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Question 4: Argument Essay 5 points 

Reporting 
Category Scoring Criteria 

Row A 
Claim/Thesis 

(0–1 points) 

0 points 
Does not meet the criteria for one point. 

1 point 
Responds to the prompt with a defensible claim or thesis that establishes a line of reasoning.  

Decision Rules and Scoring Notes 
Responses that do not earn this point: 
• Only restate the prompt.
• Do not make a claim that responds to the prompt.

Responses that earn this point: 
• Respond to the prompt rather than restating or rephrasing the prompt and establish a line

of reasoning.
• Provide a defensible claim or thesis that establishes a line of reasoning about whether

executive term limits sustain political legitimacy using one or more of the provided course
concepts: stability, accountability, or policy implementation.

Examples that do not earn this point: 
Restate the prompt 
• “Executive term limits do not sustain political legitimacy.”
• “Executive terms limits are good for a country’s political

legitimacy.”

Do not respond to the prompt 
• “Elections are important for a country’s political

legitimacy.” 
• “Executives must remain accountable to the public if they 

want to remain in office.” 

Examples that earn this point: 
• “Executive term limits sustain political legitimacy as it creates stability in the electoral system

as seen in the peaceful transfer from one government to the next.”
• “Executive term limits sustain political legitimacy as they create accountability of the

executive through regular elections.”
• “Executive term limits sustain political legitimacy as they promote more of a focus on

creating/implementing policy rather than election support.”
• “Executive term limits weaken political legitimacy by preventing citizens from re-electing an

official and holding them accountable.” 
• “Executive term limits weaken political legitimacy and stability by preventing good officials

from being re-elected.”  
• “Executive term limits can weaken political legitimacy, as policy implementation is not

consistent over time.”
Additional Notes: 
• The claim or thesis must consist of one or more sentences that may be located anywhere in the response. 
• A claim or thesis that meets the criteria can be awarded the point whether or not the rest of the response successfully supports that line of reasoning. 
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Reporting 
Category Scoring Criteria 

Row B 
Evidence 

(0–2 points) 

0 points 
Does not meet the criteria for one 
point. 

1 point 
Provides one piece of specific and relevant evidence 
from a course country relevant to one of the course 
concepts in the prompt.  

2 points 
Provides two pieces of specific and relevant evidence from one 
or more course countries relevant to one or more of the course 
concepts in the prompt.  

Decision Rules and Scoring Notes 
Responses that do not earn points: 
• Do not provide any accurate

evidence. 
• Provide evidence that is not

relevant to the course concepts
in the prompt.

Responses that earn 1 or 2 points: 
• Provide specific and relevant evidence from required course countries, relevant to the course concepts in the prompt.

Examples that do not earn points: 
Provide evidence that is not specific 
• “Mexico has no term limits which

is why democracy has not been
consolidated in the country.”

Provide evidence that is not relevant 
to course concepts in the prompt 
• “The United Kingdom holds

elections every 5 years, and the
elections act as term limits for
prime ministers.”

Examples of acceptable specific and relevant evidence (one example is one piece of evidence): 
• “Mexico’s one six-year term limit, which provides a reliable expectation that elections will occur regularly.”
• “Nigeria, Iran, and Russia each have a limit of two-terms, which provides a reliable expectation that elections will occur

regularly.”
• “Xi’s removal of term limits for president changes the expectation of regular transfer of power in China.”
• “Putin revised the executive term limits in Russia to have his term start over, decreasing his accountability to the

people.” 
• “Putin revised the executive term limits in Russia to have his term start over, creating more consistent policy

implementation for Russia.”
• “In Iran, term limits are not effective because the Supreme Leader and Guardian Council have a say in the candidates

for president.”
• “China has no executive term limits, so they are able to maintain consistent policy and stability.”
• “In Iran, the Supreme Leader has no term limits, and is seen as a stabilizing, religious leader for the theocratic country.”
• “UK has no term limits for prime minister, but regular elections are held to maintain accountability of the government

to the people.”

