysis. The response demonstrates an appropriate analysis of the author’s use of tone to develop the central idea (Tone is used by
the auther to support the gains and loses of his veiws. As he sets out, the tone is cheerful and happy and Later the tone is more dull and
causious). The response presents ideas sufficiently, making adequate use of relevant evidence to support analysis (He is filled with joy
and wonder at the sight of the forest and river at sunset. The beauty of the shadows, the ripples in the water, and the colors of the sky
are all he sees). The response exhibits acceptable organization of ideas and information to create a coherent response by first
addressing the author’s dilemma (Is knowing more about something really better?), then discussing how the tone reflects the author’s
changing perception of the river and its signs, and concluding with a reiteration of the central idea (Knowledge can often cloud the way
something is seen). The response establishes and maintains a formal style, using appropriate language and structure (After he knows
more, however, he only sees what the color of the sky and nature of the river mean for sailing). The response demonstrates partial
control of conventions with occasional errors (auther, gains and loses, causious, the beauty he use to see is now signs) that do not
hinder comprehension.
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Anchor Paper – Part 3 – Level 3 – C

Anchor Level 3–C
The response introduces a clear central idea (He talks about all of the beautiful features of it [the river], but also says that he
knows everything there is to know about it, and because of that all the beauty that he used to see is now gone) and a writing
strategy (imagery) that establishes the criteria for analysis. The response demonstrates an appropriate analysis of the author’s use
of imagery to develop the central idea (By using imagry the author points out all the beautiful things about the Mississippi River
that a person just visits might see but to the author it has only practical value now). The response presents ideas sufficiently,
making adequate use of relevant evidence to support analysis (So when the author say “glowed like a flame”, someone can see
warm colors and bright lights and He describes how a doctor may see a beautiful girl, but do they really see the beauty in the
girl or does the pink flush in her cheek mean she is getting ill). The response exhibits acceptable organization of ideas and
information to create a coherent response by focusing on the relationship between knowledge of something and its effect on you,
then discussing imagery as used in the author’s descriptions of the river and a doctor’s patient, and concluding by restating the
central idea (don’t become so knowledgeful about something or you might just find that it no longer holds beauty to you
anymore). The response establishes and maintains a formal style, using appropriate language and structure (That is what he is
trying to convey and The author uses an abundance of descriptive words). The response demonstrates emerging control of
conventions with some errors (the author describe; convey, if; the author uses imagry to further their ideas; that thing looses its
effect; is getting ill.; the last paragraph, don’t become; knowledgeful) that hinder comprehension.
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Anchor Level 2–A
The response introduces a central idea and a writing strategy (The author uses imagery throughout the passage to exemplify the big
impact that the Missisipi had on him). The response demonstrates a superficial analysis of the author’s use of imagery to develop the
central idea (In the second paragraph, lines 25 to 34 in dept explain how intrigued he is with this new found river and how it would
help him fully understand how the world works). The response presents ideas inadequately in an attempt to support analysis [Another
example is when he uses imagery is in lines 9-15 he uses the same. technque (imagery) to express how delighted he was to have found
this river], making use of some evidence that may be irrelevant (fully understand how the world works). The response exhibits
inconsistent organization of ideas and information, referring the reader to lines in the original text and failing to create a coherent
response (For example in lines 41-51, the quote makes you interested). The response lacks a formal style, using language that is basic,
inappropriate, or imprecise (Another example is when he uses imagery is, makes you interested and inclines you, keeps them drawed
into). The response demonstrates partial control of conventions with occasional errors (Missisipi, had on him, dept, reader … them,
writting, carreers) that do not hinder comprehension.
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Anchor Paper – Part 3 – Level 2 – B
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Anchor Level 2–B
The response introduces a central idea (In the “text” the narrator Strongly belleves that the Mississippi River is beautiful) and a writing
strategy (The author presents characterization in the “text”). The response demonstrates a superficial analysis of the author’s use of
characterization to develop the central idea (This character has a strong feeling for the Mississippi River). The response presents ideas
inconsistently and inadequately in an attempt to support analysis, devoting a paragraph to the river’s impact on the narrator and the
effect on this persons life. The response does not identify or explain the effect on the narrator except in general terms (The river
effected the narrator). The use of evidence to support characterization is inadequate, providing a definition of characterization but not
using it to support analysis. The response exhibits inconsistent organization of ideas and information, with many errors in sentence
structure and the somewhat repetitive references to the river’s effect interfering with coherence. The response lacks a formal style,
using language that is basic and imprecise (The river effected the narrator and characterization is how the character is identifyed, how
they act and their actions). The response demonstrates emerging control of conventions with some errors (is beautiful the river; void of
interest”, “now when; looks up to the river, once) that hinder comprehension.
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Anchor Paper – Part 3 – Level 2 – C

Regents Exam in ELA (Common Core) Rating Guide — Aug. ’14

[66]

