EXCELLENT
Demonstrates
excellence in
presentational
writing

VERY GOOD
Suggests
emerging
excellence in
presentational
writing

GOOD
Demonstrates
competence in
presentational
writing

ADEQUATE
Suggests
emerging
competence in
presentational
writing

WEAK

Suggests lack of
competence in
presentational
writing

VERY WEAK
Demonstrates
lack of
competence in
presentational
writing

UNACCEPTABLE
Contains nothing
that earns credit

AP® JAPANESE LANGUAGE AND CULTURE

2008 SCORING GUIDELINES
Presentational Writing: Compare and Contrast Article

TASK COMPLETION

e Article addresses all aspects of
prompt with thoroughness and
detail, including expression of
preference and reasoning

e Well-organized and coherent, with
a clear progression of ideas; use of
appropriate transitional elements
and cohesive devices

e Article addresses all aspects of
prompt, including expression of
preference and reasoning

e Well-organized and coherent, with
a progression of ideas that is
generally clear; some use of
transitional elements and
cohesive devices

e Article addresses all aspects of
prompt, including expression of
preference and reasoning, but
may lack detail or elaboration

e Generally organized and coherent;
use of transitional elements and
cohesive devices may be
inconsistent

e Article addresses topic directly,
but may not address all aspects of
prompt

e Portions may lack organization or
coherence; infrequent use of
transitional elements and
cohesive devices

e Article addresses topic only
marginally or addresses only some
aspects of prompt

e Scattered information generally
lacks organization and coherence;
minimal or no use of transitional
elements and cohesive devices

e Article addresses prompt only
minimally
e Lacks organization and coherence

e Mere restatement of the prompt

DELIVERY
Natural, easily flowing expression
Orthography and mechanics virtually
error free
Virtually no mistakes in use of kanji
according to AP Japanese kanji list

Consistent use of register and style
appropriate to situation

Generally exhibits ease of expression
Infrequent or insignificant errors in
orthography and mechanics
Occasional mistakes in use of kanji
according to AP Japanese kanji list

Consistent use of register and style
appropriate to situation except for
occasional lapses

Strained or unnatural flow of
expression does not interfere with
comprehensibility

Errors in orthography and mechanics
do not interfere with readability

May include several mistakes in use of
kanji according to AP Japanese kanji
list

May include several lapses in
otherwise consistent use of register
and style appropriate to situation

Strained or unnatural flow of
expression sometimes interferes with
comprehensibility

Errors in orthography and mechanics
may be frequent or interfere with
readability

May include frequent mistakes in use
of kanji according to AP Japanese
kanji list

Inconsistent use of register and style
appropriate to situation or includes
many errors

Labored expression frequently
interferes with comprehensibility
Errors in orthography and mechanics
frequent or interfere with readability
Frequent mistakes in use of kanji
according to AP Japanese kanji list
Frequent use of register and style
inappropriate to situation

Labored expression constantly
interferes with comprehensibility
Errors in orthography and mechanics
very frequent or significantly interfere
with readability

Minimal use of kanji according to AP
Japanese kanji list

Constant use of register and style
inappropriate to situation

e (learly does not respond to the prompt; completely irrelevant to the topic

e Not in Japanese
e Blank
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LANGUAGE USE
Rich vocabulary and idioms

Variety of appropriate
grammatical and syntactic
structures, with minimal or
N0 errors

Variety of vocabulary and
idioms, with sporadic errors
Appropriate use of
grammatical and syntactic
structures, with sporadic
errors in complex structures

Appropriate but limited
vocabulary and idioms
Appropriate use of
grammatical and syntactic
structures, but with several

errors in complex structures or

limited to simple structures

Some inappropriate
vocabulary and idioms
interfere with
comprehensibility

Errors in grammatical and
syntactic structures
sometimes interfere with
comprehensibility

Insufficient, inappropriate
vocabulary and idioms
frequently interfere with
comprehensibility

Limited control of
grammatical and syntactic
structures frequently
interferes with

comprehensibility or results in

fragmented language

Insufficient, inappropriate
vocabulary and idioms
constantly interfere with
comprehensibility

Limited control of
grammatical and syntactic
structures significantly
interferes with

comprehensibility or results in

very fragmented language



Compare and Contrast Article

Sample: A

S HITZHAFEOHENFIZOWTO]EE LW E BWET, HAZEIZIIEN TS @b v £,
— DI EET, b —DEFr—~FTT, TNHIKIFIESE LB REHESNDHY £7,
FPTET Lo —~vFOHEAL, DL L ARENLEINDIHNEFTHDLATT, bHIVED
DOIFRITZONNRNY a v THEWERETWDE Z L, REARLn—<FNLETICEB I
THMNHLTT, TLTDELHARANTHLALT L, ZLDOANTEDILTND LWV ) JTT,
ZOOMENIL, FT o -~ TIUIETONRITHANT, EFETHETWHETT, /2, n—~
FITEFODLRITHRTHE S A TT L, DT WNTT, £ LT —vFIEFONRIC
EARTHARTNTT, UM EEH &, v—<FECFEENR V2L, EFOLOIZE
LLCREDZWNEWVIRERHE Y 72200 TT,