Additional Notes: 
• A response does not need to earn the point in Row A to earn points in Row B.
• A response does not need to explain the relationship between the evidence and the claim or thesis to earn points in Row B. (That explanation is evaluated in

Row C.)
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Reporting 
Category Scoring Criteria 

Row C 
Reasoning 

(0–1 points) 

0 points 
Does not meet the criteria for one point. 

1 point 
Explains how or why the evidence supports the claim or thesis. 

Decision Rules and Scoring Notes 

Responses that do not earn this point: 
• Include evidence but offer no reasoning to connect the

evidence to the claim or thesis.
• Restate the prompt without explaining how the evidence

supports the claim or thesis.

Responses that earn this point: 
• Explain the relationship between the evidence provided and the claim or thesis.

Examples that do not earn this point: 
• “The Nigerian president can serve for a maximum of two

terms.”
• “The Iranian executive may only serve 2 terms, which

helps to sustain political legitimacy and stability.”

Examples of reasoning that explain how evidence supports the claim or thesis: 
• “The presence of a viable expectation of leadership change through term limits promotes

stability, enhancing legitimacy of the regime.”
• “Fixed term limits promote more efficient use of one’s governing time in crafting policy that will

be implemented in a short amount of time with lasting effects, enhancing legitimacy of the
regime.” 

• “Since term limits allow executives to be in office for a certain amount of time, citizens are less
able to hold their executives accountable when they make poor decisions or are corrupt. This
undermines the regime’s legitimacy as voters can’t hold the executive accountable.”

• “Term limits do not sustain legitimacy, as countries that do not have term limits may have more
consistent policies that can enhance legitimacy."

Additional Notes: 
• To earn this point, the response must have a defensible claim or thesis (earned the point in Row A). 
• The explanation of the relationship between one piece of evidence and the claim or thesis is sufficient to earn this point.
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Reporting 
Category Scoring Criteria 

 

Row D 
Responds to 

Alternate 
Perspectives 

(0–1 points) 

0 points 
Does not meet the criteria for one point. 

1 point 
Responds to an opposing or alternate perspective using refutation, concession, or 
rebuttal. 

Decision Rules and Scoring Notes 

Responses that do not earn this point: 
• Restate the opposite of the claim or thesis. 
• May identify or describe an alternate perspective but do not refute,

concede, or rebut that perspective.

Responses that earn this point: 
• Must describe an alternate perspective AND refute, concede, or rebut that

perspective. 

Examples of responses that do not earn this point: 
Restate the opposite of the claim or thesis 
• “Even with evidence to the contrary, many try to argue that term limits

are not effective at creating political legitimacy for a country.”

Describe an alternate perspective but do not refute, concede, or rebut 
that perspective 
• “There are those who argue that regularly held, free and fair elections

are the best source of political legitimacy for a country.”

Examples of acceptable responses to an alternate perspective may include: 
• “While term limits could lead to instability due to inconsistency in policy from one

leader to the next, the term limits are long enough to mitigate that threat to
legitimacy.”

• “While term limits allow less time for executives to build and strengthen policies
or establish expertise, the length of the terms are long enough to mitigate that
threat to legitimacy.”

• “While term limits keep power from amassing with one individual over time,
citizens are unable to vote a person out of office due to term limits, weakening
accountability and legitimacy.”

• “While term limits may sustain legitimacy in the short term, there are other ways
to sustain long term legitimacy that are more important than term limits, such as
the success and continuity of economic and religious polices found in countries
that do not have executive term limits."

