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Part A, Questions 1 to 3  

 
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. 
 

Row/Proficiency Points earned for… MAX Points 

1 UNDERSTAND  
AND ANALYZE 
ARGUMENT 

 

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

1 Pt 
 

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

2 Pts 
 

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

3 Pts 
 

3 

2 UNDERSTAND  
AND ANALYZE 
ARGUMENT 

 

The response correctly identifies at least one 
of the author’s claims. 
 
 
 
 

2 Pts 
 

The response provides a limited explanation 
of the author’s line of reasoning by 
accurately identifying some of the claims 
AND identifying the connections or 
acknowledging a relationship among them. 
 

4 Pts 
 

The response provides a thorough 
explanation of the author's line of reasoning 
by identifying relevant claims and clearly 
explaining connections among them. 
 
 

6 Pts 
 

6 

3 EVALUATE 
SOURCES AND 
EVIDENCE 

 

The response identifies little evidence. It 
makes a superficial reference to relevance 
and/or credibility but lacks explanation. 
 
 

2 Pts 
 

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

4 Pts 
 

The response evaluates the relevance and 
credibility of the evidence and thoroughly 
evaluates how well the evidence is used to 
support the author’s argument. 
 

6 Pts 
 

6 
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Note: Student samples are quoted verbatim and may contain spelling and grammatical errors. 

Overview 

This task assessed a student’s ability to read a general interest article and:  

• Identify the article’s argument or thesis in its entirety (Q1);  

• Identify the claims and/or line of reasoning contained in the argument as well as the connections 
among those claims (Q2); and  

• Identify the evidence utilized by the author in support of the claims, assessing the relevance and 
credibility to that claim (Q3). 

 
Sample: A 
Question 1 Score: 3 
Question 2 Score: 6 
Question 3 Score: 6 

HIGH SAMPLE RESPONSE 

Row 1: Question 1 — This response earned 3 points for this row because it accurately captures the entirety of 
the author’s argument that the United States should “lower its voting age from 18 to 17 in order to promote 
informed voting, expand the national electorate, and, in turn, strengthen the nation’s democracy as a whole.” 

Row 2: Question 2 — This response earned 6 points because it accurately identifies several claims and draws a 
clear connection between those claims to demonstrate the line of reasoning. The response begins by establishing 
Levine’s claims that voting is habitual and lowering the voting age “would lead to more informed voters” and 
“encourage democratic participation.” The response also thoroughly explains the links between claims in the 
author’s line of reasoning and provides examples: “Levine builds his argument that the US should lower its 
voting age to 17 by presenting the notion that high schools could encourage informed voting … and by 
examining the benefits of a lower voting age,” and, “These claims made by Levine are supported by his inclusion 
of specific examples in which.” This thorough explanation of the relationship between claims to illustrate the line 
of reasoning is sufficient to earn a high score for this row. 
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Row 3: Question 3 — This response earned 6 points for row 3 because it provides an evaluation of the 
relevance and credibility of several pieces of evidence and explains how that evidence supports the author’s 
overall argument. As the response moves through the claims, it refers to specific pieces of evidence that support 
the author’s claim: “Levine’s inclusion of examples from Scotland, Maryland, and Iowa … supported his 
argument … of successful attempts at lower voting age.” The response acknowledges that “use of research 
conducted by political scientists such as that of Eric Plutzer, Mark Franklin, and John Holbein and Sunshine 
Hillygus was appropriate because Levine’s argument centered around politics.” The response adds that the 
sources were experts in their fields, perfectly positioned to support the author’s argument. The response suggests 
that the citations of college professors were “somewhat effective because, as college professors, they’re around 
young adults … all the time” demonstrating an ability to question credibility of the researchers; there is no reason 
to suppose that being around young adults in itself would prove any of the author’s claims. The response, 
concludes, nonetheless, with the statement that the “evidence was both effective and credible with relative 
consistency throughout the argument.” The analysis would have been stronger had the response noted where 
evidence was lacking, for example, when the author claims that seeing others vote will help young people 
develop the habit of voting. 

Sample: B 
Question 1 Score: 2 
Question 2 Score: 4 
Question 3 Score: 4 

MEDIUM SAMPLE RESPONSE 

Row 1: Question 1 — The response earned a score of 2 on row 1. The response partially captures the author’s 
argument by identifying the effect lowering the voting age to 17 would have on democracy; however, the 
response does not clarify that improved voter turnout is the mechanism behind this effect. 

Row 2: Question 2 — The response earned a score of 4 on row 2. The response correctly identifies a number of 
the author’s claims (for example, “if the government affected you then you should have a say in who runs the 
government” and “once you vote once you would want to vote again”). The response also acknowledges 
connections between claims (“a subclaim that he uses for this claim”) and refers back to the author’s thesis (“to 
back up him main claim”). Yet these connections are asserted rather than explained, and the response overall 
does not demonstrate a sophisticated understanding of how the author develops his argument.       

Row 3: Question 3 — The response earned a score of 4 on row 3. The response discusses numerous pieces of 
evidence and their effectiveness in supporting the author’s argument. Overall, however, the response lacks 
specificity. The response does connect some pieces of evidence to the author’s claims in Question 2 (“he backs 
this up by using a political scientist” and “he uses a Notre Dame professor to back up this subclaim”) but is 
generally vague regarding how the evidence is relevant. The response also engages in some assessment of 
credibility, noting, for example, “he used a professor from Notre Dame … I think a little more information about 
him would have made it more effective.” Still, the response does not clarify why the source lacks credibility.  
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Sample: C 
Question 1 Score: 1 
Question 2 Score: 2 
Question 3 Score: 2 

LOW SAMPLE RESPONSE 

Row 1: Question 1 — The response earned 1 point for this row because it misstates the argument by stating 
that “younger ages are most likely to vote more,” but is not linked to the primary point: that 17-year-olds are more 
likely to vote than 18-year-olds. 

Row 2: Question 2 — The response earned 2 points for this row because it only vaguely identifies one claim 
with “[a]t 17, most people are still living at home, where they can see parents voting and hear about local issues 
and candidates,” but fails to place even that claim into context by noting that 17 may be better than 18 for that 
reason. The rest of the response deviates from the topic and discusses the need to hear debates and emotional 
appeals. The response also does not attempt to explain the line of reasoning necessary to ascend to a 4. 

Row 3: Question 3 — This response earned 2 points for this row because it does not evaluate the pieces of 
evidence beyond stating “the evidence given was not bad.” The response also repeats how the claims were not 
supported, failing to give sufficient reason. 


	Note: Student samples are quoted verbatim and may contain spelling and grammatical errors.
	Note: Student samples are quoted verbatim and may contain spelling and grammatical errors.
	Overview
	Overview
	Sample: A
	Sample: A
	Question 1 Score: 3
	Question 1 Score: 3
	Question 2 Score: 6
	Question 2 Score: 6
	Question 3 Score: 6
	Question 3 Score: 6
	Sample: B
	Sample: B
	Question 1 Score: 2
	Question 1 Score: 2
	Question 2 Score: 4
	Question 2 Score: 4
	Question 3 Score: 4
	Question 3 Score: 4
	Sample: C
	Sample: C
	Question 1 Score: 1
	Question 1 Score: 1
	Question 2 Score: 2
	Question 2 Score: 2
	Question 3 Score: 2
	Question 3 Score: 2



