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
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Presentational Writing: Compare and Contrast Article

TASK COMPLETION

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

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

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

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

Article addresses all aspects of
prompt, including expression of
preference and reasoning, but
may lack detail or elaboration
Generally organized and coherent;
use of transitional elements and
cohesive devices may be
inconsistent

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

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

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

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

Article addresses prompt only
minimally
Lacks organization and coherence

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

Use of register and style appropriate
to situation is inconsistent 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

Clearly does not respond to the prompt; completely irrelevant to the topic

Not in Japanese
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
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Presentational Writing: Compare and Contrast Response

Sample A
FEL WS L XICHZH Y DL FiELE W L LTV DD L Il CEWVET,

—HZBIC, KEL Vo L XA THESONREIRIZI L EHD T, RERL, KERES-ST-H60DE
LEWENRTELS EAHAL, FHELIZLAWVELWVWEDONRTXANLTT, Th, FiEL oL LIz
Tho Ll L, KREFLNEZIZRY £,

WIZ, KEEIZW S LI TAZENTEET, ML T7RAEEDLIREC THrok PlEoTKL
N5 EBITET, TH, FEITEILS FE2EFFA, ZHNEIABELEAESOEENH DD
‘(“\‘aﬁo

SHEBIC FBEEVSLEICWD E bIODVLERDPLLFETLIENTEET, FRIFIRVEE
HLTIZWTY, KZELHAZDL, KEFINKE LIS LETR, ERPHL5EELTOLEITZHY
EScw/VR

BEOBBRTIT, LV - LECVBORE - L BVELBOET, FHREVOLEEELTINE
<
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Sample B

IS, KEEGOIBEEFELA ) UDAERRRTHET, £ AZELAIMMITE > 3L
WEBWET, 8 s, KELHETZLIEERLWLWALTY, T, a5k E A& 5 RERITVLL
TT, BIFEVPRHFEDOT, WWNTT, 1D, XAV T, RICFEE EA O R
LOELRWI A2 LRTNER0 £, 7282013, 20T, HIEOTT o X% LTI
FHA, RIS, KELAOSFFMIIRELZEENVET, 28 n, EICVaLYESVET, KEIC
T2 S EEFETTEET, Th, FhEEbro B LRWET, BB, KEES IR, &
FONREIL 0 ET, FHELXFOLEN IS D ET, FEELEIHRTICEL ST TR, BV
F9, BRLELT, RIFEHREAHIREMOTNZEEE ORI L V& T, FRITH - & KF
DT, FiELE IRV EBNET,
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Sample C

HHT LT,

AEND, FAMIOKEEFHEL D ITRIT R LET,

RELFHD Ay KE BNbHWRZ &, TLT KEEFKE A2 FRERBR LTI,
HOWEITRLET, KEEZWNRERZD, FiIZWDOED, ottt nEd, TH, FkeE
BRUbDELEL, BV ELT,

KiELE ARAF — LT, ARA BUATITEET, ZThb, FEEARAF— L%

WE FET,

L FIRARCEREE O B3 & T,
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Presentational Writing: Compare and Contrast Article
Note: Student samples are quoted verbatim and may contain grammatical errors.
Overview

This task assessed writing skills in the presentational communicative mode by having students write an
article for the student newspaper of a school in Japan. It comprised a single prompt, which identified two
related topics and detailed how those topics should be discussed in the article. Students were asked to
compare and contrast spending time with friends and spending time with family. They were asked to
describe at least three aspects of each and highlight the similarities and differences between the two.
They were also asked to state their preference and give reasons for it.

Students were given 20 minutes to write an article of 300 to 400 characters or longer. The response
received a single holistic score on how well it accomplished the assigned task.

Sample: A
Score: 5

This response suggests emerging excellence in presentational writing. It addresses all aspects of the
prompt with thoroughness and detail, including expression of preference and reasoning

(BEORBRTIX, FREVHS L LICWDDOR b - L BWEEBWET, FETW-oH

AL THMNH TT). It is well organized and coherent, with a clear progression of ideas and use of
transitional elements, such as —#& B {Z, XIZ, and = H. The response generally exhibits natural and
easily flowing expression. There is very good use of kanji from the AP list. Paragraphs are separated by a
blank line, which does not interfere with readability; however, it is an unconventional practice in

Japanese. There are several instances of collocational mismatch (S #:% L 72V )T should be

