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Question 3 
 

Score Development of 
Argument / Analysis 

Use of 
Latin 

Inferences & 
Conclusions 

Contextual 
Knowledge 

5 
 

Strong 

The student develops a 
strong analysis of how each 
speaker tries to persuade his 
men to take a certain course 
of action 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 
analysis. 

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

4 
 

Good 

The student develops a good 
analysis of how each speaker 
tries to persuade his men to 
take a certain course of 
action, providing main ideas 
and some supporting details. 
Although the analysis 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 
analysis. The 
student may rely 
on what is stated, 
or may make 
inaccurate 
inferences. 

The student is able 
to use some specific 
contextual 
references that 
support the 
analysis. 

3 
 

Average 

The student develops an 
analysis of how each speaker 
tries to persuade his men to 
take a certain course of 
action that reflects some 
understanding of the 
passage; it may be strong for 
one passage but weak for the 
other. The analysis 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 may 
have few accurate 
Latin citations; 
they may not be 
linked to the 
analysis, or fail to 
support it. 

The student may 
display only 
limited 
understanding of 
implied 
information. 

The student may 
sometimes 
misunderstand 
contextual 
references or fail to 
connect them 
effectively to the 
analysis. 

2 
 

Weak 

The student recognizes 
passage(s), but presents only 
a weak analysis. 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 may 
make incorrect 
assumptions or 
make inferences 
and conclusions 
based on the 
passages only 
rarely. 

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

Score Development of 
Argument / Analysis 

Use of 
Latin 

Inferences & 
Conclusions 

Contextual 
Knowledge 

1 
 

Poor 
 

The student understands the 
question but offers no 
meaningful analysis. 
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 may 
show no 
understanding or a 
thorough 
misunderstanding 
of context and 
provide no 
meaningful 
discussion of 
context or 
contextual 
references. 

0 
 

Unaccept
-able 

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. 

— 
 

Blank 
page 

Blank page Blank page Blank page Blank page 
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Question 3 

Overview 
 
The question assessed students’ ability to comprehend, analyze, and contextualize two thematically 
related passages, one from Caesar’s Bellum Gallicum and one from Vergil’s Aeneid. 
 
Sample: 3A 
Score: 5 
 

• The student develops a strong argument with a cogent analysis of how each speaker tries to 
persuade his men. 

• Sabinus, employing a “tone” that “reflects the tense nature of the situation,” emphasizes “impending 
dangers” and “in a flurry of conditional clauses” advises his men that “their one safety was their 
swiftness in leaving the camp.” 

• Aeneas, adopting an “uplifting tone” and “exhorting his men to keep faith and stay the course,” gives 
“the sorrows they have suffered . . . a positive outlook,” and assures his comrades that “God will end 
them eventually.” 

• Latin is drawn from throughout both passages and is accurately translated. Although the Vergil 
passage is addressed more fully, the Caesar passage has enough Latin to warrant a 5. 

• The student provides relevant context for both passages: Cotta’s previous speech in Caesar and the 
final outcome of Aeneas’ journey in Vergil. 

 
Sample: 3B 
Score: 4 
 

• Student supports a credible thesis with specific Latin drawn from each major section of both 
passages, but not throughout. 

• Some citations are not correctly contextualized (e.g., in celeritate positam salutem). 
• The argument is not balanced enough or analytical enough for a 5. 
• The student provides some relevant context: the skirmish with Eburones and handling of Ambiorix in 

Bellum Gallicum and Aeolus and Juno in the Aeneid. 
 
Sample: 3C 
Score: 3 
 

• Average discussion of how speakers address their men, with some comparative analysis, e.g., 
Sabinus and Aeneas “possess different qualities and style of leadership” but “both invoked their 
previous victories.” 

• There is very little Latin, but it is correctly cited. 
• Analysis relies on main ideas, and is not well-developed, but provides some effective supporting 

details. 




