
Regents Exam in ELA Rating Guide — Jan. ’24	 [28]	

Anchor Paper – Part 2 – Level 3 – A



Regents Exam in ELA Rating Guide — Jan. ’24	 [29]	

Anchor Paper – Part 2 – Level 3 – A



Regents Exam in ELA Rating Guide — Jan. ’24	 [30]	

 
Anchor Level 3–A 
 
CONTENT AND ANALYSIS: 
• The essay introduces a reasonable claim, as directed by the task (students in America should be given 

the optional to read what they want … so they don’t get borred). 
• The essay demonstrates appropriate and accurate analysis of the texts as necessary to support the claim 

(This shows the disconnect between what kids want vs. what teachers’ think they need and teachers’ 
… try to make boring books intresting. This makes kids engaged because its fun but its better if they 
get engaged because they like it too) and to distinguish the claim from alternate or opposing claims 
(Some think it dosen’t matter that kids are borred but I think them doing this would be benifical to 
know and help the kids not be borred). 

 
COMMAND OF EVIDENCE: 
• The essay presents ideas briefly, making use of some specific and relevant evidence to support analysis 

(“Reading engagement is the foundation for buildin succesfull readers and a strong literacy 
environment” and “We need to have a conversation around why certain texts are taught year after 
year”). 

• The essay demonstrates proper citation of sources to avoid plagiarism when dealing with direct quotes 
and paraphrased material [(25–26, Room 241) and (6–7, Iowa)].   

 
COHERENCE, ORGANIZATION, AND STYLE: 
• The essay exhibits some organization of ideas and information to create a mostly coherent essay, by 

introducing a single sentence claim centered around the idea that a good book … requires you to relate 
to something  and that novels … like “Lord of the Flies” are too borring and supported with three body 
paragraphs, each providing a quote from the texts and a fourth, short body paragraph that addresses 
the counterclaim with a rebuttal that alludes to a previous quote (Carrie Kondor even said it matters 
because of engagement), and a concluding statement that reiterates the claim (students should have 
more freedom in what they get to read). 

• The essay establishes but fails to maintain a formal style (It is often too borring … to read novels 
sometimes hundreds of years old … because non of us were alive), using primarily basic language and 
structure (This shows one of the things teachers’ understnd pretty well) with occasional imprecision 
(optional for “option,” monitone for “monotonous,” I for “it”). 
 

CONTROL OF CONVENTIONS: 
• The essay demonstrates emerging control of conventions exhibiting occasional errors that hinder 

comprehension (borred; every one; a iland; soccer”, said Lemov. (95–96, Korbey).; buildin; 
succesfull; teachers’ understand; intresting; its fun; Finaly; dosen’t; them doing; benifical; In 
conclusion this). 
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Anchor Level 3–B 
 
CONTENT AND ANALYSIS: 
• The essay introduces a claim (There’s a easy solution to this tho, which is letting the kids decide what 

to read). 
• The essay demonstrates unclear analysis of the texts (study’s has shown that with kids reading what 

they want … student also said that it restricting for them), insufficiently distinguishing the claim from 
alternate or opposing claims (However there is a bright side of reading classics. Reading classics gives 
students expirences like what the world … was like Back then and Although … the main thing is, is 
getting the kids engaged, take away the key points & learn & enjoy reading). 

 
COMMAND OF EVIDENCE: 
• The essay presents ideas briefly, making use of some specific and relevant evidence to support analysis 

through a series of paraphrases from three texts (A survey was conducted and it shows that sudents 
don’t like the classics Because it doesn’t reflect who they are and with kids reading what they want 
they can Be more engaged) although one reference is attributed to the wrong speaker. 

• The essay demonstrates inconsistent citation of sources to avoid plagiarism when dealing with direct 
quotes and paraphrased material [(text 1, ⁋ 2, line 12) and (text 2, line 22–23)] with the paragraph 
number and line numbers being incorrectly identified in the given examples.  

 
COHERENCE, ORGANIZATION, AND STYLE: 
• The essay exhibits some organization of ideas and information to create a mostly coherent essay, with 

an introductory paragraph that presents a claim that supports student choice over the classics, a second 
paragraph of support that focuses on the need to get students engaged in reading, a third that briefly 
suggests a counterclaim, and a concluding paragraph that returns to the claim (the answer is, letting 
them choose for themselves). 

