1 Analyzing and Evaluating Evidence
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2015 SCORING GUIDELINES

AP SEMINAR END OF COURSE EXAM RUBRIC: SECTION I, PART B

CONTENT AREA PERFORMANCE LEVELS

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.

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

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

6

0 (Zero)

rubric.

NR (No Response)

ADDITIONAL SCORES: In addition to the scores represented on the rubrics,

e Ascore of NR is assigned to responses that are blank.

readers can also assign scores of 0 (zero) and NR (No Response).

e Ascore of 0is 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

e 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.

© 2015 The College Board.
Visit the College Board on the Web: www.collegeboard.org.




Exam Sec. 1B A1of3

PART B 1B

NM F oomis 40 secial media, LA hag 3 é«%ﬁ“j Opi0n

Wt moits vecus ook I s away fomdbe user s dhet g singls
e angwer et Sy debakively +sodial wediy (s @ ret negativesr
3wtk posihive ! (he " guidente ponksto Somediertin the mddle  behoeon
leﬁtl g\asit‘.‘; and an abaws; live most Hhn S, & social mdig has
ol ok dowbsets 3ad & 15 W doers ok B0 et ks
e br:ll ue & 4 Q ?os.ﬁw_ of a nec_l)'a’hut. e fwo abides
Qﬂﬁm\d A ht%u[‘xj polavized beween “qood * and “bad” soual medis,
but We el and elaims ?rwJad ]ah{ ?msoo‘al media arhde
(Mide ®) wane o wore credible and  ofeshve grum-

It Aicke A he anhi-social media yiewpoirt ke Guhors ugei
qnmarm:l‘? -%r'}—?ersvﬂ Sourees and Biaxd -E'gw‘f’ﬂ sl o gn’ﬂk 5
m 3 /ﬂ*l authoi dbines wi's Wm as e revolt ;kiams# social

iRg - “anhisoual retwonding” - muj\\ e use o personal ¢laghonic
kb\lkl?: windh west ”'3‘-““‘}*‘“’“1 foc sotal NIMOMW. A authoc
towndees his own Beapnent ot e orhine Betide by Mm'mﬁ
prmanly agps gk (an twolh Bopmsk ssal wehowwing. The ortation & an
AMRsoil Bpp, whidy ore ASSUMES 1 boc use on Q@ compulec of & smadphony,
6 aAmest n u)(jmic, 85 F aVashes, W user 4o a Sodal media
duict oy, Wit they wert alre atrached. The ‘suﬂedv‘m ot Cloa&f,
Sk, Whisger, oc Secret Bl wibses [agp) a5 an “amhisouial rehwpving dwice
e i Yo o efleohvpren, Soc Wns aubhars sgaumed. In
Qilr}ibn, NS primagy Sowas ant sl onhotly e otvaks ol e 305
Homselves) huse sgears, Ouis Bt sl Uds Thaon, ave dovinsly
biased dowads Weic own optabions I paot s acial media. Wk
\\b\fy educt e elechenss of guhor Qubins ew,ﬁ ‘r—in'aua,l Whmz
ordne Lbin does Qm&e s ot shdial 8 i almod- no

weiat - ¥ U ot Londan Joes o} bt & date/ ,
ol s \n 3N die b e, o e

© 2015 The College Board.
Visit the College Board on the Web: www.collegeboard.org.



Exam Sec. 1B A2o0of3

PART B (CONTINUED)
udy s oonduisled - e e pesults ol reprded? Went He
qv‘fe’rimﬁ ovd oAy Ao wi}ag( 40+ 7 -Had could 051 b ly
aldk Yhe oot ol Y &5 V{n'a“&) M Prece of I:rh foc
sk Arowd a5 centd B st (egales The owhors
unonk for e gopulan ot BN DIND < s: “Aowd 100,06
\Q \Yw Soped u‘? wb( e A\\)ﬂhuk s number SDwu{S Ia.g_;
[m'wo obdr ?,mojooo,mn 5 alm wjmh»‘ W wiﬁ‘c@ﬂ‘v
m,ooo \S Mlt\ 3 Jcﬂnl‘kbl--l—k pn?ul-ﬂ)‘m N ﬁcﬁoﬂ, Zo3 , and
Ot mawy oty Ry use Qerta?nh%v\m wt Anoms USSS | N
\n mej Ohes \iwe, /fut'im. QNS{ 025 K evdonn ambine ky ol aqodgh

