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AP® Seminar 2022 Scoring Guidelines

End-of-Course Exam: Part A 15 points

General Scoring Notes

e When applying the scoring guidelines, you should award the score according to the preponderance of evidence (i.e. best fit).
e Except where otherwise noted, each row is scored independently.

0 (Zero)

Scores of 0 are assigned to all rows of the rubric when the response is off-topic; a repetition of a prompt; entirely crossed-out; a drawing or other
markings; or a response in a language other than English.

NR (No Response)
A score of NR is assigned to responses that are blank.
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AP® Seminar 2022 Scoring Guidelines

Question 1: Argument, main idea or thesis

3 points

Reportin . N
P g Scoring Criteria
Category
Row 1 0 points 1 point 2 points 3 points
Does not meet the criteria for one The response misstates the author’s | The response identifies, in part and The response accurately identifies the
Understand point. argument, main idea, or thesis. with some accuracy, the author’s author’s argument, main idea, or thesis.
and Analyze argument, main idea, or thesis.
Argument
Decision Rules and Scoring Notes
(0-3 points)

Typical responses that earn 0

points:

e Areirrelevant to the argument
(do not even relate to the topic
or subject of the text)

Typical responses that earn

1 point:

e Misidentify the main argument
or provide little or no indication
of understanding of any part of
the main argument.

® Just state the topic of the
argument.

e Restate the title or heading.

Examples that earn 1 point:
Misidentify the main argument

® “Parents should help their
students practice cursive writing
at home.”

Restate the title or heading
® “Handwriting is important.”

® “There is a case for
handwriting.”

Typical responses that earn

2 points:

e Accurately identify only part of the
argument (part is omitted or is
overgeneralized).

e Describe all parts, but either
vaguely or with some inaccuracy.

Examples that earn 2 points
Identify only part of the argument

® “Handwriting should be taught in
school because it is linked with
better performance in school.”

®  “Handwriting improves memory,
impulse control, and attention.”

Typical responses that earn
3 points:

Correctly identify all of the main
parts of the argument.
Demonstrate understanding of the
argument as a whole.

Examples that earn 3 points:
Include all parts of the argument

“Writing by hand should be taught in
addition to keyboarding because it
activates the brain, improving
memory, impulse control, attention,
enhances compositional skills and
helps students perform better in
school.”

Additional Notes

The Argument/thesis has three main parts:

1. Writing by hand should be taught in schools (e.g., learning handwriting, handwriting instruction).

2. The physical act of writing by hand activates different parts of the brain (literacy sections, as well as parts associated with memory, impulse control, and

attention).

3. Writing by hand helps students improve academic performance (e.g., compositional skills)

© 2022 College Board



AP® Seminar 2022 Scoring Guidelines

Question 2: Explain line of reasoning 6 points

Reporting Scoring Criteria

Category

Row 2 0 points 2 points 4 points 6 points
Does not meet the criteria for one The response correctly identifies at The response provides a limited The response provides a thorough
Understand point. least one of the author’s claims. explanation of the author’s line of explanation of the author's line of
and Analyze reasoning by accurately identifying reasoning by identifying relevant claims
Argument some of the claims AND identifying and clearly explaining connections
the connections or acknowledging a among them.
(0-6 points)

relationship among them.

Decision Rules and Scoring Notes

Typical responses that earn 0 Typical responses that earn Typical responses that earn Typical responses that earn
points: 2 points: 4 points: 6 points:
e Do not identify any claims e Accurately identify only one ® Accurately identify some claims e Accurately identify most of the
accurately. claim. but there are some significant claims.
OR inaccuracies or omissions. AND
e Identify more than one claim, ® Provide few or superficial e Clearly explain the relationships
but make no reference to connections between claims between claims (including how they
connections between them. (demonstrating a limited relate to the overall argument).

understanding of the reasoning).

Additional Notes

e Aresponse may evaluate sources and evidence in the second part (Row 2), and/or analyze the argument in the third part (Row 3). Credit should be awarded
for this.

Author’s claims

Many schools and districts have drastically cut back on or eliminated handwriting instruction.

