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
2013 SCORING GUIDELINES

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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Compare and Contrast Article
Sample A

b, AKGEZFTESFLIATTLHELLITAHET, MGTNAARDEEDTZDIT, WVWDHD
(2, FEPABHESR D H Y £,

EFT. —OHOMERIIAARFBETHIA TTLHEOLTNRRS LWHETT, HAFEOLR—- 2247 L
b, FPEL<SRVWTT, LrL, FCLR—FEeENCL, —FFHOBRTFRIARLITIHS RV £T

“OHOMESIZ, BARFETHA T THFHEOFRENVETT, ZOLAR— 2R TENEL, WUt+H
S HNND FT, WL, MiES7ZH, HLIATHELT, b)) —EENRITUIRDENLT
I, oL, XA L6, 57000 £9,

—OOHERIEW T2 Lieb, HAGEZ EFRICRLFETY, AARFEOLEITNSS HES A, #HE L
b, ALY ET L, | EEPRELE, 15, BAETOES HLHE Lo, ARG
ZEFICRVET, ZLT, A TTHHRLEFTECFIFACHRZ L DVET,

M E LT, HARETHA T TH2HFLFTELCHFLHETT, LrL, XA T THFEOHFNHETT
o T2 n, W< 2L, Bl BAEEZ LRI o055 TY,
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Compare and Contrast Article
Sample B

HAGEDO X A 7L HAREOESITEI DL SAHVETN, FAULHY £, 4H, EHHA
FEOEIFITHOVTEELET,

9. HAEBZHDOFTELDIILELWVWTY, ary 77X =230 i, LT, HHT
MICHE R b a2EBELZENTEET, LW EHAL, XU EZUDDHFNRLZENTT,

HAGEZ XA T oS D0, BETEHIDTFTEOLRRDONN N RNHoT26, FHNIZWWTT,
Th, bLar7Z—2F50EF EFTInd, MERHY FHA, T LT, XA TOIFNRENTT
o B oV TH—RBONEL, XA TRHKRERTAL, E)AXANVTRAT, EL I ENHEKE
7

ELHEIDITL AN EZEEZZVWTTYT, FETFTEIINGETT, 28R, FAIFA 7
DHkRERT A, ZLT, fliESTZER, HLALZME I TSI LWERNWET, b L, B b o &Y
Lo, AL HAGEEZ XA 752 AN EFIZRD 4,

© 2013 The College Board.
Visit the College Board on the Web: www.collegeboard.org.



AP® JAPANESE LANGUAGE AND CULTURE
2013 SCORING COMMENTARY

Compare and Contrast Article
Sample C

HAGEX AL 7 EARGEONIX, ArBARUKLXE) TT, I<TAYU I ADOINEFE, TH

PRI T L TT ) EBLILET, LM EET AU D ANAEFET, HAGEOL U S XBRFNG
RN, AT EEEFAFNEE, BV IZEBRINRLTVET, T ELLLTMLTYT, T
HLHAGEXA L ZEH ) 7 ZARERIZRTNERY T OTRILTY, BAEON L, 72< &
WP CEDERITIEEY FHA, THUE, 2PN EETT, ZNnE HAGEDN X, &30
T9, FAX, ARFEA AL ITNHFETT, XA, DPLEWTT, THLELSTAY D ADAH

FEIEL, ECHIERRL AN TT, TAU I AR, BARANOBRARGENRE L CTHIFRVWEBE Y LET,
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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 in English, which
identified two related topics and details how they should be discussed in the article. Students were asked
to compare and contrast typing in Japanese and handwriting in Japanese. 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 article received
a single holistic score based on how well it accomplished the assigned task.

Sample: A
Score: 6

This article addresses all aspects of the prompt including preference, reason, and at least three points of
comparison or contrast, all of which are elaborated upon with additional detail. The article contains well-
organized and coherent paragraphs including an introduction and conclusion. It properly uses a
conventional paragraphing format as well as transitional elements and cohesive devices such as ¥ 7,
—oOH, —OOHLA, L2L, 728725, and f&iw & L C. The article has easily flowing expression with
consistent use of register and style throughout. There are some collocational errors, such as
RED=DIZ, WDHDIT (should be FHEDTZHIZNY £ or VBT E), —FE D (should be
—[Ff%%), and -+ 7210 53520 £9° (should be 43 L2002 £+ A) that do not interfere with
comprehensibility. The article includes an honorific expression (EbLIVELT). Kanji from the AP
Japanese kanii list are used correctly with one exception in -\ (for V).

