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Writing Topic 129 

 

Writing Situation  

To correct and prevent disciplinary problems, some schools are requiring the parents of 

disruptive students to attend all their child’s classes for one week.  Your school system 

wants to try this program but would like parents and students to give their opinions about it.  

Decide whether you think this program would be a good way to handle disruptive student 

behavior in your school. 

 

Directions for Writing  

Write a letter to the school board explaining your position on the issue of requiring parents 

to attend school with their disruptive children.  Support your position on this issue with 

specific reasons, details, and examples. 
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Annotations for Paper 1 
 

Ideas Score: 3 

The controlling idea (parents should not be required to accompany disruptive students) is clear 

and established through relevant supporting ideas (parents might do nothing to discipline unruly 

students; if they do, the ensuing conflict could create a disruption; the teachers may be distracted 

by the parents’ presence).  The writer develops these supporting ideas with some details (e.g., “if 

a child doesn’t get punished at home by their parents, why would the parents punish them at 

school”).  These details are not well elaborated, but there is sufficient information in the response 

to provide a sense of completeness.         

 

Organization Score: 3 

The writer demonstrates sufficient control of the components of Organization.  Though not 

especially engaging, the introduction is clear.  The writer groups related ideas about parents not 

necessarily disciplining their children in the classroom, the potential for parent-child conflict, 

and possible distractions for the teacher.  The ideas within these paragraphs follow a generally 

clear sequence but do not always build logically on one another.  Some transitions link parts of 

the paper (e.g., “First of all,” “Next,” and “Also”).  The conclusion is effective because it offers 

an alternative solution to the problem.   

 

Style Score: 3 

Word choice is generally interesting, which helps establish a clear voice and tone (e.g., “in the 

case of a student who is disruptive, I say it is a reflection of how the students were raised,” and 

“they might be nervous to say something wrong while teaching or reprimand a kid for doing 

something wrong”).  Some of the language lacks precision, however (e.g., “There are many 

different angles to be looked at”).  There is some sentence variety.  Overall, the writer’s control 

reflects a general awareness that he/she is writing for an audience.   

 

Conventions Score: 3 

Sentences are generally correct, but there are some run-ons, fragments, and ineffective attempts 

(e.g., at the end of paragraph four and the end of paragraph five).  Usage is generally correct, 

though there are some homophone errors (e.g., “You’re in their for the class period”).  The 

elements of mechanics are generally correct.  Sufficient control of Conventions is demonstrated. 

 

 

Performance Level: Meets the Standard 
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Annotations for Paper 2 

 

Ideas Score: 2 

The response has effective focus, but the controlling idea (having parents accompany disruptive 

students to school is a good idea) is minimally developed.  Supporting ideas are relevant 

(disruptive students would realize that their behavior is unacceptable, parents’ presence would 

have a positive effect on the behavior of all students, and students’ grades would improve).  The 

writer includes few details to develop these supporting ideas.  Overall, there is not enough 

information in the response to provide a sense of completeness.   

 

Organization Score: 2 

Overall, the writer demonstrates minimal control of the components of Organization.  The 

introduction is clear but brief.  In the body of the essay, there is limited evidence of grouping and 

sequencing, due mostly to the fact that there are not many related ideas to group and sequence.  

Some transitions link ideas (e.g., “Also,” “Having this problem solved,” and “It would also”).  

The brief conclusion provides limited closure.   

 

Style Score: 3 

The writer demonstrates sufficient control of the components of Style.  Word choice is generally 

interesting, which helps establish a clear voice and tone (e.g., “disruption in class can cause other 

students to fail or not receive a full education,” and “in order to receive an education they would 

have to learn discipline”).  There are occasional lapses in control of language (e.g., “parents will 

have a chance to inspect their child by what their child is doing in their classes”).  There is some 

sentence variety.  The writer is aware of his/her audience in the majority of the response.      

 

Conventions Score: 3 

Most of the sentences in the paper are correct, including examples of compound and complex 

sentences.  Most elements of usage and mechanics are correct as well.  This response is relatively 

brief, which limits the variety of constructions the writer is able to exhibit.  However, there is 

enough evidence in the response to demonstrate sufficient control overall.   

    

 

 

Performance Level: Meets the Standard 
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Annotations for Paper 3 

 

Ideas Score: 4 

The controlling idea (parents should not be required to accompany disruptive students) is well 

developed.  Supporting ideas are relevant (parents have to work, and the strategy would not 

likely lead to long-term behavior changes).  The writer develops these supporting ideas with 

specific details and rhetorical devices, such as appeals to reason (e.g., “my parents both have to 

drive forty miles to work each day, and are rarely home before six.  If I continuously acted up, 

how could they be ‘required’ to sit in all of my classes for a whole week?  I just don’t see how 

this program would work”).  The development in the third body paragraph covers much of the 

same ground as the first body paragraph.  Overall, though, the writer is consistently focused on 

the persuasive topic and purpose. 

