Reading—4: This response demonstrates thorough comprehension of the source text through skillful use of
paraphrases and direct quotations. The writer briefly summarizes the central idea of Bogard’s piece (natural
darkness should be preserved; we must preserve true, unaffected darkness), and presents many details from the
text, such as referring to the personal anecdote that opens the passage and citing Bogard’s use of Paris’ reputation
as “The City of Light.” There are few long direct quotations from the source text; instead, the response succinctly
and accurately captures the entirety of Bogard’s argument in the writer’s own words, and the writer is able to
articulate how details in the source text interrelate with Bogard’s central claim. The response is also free of errors of
fact or interpretation. Overall, the response demonstrates advanced reading comprehension.
Analysis—4: This response offers an insightful analysis of the source text and demonstrates a sophisticated
understanding of the analytical task. In analyzing Bogard’s use of personal anecdote, allusions to art and history,
and rhetorical questions, the writer is able to explain carefully and thoroughly how Bogard builds his argument over
the course of the passage. For example, the writer offers a possible reason for why Bogard chose to open his
argument with a personal anecdote, and is also able to describe the overall effect of that choice on his audience (In
telling this brief anecdote, Bogard challenges the audience to remember a time where they could fully amass
themselves in natural darkness void of artificial light. By drawing in his readers with a personal encounter...the
author means to establish the potential for beauty, glamour, and awe-inspiring mystery that genuine darkness can
possess.... This anecdote provides a baseline of sorts for readers to find credence with the author’s claims). The
cogent chain of reasoning indicates an understanding of the overall effect of Bogard’s personal narrative both in
terms of its function in the passage and how it affects his audience. This type of insightful analysis is evident
throughout the response and indicates advanced analytical skill.
Writing—4: The response is cohesive and demonstrates highly effective use and command of language. The
response contains a precise central claim (He effectively builds his argument by using personal anecdote, allusions
to art and history, and rhetorical questions), and the body paragraphs are tightly focused on those three elements of
Bogard’s text. There is a clear, deliberate progression of ideas within paragraphs and throughout the response. The
writer’s brief introduction and conclusion are skillfully written and encapsulate the main ideas of Bogard’s piece as
well as the overall structure of the writer’s analysis. There is a consistent use of both precise word choice and wellchosen turns of phrase (the natural magnificence of stars in a dark sky is definite, our world consumed by unnatural,
vapid lighting, the affecting power of an untainted night sky). Moreover, the response features a wide variety in
sentence structure and many examples of sophisticated sentences (By doing this, Bogard creates a dichotomy
between Paris’ traditionally alluded-to name and the reality of what Paris is becoming – no longer “the city of light”,
but moreso “the city of light…before 2AM”). The response demonstrates a strong command of the conventions of
written English. Overall, the response exemplifies advanced writing proficiency.1
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