Quality Core English 10

Anchor Set Articulations: “Women Like Us”

Paper 1:  1/1/2/2
Interpretation: This response contains no accurate analysis of the literary elements in the reading passage and shows no recognition of the connections between the literary elements and the text’s meaning.  Although the writer refers to a simile in paragraph 2, the term is not defined.  Moreover, the example quotation, which contains the simile, is never analyzed.  A second attempt at analysis is also unsuccessful: in the final paragraph the student mentions that Danticat begins Women Like Us with a comparison but fails to do anything meaningful with this observation.  Score = 1
Development: This response provides no valid evidence from the text.  Even though a quotation is offered (When you write, it’s like braiding your hair.) no explanation of ideas is apparent.  In fact, what follows the aforementioned quotation makes the writer’s ideas even less clear (cooking or cleaning being a housewife is what a respectable woman would be expected to do at that time.)  Score = 1
Organization: Organization is very simple.  The response has a brief introduction that restates the task at hand, but it lacks a conclusion.  The two body paragraphs (paragraphs 2 and 3 overall) show evidence of the logical grouping of some ideas.  While the second body paragraph shows some logical grouping of ideas, the first body paragraph is poorly organized as it moves from hair braiding to what a respectable woman would be expected to do at that time without any transitions to suggest the connection between the ideas.  Score = 2
Language: Some sentences convey ideas clearly (see the first paragraph), but many do not (Danticat begins Women Like Us with a comparison, of you and your mother, with braided hair.  Eventually, Danticat moves on to explain how women would write, by filling their meals with their thoughts and meaning.).  Part of the problem seems to be the writer’s lack of understanding of the second-person point of view employed by Danticat; part of the problem seems to be an inability to make figurative language understandable to the reader (filling their meals with their thoughts and meanings).  Errors in grammar, usage, and mechanics are frequently distracting and sometimes impede understanding
(. . .“when you write, it’s like braiding your hair.”  cooking or cleaning being a housewife is what a respectable woman would be expected to do at that time.)  Score = 2
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Paper 2: 2/2/3/3
Interpretation: This response provides only a little accurate analysis of the literary elements in the reading passage.  There is a glimmer of accurate analysis in the second paragraph when the student relates writing to braiding.  The analysis is weak because it remains vague and general (By making writing relate with something familure and so close to something that happens everyday we then are able to almost paint a picture of words crossing and coming together just as hair does.).  The writer’s analysis never gets any clearer, and thus the response shows little recognition of the connections between the literary elements and the text’s meaning.  The third paragraph attempts to discuss sentence structure but is unsuccessful.  Much of the paragraph is quotation without analysis, and the analysis provided is not demonstrably accurate or clear (This was a very smart way of showing that her writing is also not perfect.  Some of her sentences are long, short, thick, thin, heavy, light.).  Score = 2
Development: The response contains a few claims but provides only weak evidence drawn from the passage to support the analysis.  The comparison of writing to braiding is relevant, but the explanation of the idea is both unclear and incomplete.  What does the writer mean when he/she writes we then are able to almost paint a picture of words crossing and coming together just as hair does?  This could have been a fruitful idea to explore, but the development is quite incomplete.  What does the writer mean when he/she writes Some of her sentences are long, short, thick, thin, heavy, light in the context of a discussion of sentence structure?  The explanation is almost absent.  Score = 2
Organization: Organization is simple, with most ideas logically grouped.  The brief introduction provides a thesis that is weakly developed in the two body paragraphs that follow.  While the ideas in those paragraphs are logically grouped, there are fewer transitions both between and within paragraphs than one sees at score point 4.  The introduction is less developed than the rubric demands at the 4 score point, but the conclusion is brief and to the point.  Score = 3
Language: Most sentences convey ideas clearly and word choice is general and less precise than what is evident in response at the higher score points (Sentence structure and language was depicted in this short story.  and These literary terms, sentence structure, and language depict a nice story.).  Voice and tone are generally appropriate to the writer’s purpose.  Errors in grammar, usage, and mechanics are distracting and occasionally impede understanding (At one point in the story Danticat writes about every sentence used by also compairing them to hair.).  Score = 3
Quality Core English 10

Anchor Set Articulations: “Women Like Us”