Keyboarding doesn’t “light up” the literacy sections of the brain in the way handwriting does.

Writing by hand also activates the parts of the brain that are involved in memory, impulse control, and attention.
Handwriting fluency may improve compositional skill.

Kids with better handwriting do better in school.

O e N O

Students should be offered opportunities to learn both keyboarding and handwriting.

© 2022 College Board



AP® Seminar 2022 Scoring Guidelines

Question 3: Evaluate effectiveness of the evidence 6 points
Reporting Scoring Criteria
Category
Row 3 0 points 2 points 4 points 6 points
Does not meet the criteria for one The response identifies little The response explains various pieces The response evaluates the relevance
Evaluate point. evidence. It makes a superficial of evidence in terms of credibility and | and credibility of the evidence and
Sources and reference to relevance and/or relevance, but may do so thoroughly evaluates how well the
Evidence credibility but lacks explanation. inconsistently or unevenly. evidence is used to support the author’s
argument.
(0-6 points) . n
Decision Rules and Scoring Notes
Typical responses that earn 0 Typical responses that earn Typical responses that earn Typical responses that earn
points: 2 points: 4 points: 6 points:
e Misidentify evidence or exclude e |dentify at least one piece of ® Provide a vague, superficial, or ® Provide detailed evaluation of how
evidence from the response. evidence but disregard how well perfunctory assessment of how well the evidence presented
AND it supports the claims. well at least two pieces of supports the argument by
e Provide no evaluative statement OR evidence support the argument. e Evaluating the strengths and/or
about effectiveness of evidence. | ® Offer broad statements about OR weaknesses of the evidence.
how well the evidence supports e Explain the relevance and AND
the argument without credibility of the evidence e Evaluating the relevance and
referencing ANY specific presented but explanations lack credibility of the specific pieces
evidence. detail. of evidence presented.

Additional Notes

® A response may evaluate sources and evidence in the second part (Row 2), and/or analyze the argument in the third part (Row 3). Credit should be awarded
for this.

© 2022 College Board



AP® Seminar 2022 Scoring Guidelines

Summary of Evidence

Source (as provided in text)

Credibility

Quality of Evidence/Relevance to claims

Laura Dinehart

Associate professor of early
childhood education at Florida
International University

“What we hear is that handwriting is not a skill that’s tested, so therefore we don’t have
to teach it...But just because it’s not tested doesn’t mean that it’s not influencing other
skills.”

Supports claim: Many schools and districts have drastically cut back on or eliminated
handwriting instruction.

Karin H. James

Indiana University researcher

Using MRI scans, she showed that the motor sections light up when literate adults simply
look at printed text.

Supports claim: Keyboarding doesn’t “light up” the literacy sections of the brain in the
way handwriting does.

Laura Dinehart

Associate professor of early
childhood education at Florida
International University

Letters on a keyboard feel the same when we press them, but when we repeatedly
create a symbol, “it creates in the brain a kind of cognitive image of what that letter
looks like.” Writing the letter is critical to having that image in the brain.

Supports claim: Keyboarding doesn’t “light up” the literacy sections of the brain in the
way handwriting does.

“Studies have shown”

No direct source

Working to improve students’ handwriting may improve their reading, and vice versa.

Carol Armann

School-based pediatric occupational
therapist

Writing by hand “moves information from short-term to long-term storage.”
Supports claim: Writing by hand also activates the parts of the brain that are involved in
memory, impulse control, and attention.

A 2014 study

No direct source

College students who took notes by hand demonstrated better conceptual
understanding and memory of the material than students who took notes using a laptop.
Supports claim: Writing by hand also activates the parts of the brain that are involved in
memory, impulse control, and attention.

Jeannie Scallier Kato

Retired fourth-grade teacher

Required student to write final reports by hand; these were published. Reminded
objecting parents that children did digital projects too but these would be a “sample of
their child’s personal writing as it was at age 9 or 10.”

Doesn’t really support claim

Virginia Berninger

Professor of educational psychology
at the University of Washington

Handwriting instruction improves first graders’ composition skills
Supports claim: Handwriting fluency may improve compositional skill.