Additional Notes: 

• To earn this point, the response must have a defensible claim or thesis (earned the point in Row A).
• Responses that demonstrate an incorrect understanding of the alternate perspective do not earn this point.
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Question 4 
Argument Essay 

Overview 
 
The intent of this question was to assess students’ understanding of term limits and their impact on legitimacy 
in regimes using one or more of the following course concepts: stability, accountability, or policy 
implementation. Students were expected to articulate a defensible claim/thesis and establish a line of 
reasoning using one or more of the concepts provided; support the thesis with relevant evidence from a course 
country; use reasoning to explain why the evidence provided supports the thesis; and respond to an alternative 
perspective using refutation, concession, or rebuttal. Students were expected to write an argumentative essay, 
demonstrating each of the skills mentioned above. In particular, students needed to be able to demonstrate 
their understanding of the relationship between executive term limits and legitimacy by indicating what the 
causal mechanism of that relationship is—using the course concepts to provide that connection. Students 
further needed to demonstrate their knowledge of the course countries by providing appropriate evidence from 
these countries involving the course concept or concepts the students used in their thesis. Students also 
needed to able to demonstrate their understanding of how the evidence they described was linked to the 
relationship between term limits and legitimacy. Finally, students needed to demonstrate their understanding 
of alternative explanations by describing an alternative thesis but then explaining why that thesis is 
inadequate (or, if they chose to concede, by explaining why the alternative is actually better than their thesis). 

Sample: 4A 
Claim/Thesis Score: 1 
Evidence Score: 2 
Reasoning Score: 1 
Alternative Perspectives Score: 1 

The response earned 1 point for responding to the prompt with a defensible claim or thesis that establishes a 
line of reasoning using one or more of the provided course concepts by stating that “executive term limits are 
crucial in sustaining political legitimacy, as they foster stability and cement accountability in states.” 

The response earned 2 points for supporting the claim with two pieces of evidence from one or more of the 
course countries that are related to the topic and course concept in the prompt by stating that “in Nigeria, the 
executive term limit of two four-year terms is fundamental to Nigeria’s stability” and “In Mexico, the executive 
term limits a president’s tenure to one six year term ... The sexenio is important to the executive’s 
accountability because it formally prevents the unbridled consolidation of political power.” 

The response earned 1 point for using reasoning to explain how or why one piece of evidence supports the 
claim by stating, “Through enforcing accountability within the executive, executive term limits build political 
legitimacy.” 

The response earned 1 point for responding to an alternative perspective by stating that “one of the fallbacks 
of the executive term limits is the question of government effectiveness and policy implementation. Often, the 
policies implemented by the chief executive ... can be reversed or interfered with by later executives ... In this 
way, having no executive term limit ... can improve government effectiveness. ... However, the accountability 
and stability that executive term limits cultivate can strengthen political legitimacy of a state.” 
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Question 4 (continued) 

Sample: 4B 
Claim/Thesis Score: 1 
Evidence Score: 1 
Reasoning Score: 1 
Alternative Perspectives Score: 0 

The response earned 1 point for responding to the prompt with a defensible claim or thesis that establishes a 
line of reasoning by stating, “Executive term limits sustain political legitimacy because they ensure diverse 
policies are implemented which helps maintain stability.” 

The response earned 1 point for supporting the claim with one piece of evidence from one of the course 
countries that is related to the topic and course concept in the prompt by stating, “Mexico has a six-year term 
limit” and “a swing of power between PRI and PAN ... has increased the diversity in their policy.” The 
response did not earn a second point because the piece of evidence it provides about the United Kingdom is 
inaccurate. 

The response earned 1 point for explaining how the evidence supports the thesis by stating about Mexico, 
“This has increased the diversity in their policy and therefore increased Legitimacy.” 

The response did not earn a point for responding to an alternative perspective because an alternative 
perspective is not provided. 

Sample: 4C 
Claim/Thesis Score: 1 
Evidence Score: 0 
Reasoning Score: 0 
Alternative Perspectives Score: 0 

The response earned 1 point for responding to the prompt with a defensible claim or thesis that establishes a 
line of reasoning by stating, “Term limits … sustain political legitamacy through maintaining stability and ... 
transitions of power.” 

The response did not earn points for supporting the claim with two pieces of evidence from one or more of the 
course countries that are related to the topic and course concept in the prompt because no evidence is 
provided. 

The response did not earn a point for explaining how the evidence supports the thesis because no evidence is 
provided. 

The response did not earn a point for responding to an alternative perspective because no alternative 
perspective is provided. 
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