Paper 3: 3/3/3/4
Interpretation: The response provides some accurate analysis of the literary elements in the passage, although the analysis is incomplete in places.  For example, the writer states that Danticat establishes a firm connection between cooking, which a woman is expected to do, and writing, which women are allowed to do, but keep quiet about.  The writer does not, however, complete the analysis.  All that is provided is the sense that Danticat’s use of metaphor here shows how much the narrator appreciates writing and how deep the narrator is in thought.  A somewhat more complete analysis is seen in paragraph 4, where the writer discusses Danticat’s use of simile (By comparing the sounds [of paper on pencil] to crying, it gives the reader a feel of the narrator although being “quiet”, will write her thoughts down, causing her to be “loud” in a sense.).  Overall, this paper is a mixed bag: it provides some accurate analysis and offers a little recognition of the connections between the literary elements and the text.  Score = 3
Development: The response uses a little valid evidence drawn from the passage to support the writer’s analysis: three apt quotations from the passage form the basis of the response’s development, but the ideas presented are only somewhat explained.  In paragraph 2, the writer discusses Danticat’s use of metaphor (comparing writing and cooking).  While the writer suggests that there is a firm connection between these two tasks, he/she does not explain this connection fully.  He/she suggests that it shows that the writer appreciates writing and is deep in thought but does not really explain the connection between cooking and writing clearly.  The paragraph’s last sentence offers another potentially good idea that is not explained adequately (Danticat also shows that with the comparison of two completely different things such as cooking and writing, that the narrator is really thinking about how to mend their similarities.), but the writer does a somewhat better job of explaining his/her ideas in paragraph 4.  Score = 3
Organization: Organization is simple, with most ideas logically grouped.  The writer focuses on metaphor, syntax, and simile in each of his/her three body paragraphs, although the discussion of syntax seems to get confused with rhythm, creating some organizational problems.  The introduction and conclusion are both brief, as is seen in papers at this score point, and a few transitions within paragraphs are used to clarify the relationships among ideas.  There are no transitions between paragraphs, so it would be possible to shuffle the order of the body paragraphs with no appreciable effect on the flow of thought, showing a lack of logical progression from one idea to the next.  This affects overall organizational coherence, even though each paragraph has ideas that are logically grouped within it.  Score = 3
Language: Sentences and word choices are usually clear, and they adequately convey ideas.  The writer has fairly good control over longer, more complex sentences (Danticat says this to establish to the reader a firm connection between cooking, which a woman is expected to do, and writing, which women are allowed to do, but keep quiet about.), and word choice is a bit more precise than that seen in the previous response.  There are some distracting errors in grammar, usage, and mechanics (establish to the reader and it gives the reader a feel of the narrator although being “quiet”, will write her thoughts down), but meaning is generally clear throughout the response.  Score = 4
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Paper 4: 4/4/4/4
Interpretation: The response provides primarily accurate analysis of the literary elements in the passage.  The writer identifies three literary elements—simile, diction, and sentence structure—and accurately applies them to the reading passage.  Moreover, the response establishes the connections between the literary elements and the text’s meaning.  For example, in the discussion of Danticat’s use of simile in paragraph 2, the writer draws connections between the forbidden nature of writing (Writing was as forbidden as dark rouge on the cheeks or a first date before eighteen.) and society’s expectations of women (It shows how society frowns upon females who do not use their “ten fingers” for cooking, but for writing.).  Established connections between the literary elements and the passage can also be seen in the paragraphs that follow (Danticat uses words like “coarse” . . . she wants better for herself, she wants to write.).  Score = 4
Development: The response uses some valid evidence drawn from the passage to support the writer’s analysis. Unlike previous responses, which often used extensive quotation as a substitute for analysis and explanation, this response uses short quotations and focuses on individual words (“coarse”, “unruly”) that serve as a springboard for the analysis.  This can be seen in the discussion of “ten fingers” in paragraph 2, in the discussion of “coarse” and “unruly” in paragraph 3, and in the discussion of “braiding your hair” in paragraph 4.  In each case the writer adequately explains his/her ideas and maintains focus on ideas appropriate to the interpretive task.  Score = 4
Organization: This response begins with a clear although slightly underdeveloped introduction that presents its thesis and an acknowledgement of the task at hand.  Its three body paragraphs contain transitions that clarify the relationships among ideas (It shows how society frowns upon . . ., The narrator uses this simile . . . , She also uses this simile) and also serve to reinforce the logical progression of the ideas presented, at least within the various paragraphs.  The response also contains a somewhat developed conclusion that does more than merely restate its thesis.  Here the writer attempts to extend the analysis by making a larger point about social concepts (The narrator feels obliged to write . . . . Why not?).  Score = 4
Language: Sentences are usually clear in this response, and they adequately convey ideas.  The writer demonstrates decent control of longer, more complex sentences (Through the use of similes, sophisticated diction, and diverse sentence structure . . . express their feelings in a way sufficient to their needs.) and also has an ability to use repetition to effectively make a point (She wants more, she wants better for herself, she wants to write.).  Word choice is clear throughout the response, and while there are some minor errors in grammar, usage, and mechanics, meaning is clear.  Score = 4
Quality Core English 10

Anchor Set Articulations: “Women Like Us”