FUTH AW HZ2MHE I H T, a—vFOHMENCT <, HEEOLRLED AFE T, THIE0IE
DRFEIZHTBIAD ET L, B OETATZWVICHLENRR2WNNG TT, HIADEIEF WV TH
TR,



Compare and Contrast Article

Sample: B

HFRETE O —TERNTHRDLENANARENRHY £, TNENENEEINH £
7
T, VWO —vFTEFST LA ZSEOS N ERDLNL RN RETT, KEHI AT

FOFBTTNOND ESEDOBEERN DD LTV TT,

BT, HEEENERE A E K, m— v FIHMENTYT, REROAARBETHEREOSEDOT DI

K2 TN T NN ETT, THWNOH HAEEZENL, BEEA T iTe—~7 X0 #EF]

THENTNTT,

RZIZ, a—<T2) LEEDOHRTVOHLAR—ZARDY £7, TOAR—R|Tua—~vTF Ok

HliebotRE LRV ET, THHETSCI T 2ozt AR—ZADRDLVIZFNH Y £7,
ANR—=ANTenoTe b, Kar FESLIXOERDGNHIVEY A,

NS DOEEMNLETON FIIER THENT W E BT, R O EIXEARGEEZ MR L TV

HMBEDOTZDITEFE D TIEb - L RUITT, £ L THEERR—~FOFIVEFE T OHN

& T,



Compare and Contrast Article

Sample: C

A RIZINTIN RSV DV aFE L TWET, BEFEIFEE LT, EFEIas N SATT
P HEZHFTIIATVIIHNDT —TIZODINND E LT, AVVITELDDL LFITAY I
ETYT, ATVIERSLVWTT,



AP® JAPANESE LANGUAGE AND CULTURE
2008 SCORING COMMENTARY

Presentational Writing: Compare and Contrast Article
Overview

This task assesses writing in the presentational communicative mode by having students write an article
for the student newspaper of a school in Japan. It consists of a single prompt, which identifies two related
topics and details how they should be discussed in the article. Students are given 20 minutes to write an
article of 300-400 characters or longer. The response receives a single, holistic score, based on how well it
accomplishes the assigned task.

In 2008 students were asked to compare and contrast using only kana and kanji and using only romaji.
They were asked to describe at least three aspects of each and to highlight the similarities and differences.
They were also asked to state their preference and give reasons for it.

Sample: A
Score: 5

This response addresses all aspects of the prompt, including expression of preference and reasoning.
However, more elaboration and clear comparison would strengthen the answer (72—~ L3
FRMIRITH AT, HFETHRTWDLETY, v —<FICFEE NP 72 <, and

2 —<FOFNRENRLT | ETONR LY H 44X TJ, ). This well-organized and coherent response
contains a generally clear progression of ideas and uses appropriate transitional elements and cohesive
devices (£, # L C, and % 72). The student exhibits ease of expression and good flow, with consistent
use of register and style appropriate to the situation (except N LI TV 5 Z & ismissing T9). A
variety of vocabulary and idioms as well as grammatical and syntactic structures are used, with sporadic
errors such as LT HESH, B L < T, and ZE £ AV J7. With the exception of UM& -, there are no
mistakes in use of kanji from the AP kanji list. This response suggests emerging excellence in
presentational writing.

Sample: B
Score: 4

This response addresses all aspects of the prompt, including expression of preference and reasoning, but it
lacks elaboration. While it is well organized, the use of transitional elements and cohesive devices is

inconsistent (£7°, 5 1T, % I(Z, and ZALH DAY 5). The flow of expression is mostly natural, and
the unnatural elements do not interfere with comprehensibility. Errors in orthography and mechanics (D
1E703, [F] U 72) do not interfere with readability. There are no mistakes in use of kanji from the AP kanji list.
Vocabulary and idioms are appropriate, and a variety of appropriate grammatical and syntactic structures
are used. However, there are several errors in complex structures (e.g., H K& CHMEFED S THED
TeDIZRE R EFRN TRV TT and fir e b o LRI LRV £3, BERDL S

PILEH A, ). This response demonstrates competence in presentational writing.
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AP® JAPANESE LANGUAGE AND CULTURE
2008 SCORING COMMENTARY

Presentational Writing: Compare and Contrast Article (continued)

Sample: C
Score: 1

This response only minimally addresses the prompt and lacks organization and coherence. Labored
expression constantly interferes with comprehensibility (e.g., in these sentences: &% 2372 < X A

TTH, AANDOT—=JIZODENND E LTz, AvVIFELEHDLERITAY P EHFZTT, ) Erorsin
katakana use (5~ ¥, 7 —/), as well as insufficient vocabulary and idioms, significantly interfere with
readability (e.g., A% W72 < SATTHR, ODEDBND E L, A VIEE L H S L) Limited control of
grammatical and syntactic structures results in very fragmented language. This response demonstrates
lack of competence in presentational writing.

© 2008 The College Board. All rights reserved.
Visit the College Board on the Web: www.collegeboard.com.



