AP® WORLD LANGUAGE AND CULTURE EXAMS
2012 SCORING GUIDELINES
Presentational Writing: Persuasive Essay
5: STRONG performance in Presentational Writing
•
Effective treatment of topic within the context of the task
•
Demonstrates a high degree of comprehension of the sources’ viewpoints, with very few minor inaccuracies
•
Integrates content from all three sources in support of the essay
•
Presents and defends the student’s own viewpoint on the topic with a high degree of clarity; develops a persuasive
argument with coherence and detail
•
Organized essay; effective use of transitional elements or cohesive devices
•
Fully understandable, with ease and clarity of expression; occasional errors do not impede comprehensibility
•
Varied and appropriate vocabulary and idiomatic language
•
Accuracy and variety in grammar, syntax and usage, with few errors
•
Develops paragraph-length discourse with a variety of simple and compound sentences, and some complex
sentences
4: GOOD performance in Presentational Writing
Generally effective treatment of topic within the context of the task
Demonstrates comprehension of the sources’ viewpoints; may include a few inaccuracies
Summarizes, with limited integration, content from all three sources in support of the essay
Presents and defends the student’s own viewpoint on the topic with clarity; develops a persuasive argument with
coherence
•
Organized essay; some effective use of transitional elements or cohesive devices
•
Fully understandable, with some errors which do not impede comprehensibility
•
Varied and generally appropriate vocabulary and idiomatic language
•
General control of grammar, syntax and usage
•
Develops mostly paragraph-length discourse with simple, compound and a few complex sentences
•
•
•
•

3: FAIR performance in Presentational Writing
Suitable treatment of topic within the context of the task
Demonstrates a moderate degree of comprehension of the sources’ viewpoints; includes some inaccuracies
Summarizes content from at least two sources in support of the essay
Presents and defends the student’s own viewpoint on the topic; develops a somewhat persuasive argument with
some coherence
•
Some organization; limited use of transitional elements or cohesive devices
•
Generally understandable, with errors that may impede comprehensibility
•
Appropriate but basic vocabulary and idiomatic language
•
Some control of grammar, syntax and usage
•
Uses strings of mostly simple sentences, with a few compound sentences
•
•
•
•

2: WEAK performance in Presentational Writing
Unsuitable treatment of topic within the context of the task
Demonstrates a low degree of comprehension of the sources’ viewpoints; information may be limited or inaccurate
Summarizes content from one or two sources; may not support the essay
Presents, or at least suggests, the student’s own viewpoint on the topic; develops an unpersuasive argument
somewhat incoherently
•
Limited organization; ineffective use of transitional elements or cohesive devices
•
Partially understandable, with errors that force interpretation and cause confusion for the reader
•
Limited vocabulary and idiomatic language
•
Limited control of grammar, syntax and usage
•
Uses strings of simple sentences and phrases
•
•
•
•

1: POOR performance in Presentational Writing
Almost no treatment of topic within the context of the task
Demonstrates poor comprehension of the sources’ viewpoints; includes frequent and significant inaccuracies
Mostly repeats statements from sources or may not refer to any sources
Minimally suggests the student’s own viewpoint on the topic; argument is undeveloped or incoherent
Little or no organization; absence of transitional elements and cohesive devices
Barely understandable, with frequent or significant errors that impede comprehensibility
Very few vocabulary resources
Little or no control of grammar, syntax and usage
Very simple sentences or fragments

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

0: UNACCEPTABLE performance in Presentational Writing
Mere restatement of language from the prompt
Clearly does not respond to the prompt; completely irrelevant to the topic
“I don’t know,” “I don’t understand” or equivalent in any language
Not in the language of the exam