 

Organization Score: 4 

The introduction is clear and draws the reader in (“I must say that I am alarmed by what I have 

heard about this”).  The writer groups related ideas about parents having to work and how the 

strategy is not likely to lead to long-term behavior changes.  Ideas consistently build logically on 

one another (“my parents both have to drive forty miles to work each day, and are rarely home 

before six.  If I continuously acted up, how could they be ‘required’ to sit in all of my classes 

for a whole week?  I just don’t see how this program would work).  Transitions are varied and 

effective (e.g., “I just don’t see how,” “Besides that,” and “their child, in all likelihood”).  The 

conclusion is brief, and the writer might consider merging the first and third body paragraphs, 

given that they cover similar ground.  Overall, though, the writer demonstrates consistent control 

of the components of Organization. 

   

Style Score: 5 

The writer demonstrates a full command of the components of Style. Although there is not a 

tremendous amount of sophisticated vocabulary, the writer exhibits considerable control of 

language, with respect to both the precision of language and clarity of syntax (e.g., “After that, 

however, I see this program having no real effect on the ‘problem child.’  What student would 

actually disrupt class with his or her parents present?  None that I know of”).  Such effective 

control contributes to an authoritative voice and a sustained tone.  The writer is consistently 

aware of his/her audience. 

 

Conventions Score: 5 

Simple, compound, and complex sentences are consistently clear and correct.  The elements of 

usage and mechanics are correct in a variety of contexts.  Errors in this response are infrequent, 

minor, and do not interfere with meaning.  The combination of correctness and variety allow the 

writer to demonstrate full command of the elements of Conventions.   
 

 

 

 

Performance Level: Exceeds the Standard 

 



GHSWT Sample Papers – Fall 2014 

Page 12 of 58 

 

 

Paper 4 

 



GHSWT Sample Papers – Fall 2014 

Page 13 of 58 

 

 

Paper 4 (page two) 

 



GHSWT Sample Papers – Fall 2014 

Page 14 of 58 

 

 

Annotations for Paper 4 

Ideas Score: 3 

The controlling idea (parents should not be required to accompany disruptive students) is clear 

and established through relevant supporting ideas (some unruly students are beyond 

rehabilitation, parents cannot take time off of work, and the intended effect would be short-

lived.).  The writer develops these supporting ideas with some details (e.g., “once the parents are 

gone, they will once again bring their terror down on the class”).  These details are not well 

elaborated, but there is sufficient information in the response to provide a sense of completeness.         

 

Organization Score: 4 

The writer demonstrates consistent control of the components of Organization.  The introduction 

is clear, though not especially engaging (e.g., I don’t think that it’s a good idea, and here are 

some reasons why”).  In the body of the essay, the writer consistently groups and sequences 

ideas in a logical manner.  Varied transitions link parts of the paper and ideas within paragraphs 

(e.g., “However, it is likely that those youths,” “As far as the students that do respect their 

elders,” and “Yes, they will behave under the careful scrutiny of their guardians, but…”).  The 

conclusion is effective because it offers an alternative solution.   

 

Style Score: 4 

Word choice is precise and engaging (e.g., “misguided parents are under the delusion that their 

children are ‘angels,’” “verbally slam the door in your face,” and “teachers could secretly 

videotape class proceedings, thus catching the miscreants ‘red-handed’”).  This effective 

language helps create a distinctive tone and voice that engages the audience.  Sentences vary in 

length and structure.  Though there is not a tremendous amount of evidence in this paper, the 

writer demonstrates consistent control of the components of Style. The paper is an example of a 

high “4” in Style. 

 

Conventions Score: 4 

Simple, compound, and complex sentences are consistently clear and correct.  The elements of 

usage and mechanics are consistently correct.  There are very few errors in this paper, but there 

is not a tremendous amount of evidence to consider, which somewhat limits demonstration of 

variety.  The paper is an example of high “4” in Conventions.     

 

 

Performance Level: Meets the Standard 

 

 

 



GHSWT Sample Papers – Fall 2014 

Page 15 of 58 

 

 

Paper 5 
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Annotations for Paper 5 
 

Ideas Score: 2 

The response has effective focus, but the controlling idea (having parents accompany disruptive 

students to school is a good idea) is minimally developed.  Supporting ideas are relevant (at first, 

have parents be present to meet with students after school or between classes; if this approach 

doesn’t work, have parents attend all classes with their disruptive children; this strategy could 

address the problems and improve academic performance).  The writer includes few details, 

however, to develop these supporting ideas.  Overall, there is not enough information in the 

response to provide a sense of completeness.   

