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Question 1 

1 Understanding and Analyzing 
Argument 

The response misstates the author’s argument, 
main idea, or thesis. 

1 

The response identifies, in part and with some 
accuracy, the author’s argument, main idea, or 
thesis. 

2 

The response accurately identifies the author’s 
argument, main idea, or thesis. 

3 

Question 2 

2 Understanding and Analyzing 
Argument 

The response omits or misidentifies the author’s 
claims and provides little or no explanation of 
how the author establishes a line of reasoning.  

2 

The response identifies some of the author’s 
claims and the connections between them that 
produce a limited explanation of the author’s 
line of reasoning.  

4 

The response identifies the author’s relevant 
claims and the connections between them, 
producing a thorough explanation of the 
author’s line of reasoning.  

6 

Question 3 

3 Analyzing and Evaluating 
Evidence 

The response omits or misidentifies some of the 
evidence. The response disregards how well the 
evidence supports the argument. 

2 

The response partially identifies and evaluates 
the evidence. Evaluation of the effectiveness of 
the evidence in supporting the argument’s 
claims is limited or general.  

4 

The response provides a thorough and detailed 
evaluation of how well the evidence supports 
the argument. The response evaluates the 
relevance and credibility of the evidence.  

6 

NOTE: IF A RESPONSE TO ONE QUESTION PROVIDES INFORMATION THAT SUPPORTS A RESPONSE TO ANOTHER QUESTION, SCORES TO BOTH 
QUESTIONS SHOULD BE CREDITED, AS APPLICABLE.  

ADDITIONAL SCORES: In addition to the scores represented on the rubrics, readers can also assign scores of 0 (zero) and NR (No Response). 

0 (Zero) 
• A score of 0 is assigned to a single row of the rubric when the response displays a below‐minimum level of quality as identified in that row of the

rubric.
• Scores of 0 are assigned to all rows of the rubric when the response is off‐topic; a repetition of a prompt; entirely crossed‐out; a drawing or other

markings; or a response in a language other than English.

NR (No Response) 
• A score of NR is assigned to responses that are blank.
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Overview 
 
Question 1 in Section IA assessed the students’ ability to: 

• Read and analyze a single given text in its entirety; 
• Identify the entire main idea of this text, whether or not the thesis is stated explicitly; and 
• Identify the argument in this text. 

 
Question 2 in Section IA assessed the students’ ability to: 

• Explain the author’s line of reasoning in a single text by identifying claims and 
connections. 

 
Question 3 in Section IA assessed the students’ ability to: 

• Identify evidence in the given text; 
• Evaluate the author’s use of evidence in support of the argument; 
• Evaluate the credibility of the evidence; and 
• Evaluate the relevance of the evidence. 

 
Sample: A 
Question 1 Score: 3 
Question 2 Score: 6 
Question 3 Score: 6 
 
HIGH SAMPLE RESPONSE 
 
Content Area: Understanding and Analyzing Argument — Question 1, Row 1 
The response earned 3 points for this row because it accurately identifies the author’s argument 
that those whose sleep cycle is aligned with their natural biological time clock will be able to 
function at a higher level, thereby being more productive. 
 
Content Area: Understanding and Analyzing Argument — Question 2, Row 2 
The response earned 6 points for this row because it identifies the author’s relevant claims 
pertaining to sleep inertia and cognitive function. It also connects the claims that both sleep inertia 
and social jet lag are reversible, thus producing a thorough explanation of the author’s line of 
reasoning. 
 
Content Area: Analyzing and Evaluating Evidence — Question 3, Row 3 
The response earned 6 points for this row because it provides a thorough and detailed evaluation of 
how well the evidence supports the argument. The response evaluates the relevance and 
credibility of the evidence, using professionals with strong credentials as support, including a 
neuroscientist who sheds light on cognition and sleep inertia reversal, as well as a professor of 
chronobiology who has researched social jetlag. 
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Sample: B 
Question 1 Score: 2 
Question 2 Score: 4 
Question 3 Score: 4 
 
MEDIUM SAMPLE RESPONSE 
  
Content Area: Understanding and Analyzing Argument — Question 1, Row 1 
The response earned 2 points for this row because it identifies, in part and with some accuracy, the 
author’s argument. The response identifies the part of the author’s argument pertaining to 
functionality and productivity but misstates the part of the argument that pertains to sleep 
patterns affected by unnatural waking times. 
 
Content Area: Understanding and Analyzing Argument — Question 2, Row 2 
The response earned 4 points for this row because it only identifies one of the author’s claims 
about the negative impact of sleep inertia on brain function and provides a limited explanation of 
the author’s line of reasoning.  
 
Content Area: Analyzing and Evaluating Evidence — Question 3, Row 3 
The response earned 4 points for this row because it partially identifies and evaluates the evidence 
provided by experts in the field. Evaluation of the effectiveness of the evidence in supporting the 
argument’s claims is general rather than clear-cut and specific. 
 
Sample: C  
Question 1 Score: 2 
Question 2 Score: 2 
Question 3 Score: 2 
 
LOW SAMPLE RESPONSE 
 
Content Area: Understanding and Analyzing Argument — Question 1, Row 1 
The response earned 2 points for this row because it notes that cognitive abilities are less than 
optimal when people’s sleep is affected. However, the response mistakenly identifies waking as the 
main idea rather than sleep patterns or sleep cycles.  
 
Content Area: Understanding and Analyzing Argument — Question 2, Row 2 
The response earned 2 points for this row because it omits specific claims. The response also 
provides a limited explanation of how the author establishes a line of reasoning, referring to 
“personal experiences, syntax, and scientific findings.” 
 
Content Area: Analyzing and Evaluating Evidence — Question 3, Row 3 
The response earned 2 points for this row because it omits most of the evidence provided in the 
article and disregards how well the evidence supports the argument. The evidence provided is a 
misstatement that refers to irrelevant supporting material.  
 
 
  




