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Question 2 
 
The score should reflect a judgment of the essay’s quality as a whole. Remember that students had only  
40 minutes to read and write; therefore, the essay is not a finished product and should not be judged by 
standards that are appropriate for an out-of-class assignment. Evaluate the essay as a draft, making certain 
to reward students for what they do well. 
 
All essays, even those scored 8 or 9, may contain occasional flaws in analysis, prose style, or mechanics. 
Such features should enter into the holistic evaluation of an essay’s overall quality. In no case may an 
essay with many distracting errors in grammar and mechanics be scored higher than a 2. 
______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

9    Essays earning a score of 9 meet the criteria for 8 essays and, in addition, are especially 
sophisticated in their explanation or demonstrate particularly impressive control of language. 

 
8   Effective 
 
Essays earning a score of 8 effectively analyze* how Barry uses rhetorical strategies to characterize 
scientific research. The prose demonstrates an ability to control a wide range of the elements of effective 
writing but is not necessarily flawless. 
 

7    Essays earning a score of 7 fit the description of 6 essays but provide a more complete 
explanation or demonstrate a more mature prose style. 

 
6   Adequate 
 
Essays earning a score of 6 adequately analyze how Barry uses rhetorical strategies to characterize 
scientific research. The writing may contain lapses in diction or syntax, but generally the prose is clear. 
 

5    Essays earning a score of 5 analyze how Barry uses rhetorical strategies to characterize 
scientific research. These essays may, however, provide uneven, inconsistent, or limited 
explanations. The writing may contain lapses in diction or syntax, but it usually conveys the 
student’s ideas. 

 
4   Inadequate 
 
Essays earning a score of 4 inadequately analyze how Barry uses rhetorical strategies to characterize 
scientific research. The prose generally conveys the student’s ideas but may suggest immature control  
of writing. 
 

3    Essays earning a score of 3 meet the criteria for a score of 4 but demonstrate less success in 
analyzing the strategies Barry uses to characterize scientific research. The essays may show 
less control of writing. 

 

 
* For the purposes of scoring, analysis refers to identifying features of a text and explaining how the author uses these to achieve a 
particular effect or purpose. 
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Question 2 (continued) 

 
2   Little Success 
 
Essays earning a score of 2 demonstrate little success in analyzing how Barry uses rhetorical strategies 
to characterize scientific research. These essays may misunderstand the prompt; fail to analyze the 
strategies Barry uses to characterize scientific research; or substitute a simpler task by responding to the 
prompt tangentially with unrelated, inaccurate, or inappropriate explanation. The prose often 
demonstrates consistent weaknesses in writing. 
 

1    Essays earning a score of 1 meet the criteria for a score of 2 but are undeveloped, especially 
simplistic in their explanation, and/or weak in their control of language. 

 
0     Indicates an on-topic response that receives no credit, such as one that merely repeats the prompt. 
 
—   Indicates a blank response or one that is completely off topic. 
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Question 2 

 
Overview 
 
This question asked students to consider the rhetorical strategies used by science writer John M. Barry to 
characterize the heroic and pioneering nature of scientific research. Students were required to consider 
how Barry uses elements of language to portray the qualities required of scientists: intelligence, curiosity, 
passion, patience, creativity, self-sufficiency, and courage.  
 
Sample: 2A 
Score: 9 
 
Showing an unusually keen understanding of Barry’s text, this student says that in order to deliver what 
might seem an “ethereal” idea, Barry “utilizes comparison and logical hypothetical situations to convey 
that idea.” As it discusses those situations, this essay proves to be one of the rare responses that 
recognizes the questions Barry poses not as rhetorical ones in the technical sense, but rather as questions 
posited to illustrate the workings of the inquiring mind of the scientist. The essay explains that the 
rhetorical effect of the questions is “to simulate the thought process of the pioneer scientist.” It analyzes 
Barry’s analogies, his use of antithesis, and the arrangement of the piece. The student writes with a 
confident voice, unafraid to be humorous, comparing Barry’s image of the scientist falling off the 
metaphorical cliff to “Wile E. Coyote, who himself is very methodical, persistent, and courageous in the 
pursuit of his goal.” The response is well written throughout and in fact improves as it progresses, 
demonstrating a student writing his or her way into an effective response. This essay earned a score of 9 
both for its mature control of language and for its effective understanding and analysis. 
 
Sample: 2B 
Score: 6 
 
This essay presents an adequate response as it analyzes how Barry characterizes scientific research “as an 
unforgiving Wonderland of discovery.” Its analysis of Barry’s use of metaphor is quite strong, and overall 
the essay demonstrates good control of language. The student knows how to incorporate quoted material 
deftly into the syntax of the surrounding prose. For example, the student writes: “Barry insists that 
‘experiments do not simply work,’ but with stubbornness and ingenuity ‘an investigator must make them 
work.’” Paragraph 3 explains that for scientists the “pursuit of scientific research leads them ‘into a 
wilderness region. . . .’” The essay concludes by saying that Barry presents scientific research as a process 
“that leads us, like Alice, ‘through the looking glass.’” Such clear expression is often a feature of upper-half 
responses. But although the prose style might seem to warrant elevation of the score to 7, the essay would 
require more thorough analysis to rise above adequacy, so it only earned a score of 6. 
 
Sample: 2C 
Score: 4 
 
This essay delivers an inadequate response. It does engage in analysis, attempting to discuss the effects of 
parallel structure, metaphor, and diction. The information presented is not inaccurate, but neither is it 
compelling. In paragraphs 2, 3, and 4, the student begins an analysis of each of the three features, but in 
each case the analysis remains limited. The student seems to understand the function of the strategies yet 
fails to provide specific examples and cogent explanations. The student writes of Barry, for instance, that 
“he uses metaphors to describe the dynamic nature of a scientist” but does not identify a specific case in 
point. Adequate analysis of one of the strategies might have lifted this response to a score of 5, but the 
essay earned only a 4, remaining inadequate because of its limited analyses throughout. 
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