• The essay establishes but fails to maintain a formal style, using primarily basic language and structure 
(Teachers are trying to find new way to keep kids engaged in reading and It can also show the evolution 
in time) that is sometimes inexact (student also said that it restricting for them). The response further 
breaks from formality through the use of the ampersand. 
 

CONTROL OF CONVENTIONS: 
• The essay demonstrates emerging control of conventions, exhibiting occasional errors (don’t all way 

have Benifits; new way; a easy; tho; cant; classics … it doesn’t; study’s has Shown; intrest; 
expirences; kid … them) that hinder comprehension. 
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Anchor Level 2–A 
 
CONTENT AND ANALYSIS: 
• The essay introduces a claim (English should not only focus on the classic). 
• The essay demonstrates confused and unclear analysis of the texts (so it show that people does not 

want only reading but political and that not only books to read but the ideas of it and also the meaning 
of the book). 

 
COMMAND OF EVIDENCE: 
• The essay presents ideas inaccurately (because on text 4 show their say that they should add more stuff 

in english and how they want to add student ideas and belief). 
• The essay demonstrates little use of citations to avoid plagiarism when dealing with direct quotes and 

paraphrased material (text 4 show and on text 3), with some miscopying within the two quoted 
examples and no line numbers given.  

 
COHERENCE, ORGANIZATION, AND STYLE: 
• The essay exhibits inconsistent organization of ideas and information, failing to create a coherent 

essay, consisting of three paragraphs that introduce a confused claim that sways from a firm stand to 
maybe im in the middle and the idea that the four texts show the reason and effect of the negative claim 
which is not followed through with. The essay presents two quotes from the passages but fails to 
coherently expound upon them or connect clearly back to the expressed ideas of reason and effect, and 
inserts irrelevant comments about loving books. The essay concludes with a reaffirmation of the claim, 
followed by a personal comment.   

• The essay lacks a formal style, using some language that is inappropriate and imprecise (their for 
“they”, because reading it a little bored, focus on other stuff, I just wanna learn some thing else like 
anything tho).  
 

CONTROL OF CONVENTIONS: 
• The essay demonstrates a lack of control of conventions, exhibiting frequent errors (im; students to 

questions what; Dyches also want; Educators like all people have; belifefs; it show; people does; 
too.”) that; book … it; classice) that make comprehension difficult.  
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Anchor Level 2–B 
 
CONTENT AND ANALYSIS: 
• The essay introduces a claim (English curriculn should foucs on the classics). 
• The essay demonstrates unclear analysis of the texts (But not focusing on the classic is not learning its 

Just a waste Of time), failing to distinguish the claim from alternate or opposing claims.  
 

COMMAND OF EVIDENCE: 
• The essay presents little or no evidence from the texts, citing information from one unidentified text 

(it states surveyed students about there reading preferences) which is partially misinterpreted (most 
didn’t know how to read).  

• The response does not make use of citations, simply stating in the text and including no specific text 
or line numbers.   

 
COHERENCE, ORGANIZATION, AND STYLE: 
• The essay exhibits inconsistent organization of ideas and information, first introducing a claim, then 

presenting a quote that lacks in accuracy and lacks in transitioning from the claim to an attempt at 
analysis, concluding with an irrelevant personal comment (you gotta start from the bottom to make 
your way to the top), all within a single paragraph, failing to create a coherent essay.  

• The essay lacks a formal style, using some language that is inappropriate and imprecise (it states 
surveyed students, there for “their”, gotta).  
 

CONTROL OF CONVENTIONS: 
• The essay demonstrates a lack of control of conventions, exhibiting frequent errors (curriculn; negtive; 

the classic is; learning its just; time you; and switching from the 3rd to 2nd person pronoun) that make 
comprehension difficult. 

 
  



Regents Exam in ELA Rating Guide — Jan. ’24	 [38]	

Anchor Paper – Part 2 – Level 1 – A



Regents Exam in ELA Rating Guide — Jan. ’24	 [39]	

 
Anchor Level 1–A 
 
CONTENT AND ANALYSIS: 
• The essay introduces a claim (All teens and kids should have the education with Literature in need). 
• The essay does not demonstrate analysis of the texts.  

