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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

2018 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

s, WTHRIRT D EFITTRRT IOV THARET, ROBRIFK THE LRV TT, 28775,
WTHRTITL - ERRINH D L, BRE 2R THWVNTT,

F9. K THERTIUE, bo LRI H Y £, FITHIRTIIE. BEZRTIEARY A, FRTREBRA
bE, k<EZ20IFLETHLRUITT, BUIEZIZE, BBRTOHDEWEERENET, "R THEITIUX. &
T DONRKb-TH% T, BEDHZ ENHkET,

Zo/RbY, FTHIRTIIE, R LEZHRE - EEVHLSLTWTT, RBRAH 725, WARNSHEERT 5 D
BHRET, HTHERTIIL, SNoERNSIXWNHEDINE LR, ZORWT, Bl THIELZERNDNT
e
LU, HHZIE TRIIRT 2 DITh - EFHNTT, 1IEDDANRE S TWHRIC, B4 THIRT 2O HRET,
TERT DI DITFENFTZH S DIXE THRETT, FIT, 2923IVFEEDLEMENARLEPERNSENH D F
T FEOFTCRIIRT S 72012, W TRIBR L7 VDN T,

fiam L C, FICHBET IRV LT VoIl KTTUEb o LRSS L, BLEE RS THWNWL, b
S LEOTT, IR THIRLIZ AN OWEEBNET, ZROB T, AR—Y EEIEO% T, BERZ R~
7% T, BRTHONHETT, ZhUTb - EERZERVET,

Sample: B

A FIXFHIOf5R & K DORTROBENIFEL £,

RICHB LT, FORICEHSTEZEE2ZREZTWAF ¥ U ANEZ, FLT, B RaE L6, A RLANRAR
K FET, FiF e, HEP-T26, IRWL, 74—HRATH5ZLER L EHLWTT,

AL, TSRS D Z EDIENRR VW ERWET, FICEZT R, o0 LTWET, T LT, hTunan
DT, bo bR ETE L LHNET, TH, FITFERBHL06. HAFTVERAH Y EH A,

FlOMIR S ZDOMIRIZIE S>HLEHEWVNWRA » FETEWRA LV BB 91T Y, FITENCMHRT 52 L nnind
BFWET, FUI TSRS 22D T, RICHRTEETA, IR LZL, T oV LT, oL BRI M5RE N
THENTEET,

Sample: C

K2DOR_RLELTIDPVVNWEE ST, HEWENRLE THLRDWTT, HBEINELWVWTTITE, 1E<DBTT IR
NC_RAZE ) LTVET, ERITRPVBX T, MW TWARICHE X T, NEICEDHT-EN~T-TT,

BRI DO H & 12, WWEFFHIZRAE 19 LTWET, BB 210N E, WA LESL Y ET, TH,
BEER Db 2 h - EN VN EEHNWEST, 2N TWa+t T HRCEET, THiE Bhair 2NTY,

© 2018 The College Board.
Visit the College Board on the Web: www.collegeboard.org.



AP® JAPANESE LANGUAGE AND CULTURE
2018 SCORING COMMENTARY

Presentational Writing: Compare and Contrast Article
Note: Student samples are quoted verbatim and may contain 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, which is given only in English, asks
students, based on their own experience, to compare two opposing sides of a single topic by identifying three
aspects of the topic and highlighting similarities and differences between the opposing sides. In addition,
students are asked to express their preference for one or the other of the opposing sides and to provide their
reasoning for that choice. The responses are expected to demonstrate the ability to identify, to compare, 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
and syntactic structures.

The 2018 prompt asked students to compare and contrast studying in the morning versus studying at night.

Sample: A
Score: 5

This response addresses all aspect of the prompt, including expression of preference and reasoning. The
article is well organized and coherent, with appropriate use of transitional elements and cohesive devices
including £, & THBT L, TPV | HITRIRITIIL; and FHEw L T.

There is general ease of expression, with occasional unnatural flow of expression that does not interfere with
comprehensibility (& T#H#158 9 % & should be % 241583 % & ). There are infrequent errors in orthography (‘=1
- 725 should be = 7=Z2%; W X 5 £ 9 should be W X & ¥ £ 97). Use of register is consistent
except for an occasional lapse (plain style W\ > X\ & % 225 LiL72 ) is used while the overall style is —
desu/masu style).

A variety of vocabulary is used (& 5i; #axHZ; 7; @4; {#71]). There is appropriate use of grammatical
structures, with sporadic errors in complex structures (FAIEA& THITR L 7= )5 03\ 72 & vy 9 should be FATT
WITHER L7270 & £ 9),

This response suggests emerging excellence in presentational writing. It could have earned a higher score had
it used a greater variety of vocabulary and idioms as well as a greater variety of grammatical and syntactic
structures (e.g., the conditional —(r)eba form seems to predominate, and might have been phrased with
alternative structures).

Sample: B
Score: 4

This response addresses all aspects of the prompt, including preference and reasoning. The article is generally
coherent, with some use of transitional devices (e.g., 7217 &; & L C; T®H).

While much of the article shows ease of expression, there are also a number of places with unnatural flow of

expression that does not interfere with comprehensibility (8 O fhig & & DO FhiR D iEV MZEE L 9 should be &
DR &R DOFFROEFENZOWCEE LE T, and KSR L 726, ZOHIZEHSTZZ EE2RATWVWDLT ¥ AR
%\ might be better phrased as IZfFE L7256, TDRICE 2722 L 2 7R 2 TV D A[REMES BV T,
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Presentational Writing: Compare and Contrast Article (continued)

Mistakes in use of the AP kanji are minimal, i.e., BIIZ #5892 = & DL should be HiZEhiR+ 5 = & D F 3.
The use of register is consistent except for one lapse (& 2 TV 5T v > A%V, ), where da-style/plain style
occurs in what is otherwise —masu/polite style.

The article employs appropriate but basic vocabulary and idioms. There is appropriate use of grammatical and
syntactic structures, with minimal errors (e.g., #1978 % TX 5 should be 153 T 3).

This response demonstrates competence in presentational writing. Had it used a greater variety of vocabulary
and idioms, along with more complex grammatical structures exhibiting ease of expression, it could have
earned a higher score.

Sample: C
Score: 2

This response addresses the topic directly. However, the information is scattered and lacking in coherence,
making the points of comparison difficult to identify. There is no use of transitional devices, and only minimal
use of cohesive expressions (ThH).

Unnatural flow of expression frequently interferes with readability (e.g., £281TCVE & T 72V CUVURRIZE &
T, should be IFHRLEE T, mWTWARFFICEZ ET;1E< OB TTOITIZAICRAZ L H LTWET
should be IZ< DB TTDIIKIZHIAT S Z & T9). The response has frequent errors in orthography (e.g., . >
£\ should be Vo (X)),

There are frequent mistakes in the use of the AP kaniji (e.g., XA & X 9 should be #15%; & & should be ).

The response shows insufficient vocabulary and limited control of grammatical structures that frequently
interfere with comprehensibility or result in fragmented language (e.g., B72BN 2 2l XW1 6, WAL ED
< Y %7 might be better expressed as B2 NN ENEND, EHE WD TR TX £9).

The response suggests a lack of competence in presentational writing, and it could have achieved a higher
score with use of transitional elements to demarcate the points of comparison, greater control of basic
grammatical structures, and use of appropriate vocabulary.
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