SELFE LW TT; KEITIL#K%E £ < LE T should be Z TNk A K< EWVWET;
KEFBMEZIZ 72V £ 9 should be X FFH 23381272 V) £ 97). The response makes use of a rich vocabulary
(BLEE TURE SEE By, B, with some errors (G LV % @ should be 2 LY Z &). The response also
uses a variety of grammatical and syntactic structures, with sporadic errors: AN - 72 5 (23 should be
W) FEE W L RICidd » & L4272 L (121X should be 1) and BW/2 & B E 9 (BU/2 & should
be F &) A clear introduction, body, and conclusion are present and facilitate reader comprehension. If

there were more detailed description, observable reasoning in some sentences, and more careful attention
to particle use, this response would have earned a higher score.

Sample: B
Score: 4

This response demonstrates competence in presentational writing. It addresses all aspects of the prompt,
including a statement of preference (FAIZZFEIE & & 5 Rl D N AE & & 5 K L Y 4% T7) and
reasoning (FEILH - & KFED T, FikE A D REREINA VLWL & BuyvE 9), but lacks detail or elaboration.
Cohesive or transitional expressions (£, 7272 5, TH, 720056, RIZ, 72 & 21X, #£12) are used
frequently and help the reader follow the progression of the points presented in the response. However, the
points are not presented as logically as they should be, which contributes to an impression of weak
organization. The response generally exhibits ease of expression in clauses such as

FIELEET Z LI LDy S T9, and when unnatural
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Presentational Writing: Compare and Contrast Article (continued)

expressions occur they do not interfere with comprehensibility, as in the case of

FIEIZT-< SAMEFETTE £9°. At times the strained flow of expression interferes with
comprehensibility, asin AE & A 9 BREEIIZ, [EFLN L0 3, FELEEHLN LL

B0 FET, FREAETDRTICEDL D721 T/ <. EOE 7. Frequent orthographic or lexical
(& 9 ] for & 9 W, =F o X for HE « BV, a1 for »—72 L v b or VD) and
mechanical errors also interfere with readability or comprehensibility. Grammatical and syntactic
structures are used mostly appropriately, but they are limited to simple structures and basic grammar.
Small grammatical errors, such as the omission of 72 in B\ H34f & D T, the use of & instead of (£ in
ThH, FlEL B X o &2, and the omission of 72 in FEIXH - & KFEHD T, do not interfere with
comprehensibility although they may cause strained or unnatural flow of expression. When complex
structures are used (e.g., 721 T7¢ <), errors tend to occur. The response maintains consistent use of
register and style appropriate to the situation. If the response had included more detailed description,
presented in a logical manner with complex, accurate sentence structures, and had improved the

expressions of preference beyond the elementary level of \W\WNT9, 4+ & T3, and KFF b N L < 720 9,
it would have earned a higher score.

Sample: C
Score: 1

This response demonstrates a lack of competence in presentational writing. It addresses the prompt
minimally with the mention of the topic & & X}k, but the information is scattered and generally lacks
organization except for the beginning and end. The response is also often incoherent owing to
grammatical errors such as ZIZ\W\ 2720 . H o & W& H U E 7. Because of the absence of transitional
markers indicating progression from one point to another (£79; -2 X'|2), the reader has difficulty
comprehending the information as a series of comparisons, as opposed to a mere listing of the
characteristics of friends and family. The response is also too short. Most of the kanji used in the response
are appropriate and accurate; however, more AP kanji could be used for such words as (372 L ¥ 79,

Z WD Z R T2V and VW& F 9. Labored expression interferes with comprehensibility, such as

HHWNZ L KEEFELVIBEIER LE T, and A2 (for “spend’?). For the most part, errors in
mechanics (blank spaces between words such as FED A-X> K] 73) and in orthography very
frequently interfere with readability (#]® 3 L T; AR AT —Lh; AKRA B X H)pWaETR LET
[should be H23 )] FIZWN D721 [should be 1T>72 V] > &\ & H U ET [should be

Ho & B E v E 7). Limited control of grammatical and syntactic structures hinders
comprehensibility, such as FfE & AR AF— L% W& F£9. The conjunctions (¥ L T; TH; Zhnb)
are used appropriately, but their functionality diminishes because of the poor skills in grammar and syntax.
If the sentences were better formed, this response would have earned a higher score.
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