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EXCELLENT
Demonstrates
excellence in
presentational
writing

VERY GOOD
Suggests emerging
excellence in
presentational
writing

GOOD
Demonstrates
competence in
presentational
writing

ADEQUATE
Suggests emerging
competence in
presentational
writing

WEAK

Suggests lack of
competence in
presentational
writing

VERY WEAK
Demonstrates lack
of competence in
presentational
writing

UNACCEPTABLE
Contains nothing
that earns credit

AP® JAPANESE LANGUAGE AND CULTURE

2019 SCORING GUIDELINES

Presentational Writing: Compare and Contrast Article

TASK COMPLETION
Article addresses all aspects of
prompt with thoroughness and
detail, including expression of
preference and reasoning
Well organized and coherent, with
a clear progression of ideas; use of
appropriate transitional elements
and cohesive devices
Article addresses all aspects of
prompt, including expression of
preference and reasoning
Well organized and coherent, with
a progression of ideas that is
generally clear; some use of
transitional elements and cohesive
devices

Article addresses all aspects of
prompt, including expression of
preference and reasoning, but may
lack detail or elaboration
Generally organized and coherent;
use of transitional elements and
cohesive devices may be
inconsistent

Article addresses topic directly but
may not address all aspects of
prompt

Portions may lack organization or
coherence; infrequent use of
transitional elements and cohesive
devices

Article addresses topic only
marginally or addresses only some
aspects of prompt

Scattered information generally
lacks organization and coherence;
minimal or no use of transitional
elements and cohesive devices

Article addresses prompt only
minimally
Lacks organization and coherence

Mere restatement of the prompt

DELIVERY
Natural, easily flowing expression
Orthography and mechanics virtually error
free
Virtually no mistakes in use of kanji
according to AP Japanese kanji list
Consistent use of register and style
appropriate to situation

Generally exhibits ease of expression
Infrequent or insignificant errors in
orthography and mechanics

Occasional mistakes in use of kanji
according to AP Japanese kanji list
Consistent use of register and style
appropriate to situation except for occasional
lapses

Strained or unnatural flow of expression
does not interfere with comprehensibility
Errors in orthography and mechanics do not
interfere with readability

May include several mistakes in use of kanji
according to AP Japanese kanji list

May include several lapses in otherwise
consistent use of register and style
appropriate to situation

Strained or unnatural flow of expression
sometimes interferes with comprehensibility
Errors in orthography and mechanics may be
frequent or interfere with readability

May include frequent mistakes in use of
kanji according to AP Japanese kanji list
Use of register and style appropriate to
situation is inconsistent or includes many
errors

Labored expression frequently interferes
with comprehensibility

Errors in orthography and mechanics
frequent or interfere with readability
Frequent mistakes in use of kanji according
to AP Japanese kanji list

Frequent use of register and style
inappropriate to situation

Labored expression constantly interferes
with comprehensibility

Errors in orthography and mechanics very
frequent or significantly interfere with
readability

Minimal use of kanji according to AP
Japanese kanji list

Constant use of register and style
inappropriate to situation

Clearly does not respond to the prompt; completely irrelevant to the topic

Not in Japanese
Blank
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LANGUAGE USE
Rich vocabulary and idioms
Variety of appropriate
grammatical and syntactic
structures with minimal or
no errors

Variety of vocabulary and
idioms, with sporadic errors
Appropriate use of
grammatical and syntactic
structures with sporadic
errors in complex structures

Appropriate but limited
vocabulary and idioms
Appropriate use of
grammatical and syntactic
structures, but with several
errors in complex structures
or limited to simple
structures

Some inappropriate
vocabulary and idioms
interfere with
comprehensibility

Errors in grammatical and
syntactic structures
sometimes interfere with
comprehensibility

Insufficient, inappropriate
vocabulary and idioms
frequently interfere with
comprehensibility

Limited control of
grammatical and syntactic
structures frequently
interferes with comprehen-
sibility or results in
fragmented language
Insufficient, inappropriate
vocabulary and idioms
constantly interfere with
comprehensibility

Limited control of
grammatical and syntactic
structures significantly
interferes with comprehen-
sibility or results in very
fragmented language
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Presentational Writing: Compare and Contrast Article

Sample: A

CNMOHAREEZFET L EHARFE L EL Z L2 TAHAET, HAEBLZFE T L L HARELZELL 2 EFERAW
TIN, WANAREIZLLFEUIERH Y £4,

P IKAAKRFEZWBLIEL, ST DA BRES LIV RETT, JVAT, @TILIEHEVHELE
HAN, IKESCZLEZHEBELES, E2b, EXZLERS LRV ETH, GFT &30S LR £t
/Uo

OFIC, BAREZFEZLEZLEDL, EIANLFELTWEL, HAREIIDb X EEWET, & 20F, KELFEL
b, [ & Thbnny EEVWET, TH, EELFELEL, ZOTIZ DT, Al Ny
ED [IDDBVWWTT ] EFEoIFOINVNTT, HAGEZE WL, ZOZERHY FHA, EXEELLETH
A2 FEEIEAHRT, BEoLBEWETH, FMNTWNELZL T, FEADZLITEVERY A,