2007 study

British Journal of Educational
Psychology

Handwritten essays were two years ahead of typed essays, developmentally.
Supports claim: Handwriting fluency may improve compositional skill.
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Laura Dinehart Associate professor of early Handwriting practice makes writing automatic.
childhood education at Florida
International University

Rhonda Thomas Sixth-grade English teacher at Models writing for students then leaves “a few blanks and they start filling in their own
Woodson ISD in Texas words when they copy it. By the end of six weeks, they’re writing their own
introductions.”

Evidence doesn’t differentiate between keyboarding and handwriting so is not strong

support for claim.
Laura Dinehart Associate professor of early Kids with better handwriting have “better reading grades, better reading scores on the
childhood education at Florida SAT, and better math scores, both on the SAT and as it relates to grades.”
International University Supports claim: Kids with better handwriting do better in school.
Karin H. James Indiana University researcher “How we interact with things physically has a huge bearing on cognitive

development...Fine motor control, memory, and learning are highly connected, and
doing things with the hands is really important.”
Supports claim: Kids with better handwriting do better in school.

Sara Kassens Second-grade teacher, Zielanis Teachers enlist help from parents to practice cursive at home.
Elementary School in Kiel, Wisconsin

Laura Dinehart Associate professor of early There is a place for both handwriting and technology. “Handwriting serves a purpose,
childhood education at Florida particularly for young children.”

International University

© 2022 College Board
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Write your response to PART A, QUESTION 1 on this page only. Do not skip lines.

The authas main atjunmf i€ that alf—hquh a transition Towards
technology hag peduced hand writing instruction, scioole should centinue
v emphasive handwriting due t ifs benefits in improving a students
Cognitive and academic slkil|.
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Begin your response to PART A, QUESTION 2 on this page. Do not skip lines.
The auther yses various cldaims to build her main arqument

about the impetance af'cmﬁnuiy handw vrbng \nstru cfin.

She b’fji"lf by infrvduci:*j the pmoblem by sta g, " haadwriﬁy
nshry ctien IS ﬁdiry from prominence as teachers and MMJ,,
electremic.” The auther establiches the problem at hand bj IdMHGI:,
that more st classcrooms are uﬁl':e-l‘v Ir-sybaardly rather than
hmdwr‘rﬁufj.fhe then states her cecond claim +hat, "Cihere (<]
a link between Hhe motor systems of whe brain and r'eqdir&.“ Te
fondifj her s claim, she Cites her ‘ﬁrews'rf' on +he ﬁmdt?;.rof-
4 wniversity recear cher She be&w o illustrate one reasen wfj
hmdwﬂ-ﬁv K benefical. She addiﬁm@ cmnects +his fo Hher
wext claim that "Waicing fo 1Mpryve studentx! hard writing may

Improve +neir veading, ond Vige Versa by ﬂ%_
= __....'.".""""!' —,—_-;ﬁiii-.-'."..'.'-;;_-‘ ,Mﬂd“i'g_ Mdd fﬁmte

ream wh handwriting is a positive asret to cudwds, Next sbe
explaing +hat " Wri-hnj by hand ako activates the parts of +He
brain that are wmvolved in mem a7 g, 1m pulce, cmtrel. ahd ghention"
which & hor fowth claim. The dutha presents an odditrmal
reasm for why She believer handwrifim 1hstuctim is
Needed. She idenfifies bowr additimal cagnitive and motpr skilk
that are associated with Pwrdw’iﬁvg. She uses evidence cbout
allege students t upper+ ber arg u ot and cmnects it b
her case o 'Onhnu'ma_ hand —vrithen 1nstruction. This similay
lihe of reasming is conbrmued Hﬂrmyﬁmi— e rest+ of- her article,
She presents ber next claim that' ! many ctudies have linked
hand W riting Hum] with gmpesitimal SEill Y The auther howns i o
for He chn'[ﬁwg benchis tv the accademic berefits of
"\deﬂ'ﬁrg. By dnv $0, She presendts an additimd|
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Continue your response to PART A, QUESTION 2 on this page. Do not skip lines.
perspectve bt ways Hoat hwdwn'{-‘:rtj canl benebt cvdents,
She also precents a questio] to why hand writi vy Seils improves
compesimal sicills and Uses m&“’%&m Lgnforce
her ent. Once agmn, She preseats an dddiﬁmaj claim by
s‘ha‘\rg " Cstudentz) with bether handwrfﬁo do well in school.”
and there s " a,link between hudwr‘nh‘cy and academic acheve—
ment. By mﬁam’ogj{-m ﬂyie of prﬂwﬁra a redSm and pro vidilg_
widene to clabpate, H autha is able to owtlind mylhple
dear ponty m why her main mamw about omtinung
handovriﬁ'rg & Imprtant and beneficial forstudents. She
addiﬁ‘ma,&g_ Mrpeuits her avguument bj focusTvg twe specific
slalls Hhat ave linked + haadwm-na_-— g% and
academic. W-ﬁrﬂu cloges off m her aréicle
by .s-faﬁv " 1“eyboarding and tech sEill at a necessity, but
hmdwrﬂiv matos +o " The autha acknowleds es He qpasition