•
•
•
•

- (hyphen): BLANK (no response)
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AP® FRENCH LANGUAGE AND CULTURE
2012 SCORING COMMENTARY
Task 2: Persuasive Essay
Note: Student samples are quoted verbatim and may contain errors.
Overview
This task assessed writing in the presentational communicative mode by having students write a
persuasive essay on a given topic while referencing three sources of information about the topic. Students
were first allotted 6 minutes to read the essay topic and the two printed sources. Then they listened to the
one audio source. Afterward, they had 40 minutes to write the essay. The response received a single
holistic score based on how well it accomplished the assigned task. Students needed to be able first to
comprehend the three sources and then to present their different viewpoints. They also had to present
their own viewpoint and defend it thoroughly, using information from all the sources to support the essay.
As they referred to the sources, they needed to identify them appropriately. Furthermore, the essay had to
be organized into clear paragraphs.
In this exam, within the theme of Science and Technology, students were asked to write a persuasive
essay on the topic of “le droit à l’oubli,” loosely translated as “the right of deletion,” on the Internet — that
is, the right to control what stays and what must be erased from their Internet files. The task included the
integration of three sources on the topic. The first source was an article that advocated for the right of
deletion; the second source was a chart that presented the result of a 1,500-person poll to see how they felt
about security on social networks; the third source was an interview that presented a dissenting voice
warning against demonization of the Internet and praising social networks for their transparency and for
their role as a forum where freedom of opinion can be exercised.
Sample: 2A
Score: 4
The student does a good job completing the task in this essay and incorporates views from all three sources
(source 3 is implicitly referenced in the introduction with “Par contre quelques disent que c’est une loi
inutile”). The essay is well organized into paragraphs and uses transitional phrases such as “Par contre” and
“À mon avis.” It is fully understandable, although with some errors that do not impede comprehensibility
(“une débatte,” “éficassement,” “En addition”). However, the student demonstrates only general control (not
full control) of grammar and syntax, as the subjunctive is often misused (“parce qu’ils sachent,” “je pense que
le droit … soit”), and there are a few awkward sentences (“Si les informations sur, disons une attaque
térroriste, seront placer dans l’internet et qu’ils seront éffacer à cause de cette loi, on pourrait être lancer
dans un chaos totale en cas d’une attaque”). Overall, this essay demonstrates good performance in
presentational writing.
Sample: 2B
Score: 3
This essay demonstrates suitable treatment of the task. Each source is cited and appears to be acceptably
understood. The argument (“Il faut avoir le droit d’effacer les données personnelles sur Internet, mais la
discretion est important aussi”) is somewhat persuasive, but it is difficult to follow in the first paragraph,
owing to language problems (“il n’y a pas des choses que les autres gens peuvent faire sur la”). The essay
is relatively well organized into four paragraphs, and it has a comprehensible conclusion; however, there is
limited use of transitional and cohesive devices (“En plus,” “Evidement”). It is generally understandable,
with appropriate but basic vocabulary, but some expressions impede comprehension (“controversie,”
“valide,” “logicale” ). The essay is mostly composed of simple sentences, but there are a few compound
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AP® FRENCH LANGUAGE AND CULTURE
2012 SCORING COMMENTARY
Task 2: Persuasive Essay (continued)
sentences. The student displays some control of grammar and syntax, but with errors in usage (“JeanMarc Manach dit que l’Internet, ‘est un place public’ ils sont vrai, mais il y a aussi un aspect de la
discretion qu’elle est necessaire d’utilise l’Internet”). As a result, the essay demonstrates fair performance
in presentational writing.
Sample: 2C
Score: 1
In this essay there is almost no treatment of the topic within the context of the task (“Pour bien developer
mes opinions sur le suject”), and it only minimally suggests the student’s own perspective (“Pour moi je
pense qu’il est pas necessaire de conflecter avec l’idé d’effacer quelque chose que tu a mis en precotion
sur l’internet”). The essay demonstrates poor comprehension of sources’ viewpoints, as it mostly repeats
statements from source 2 (“L’Enquête sécurité Interet EPIteCH a possé des questions qui peut prouver
qu’on peut effacer des données personnelles sur l’Internet”). There is little or no organization and very few
vocabulary resources. The student displays little or no control of grammar, syntax, and usage, and the
accumulation of fragmented sentences renders the essay barely understandable (“Sa veu dire si ils peuvent
faire sa, donc sa serais plus de probleme d’effacer ses données”). Therefore, the essay demonstrates poor
performance in presentational writing.
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