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AP® Japanese Language and Culture 2021 Scoring Guidelines

Question 2: Compare and Contrast Article 6 points

General Scoring Note
When applying the scoring guidelines, the response does not need to meet every single criterion in a column. You should award the score according to

the preponderance of evidence.
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AP® Japanese Language and Culture 2021 Scoring Guidelines

1 2 3 4 5 6
Very weak Weak Adequate Good Very good Excellent
Demonstrates lack of Suggests lack of Suggests emerging Demonstrates Suggests emerging Demonstrates excellence

competence in

presentational writing

competence in
presentational writing

competence in
presentational writing

competence in
presentational writing

excellence in
presentational writing

in presentational writing

Article addresses prompt
only minimally

Article addresses topic
only marginally or
addresses only some

Article addresses topic
directly but may not
address all aspects of

Article addresses all
aspects of prompt,
including expression of

Article addresses all
aspects of prompt,
including expression of

Article addresses all
aspects of prompt with
thoroughness and detail,

results in very fragmented
language

results in fragmented
language

simple structures

5 aspects of prompt prompt preference and reasoning, preference and reasoning including expression of
E but may lack detail or preference and reasoning
: elaboration
S Lacks organization and e Scattered information Portions may lack Generally organized and Well organized and Well organized and
8 coherence generally lacks organization or coherent; use of coherent, with a coherent, with a clear
~ organization and coherence; infrequent use transitional elements and progression of ideas that progression of ideas; use
‘2 coherence; minimal or no of transitional elements cohesive devices may be is generally clear; some of appropriate transitional
= use of transitional and cohesive devices inconsistent use of transitional elements and cohesive
elements and cohesive elements and cohesive devices
devices devices
Labored expression e Labored expression Strained or unnatural flow Strained or unnatural flow Generally exhibits ease of Natural, easily flowing
constantly interferes with frequently interferes with of expression sometimes of expression does not expression expression
comprehensibility comprehensibility interferes with interfere with
comprehensibility comprehensibility
> Errors in orthography and e Errors in orthography and Errors in orthography and Errors in orthography and Infrequent or insignificant Orthography and
E mechanics very frequent mechanics frequent or mechanics may be mechanics do not errors in orthography and mechanics virtually error
E or significantly interfere interfere with readability frequent or interfere with interfere with readability mechanics free
g with readability readability
Constant use of register e Frequent mistakes in use May include frequent May include several Occasional mistakes in use Virtually no mistakes in
and style inappropriate to of kanji according to AP mistakes in use of kanji mistakes in use of kanji of kanji according to AP use of kanji according to
situation Japanese kaniji list according to AP Japanese according to AP Japanese Japanese kaniji list AP Japanese kanji list
kanji list kanji list
Insufficient, inappropriate e Insufficient, inappropriate Some inappropriate Appropriate but limited Variety of vocabulary and Rich vocabulary and
vocabulary and idioms vocabulary and idioms vocabulary and idioms vocabulary and idioms idioms, with sporadic idioms
w constantly interfere with frequently interfere with interfere with errors
g comprehensibility comprehensibility comprehensibility
‘“DJ Limited control of e Limited control of Errors in grammatical and Appropriate use of Appropriate use of Excellent use of grammar
< grammatical and syntactic grammatical and syntactic syntactic structures grammatical and syntactic grammatical and syntactic and syntax, with minimal
8 structures significantly structures frequently sometimes interfere with structures, but with structures, with sporadic or no errors
2 interferes with interferes with comprehensibility several errors in complex errors in complex
5 comprehensibility or comprehensibility or structures or limited to structures

Score of 0: UNACCEPTABLE-Contains nothing that earns credit

Mere restatement of the prompt

Not in Japanese

NR (No Response): BLANK (no response)

Clearly does not respond to the prompt; completely irrelevant to the topic
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Presentational Writing: Compare and Contrast Article
Sample: A

TN EFieZ L Xy arThaFIcZ L LR THAIZWEEWET, EHILZALBHTWELLEZALD
DET, TH, AT THIZ EDIF I NIF-&TT,

TP, MTAZHEODZLDIEI>NBLWERWET, oL &, KOFFIT—FERTIC/RDZLTT, TH, 4
TA U THELEMOZ LIZKIZLTLED ZENZNTT, BIIE, FFax XY arORXEHL T2 L1
RIZTDANENEHNET, [(EFHATNDZ EICEFTEHIY, XY aqZEPFLTLENET, Fhh

O, NV arEFENTELLEHPENLTLENET,

WIZ, R a3 THRDLDOWWDETYT, NV arThited, MEEDLRLTHLWWTT, b, 24583 a0 T
FieZ EOIE ) DNHERICWWD S LLERA, LT, AV aroifftbHEoxd, ThH, Ao—Mofic—
DFELMA > TWNRWTT,