Pvﬁr'mcig_ He tmportance of ?Pig,, but £ notes that the benchl
ﬁhmdwn‘Hw instuction must be omcidered based m her elom
* previous claims that identified 4 Variety of reasns for
cm-hnuiv this practice Within schools,
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Write your response to PART A, QUESTION 3 on this page only. Do not skip lines.
Thioughout e articte, the authe praents a Variety of
evidence to remforce her amumedt m He roed for, bandwritren

instrychon within Scheols. Zd ‘f'd ;

One piece of evidence m'c.pﬂtfﬂd:ffe{.plainj
the differences betWVed the bonefifs ¢ kepboardiny and
hand wrlﬁna,. She szpE—fimt cites eviderice from Lawn
Dinghart: an ascociate prefesor of Wi’ ohildheed educatim at
Florida [ntematimal Univers ity who States fhat pressing kcf
do not produce \images brain compared to pandwriti
which iS Critcal and benthicial in provi by readizg skills.”
The autha- is able 1 establish +he aredibility ¥ [or ovidence {7
C‘H@ the & credentials of e Sowrce she cites  1ncluding Hae
authacs occqpation and & wniversity affiltatin. Twse cited
credentials are relevant to He fpic at M@mﬁw"
widence IS relevant as it demmstodes the relafinghypy between o
handwrifing and increased cynitive skill as well as how Hre
berfits o handwrifi aue o reater Hon [eybosrdig.. Angther
piece of evidence g cites IS fom a 200% shady publsbed in e
Britsh  Joumal of Education Peycholegy Which found +hat handwriten
&saps were Much bether (n cmpmﬁm,:aﬁ:'ny M@p&d essays,
wanj Hhat tue handw riften t&‘s‘ayg were " 2 years anead of "3"“{
Teoays developmen T The use of an acadm‘cjmrna.& at
ectablis hey He Credil»ifi-fy of He eviderce presented. Mrever;
He evidence IS relevant ags it is used v show hap
I"deﬂﬁ? s beneficial tv students mﬂpare’d 0 Vo
P connecting back b bur makie s clain Which argees e
veed v conbinue” howmdwri tirg instruction. However, Hueo lde
publication date peces as o limitahion +y tre esiderice she

Page 6




EOC-SAASof 5

Continue your response to PART A, QUESTION 3 on this page. Do not skip lines.
presents as ‘h’ﬁh"ﬁlf{jy T jears a?o was guiﬂ different fo e
-hechmlt\:jy studends have dGececsh {-pd?_.‘bw U\;‘-l-\iy} He auwha
prvide  ah anedota %um fom a” pM jmdf, ngltrh [eacher
at Wadsm TsDin Texas who explaied +hat by made[i-g‘ e
process of writing an nbpductiomn awnd h-m‘@ students Rllew

