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
2015 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; o
minimal or no use of transitional
elements and cohesive devices

Article addresses prompt only .
minimally
Lacks organization and .
coherence

Mere restatement of the prompt

Clearly does not respond to the prompt;

Not in Japanese
Blank

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

completely irrelevant to the topic
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LANGUAGE USE
Rich vocabulary and idioms

Variety of appropriate
grammatical and syntactic
structures, with minimal or
no 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

ANy FTEVWYT LR LEBETEVWY T 2R 2N THET,

9. Xy FTEVWYTLFIZONWTEEZLWEANET, Xy FTHERVWHT L FIETERVYTS
FLOF o LERTY, 26, QITKENRZDOLIEL, AR THLWIEIZEHS B 5705 T
o LT, Xy FTHWYT L L, HETHATHLHRVIIHDRE T, KREIZ, ML T R THHEN
WHORETNE, WRICR->Th, ZOHLENRHRRSTH, BV HRET,

K JETEVWHTL2FICOVWTNEET, TRV L, BVTEVHITHORNCH Y £905,
LKOMTE D DL DBRVEHY A, THIZ, REBEWEh-Teb, IETETALFELHRE

o THUFELSFERTY, IHEBIEICWD0 D, KENWRSTHIERIC TZovy Y I<IZENE
The | EBTET, WIT, JEIATS & Bolea 3 ICELWVET, Xy FTEWYT L L, A
—IKRDLETIRFHLET,

HMEHEVTT NG, MFHBWWATEERNET ! L, fUExy NTEWMETHHFOERN
WATEERWET, FUIETE W T 5L, BRSO LH0 T H, Xy NTEUVWYT L5
1T E o EERE & BV ET,
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Compare and Contrast Article
Sample: B

R aryTEWY EBIEETEWYOLERIZOWTEE L2V EBnET,

—OBRIINNY aryTEWMWITHEDONWNWE ZATT, XY arTHY L ETHENTT, b 0o
THLEZATT L, BaWIBEEIT< IV TT L, 2650 HITIRL THOT A2 Hp/L
FHLWWNTT,

TOHIEBIEETEIYVWWE ZATT, BIFEIZIT EWVWRRBRIZZ2D £T L, AEiEaTEET,
RKELITTETHE, ZNRHRLLTEET, HLOBEIZWDWTT NS, 26505 ITEENTE &
JES A=

ZORFBEOENTY, REIANYarTILIINEFETT, 2HH6DHThboLREHAD L, Eh
HHARLTHWNTT, PEDLATHLIHLLDHIFT Y £, BHELEEKELWT DT EAGE
FOS LS TEDY FHA, BT AT THETT,

FIEE I LW b BIEETEWYT L H0NWWWE L BNWETIT &, B MmE W W 58y
aLOFNFEERNEST, LLETT,
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Compare and Contrast Article
Sample: C

NS, BlEArIA4X—vav B2 L T, AMZEWELET, B2, vATEE

T ELWTT, 206, DV EIOREKTHLY, FTorIA4X—Ta v ZRR0d0, § IS, &
DEWYE LET, ZO LA TX—2a v B IREND, FMTEVVYRFECHY A, &

W, BT~ VICE IR LD LD A TAX—va v BT B LA E BN ET, B EICARIND
HONETENET,
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Presentational Writing: Compare and Contrast Article
Note: Student samples are quoted verbatim and may contain grammatical errors.

Overview

This task assesses the student’s writing skills in the presentational communicative mode by having
students write an article for the student newspaper of a school in Japan. It comprises a single prompt in
English, 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 to 400 characters or longer. The article receives a
single holistic score based on how well it accomplishes the assigned task.

In 2015, students were asked to compare and contrast shopping online and shopping at a store. 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.

Sample: A
Score: b

This response addresses all aspects of the prompt, including expression of preference and reasoning. The
article is well organized and coherent, with some elaboration and detail that clarifies each of the points of

comparison. Basic transitional devices are used throughout (e.g., £7°; 72 ¥ 72 5 3T, &HBIZ; T,
L 7> L) and these enhance the comprehensibility of the article.