The article contains sporadic grammatical and structural errors, such as incorrect use of the “must do”
phrase (b 9 —EENRITIULR D for b 9 —EENRITHULR 572\, a particle error (% of
HAGE % ETF1272 5 should be 3); and an error in verb conjugation (72 5415 should be 72415 ). A
vocabulary error is observed in an attempt to use a high-level verb (b 5WE T in R UFERZ L 5V ET,
which should be % 72 % L % 7). However, these errors do not interfere with comprehensibility. This article
includes sentences with proper endings such as fHiE ... FTF and 72 ¥R 5 . 75 T, the correct
use of which is hard to achieve for learners of Japanese at this level.

This article earned a score of 6 for the excellent organization, coherent and detailed explanation of
preference and reasons, rich vocabulary, and correct use of higher-level expressions and sentence
structures.

Sample: B
Score: 4

This article addresses all aspects of the prompt, including three points of comparison or contrast,
expression of preference, and reasoning.
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Presentational Writing: Compare and Contrast Article (continued)

It is written in four well-organized and coherent paragraphs, including introduction, points about
handwriting and typing in Japanese, and a conclusion. The article appropriately uses transitional elements
and cohesive devices (£, = L C, TH, 7272 5). However, the paragraph about handwriting in
Japanese is rudimentary and lacks detail and elaboration. The strained or unnatural flow of expression
does not necessarily interfere with comprehensibility. There are several orthographic errors (F-U> for >,
ayFH—for AL Ea—H— or AL E2—H /N K for I8 ¥ ), which may not significantly
impede readability. Some orthographic or typing errors such as 1844172 & (for Z 4172 5) and

B ATTHIZA (for XA 7% Z &) donot interfere with comprehensibility. The use of register and style
is consistent and appropriate. Vocabulary and idioms are limited but appropriate. Grammatical and
syntactic structures are mostly appropriate, but there are several errors in both simple and complex
sentence structures, such as the absence of a nominalizer in H AXZE D < I (should be < D iXor
ELZ ) and TR LU (9 DiFor f# 9 Z & 13), and particle errors in A ARFE D E <
(HAGECE<or HAGEAZEL), HHT(EHIZ), and # ) A X A )V TIERAT (E) AX A NV EERAT),
but these errors do not interfere significantly with comprehensibility. The article demonstrates
competence in presentational writing and earned a score of 4. With more detailed explanation and fewer
errors in language use, this response could have earned a higher score.

Sample: C
Score: 2

This article addresses only some aspects of the prompt. Although it includes one’s preference

(FAlZ. HAGEX A B D% T3 )and areason (¥ A ¥ 71%, " LEWTT), the description of
three aspects of each is insufficient. It states that handwriting in Japanese and typing in Japanese have
similarities and differences, but it is difficult to ascertain what the points of comparison are. The article
lacks organization and coherence, and the use of transitional elements and cohesive devices are limited to

b, Zid and TH. Labored expression frequently interferes with comprehensibility. Some
sentences, combined with grammatical and syntactic errors, are incomprehensible;

T AU NOBARGFEZX, & THIEFEOLR2WNWTT; Znbs ELoed L TT;
EACTIEIHY 7 ERERITRTITRY ETOTRLILTT;

TAUBINFE, BRADOHAGENE ETHIZRWE B Y 9 L E7 . Frequent errors in orthography and
kanji (SWV & for W e BU LK Hfor v T 7 X —; Fimbnfor bNH R0, R L for R LU
F U FEHAfor 20 FHA; B for ) interfere with readability. The register and style are mostly

appropriate, but that alone does not make delivery any better. Numerous lexical, grammatical and
syntactic errors result in a lack of comprehensibility. The errors include the absence of a nominalizer

(HAGED < 1T for L Z & or EL D), particle errors (B 7 X EN L TCfor H U 7 XA INLQ),
and verb conjugation errors (3% 9 LE T for BHWE T, & 72T for 3072 i ).

This article suggests a lack of competence in presentational writing because of incomprehensibility of the
message caused by an array of inappropriate elements in task requirements, delivery, and language use
and earned a score of 2.
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