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C O N T E N T  A R E A  P E R F O R M A N C E  L E V E L S  

1 Analyzing and Evaluating Evidence  
The response lists little evidence.  There is 
superficial determination of relevance and/or 
credibility. 

2 

The response analyzes various pieces of evidence 
in terms of credibility and relevance, but may do 
so inconsistently or unevenly.  

4  

The response successfully analyzes various pieces 
of evidence from both articles in terms of their 
relevance and credibility. 

6 

2 Understanding and Analyzing 
Argument  

The response fails to identify the authors’ lines of 
reasoning and/or contains either no comparison 
or an unfounded or inaccurate comparison. 

2 

The response identifies the authors’ lines of 
reasoning but is limited in its evaluation of 
weaknesses and/or strengths in the authors’ 
arguments.  It contains some comparison. 

4  

The response explains, analyzes and compares 
the authors’ lines of reasoning and their validity 
by evaluating weaknesses and/or strengths in the 
authors’ arguments. 

6  

3 Understanding and Analyzing 
Argument  

A discussion of the authors' lines of reasoning 
may be unsound or missing. The response may 
be unrelated to one or both authors’ lines of 
reasoning.   

2 

The response identifies implications and/or 
limitations of the two arguments.  It may provide 
a flawed evaluation. 

4 

The response identifies and provides a 
reasonable analysis and evaluation of the 
implications and/or limitations of the two 
arguments. 

6 

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 
 
This question assessed the students’ ability to: 

• Evaluate the quality of two different arguments in terms of their lines of reasoning; 
• Join two texts in a dialogue with one another, producing a comparative analysis of each 

source’s line of reasoning; 
• Articulate their understanding of credible vs. weak evidence; and 
• Read and critically evaluate the effectiveness of arguments in various genres or types of 

texts. 
 
Sample: A 
Content Area: Analyzing and Evaluating Evidence — Row 1 Score: 6 
Content Area: Understanding and Analyzing Argument — Row 2 Score: 6 
Content Area: Understanding and Analyzing Argument — Row 3 Score: 6 
 
HIGH RESPONSE EXAMPLE 
 
Content Area: Analyzing and Evaluating Evidence — Row 1 
The response earned 6 points for this row because it exhibits both an implicit and explicit analysis 
of evidence successfully in terms of credibility and relevance. 
 
Content Area: Understanding and Analyzing Argument — Row 2 
The response earned 6 points for this row because it creates a highly evaluative and reasonable 
analysis of the authors' lines of reasoning and their validity by evaluating the strengths and 
weaknesses of both authors’ arguments. 
 
Content Area: Understanding and Analyzing Argument — Row 3 
The response earned 6 points for this row because it discusses both articles equally with the use of 
effective analogies not mentioned in the articles (e.g., "Google glasses and an abacus"). These 
references show a broad perspective beyond the confines of the articles themselves. The response 
explains and compares the validity of the two arguments and evaluates the strengths and 
weaknesses with concrete evidence that yields sophisticated commentary. 
 
Sample: B 
Content Area: Analyzing and Evaluating Evidence — Row 1 Score: 4 
Content Area: Understanding and Analyzing Argument — Row 2 Score: 4 
Content Area: Understanding and Analyzing Argument — Row 3 Score: 4 
 
MIDDLE SAMPLE RESPONSE 
 
Content Area: Analyzing and Evaluating Evidence — Row 1 
The response earned 4 points for this row because it analyzes various pieces of evidence in terms 
of their credibility and relevance; however, it does not do so successfully, consistently, or evenly.  
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Content Area: Understanding and Analyzing Argument — Row 2 
The response earned 4 points for this row because it is limited in identifying the authors' lines of 
reasoning and contains some comparison. Weaknesses and strengths also receive a limited 
evaluation. 
 
Content Area: Understanding and Analyzing Argument — Row 3 
The response earned 4 points for this row because it provides a flawed analysis. For example, the 
response uses the text “if questionable" in a flawed manner. This statement by the author, Tom 
Standage, is not an issue of credibility but is provided to establish the author’s counterargument, 
not challenge the validity of a source. It does identify limitations and implications 
 
Sample: C 
Content Area: Analyzing and Evaluating Evidence — Row 1 Score: 2 
Content Area: Understanding and Analyzing Argument — Row 2 Score: 2 
Content Area: Understanding and Analyzing Argument — Row 3 Score: 2 
 
LOW SAMPLE RESPONSE  
 
Content Area: Analyzing and Evaluating Evidence — Row 1 
The response earned 2 points for this row because it lists "little" evidence. Therefore, it receives a 
2. In addition, the determination of evidence is superficial. 
 
Content Area: Understanding and Analyzing Argument — Row 2 
The response earned 2 points for this row because it fails to identify both lines of reasoning and 
contains no comparison.  
 
Content Area: Understanding and Analyzing Argument — Row 3 
The response earned 2 points for this row because a discussion is missing. In addition, the 
response does not fully discuss a line of reasoning.  
 
Note: Since the response introduces and briefly discusses the appropriate topic, it cannot be 
assigned a 0 (zero). 
  
  




