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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
2017 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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Presentational Writing: Compare and Contrast Article
Sample: A
SBIEINV—TT a2l FEEATRD 7By =7 MZOWTEELTES W E BnET,

FFEICHIC, FN—TTevel MIMEAT B Y =7 NIRRT, 7BV 27 MIHOWTO
BERSMERRGTEDOT AT T REE T, — AT OHEMTIERL, HEEADO TR ZMH 21T,
TuYel FOEREIXE THLEWKARD EBNET, B, IA—TORNTRAIERS
EHY LTHMERO R TN D &, I —7DRITIRENTT., SBHENOEIND
Bnbo E7, MATaY =l FEaEoTHHEAITZARBNIHY A, BHoOT Y
=7 FNEE, ZFOME Y ZIZOVWTHEANZERDANTHEWWL, Yoy =7 M&E-TH
BRI L T AADNWRND TAL—RIZBSDOR—ATTay el Ml TEET,

TOHDOKRA Y MIEATEY 27 MITRTHYTOLRTIUIWTEEA, ENCZ-oH
DIFE D DA OBEIINES TWTETR, —ATRD EEFOAENRKEWATREERH Y £7°
o TN—TTRDLE, HWHMICANIT Y =7 MIEIMEEIR, — ADBRRLS RT v
WEND7RL ey £,

BBEDRA L FETDHEZAIL, Tuad=l MONERT AN T, ZV—7T5 &, HA
BRboAEBMLTELhs WKL LEWET, LRTEATRSSE, T XTHS
TRDDTHFEINT o Z 2 DsmBAENNH Y F97,

FIFEANT B 27 FOIFEHIRRVLTNTT, IFZOANIEHEL R TWHWL, BOoOERE
WD DN DOTIENPDODANTZB EEROENTHKG LIS RO TEAT Y 27 FOIF
) B ET,

Sample: B

TN—TRebrh7Talcl he—ATRA7er=7 Mtz bW BN
9, £9. ARZWVHEH - L3 e vl FaeRBbAZ ERDHY £T, . —AD
AUNR=NLoENT D E, RABRODNDOLIZRDET, —ATTrr=y haT25LED
NLoFENLES, EPDVEDHWNDLITIFERY EFEA, N —FTEE 90 x50,
FAPbLELSBHY ET, ZHITRMODETHEV KBV A, TANLTEDLLETBY
=7 MINPATNTEERHA, T BERXT—ATOITANET HHWVWTITWVWERA, OF
DEEE A2 Te 72123 A, AT a2 b aT AL L —7 T ATV o XV E
WRABHLIPHELNBEWNTEL, BARLEZLHVETV 2O FH L DL ERBNVES, £
bbb aT el boTW) DT LVnERNET, F0 x < EEEZ WXV Do
T, BLHLAEWLELENWEENEL &N LLERA,

Sample: C

ZAIHIE, HS A, X7 yu 77y ho—ANTFrY s NTF, ZFAT77ay s M
HLWTE, —ANFEFER2WTT, LxEXtEFETTe Y MIATERK, —ATrYT b
Z T E, Seleott®, bl vyue I ANEGFE LR, Fyua X ruaT s N ThiTzix
Toa P NEFLET, HRIET vy eI THETT, FAb72nTT,
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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 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 opposing sides of a single topic and details how they should be
compared in the article. Student must also state their preference for one of the sides and provide a
reason for it. 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 tasks.

On this year’s exam students were asked to compare and contrast group projects and individual
projects. To successfully respond to the prompt, students had to describe at least three aspects of
each type of project, to state which type they preferred, and to give reasons for their preference.

Sample: A
Score: 6

This article demonstrates excellence in presentational writing, addressing all aspects of the prompt
with thoroughness and detail. The progression of ideas is clear and signaled by appropriate

transitional devices (FTIX U DIT: —DOHDARA > ML &EDOFRA L FET5H L ZA1T).