e o Kl , g Fry ol ool skl

aCqument

%} Aﬁ‘m\& 'E), Jre auﬂilx's \il\uﬁ— NP IOMNA aml m%mliarﬂ C‘a‘m
A & mudn Mot pnde Gk eflestivt grﬁu% %ﬂtl'cﬁ@',-i*{
Qubhor, beang by aldvessing e common Contwin that Socisl nehwoiiag
o ot Yhe oromes o “émh ", suppts s clam wik
am m?o_ﬁra?hﬁc Showit gM ?m% Fhak Sodawm&a’iam oamte Awerican
fﬁoﬂm\w{ Mgﬂf AWhosgh M dbes wot Want aswraﬁbrlrkwypﬂ
RigD villion defick, W vemanes Wok am\.u’&l\ Qulr, the inog@phic oy ok
be enk aswssa%g%kﬁwm. e Hen aets
o B about hogs 1 England . the o0l A Yhai ﬂ,\a'n‘unﬁﬂz
Wolm'b.) socdl ehomiing sike. e Bullor s Mol duuuﬁl Vs
oledosis e sen & 3 dinon Swas Shudies, Yo hal Fho oqposrie
ok of brnAimg ey feing A deas on 3 N oy platom.

L RS a%\o'-\)fvﬁn s st by gowdingeaties fom
Campe\ %Hs's Jia«uj. Aa cswnd\wlr o“;i&\\ i \loDO‘i_, %ﬂﬁ‘a e]ianj
Aswsses Eﬁ? Wong I P afferhouse” gad hs\mi% n h conversations
had Yare, \eqa\ potedings 5 aloh Stoagg o tnedial Areatoont

© 2015 The College Board.
Visit the College Board on the Web: www.collegeboard.org.



Exam Sec I B B B A3of3

PART B (coumum) 18an

arﬂ;.wq\; M au\lw o[nsmsse-; how Vhese oloohouses wert
a[-wahu m\u\:azxﬂm?lq oF Yhe [:-w?lt 2
ould de w Wﬁ%f.ﬂ' Lﬂ}.‘i&%-’ 0 iA W (Drds
W.mb?zﬁ OR’ fﬁwﬂml mﬂh‘ik Awm{jt« \JM A% N saww)
& e Wk ol wole Mnm 'sfle
D}J'\QTNJ by 2 wlechnse M authwr daws Hhis
ot Fothe mn suﬁcﬁ\ }-‘r e hawe been §,'uw|4{$
e Hch o Sl T bellr e cngud . e
’“MS Jael! hfﬂu& MOQ 1‘«3#{ /D(-Q J-;ma[ NMM"ﬂ
. Modey SDutTj- ai%ﬂl\ at soud, Socls N’womﬁ {-ﬁxmﬂht#
Qs Wess een @ ciesfive peviod ‘Mau%a TV \,3
Subyk ond Jnmwm\— \cl? \od wane mA& M{m ha agM

Although edler authol i be avgidored wm/q
&ac&mg%%&mﬁ&bc Y eul Jd%pi wles 3
uich ot compliog and rtde - Soyumen e woiks o8 spol iz

%-\jnan %k arl m\}m\.ch% &ﬂuww\’ t}()rl‘@ aih- souial wi\uamﬂf)

© 2015 The College Board.
Visit the College Board on the Web: www.collegeboard.org.




Exam Sec. 1B B1of2

Afide A ond Artile 8 beth dyaas 4re impact of soud netwolting o peop'd
ond OACY o @ whol€. AMIUE A speaks mamly on fhe ari-foddl wagect of
retworlihg trat O Qrivwng Whike Artde € ¥ oot run inttworlcng effectivedy
hlps people Waan ard worle fugtiines. on e wong Whabad— A fouwste on
e prgent ard 6 fouuses un We podiive mpacky of e present on tre poat.