 
COMMAND OF EVIDENCE: 
• The essay presents little or no evidence from the text.   
• The essay does not make use of citations.  

 
COHERENCE, ORGANIZATION, AND STYLE: 
• The essay exhibits inconsistent organization of ideas and information, failing to create a coherent 

essay, with a single paragraph that opens with an implied claim relating to literature, followed by an 
attempt to support the claim with generalizations about literature and education (Teachers may have a 
hard time teaching because of race or the culture they were brought up in and students that are a 
different race may feel like their name isn’t heard … in the wrong conflict, and concluding with an 
incoherent statement (Things may be said but words will never be big then actions).  

• The essay lacks a formal style, using some language that is inappropriate or imprecise (Teens use it 
[literature] very normally, Most kids, just their thing, words will never be big, then for “than”).  
 

CONTROL OF CONVENTIONS: 
• The essay demonstrates emerging control of conventions, exhibiting occasional errors (in need, Past; 

alot; Most Teens; aware of but; its just their; likey; Most though, know) that hinder comprehension. 
• Holistically, this is a Level 1 essay because it is a personal response that makes little reference to the 

task and no reference to the texts and can be scored no higher than a 1. 
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Anchor Level 1–B 
 
CONTENT AND ANALYSIS: 
• The essay introduces a claim (English Curriculum Classic helps students learn about history and what 

going in life). 
• The essay does not demonstrate analysis of the texts.  

 
COMMAND OF EVIDENCE: 
• The essay presents no evidence from the texts.  
• The essay does not make use of citations.  

 
COHERENCE, ORGANIZATION, AND STYLE: 
• The essay is minimal, making assessment of organization unreliable.  
• The essay is minimal, making assessment of language unreliable. 

 

CONTROL OF CONVENTIONS: 
• The essay is minimal, making assessment of conventions unreliable. 
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Practice Paper A – Score Level 5 
Holistically, this essay best fits the criteria for Level 5. The essay introduces a thoughtful claim, 
demonstrates thorough analysis and distinguishes the claim from alternate claims. The essay presents ideas 
clearly and accurately with proper citation of sources. It exhibits logical organization to create a cohesive 
and coherent essay, maintaining a formal style, using fluent language and demonstrates control of 
conventions, exhibiting occasional errors only when using sophisticated language.  
 
 
Practice Paper B – Score Level 0 
Holistically, this essay best fits the criteria for Level 0. The essay is totally copied from Text 2 with no 
original student writing and must be scored a 0. 
 
 
Practice Paper C – Score Level 2 
Holistically, this essay best fits the criteria for Level 2. The essay introduces a claim and demonstrates a 
confused, contradictory analysis of the text, failing to distinguish the claim from alternate or opposing 
claims. The essay presents ideas inconsistently, in an attempt to support analysis with evidence that 
opposes, rather than supports, the claim. The essay demonstrates little use of citations to avoid plagiarism 
when dealing with direct quotes and paraphrased material. The essay exhibits inconsistent organization of 
ideas and information, failing to create a coherent essay. The essay lacks a formal style, using some 
language that is imprecise and demonstrates a lack of control of conventions that make comprehension 
difficult. 
 
 
Practice Paper D – Score Level 4 
Holistically, this essay best fits the criteria for Level 4. The essay introduces a precise claim with 
appropriate and accurate analysis and distinguishes the claim from an opposing claim. The essay presents 
ideas sufficiently with proper citations and exhibits acceptable organization with a formal style, 
demonstrating partial control of conventions.  
 
 
Practice Paper E – Score Level 6 
Holistically, this essay best fits the criteria for Level 6. The essay introduces a precise and insightful claim 
supported by an in-depth and insightful analysis, which includes distinguishing the claim from opposing 
claims. Ideas are presented fully and thoughtfully, employing a wide range of specific and relevant 
evidence that is properly cited. The essay exhibits skillful organization of ideas and information in a 
cohesive and coherent manner while maintaining a formal style that uses sophisticated language and 
structure. The essay demonstrates control of conventions with essentially no errors.  

 
 
 


