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Question 3 
 
 Development of 

Argument 
Use of Latin Inferences & 

Conclusions 
Contextual 
Knowledge 

5 
 
Strong 

The student develops a 
strong argument about how 
Caesar and Dido reveal their 
leadership styles and 
consistently aligns it to Latin 
evidence. Occasional errors 
need not weaken the overall 
impression of the essay. 

The student uses 
copious examples 
of accurate, 
specific, and 
relevant Latin, 
properly cited, 
drawn from 
throughout both 
passages. 

The student 
consistently uses 
inferences and 
draws conclusions 
that accurately 
reflect the Latin 
and support the 
argument. 

The student is able 
to use specific 
contextual 
references 
consistently in 
order to support the 
argument. 

4 
 
Good 

The student develops a good 
argument about how Caesar 
and Dido reveal their 
leadership styles, providing 
main ideas and some 
supporting details. Although 
the argument may not be 
nuanced, it is based on a 
sound understanding of the 
Latin. 

The student uses 
examples of Latin 
that are generally 
accurate, specific, 
and relevant, 
properly cited; 
while they are not 
plentiful, they are 
drawn from 
throughout both 
passages. 

The student uses 
some inferences 
and draws some 
conclusions that 
accurately reflect 
the Latin and 
support the 
argument. The 
student may rely 
on what is stated, 
or may make 
inaccurate 
inferences. 

The student 
provides some 
specific contextual 
references that 
support the 
argument. 

3 
 
Average 

The student develops an 
argument about how Caesar 
and Dido reveal their 
leadership styles that reflects 
some understanding of the 
passage; it may be strong for 
one passage but weak for 
the other. The argument 
may not be well developed, 
relying on main ideas but 
few supporting details, or it 
may rely on summary more 
than on analysis. 

The student has 
few accurate Latin 
citations; they may 
not be linked to the 
argument, or fail to 
support it. 

The student 
displays only 
limited 
understanding of 
implied 
information. 

The student 
misunderstands 
contextual 
references or fails to 
connect them 
effectively to the 
argument. 

2 
 
Weak 

The student recognizes 
passages but presents only a 
weak argument. It may be 
confusing and lack 
organization, or may rely on 
summary. It addresses only 
portions of the passages, or 
addresses one passage well, 
but the other not at all. 

The student 
provides little Latin 
support, taken out 
of context or 
misunderstood; or 
may use no Latin. 

The student 
makes incorrect 
assumptions or 
makes inferences 
and conclusions 
based on the 
passages only 
rarely. 

The student shows 
no understanding or 
a thorough 
misunderstanding 
of context; 
references to 
context, if any, are 
irrelevant. 
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Question 3 (continued) 
 
 Development of 

Argument 
Use of Latin Inferences & 

Conclusions 
Contextual 
Knowledge 

1 
 
Poor 
 

The student 
understands the 
question but offers no 
meaningful argument. 
Although the student 
may not recognize the 
passages, the 
response contains 
some correct, relevant 
information. 

The student cites no 
Latin, or only 
individual Latin 
words, and exhibits 
either no 
understanding of 
the Latin in context, 
or a complete 
misunderstanding. 

The student does 
not make 
inferences and 
conclusions based 
on the passages. 

The student shows 
no understanding 
or a thorough 
misunderstanding 
of context and 
provides no 
meaningful 
discussion of 
context or 
contextual 
references. 

0 
 
Unacceptable 

The student offers a 
response that is totally 
irrelevant, totally 
incorrect, or restates 
the question. 

The student 
demonstrates no 
understanding of 
Latin in context. 

The student does 
not make 
inferences and 
conclusions based 
on the passages. 

The student shows 
no understanding 
or a thorough 
misunderstanding 
of context and 
provides no 
meaningful 
discussion of 
context or 
contextual 
references. 
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Question 3 
 
Overview 
 
This question tested students’ ability to analyze how both Caesar and Dido (Bellum Gallicum 1.7 and 
Aeneid 1. 562-578) reveal their leadership styles. 
 
Sample: 3A 
Score:  5 
 

• Strong essay throughout, but especially well thought out and fully developed argument for Vergil. 
• The argument for Caesar is less well developed but still insightful. 
• Both arguments are tightly and explicitly tied to specific parts of the passages. Throughout the essay 

points are made and accompanied by relevant and properly cited Latin. 
• Handling of the Latin is very conficent and accurate throughout. On p. 2, the difficult line 7 nec tam 

… ab urbi is cited not only with a literal translation but also with an accurate paraphrase that links 
the citation more directly to the argument.  

• Confidence with Latin is also shown by the student’s good judgment about when and how to 
paraphrase longer passages. On p. 2: “She is reassuring because she says she will do this no matter 
where they wish to end up (seu vos … optatis Acesten).” The paraphrase is sufficient to make the 
point and demonstrate an understanding of the Latin, so a full translation is unnecessary. 

• Almost the entire Vergil passage is used somewhere in the argument. Less of Caesar is used, but still 
enough to count as “throughout.” 

• There are some minor errors, but they do not weaken the argument: less than accurate translation of 
mihi nullo discrimine agetur as “not driven by any distinction to her,” but student still clearly 
understands the point and uses it effectively. 

 
Sample: 3B 
Score:  3 
 

• Argues that both leaders act for the sole purpose of helping their own people but does not always 
explicitly show how the evidence of the passages supports that thesis. 

• Describes Dido as hospitable but does not explain a connection to protecting her people. 
• Latin is scanty. Some accurate citations for Caesar, both accurate and inaccurate for Vergil (e.g.,- 

sine Erycis … Acesten and non obtunsa). 
• Argument concerning gender differences lacks support from the text. 
• Inferences are limited or based on misunderstanding. 

 
Sample: 3C 
Score:  2 
 

• Presents a main idea that suggests recognition of the passages (that both characters learn from the 
past), but argument is not developed. 

• Provides almost no Latin support. Caesar lines 4-5 is summarized and somewhat misconstrued; 
correctly construesinimico animo. 

• Very limited inferences. 
• Includes general knowledge of the characters not included in the passages but does not refer 

sufficiently to the passages themselves. 
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