In terms of language delivery, the response generally exhibits ease of expression, with a few exceptions of
unnatural flow FH2F 72 < ThH; EOWITE I MR DBNEH Y FHA; liHFB VWA EENE
7). There is one error in orthography (£ 5 V% 9" should be & &V FE 97). There is just one lapse in use of

AP Kanji (7> £ 7 should be & X % 97). The register and style are consistent, and appropriate to the
situation.

In language use, the response employs a variety of vocabulary and idioms correctly (e.g., i, B DHIIZ &
D FE9: 3 ER: L<KIZEWET: K4LD). There are several words used in error (X, should be KIZ:
A —/L should be B{# or AliE; =41 5% should be =4U4). Grammatical and syntactic structures are for
the most part used correctly, with the exception of small grammatical errors (B VM) Hi 3K & 7~ should be H
VIR TEE T A 2 L7 B should be FFEFDS 20417z H; A —/LITK 5 £ THH £ 7 should be
HENKLETHOLET, BENDHDMWBV2HH Y £9 shouldbe NI HNDH LET).

If this response had used richer vocabulary and a greater variety of more complex syntactic structures, it
may have earned a higher score.

Sample: B
Score: 4

This response demonstrates competence in presentational writing, and earned a score of 4. The response
addresses all aspects of the prompt, including preference and reason, and in addition provides detail and
elaboration for each of the aspects of comparison. While the response could benefit from greater use of
transitional elements and cohesive devices, it is generally organized and coherent.
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Presentational Writing: Compare and Contrast Article (continued)

In terms of delivery, there are several errors in orthography that interfere with comprehension (e.g., 35 &
for J5; B 2 W for B\ ; DR LW for EH 7R < THUWY). The response is framed with
expressions that are more suited to oral, rather than written presentation, beginning the discussion with

FEL7-WE BnET

In terms of language use, the response for the most part uses appropriate but limited vocabulary, with
some variety (f&5%; f&FERY); T 7F). In one instance, vocabulary use is unnatural, but intelligible (in =-> H
1T EED T, v should be replaced with & i or other more specific term appropriate to this
context). There are several small grammatical errors that do not impede readability including wrong case
particle used (e.g., A & &f%& C& £ 9 should be A & EE2STE £ 79), case particle omitted (e.g., TEH > 7=
© should be TEMN & 72 5) and others (e.g., EWVMT 5 W72 & EUNE T should be HUW\)3 5
FRnnE BN ET: 52 5 T9 L ;should be B 2 ¥ 7 L; something is missing after /773 and before 72
in BfIDE W By a R EENET).

In terms of language delivery, unnatural flow of expressions (Fb~UZ DWW T BIEEIZIT XD 0 1L <
T & %) do not interfere with comprehensibility.

With greater detail and elaboration, along with more attention to orthography, and also use of a greater
variety of vocabulary and syntactic structures, this response may have earned a higher score.

Sample: C
Score: 2

This response addresses the topic only marginally, and earned a score of 2. While it discusses aspects of
online shopping and shopping in a mall, the respone is not constructed in terms of a comparison, and for
this reason gives the impression of scattered information that generally lacks organization and coherence.
While appropriate transitional and cohesive devices are used, they suggest a relation of temporal, rather

than logical, sequence (e.g., 5 —12, </ ~T&FT, HBLWVWTT).

In terms of delivery, there is labored expression that frequently interferes with comprehension (e.g., 7> 5
D X9 VMRETANLYY, ). Inaddition, there are frequent errors in orthography (4> 7 A X — should be
AT A4 ;<)L should be E—/L: 789 7> LV should be 09 2>L VY, L5 should be 9 5). Furthermore,
the use of register and style is inconsistent, varying from desu/masu style (e.g., BV V¥ % L £79, )toda
(plain) style (e.g., =D LA T X—3 3 v B 723V, ). A strong point of this response is its overall
use of AP Kanji without error.

The language use shows limited control of grammatical structures that frequently interfere with
comprehensibility (e.g., FAMZF~/VICEWVZ LD LV AU T4 X—a vy B T2 LD EBVNE
9", should perhaps be FAIZE—LVTEVHEZTHLV AL TA v a v B 72 LTEIEI BN ER
WE).

With greater control over grammatical structures, more attention to organization, and consistency in style,
this response may have earned a higher score.
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