Paper 5: 5/5/5/5
Interpretation: This response clearly and accurately analyzes the literary elements in the text even though it identifies only two literary elements (metaphor and sentence variety).  What it does very well, however, is interpret the passage in light of these elements.  Thus, the analysis is not confined to identifying and defining literary elements; rather, the writer addresses and engages the connections between the literary elements and the passage’s meaning.  In the first two body paragraphs, for example, the writer provides an extended discussion of the tension between social expectations (The narrator states that girls were expected to use their “ten fingers” . . . each time you force them around the contours of a pen.”) and the necessity of writing (However, this act of writing is almost necessary . . . wrap meaning around their pork.”).  The third body paragraph, following on the heels of the discussion of necessity, focuses on the beauty of writing.  The writer then ties the entire analysis back to Danticat, and uses sentence variety as the means toward that end.  Score = 5
Development: The response uses sufficient convincing evidence from the passage to support the writer’s analysis.  The writer not only explains his/her various points clearly, he/she also usually maintains focus on critical analysis.  This can be clearly seen in the first three body paragraphs, where social expectations of girls/women, and the necessity and beauty of writing are examined.  The fourth body paragraph is a little weaker in this regard (here the writer focuses more specifically on Danticat’s sentence variety and does not quite maintain his/her critical focus), but the overall impression is of generally sustained critical analysis.  The writer uses textual detail, usually in the form of brief quotations, to anchor the more general critical analysis to the passage (She writes that aunts will think “it sounds like someone crying.”  This symbolizes the pain or pleasure that is released from the pen when writing from the heart.).  Score = 5
Organization: Organization is coherent, with some logical progression of ideas.  This can be clearly seen in the transitions between and within paragraphs 2 through 4.  The organizational coherence is especially impressive in paragraphs 2 and 3, as the writer moves seamlessly between a discussion of the pain that writing can cause to its necessity.  The introduction and conclusion are less developed than the rubric requires of a 6-level paper, but the overall coherence is strong enough to compensate for this.  Score = 5
Language: Well-constructed sentences (Thus, writing was considered folly, a waste of time.  In fact, it “was forbidden as dark rouge on the cheeks or a first date before eighteen,” things that were sure to ostracize a woman, but also acts which most women yearn to try.) and some precise word choice (folly, yearn to try, punctuates her writing) clearly convey ideas.  The response maintains an appropriate voice and tone throughout.  There are a few language control errors (relatable, comparative to “braiding your hair”), but they are rarely distracting.  Meaning is always clear.  Score = 5
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Paper 6: 6/6/6/6
Interpretation: This response provides a thoughtful and accurate analysis of the literary elements in the passage.  The writer discusses point of view thoroughly and makes insightful connections between that literary element and the passage’s meaning (A sense of separation is created . . . instead wants what is “forbidden” and “indolent.”).  This discussion of point of view transitions into one of searching for ways to connect with the women whose expectations she’s not meeting.  This theme continues for the remainder of the response as the writer analyzes the rhythms of Danticat’s prose.  Overall, the analysis presented here is complete, insightful, and thorough.  Score = 6
Development: The writer uses ample convincing evidence drawn from the passage to support his/her ideas.  Each idea presented is thoroughly explained, as the writer weaves fragments of the passage with his/her own ideas to create a consistently focused critical analysis of Danticat’s story (These women “slip phrases into their stew and wrap meaning around their pork.”  The significance of cooking is not that it keeps women “in their place,” but that it allows them to be “kitchen poets.”  Cooking is important in this family as a way to express passion and creativity, much like writing is for the narrator.).  Score = 6
Organization: This response is unified and coherent as the writer’s logic carries the reader through the argument.  Some of the transitions between paragraphs (see paragraphs 4–6) may seem a bit simple (In the third paragraph, The cadence picks up in the next paragraph, In the 5th paragraph), but the logic that connects them in sequence is clear and convincing.  A logical progression of ideas can be seen throughout the response, and effective transitions (especially within paragraphs) clarify the relationships among ideas.  The last paragraph serves as both a body paragraph and as a conclusion.  Here the writer uses the idea of braiding to convey how tension is necessary for passion.  He/she extends the ideas developed earlier in the response and reconnects them to writing (Tension is necessary for passion, and this is shown in the importance writing has for the narrator, in that she continues to “force her fingers around the contours of a pen” despite the way “they curse her each time.”)  Score = 6
Language: Well-constructed sentences and precise word choice clearly and effectively convey ideas (However, the narrator is searching for ways to connect with the women whose expectations she’s not meeting.  And  “[T]he narrator also uses figurative language to begin resolving differences between the girl and the women in her family.  These women “slip phrases into their stew and wrap meaning around their pork.”  The significance of cooking is not that it keeps women “in their place,” but that it allows them to be “kitchen poets.”  Cooking is important in this family as a way to express passion creativity, much like writing is for the narrator.).  Voice and tone are consistently appropriate to the writer’s interpretive purpose.  The few grammar, usage, and mechanics errors present are insignificant—meaning is clear throughout the response.  Score = 6