In terms of delivery, the expression is natural and easily flowing throughout. There are minimal
orthographic errors (55 L CTA X 72\ B WX 72 5 1E Z @A) that do not impede
comprehensibility, but otherwise there are no errors in use of kanji according to the AP kanji list.

Language use demonstrates ample use of rich vocabulary and idioms (e.g., YERY 712, %Eﬁg, GAMN,
TRI), FERREE, %, FERD D1 S 2 AV, 1REL, BRI, BRAR, % 57, A4, ATREME, # i, &
m, - w9 Rk 5). In addition, a variety of appropriate grammatical and syntactic
constructions are used with minimal or no errors (e.g., embedded constructions in 7 /L — 7" D727
TRAIZERLE S LTHMER W TRGaNH L & 7 V=7 DR TIRELA TT, 7%
RN BIEIMNDENDBH Y £, ;eq., clauselinkage in 7 /b—7"TR5H &, ¥ ANIZ T 1
Y7 MIBMESEUE, —ADBRLRITIIEWT 2 nEN DR R0 £, ).

Sample: B
Score: 3

Suggesting emerging competence in presentational writing, this response addresses the topic
directly with three aspects of each type of project (time, possibility of causing trouble to others,
possibility of arguing and wasting time), along with some elaboration. The student's preference
and reason, however, are missing. Cohesive devices and transitional elements are effective in
providing sentence cohesion (7273, Z L%, AU < X T, 2% V) but few such elements are

provided at the discourse level (£ 79", 7273) , with the result that each point of comparison is not
clearly highlighted.
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Presentational Writing: Compare and Contrast Article (continued)

In terms of delivery, there are errors in mechanics that interfere with comprehensibility (e.g.,
missing period in BAR L EZHHV EFT VD L OIFHELWHDEEEWE T, ). Non-use of AP
kanji at times impedes readability throughout (e.g., B H W E 7, 1Z°<, HUWT, D5 o T). Several
errors in orthography appear (& & 2 % shouldbe & T#H; — AT shouldbe — ATl L X
73 should be B U & 23 or AFEDY).

Language use contains some inappropriate vocabulary items that interfere with comprehensibility

(e.g., EWNWIENLL IND).

If this response had stated a preference for which type of project and a reason for that preference, it
could have earned a higher score.

Sample: C
Score: 1

With insufficient vocabulary and limited control of grammatical structures that significantly
interfere with comprehensibility, this article demonstrates a lack of competence in presentational
writing. The article addresses the prompt only minimally, and does so by referring to the two items

of comparison (FAlL 7 vy a7 7'r Y7 FR°o— AT 17 ). Due to limited control of grammar
and vocabulary, however, the article lacks organization and coherence (e.g., & & F&ftHFE T 1
U7 NI TCER, ), making it difficult to identify any points of comparison.

In terms of delivery, labored expression constantly interferes with comprehensibility (e.g., the
following looks like an expression of preference, but is not quite intelligible: — A 7’127 ME D 1T
L. Hpl-DftE, ). In terms of orthography and kanji, there are several spelling errors (e.g., 7
1~ should be 7 /L —7; 712’7 | shouldbe 7’1 ¥ = 7 k; 7 /L7 should be 7 /L —7) but AP
kanji use is without error. There is one mechanical error, use of a comma instead of a period (& 73
721X 7 vy 7 TChHE T, FAL 72T, ). The use of register is inconsistent, with a single
sentence in plain style (B 72721327 v 1 7 N %55 L < 72\, ), while the remainder of the
sentences are in polite form. There are two sentences that lack a predicate (& & E&ftHFH T
7 MINTFER, ; — A7 uar 7 NMEIHITE, HrlcDtH, ).

In terms of language use, limited control of grammar (e.g., H 7272137 v 7 AN &EE L L 721)
interferes with intelligibility, as does inappropriate or insufficient vocabulary (e.g.,

— NFEFER RN TT).

If this response had addressed the prompt more directly, and demonstrated better control of
grammar, and used a greater variety of vocabulary, it could have earned a higher score.
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