e A, watten py OGamtth pn speas fvm o wmplele Joual
pespthve. Rubin imphes that popie mow are s of kerq fodal and judged,
Fo—eR vinch (ouses 4ne pewle to jon “onti - sodal " petworkS. HE quotes Chng
Baner, e fonder of o 4§ lwye . Suctess ful rewd platform on ¢ foeb—that how
“Arhsoudl stuff o on e rge . Sodal hat Pod (1S moment in e Jun. Now
peopU are beginning to vevolt . (AAU &) Roler if 4w vehalu petawse ke ¥ romeare
who fundéd a larye wmporent—of wedia ard-neworiing. fubn thenquits o otiner
soual ploform avabvr, U4 Dagun on hew “Soaul retworung oo get-+e
0 Qe Whtre we have all realifed his o fw mueh . WE need te vegeun our
lwvef. (Ao B), AU A ortinved by quehrg many evur seaul pletform faunded-
Wty Arogh, Rubn vtfens 10 er 0 Hudy, by W Unvesity of Lndep
prrtd Wi pant obout people Mg fearfr € wdgwnh

AmUe § on e overhand , wtfen by Tom Standage  we of “eere—a social , histoas)
ard  Pengmme pedpechnis, ﬂﬁﬂdﬂﬁf stats off by Yeling tine vtaclr §LI0
bilion e—€a- o year € Spent op Facwbodk | Tnittur ard ot vada |l retworking
ates. TS sourle S nd aa ardibU dne 4o e fact that ke sayr i qreshipok”
sttt popelar infogriphic- HE 4ren gow to speaking obovt (offcehodier frum the 1650c
ard N -mush—d-nar—charged—toe they have changed over -time. Now infead of
meetfing atr a coffcRhore ard wntcrichng with each oher, people & s+ meet oniine .
Standage doef net have muth ewldence +0 rel P Suppe A by Udaim, und o
mited 4o historical impacks vegus tedhnology rw.

ittt —AagfaMy pad—teprihr—had L defaity wie the more cffective
oargument. He wal uble {o we many prsent peoplt as soures. Althogh tnadt

dtd hepHt NS peper—s aricle t0 a meunly gresent vieW | e ol talld abod—\a

© 2015 The College Board.
Visit the College Board on the Web: www.collegeboard.org.



Exam Sec. 1B B 2 of 2

1Bo1 PART B (CONTINUED)

ngfwm’l.ipq ¥ yugrerdwdy dranging. Stundage gd ndt offtr enocugh evdence
for 0 orgument snce e £6F avrce ne wed was nat even credble
entugh e ke fated n W5 anhoe. RdanSeeter line of rtagomng mMake) mort
nensl due 4 o he fowstd oo wre edip perdpedie - sadtl, whie Saidage

dd rt focus on o MOUP Gre, Wt w* on a fewW tvat did rot @Onrneck
46 euth @iner.

Alecgh  peth Amﬁm vabid  peirtl 4p—trer for rex argument , Rdbin had
e stonger | mo effchve vne Letause Ve bl m% yaskally-of-sai-
e ot Keedugy and hew o i crarging sially . wn\y, Strdaoe wao wrabie
40 wnvi} W argvmant oy .

© 2015 The College Board.
Visit the College Board on the Web: www.collegeboard.org.




Exam Sec. 1B C1of1

PART B 18ai

Toe o o ot foon on e topie 0f
JOOM\ W AL & omneze e e 08 youe)
e0EE» S\ syth Q}.J FOLDCOE, AN, DO ISt
MOC B Seund 3o woth ot edol \xmonqm
b tompurts T 3w NIWSHKWMG W L ek *rch
Beox ok udw Cord on te Wo iy 1
WO BonIDBE Aok BHBAL © 1 At Wow Gkkecue
fOc B NUY lokd. Tt Supporhs e
OO o) SO0 nowmoeng givs  WOn 0y fawbooke,
0L T Qprn. MO gk allows an ndinuol Yoy
DU OB A \pformaion & Wy of - dnotner md i)
Te At oy e WK Ol e 100G
NWOANG 15 ol G A AN coes 0F “woreoned)
(SVAWSN \3 dhsessine oy, Ty pudiner
ONOEd Mok Reu VBk woyy to

© 2015 The College Board.
Visit the College Board on the Web: www.collegeboard.org.



AP® SEMINAR
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End-of-Course Exam — Section I, Part B
Overview

This question assessed the students’ ability to:
e [Evaluate the quality of two different arguments in terms of their lines of reasoning;
e Join two texts in a dialogue with one another, producing a comparative analysis of each
source’s line of reasoning;
e Articulate their understanding of credible vs. weak evidence; and

e 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).
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