Ly hmdwriﬁ:j' shudonty were able 4 pite Hevr own
Inhwduction & b6 —weeks later. T authe cites He svurce Of
her evidence +v ectablish its validity. While W s not fram an
Goademic source, the evidence 1 fom a posm relevant b
the tpic of tre arbicte. IT+also aa;:vej Variety to tte eliderce
che uses. This evidence i wwlevant fo e Wa’d as 1
dernonstates hew hderEHv 1€ linked Ho acadernic
aohim%f‘ which 1S a subdatm fre authe e 1 her
prguont. Nerall, the author € able + effectively use
widence W 0 SUppart the Claims rhe make in her

. Her use of an academrc javmal and o
specialict - S field of Hrew shdy helps ectablich the m!rdig_
0+ hor evidence. Mareguer, He use 0?&1 anvecd dtal  gudte
allowS He autha to we a vari o+ evidence anol Inbroduce
hew perspect’ ves to tedfppic at hand . TM‘ the awrbor's use of
evidente (MUM her wc}»mwf-.
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Write your response to PART A, QUESTION 1 on this page only. Do not skip lines.
j@nnipf;f L. W. Fink acgues that han dwri ing 15 5]
AN 1M PorEant skl becauvse ol 1as te\mbion with dams
Deter m *;f/hwl, wm‘oo%-ﬂomi skil, and memary.
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lnmmbmm&wmaonthhmo Do not skip lines.

MOE L. l./~J Fnk a ‘3+u}m{- nciwrml }53‘951
AN 1YW OH-‘%-P‘S%“ becav 1+5 r@lﬂhoﬂ [/uihgx
fln School, como o-s«ﬁom! skills, and pem
T}v, awrhﬂfp oY C;L 3 He eﬁﬂeﬂden
1+M+ W Scansw nts. She Lyreter
e»,t ' h8 Wt wrmn{) fe\os Yo comect #he
\n formmron ¥hro 11 F 'Sle exempl hes Phis
n clodin m A‘B«l»u About col
Jj/c]M‘lrS I‘i f‘ev{’S }n.(f o.nf*b W\ bt
novwes As ap ose&d .Louty‘oi mm hJI ecl Jmi"S
w mh.n m d ondlersind vk mﬂa.rmmt;an mese
Studets wivh o | +<p.
Secondly, Whe avther Génles Lhat comeosiFon
IS M r‘ergl when hmndwf*;}mﬁ Svsed and no
\hg_, aviher Dacks G her-sistenon +
v\‘ls vote &4p lainin +h¢«fome %W#é
Ay +o w orfx! about WM+ ks
é’\nﬁm LS W‘é onNn P}mr Auﬂ-wlwf‘v!ﬂy\.%
V\ff , Fink claims vhat beH—cfhﬂhdwmwéw l/
hel %dmmefo E:%Hr..n Schdol. T+ improvesYmeotor
ﬁv\o [ and con evey hzylp the eacher read )+
which ma lead e a [ SLole 0N i+3 dwn.-
The ﬂw%hoﬁ Also vsesbabores Hat chim Lot
Writing will prepane Sudents Mg Dor Jests like
rhe SK ‘?s
Th concdusion, #he avihel phoves ’ﬂ SN A

+ hndwriting s 'm portont by ¢Xplainirg the
Mif °\$ O; Wflpf)ﬂpﬂﬂfﬂl?ﬂﬁln 5;%0"]/"1”/&
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Continue your response to PART A, QUESTION 2 on this page. Do not skip lines.

Gameo Sitlona l SKills.
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Continue your response to PART A, QUESTION 3 on this page. Do not skip lines.

‘EY\ COY\O\uS'IOn, Yhae evvvnor wQ,Hw(ePaM'
iMNce aNd ysed recent studics. Budy ghecoul
hewve 1sed mete credible sowees, ﬁs?@e,dﬁr//)/ g
vhe second half a@&rl@a?cor.
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Write your response to PART A, QUESTION 1 on this page only. Do not skip lines.
A moin Taen Rlng  preseatet by the  Owbher s
the FM?“}) of  ®rveaswp TR youmer  Scheas, Edwarin
Sysiems ot Moy NS fo gk oeewk  pearmonghy
de do i Ny ey s one
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Begin your response to PART A, QUESTION 2 on this page. Do not skip lines.

