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Question 3 
 
 Development of 

Argument/Analysis 
Use of Latin Inferences & 

Conclusions 
Contextual 
Knowledge 

5 
 
Strong 

The student develops a strong 
essay about the ways in which 
each speaker justifies his 
feelings to the one he is 
addressing 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 
essay about the ways in which 
each speaker justifies his 
feelings to the one he is 
addressing, 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 
adequate essay about the 
ways in which each speaker 
justifies his feelings to the one 
he is addressing that reflects 
some understanding of the 
passage, OR the essay 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 essay. 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. 



AP® LATIN 
2016 SCORING GUIDELINES  

 

© 2016 The College Board. 
Visit the College Board on the Web: www.collegeboard.org. 

Question 3 (continued) 
 
 Development of 

Argument 
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 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 
 
The question assessed the student’s ability to comprehend, analyze, and contextualize two thematically 
related passages from Vergil’s Aeneid. 

Sample: 3A  
Score: 5 
 
The student begins this very strong essay by helpfully placing each passage in its larger context, 
explaining that Neptune “lifts his head from his domain — the sea — to see the winds ravaging and 
exerting power over his kingdom without his permission” and that the “African king” Iarbas “hears from 
rumor that Dido, the woman who spurned his overtures of marriage, has taken up with a foreigner — and 
that his father, Jupiter Ammon, has done nothing to prevent this.” The student then offers the thesis that 
the two speakers justify their feelings with “incredulous rhetorical questions, disdain towards these 
actions … and reminders concerning the rightful place and duty of others.” In the careful analysis that 
follows, the student’s thesis is amply supported by relevant Latin citations drawn from throughout both 
passages, each accurately translated or paraphrased. Often the student translates a relatively large section 
of Latin and then focuses on relevant linguistic details within it. For instance, after translating lines 2-3 of 
passage A in their entirety, the student then observes that “by saying ‘do you dare’ (audetis)” Neptune 
“emphasizes how indignant he is at the audacity of the winds.” Using this approach the student develops 
a strong analytical argument and demonstrates a firm command of the Latin.  
 
Sample: 3B 
Score: 3 
 
The student develops an adequate essay that presents a more thorough and more convincing analysis of 
passage A than of passage B. The argument that Neptune puts Aeolus “back in his place” is supported by 
several citations taken from throughout passage A. However, the Latin is not always accurately interpreted 
as, for example, when carcere in line 10 is translated as “palace” rather than “prison.” The treatment of 
passage B is weaker, in part because it displays only a limited understanding of implied information. For 
instance, the student focuses on Iarbas’ references to Jupiter’s power but does not recognize that those 
references imply a criticism of Jupiter’s inaction. Citations of Latin from passage B are sparse and 
imprecise. While clearly recognizing that Iarbas’ address occurs in the context of his relationship with 
Dido, the student misconstrues Iarbas’ words conubia nostra reppulit as asserting that Jupiter “split up his 
marriage” rather than that Dido rejected his marriage proposal. 

Sample: 3C  
Score: 2  
 
In this weak essay, the student demonstrates general recognition of the passages but provides scant 
discussion of specific textual details. In the paragraph devoted to passage A, the student misrepresents 
Neptune as addressing Juno (rather than the winds) and as ordering Aeolus to create a storm (rather than 
criticizing Aeolus for having created a storm). The discussion of passage B is more accurate and insightful. 
The student provides relevant contextual information with the observation that Iarbas is “saddened by the 
news of Dido and Aeneas,” and the student correctly discerns that Iarbas is in effect “yelling” at Jupiter 
and implicitly “questioning” his power. The points made in the essay are ostensibly supported by several 
textual citations, two from each passage, but in no instance does the student demonstrate a clear 
understanding of the Latin cited. A stronger discussion of passage A or a more precise use of Latin citation 
would be needed to elevate this response a score of 3. 
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