Anchor Paper – Part 3 – Level 2 – C

Anchor Level 2–C
The response introduces an incomplete central idea (The Author is infactuated with this river) and demonstrates a minimal analysis of
the author’s use of personification to develop the central idea (He say’s that their is a face of the water and that it almost talk’s to him
with what it seems as a voice). The response presents ideas inadequately in an attempt to support analysis (He act’s as if the river has
it’s own language and he totally understands it), making use of some evidence that may be irrelevant (You can make tree’s and stop
sign’s come to life in a matter of a sentence and Any who personifacation was used very well in this story). The response exhibits
inconsistent organization of ideas and information, failing to create a coherent response, by stressing the definition and use of
personification in a general way while having a limited middle paragraph that addresses the text. The response lacks a formal style (you
can just do what you want), using language that is basic, inappropriate, and imprecise (their for “they’re” and Writing is a very
powerful thing, especially when you throw your imagination in with it). The response demonstrates emerging control of conventions
with some errors [Many different of styles; todays; personifacation; writing, you; Mostly on this “mystic river” (the mississippi); say’s,
infactuated; litterary; tree’s; sign’s] that hinder comprehension.
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Anchor Paper – Part 3 – Level 1 – A

Anchor Level 1–A
The response introduces a central idea (The mississippi is a very Beutifall River with very Interesting trates) but there is no analysis of
the author’s use of a writing strategy to develop the central idea. The response presents no evidence from the text beyond personal
references to the Mississippi River. The response exhibits inconsistent organization of ideas, failing to create a coherent response. The
response lacks a formal style, using language that is sometimes imprecise (witch for “which”, seen for “scene”, It’s almost like when
you in theaters) and incoherent (this is Just a senari plase very cool river). The response demonstrates a lack of control of conventions,
exhibiting frequent errors (Beutifall, onec, But The parts I went to wasn’t, Whiel, away That when you) that make comprehension
difficult. The response must be scored no higher than a Level 1 since it is a personal response.
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Anchor Paper – Part 3 – Level 1 – B

Anchor Level 1–B
The response introduces an incomplete central idea (The author’s use of imagery and characterization bring the text to life) and
mentions writing strategies (imagery, characterization, metaphor). The essay demonstrates a minimal analysis of the author’s
use of metaphor to develop the central idea (The use of metaphors helps the audiance understand and it brings the piece
together). The response presents no evidence from the text. The response exhibits little organization of ideas and information.
The response consists of three sentences that mention writing strategies, but the minimal length makes assessment of coherence,
organization, and style unreliable.
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Part 3 – Practice Paper – A
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Part 3 – Practice Paper – B
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Part 3 – Practice Paper – C
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Part 3 – Practice Paper – D
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Part 3 – Practice Paper – D
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Part 3 – Practice Paper – E
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Practice Paper A – Score Level 1

Holistically, the response best fits the criteria for Level 1.

Practice Paper B – Score Level 3

Holistically, the response best fits the criteria for Level 3.

Practice Paper C – Score Level 4

Holistically, the response best fits the criteria for Level 4.

Practice Paper D – Score Level 2

Holistically, the response best fits the criteria for Level 2.

Practice Paper E – Score Level 2

Holistically, the response best fits the criteria for Level 2.
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Map to the Common Core Learning Standards
Regents Examination in English Language Arts (Common Core)
August 2014
Question
Type
Credit Weight
Standard
1
MC
1
1
RL.2(11-12)
2
MC
1
1
L.5(11-12)
3
MC
1
1
RL.2(11-12)
4
MC
1
1
RL.2(11-12)
5
MC
1
1
RL.4(11-12)
6
MC
1
1
RL.5(11-12)
7
MC
1
1
RL.3(11-12)
8
MC
1
1
RL.6(11-12)
9
MC
1
1
L.4(11-12)
10
MC
1
1
RL.3(11-12)
11
MC
1
1
RL.5(11-12)
12
MC
1
1
L.5(11-12)
13
MC
1
1
RL.4(11-12)
14
MC
1
1
RL.2(11-12)
15
MC
1
1
RI.5(11-12)
16
MC
1
1
L.5(11-12)
17
MC
1
1
RI.6(11-12)
18
MC
1
1
RI.5(11-12)
19
MC
1
1
RI.3(11-12)
20
MC
1
1
RI.3(11-12)
21
MC
1
1
RI.3(11-12)
22
MC
1
1
L.4a(11-12)
23
MC
1
1
RI.3(11-12)
24
MC
1
1
RI.4(11-12)
Part 2
RI.1–6&10(11–12)
Argument
Essay
6
4
W.1, 4&9(11–12)
Essay
L.1–6(11–12)
Part 3
RI.1–6 &10(11–12)
Expository Response
4
2
W.2, 4 &9(11–12)
Response
L.1–6(11–12)
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The Chart for Determining the Final Examination Score for the August 2014 Regents
Examination in English Language Arts (Common Core) will be posted on the Department’s
web site at http://www.p12.nysed.gov/assessment/ by Thursday, August 14, 2014.
Conversion charts provided for previous administrations of the Regents Examination
in English Language Arts (Common Core) must NOT be used to determine students’
final scores for this administration.

Online Submission of Teacher Evaluations of the Test to the Department
Suggestions and feedback from teachers provide an important contribution to the test development
process. The Department provides an online evaluation form for State assessments. It contains spaces for
teachers to respond to several specific questions and to make suggestions. Instructions for completing the
evaluation form are as follows:
1. Go to http://www.forms2.nysed.gov/emsc/osa/exameval/reexameval.cfm.
2. Select the test title.
3. Complete the required demographic fields.
4. Complete each evaluation question and provide comments in the space provided.
5. Click the SUBMIT button at the bottom of the page to submit the completed form.
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