The Cloms  us® oy  the  uMor  Ong  OWPBaGRY
oo vortey  OF  perspecktves, The oo
buiMie  On  Ye  cmims  of profeanels  owp by -
bock +o hE  mon Taeng.One  OfF Hhe  Clodwy  polteed
in e OUDurtt wes 0wy bhew  hoadudWyg B
0L ORiM fhar 3 feskCd 0N, 50 SUwo  Syswes oot
Fogh  Th Ardng Yo Lawm Dichedh; O 06506MC
Pofesor o TIW, She wepes  Povmesvy P
OMe sk OWR shad  YE  teagias Tn O o
dore by Vivgwin  Bectivger, o prepessot 0 Cdymbty
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Write your response to PART A, QUESTION 3 on this page only. Do not skip lines
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AP® Seminar 2022 Scoring Commentary

End-of-Course Exam
Part A: Short Answer

Note: Student samples are quoted verbatim and may contain spelling and grammatical errors.
Overview

This task asked students to read and understand an argument, identify the line of reasoning and
evaluate the credibility and relevance of the evidence advanced by the author in support of that
argument.

Sample: A
Score: 3
Score: 6
Score: 6

Row 1: Understand and Analyze Argument

The response earned 3 points because it accurately identifies all parts of the author’s argument: [1]
“schools should continue to emphasize handwriting due to its benefits in [2] improving a student’s
cognitive and [3] academic skill.” Part 1 of the argument is addressed when the response recognizes
that schools should emphasize handwriting. Part 2 of the argument is addressed when the response
notes that one of the benefits of handwriting instruction is improving a student’s cognition, which
was used during scoring as an overarching category for memory, impulse control, attention, etc.
Part 3 of the argument is addressed when the response notes the improvement in academic skill
(i.e., improved academic performance).

Row 2: Understand and Analyze Argument

The response earned 6 points because it correctly identifies most major claims (e.g. “handwriting
instruction is fading from prominence,” “writing by hand also activates the parts of the brain that
are involved in memory, impulse control,” “many studies have linked handwriting fluency with
compositional skills,” “students with better handwriting do well in school,” and “keyboarding and
tech skills are a necessity, but handwriting matters, too.”). The response presents a thorough
explanation of the line of reasoning, emphasizing the link between each claim. For example, the
response demonstrates an understanding of how the author crafts the argument with phrases such
as, “the author establishes the problem at hand by identifying,” “She...connects this to their next
claim...by introducing an additional reason why handwriting is a positive asset to students.” Later
in the paragraph, the response demonstrates an understanding of how claims connect to the overall
argument by noting how “[the author] uses evidence about college students to support her argument
and connects it to her case on continuing handwriting instruction.” The response further explains
the author’s line of reasoning by noting a transition from cognitive to academic benefits and how
“the author acknowledges the opposition by referencing the importance of typing.” Throughout,

the response demonstrates a comprehensive understanding of the author’s line of reasoning
concerning the benefits of handwriting instruction and consistently makes clear the connections
between claims and the overall argument.

© 2022 College Board.
Visit College Board on the web: collegeboard.org.



AP® Seminar 2022 Scoring Commentary

End-of-Course Exam
Part A: Short Answer

Row 3: Evaluate Sources and Evidence

The response earned 6 points because it provides a detailed evaluation of the evidence used to
support the author’s main argument. The response begins by noting a “variety of evidence [used to]
reinforce [the author’s] argument.” Then, the response evaluates Dinehart, affirming the credibility
of the source as well as its relevance “to the topic at hand,” and because “it demonstrates the
relationship between handwriting and increased cognitive skill.” Later, the response evaluates the
relevance and credibility of a “2007 study published in the British Journal of Education Psychology,”
noting its credibility as an academic journal and its relevance in showing “how handwriting is
beneficial to students compared to typing, connecting back to her main claim ... the need to continue
handwriting instruction.” This response also notes a limitation of the publication date in terms of
currency, observing differences in technology “7 years ago” as compared to what “students have
access to today.” Lastly, the response evaluates an “anecdotal quote from a 6th grade English
teacher at Woodson ISD in Texas,” acknowledging that “it is not from an academic source” but also
observing that the “evidence is from a person relevant to the topic” and the “argument as it
demonstrates how handwriting is linked to academic achievement.” Overall, the response evaluates
multiple pieces of evidence in detail: it acknowledges the author’s use of credible and relevant
information to support the overall argument but discusses limitations to the evidence as well.
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Sample: B
Score: 2
Score: 4
Score: 4