RBIC, AARGEZFET ZE b AAREOES LS, MUSHEENUELENET, W T, HAFBOSEL L
FRICTY, 2D, KYIEVEEA, GHiLEL, HFNEb, FEAKREZHEVET,

FAEEE DO HARGEOMIRN G E TTN, Hro b HABEZES ZLOHFPGFETT, HAEOFETZLIEHED
EFLRR0TINS, FETZLEbroE RETT, TH, HELIEWTT, fBk. FAIARIAT- 726,
ks TcLx o,

Sample: B

AARGEZT & AARELZELDTFASDEZENTET, EH LRLTT,

Voo BIZR Ui A AT TS & A AFE B S0T2 L CT, BikTAARRIRET 2L THhThL
VT, B ES W TRARESIRE LTRE LS Lod Y 1A,

oo AL AATERET L AATAE SBS LANTT, £, # L0 AATRIRET 5 ORNT
T, LT,

ZoORICEIFHANEFETHRLTNLNTY, AARMISKEHIZHAANEFE LTSRN ZHNTTR, £h
mh, EHFHCHAANEG LET,

FoHAE LTRIFAARGFEZESNHFE T, BAMTE LS TTALZNTY, ThH, A LEZEITRSLL
CodY A, BARENHE T,

Sample: C

HAGEREL TH LY HAGEZHENTOHINNATTY, £hnrb HAFEZEVTLY BAFEZEL TLHOH M
AARFHEZZFENTRY AAGEZFE L FL00E

AAGERE L CT5 & AAREREZEVTZRHZ HI1T 5

FAFHARZEE L THDRIE T,
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Presentational Writing: Compare and Contrast Article (continued)
Note: Student samples are quoted verbatim and may contain spelling and grammatical errors.
Overview

The Compare and Contrast Article task assesses presentational writing skills by having students write an
article for the student newspaper of a school in Japan. The prompt is given in English. It asks students, based
on their own experience, to compare and contrast two sides of a single topic by identifying three aspects of the
topic and highlighting similarities and differences between the sides. In addition, students are asked to express
their preference for one or the other of the sides and to provide their reasoning for that choice. The responses
are expected to demonstrate the ability to identify, to compare and contrast, to elaborate, to choose, and to
explain in presentational writing. Students are also expected to display their ability to write using the AP kanii,
to make use of a robust vocabulary, and to demonstrate control over grammatical structures. The 2019 prompt
asked students to compare and contrast speaking Japanese versus writing Japanese.

Sample: A
Score: 6

This response demonstrates excellence in presentational writing. It addresses all aspects of the prompt with
thoroughness and detail (e.g., i# 9 A LFEL TV e b, HAGEIELDL Lo &iBEVWET, 72 & 21, KELFELE
5. I2A) £ b LSV ET), including expression of preference and reasoning. It is well
organized and coherent, with a clear progression of ideas and use of appropriate cohesive devices and
transitional elements (£ 3", D& Z; £1%12). The expression is natural and flows easily (e.g., 3. FAILXHA
AT 726, #E NS TL X 9). Minor errors in orthography and mechanics do not interfere with the flow
of expression (e.g., 7 /v A; HARFEZEEZ & % L725). There are virtually no errors in the use of AP kanji. The
use of register and style is consistent and appropriate to the situation. The language use includes rich
vocabulary and expressions (e.g., F>K; #E 2 H3k% CTL X 9) and a variety of appropriate grammatical and
syntactic structures with minimal errors (e.g., fEXX & EL & T % A FE2EL 2 L),

Sample: B
Score: 4

This response demonstrates competence in presentational writing. It addresses all aspects of the prompt,
including preference and reasoning (FAlE H RKFEAZ EHL DF& T, HARMTE 2 TTALNWTT). Itis
generally coherent, with some use of transitional devices (e.g., £7=; Z#L75>5; T%). The strained flow of
expression does not interfere with comprehensibility (e.g., B &GEM#HZ L TP L U dH Y £HA). There
are some errors in orthography and mechanics that do not interfere with comprehensibility (\ > > HZ; —»
2 HIZ; =-»-2HIZ). Despite an inappropriate word ({7 A 5-2) in the opening line, the meaning of the sentence
is comprehensible. The use of register and style is consistent and appropriate to the situation. Basic
vocabulary and expressions are used. The use of grammatical and syntactic structures is appropriate, but there
are several errors in complex sentences (e.g., H RKFEZ GG 7T & HAGEZZEL AT LWTT for HAGEZFET
ZEEHARFEAELS ZENTeTH LUV CT). This response could have earned a higher score had it contained
fewer orthographic errors and more complex grammatical structures.
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Presentational Writing: Compare and Contrast Article (continued)

Sample: C
Score: 2

This response suggests lack of competence in presentational writing, though it did address the topic directly
(BEAREGE L CH LV HERFEZEWTOHFHRA TTT). However, the information is scattered and lacks
coherence, making the points of comparison difficult to identify (e.g., A AZEzE L T 5 & AARGEZE VT 2K
% &\ %). There is minimal use of transitional devices and cohesive expressions (% #17>%). The labored
expression frequently interferes with readability, as in H A§&% &5 L T 5 D O3, There are frequent errors in
orthography (e.g., XA TT9; 75 LFESDUE), and the use of register and style is inconsistent (H AZE:ZE L T
5EAREEENTERMEZHITS; FATAARZEE LTSN K% CTF). Language use shows limited control of
grammatical structures that frequently interferes with comprehensibility (e.g., H AFEZ E VT L Y HAGEZ S

L T % ®J753). This response could have earned a higher score with greater control over grammatical
structures, more attention to organization, and consistency in style.
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