RIS, TP EZFEE LS, MTHOEA—BEZWMDOIE ) NHHEIZEENES, ZL T, TOMER
EIIROZ LN TEET, NV arTbrd, MOMTA—LEZWMOLRTTRY £ A, TLT, 2 ORE
TRV Ay effid LT TEETA, b, SLREENNY 2 TR EREPHRALLOLZALNERA,

fiam & LC, AT TRETDIE D 23 F & T, T, HAENLLWNL T, o AL~ T, hOBRESH
5 LBRVETNOLHERLDICHARZIZI PRV EBNETS,

Sample: B

MBDFATFRE I Ea—F—DFATEEN K LRXTHLET, BRIFEL RLFELIHY 7,

—ORIZ BRIEN NHOFTATLEEDIL, RPELWVWY, I a—F—FEDIL, HAENTT, NADOFHAT
TEMETHERELWVWT LT, v a—F—0FHATENENENTT,

ZOBIZ BB IFEN DARDFTAULEFEDIL, HBroltBER, A a—H—0DHAVEFEDIL, WV TT, »n
AR NDOE B roltHTLE, v Ea—2—0B 20 TWEWNWTT,

LrL, ACFE2AORALLED 2 Ea—F—0ATEH BLWAIIZLTWET, hhb 2 Ea—F—N)
HHRIZ VS ZE2LET,

WZIN, DBRDFATERELTNR, 2 Ea—FOmMAREELD, boblFEXTT, AR RLILITHEOLNT
T, DHOFEATEEN —F & TT,

Sample: C

FAEFAREZFHFLETHLWVNTT, Th, Ex—XOFAZ VXX VFHEETH, Er—OHTEHBIENT
b, A7V XOFtelEE THANENTY, T LT, ZEFAZ ) XOHEIET v T r—vFrneEThbdn
TY, EXY—R0OHET7T v 7 o —FUFEBRBWTT, Th, A7 UV XOHLOFEr— KD L THRXLT
ThE, FUIAZ X0y —R_REVFETT, FL T, A7V XOHDTHRO—FIZAZHAET, V—X
WIRO—FARZHEL, ¢ THLREVORITIE Yy —OKIIHY FHANG, FAEIIE Y —ORZHEHLET,
THRUTI AT U XDIFADHE T,
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Presentational Writing: Compare and Contrast Article
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 kanji,
to make use of a robust vocabulary, and to demonstrate control over grammatical structures.

The 2021 prompt asked students to compare and contrast reading something on a screen and reading
something on paper.

Sample: A
Score: 6

This article demonstrates excellence in presentational writing. It addresses all aspects of the prompt with
thoroughness and detail, including expression of preference and reasoning (FMTHE THTr DIF 5 W& T,
T, A2ENZRVD 5 TY). It is well organized and coherent with frequent use of transitional elements
and cohesive devices (F77; &IZ; & #1Z 5 fism & L ). The article exhibits natural, easy flowing expression.
Orthography and mechanics are virtually error free except for a minor error (# —%). There are virtually no
errors in the use of AP kanji. The use of register and style is consistent and appropriate to the situation. Rich
vocabulary and idioms are used (4, ##/&). The language uses a variety of appropriate grammatical and
syntactic structures (—Z & T3, —9X%; —LY; - CLEWVET; —b; —IZ & o), with minimal errors (4
HFTELHZEITRUICT DN, ZOMEREICFEFHOZ LN TEET).

Sample: B
Score: 3

This article suggests emerging competence in presentational writing. It addresses the prompt directly,
including expression of preference (NADFATLF SN, 2 Ea—FDmATEELD, bo LF&TT, Ak
N RLELLT =D LWTT). It is generally coherent, with some use of transitional devices (—2> B2 ; 2 H
12 ; L L ; £%%12). The strained flow of expressions sometimes interferes with comprehensibility (5723 9 &
MINBDRATEEDIT, BroBEN, I Ea—X—DRATEFEDIX, BWNTT, DARLEr-oEHTL
72). There are some errors in orthography and mechanics, though they do not interfere with comprehensibility
(2 Vw9 2% LE ). The grammatical errors sometimes impede comprehensibility (7>Z D&t A 725
N, AU 2—FDOFIEELY, b o Lif&T9). This response could have earned a higher score had it
exhibited better language control to express preferences and reasons.
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Presentational Writing: Compare and Contrast Article (continued)

Sample: C
Score: 2

This article suggests a lack of competence in presentational writing. It addresses the topic marginally (£° v —
NOFELITEPENTH, 27 U XOFTTE TH HAE W TT) though the information is scattered and lacks
coherence. Unnatural flow of expression frequently interferes with comprehensibility. (£ v —/ D3T3 7 v 7
v — A X BV T) There is minimal use of transitional devices (% L <) and cohesive expressions (T1h).
The labored expression frequently interferes with readability, asin ¥ —/ XD 527 V X L VG EThy YV —X
1IFLD—F A% 3 E L72). There are frequent errors in orthography (v —/%, 227 U X, 7w T o —F v, Y
— X). Limited control of grammatical structures frequently results in fragmented language (A7 U X OFiie D
THRODO—FIFA & HiA F 7). This response could have earned a higher score with greater control over
grammatical structures, more attention to organization, and fewer errors in orthography.
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