Row 1: Understand and Analyze Argument

The response earned 2 points because it accurately identifies part of the author’s argument:
handwriting is related to doing better in school/compositional skills. The response mentions

that handwriting is important because it relates to memory but does not specify that handwriting
improves memory or activates different parts of the brain associated with memory. Additionally, the
response does not address that handwriting should be taught in school but simply states that it is
an important skill. Thus, the response does not identify all main parts of the author’s argument.

Row 2: Understand and Analyze Argument

The response earned 4 points because it accurately identifies some claims (e.g., “composition is
improved when handwriting is used”; “better handwriting will help students do better in school”).
This response partially addresses a third claim by stating "writing helps to connect information
through the brain." Each claim is followed by a brief description of evidence used to support the
claim, which partially explains the author’s line of reasoning, but these statements rely more on
summary and provide only minimal connections between the claims. For example, in the second
paragraph, the response uses superficial connective phrases such as “The author first begins by
explaining,” “She exemplifies this by including,” and “It proves her point by saying.” Additionally,
in the last sentence, the response states, “In conclusion, the author proves the point that handwriting
is important by explaining the effects it has on memory, performance in school, and compositional
skills.” In this sentence there is a connection made between the claims and the overall argument.
These connections move the student out of the 2-point column and into the 4-point column. It does
not achieve 6 points because the connections and explanation of the line of reasoning are not
thorough or detailed.

Row 3: Evaluate Sources and Evidence

The response earned 4 points for this row because it provides a vague assessment of two pieces

of evidence: “recent studies such as the one from 2014,” and “Laura Dinehart, who is a professor

at Florida International University.” Surrounding these pieces of evidence are general evaluative
statements such as “her sources were also accredited correctly, and showed the author’s knowledge
and research concerning the topic.” Later, the response shows some evaluation by referring to the
lack of credible sources; however, this evaluation is limited as the student offers only broad
statements: “while most sources from the first half of her essay were very credible, most of the ones
in the second half were not.” The response provides another superficial evaluation when stating
“she uses a lot of quotes from past teachers or current ones ... they help to prove her point but aren’t
actually based off of research ... [teachers] are just going off of how they think their students are
doing.” While evaluative in nature, this explanation lacks detail. Overall, the discussion of

evidence addresses credibility, but it provides a limited assessment of relevance, strengths

and/or weaknesses.
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Sample: C
Score: 1
Score: 2
Score: 2

Row 1: Understand and Analyze Argument

The response earned 1 point because it misidentifies the author’s argument when it states the “main
idea presented by the author is the fading of penmanship in younger schools.” The response also
misidentifies the argument when it states, “systems are not required to teach penmanship.” For this
reason, the response earned a score of 1.

Row 2: Understand and Analyze Argument

The response earned 2 points because it only accurately identifies one claim with specificity, that
“handwriting instruction improved composition.” The response misstates a claim by stating that

“it isn’t a skill that is tested on, so schools don’t teach it.” The response also goes on to misidentify
another claim by stating that “parents are being involved by any at home instruction to help improve
the penmanship of children.” Because the response only accurately identifies one claim, it earns a
score of 2.

Row 3: Evaluate Sources and Evidence

The response earned 2 points because it makes broad statements regarding the effectiveness and
credibility of sources. For example, the response notes, “the use of a professional lens provides the
reader with some credibility on the subject” and “the use of a parental lens gives a more relatable
yet credible lens that readers can trust.” The only reference to specific pieces of evidence can be
found in the response to question 2, but as there is no evaluation of this evidence or explanation of
how it supports claims this does not contribute to the score in question 3. Overall, this response
scores low because it does not evaluate strengths and weaknesses of specific evidence, nor does it
demonstrate an understanding of how the author uses the evidence.
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