 

Organization Score: 2 

The organizing strategy is appropriate (description of strategy / projected benefits), but 

demonstration of competence in Organization is limited by the brevity of the response.  The 

introduction is clear.  In the body of the essay, there is limited evidence of grouping and 

sequencing, due mostly to the fact that there are not many related ideas to group and sequence.  

Some transitions link ideas (e.g., “I think at first,” “If that doesn’t work,” and “We would also 

see”).  The brief conclusion provides limited closure.  The response is an example of a high “2” 

in Organization. 

 

Style Score: 2 

There is some evidence of interesting word choice and tone in the response (e.g., “I personally 

feel that if this works out then we will see big success”).  More often than not, however, word 

choice is simple (e.g., “If that doesn’t work then we’ll do the other idea”).   Furthermore, 

demonstration of competence in Style is limited by the brevity of the response. 

 

Conventions Score: 2 

There are not many errors in this response.  Simple, compound, and complex sentences are 

mostly correct.  There are few errors in usage and mechanics.  However, demonstration of 

competence in conventions is limited by the brevity of the response.  This paper is an example of 

a high “2” in Conventions.   

 

 

 

 

Performance Level: Does Not Meet the Standard 
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Annotations for Paper 6 

 

Ideas Score: 3 

The controlling idea (parents should not be required to accompany disruptive students) is clear 

and established through relevant supporting ideas (students would just revert to disruptive 

behavior after the week is over; parents would be a distraction; parents have to work; parents feel 

it is the school’s job to address behavioral issues).  The writer develops these supporting ideas 

with some details (e.g., “The parent could attract attention in any number of ways: yelling at 

their child, disagreeing with the teacher, or just simply being there in the classroom”).  

Development is somewhat uneven: the paragraph about parents posing a distraction is better 

developed than the other body paragraphs.  Overall, through, there is sufficient information in 

the response to provide a sense of completeness.         

 

Organization Score: 3 

The writer demonstrates sufficient control of the components of Organization.  The introduction 

is clear and sets the stage for the development that follows.  In the body of the essay, the writer 

groups related ideas clearly.  Ideas within body paragraphs follow a logical sequence, but the 

body paragraphs themselves do not necessarily build logically on one another.  Transitions are 

more effective within paragraphs than between paragraphs.  The conclusion is effective because 

it presents a clear call to action.  This paper is an example of a high “3” in Organization.  More 

effective sequencing, and transitions between body paragraphs, would likely push this paper into 

the 4-range.   

 

Style Score: 4 

Word choice is precise and engaging (e.g., “having the parents attend school with their disruptive 

child is a marvelous notion, but not a practical one,” “they feel they give up those legal 

responsibilities when they send their child off to school,” and “It’s just not a likely scenario”).  

This effective language helps create a distinctive tone and voice that engages the audience.  

Sentences vary in length and structure.  Overall, the writer demonstrates consistent control of the 

components of Style.   

 

Conventions Score: 3 

Simple, compound, and complex sentences are generally clear and correct, but there are some 

overloaded sentences (e.g., the first sentence of paragraph three).  Most elements of usage and 

mechanics are correct, with the exception of some minor spelling errors (e.g., “I’de”).  There are 

not many errors in this paper, but there is not a tremendous amount of evidence either.  This puts 

some limits on demonstration of competence.  The paper is an example of high “3” in 

Conventions.  More evidence would likely push this paper into the 4-range.     
 

 

 

Performance Level: Meets the Standard 
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Annotations for Paper 7 
 

Ideas Score: 1 

The writer states a position (parents should be required to attend school with their disruptive 

children), but there is very little development for it.  Supporting ideas are listed without further 

development (disruptive students keep their peers from learning, and the disruptive student 

would stay out of trouble).  Some of the ideas in this brief response are unclear (e.g., “The school 

probably give the disruptive one or two days inschool for beening disruptive”).   

 

Organization Score: 1 

There is very little evidence of control of the components of Organization in this response.  

There is a brief introduction, and the two sentences in paragraph two are sequenced clearly.  

However, there is very little evidence of grouping, and there are very few transitions in the 

response.  The paper lacks a clear conclusion.   

 

Style Score: 1 

There is some evidence of the writer’s voice in this paper (e.g., “there disruptive child will stay 

out of so much trouble”).  However, this response is very brief.  There is too little evidence to 

determine even minimal competence in Style.   

 

Conventions Score: 1 

There are some correct sentences in the response, and some elements of usage and mechanics are 

correct.  There are also errors in each of these components.  Moreover, the response is very brief.  

There is too little evidence to determine even minimal competence in Conventions.     

 

 

Performance Level: Does Not Meet the Standard 
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Annotations for Paper 8 

 

Ideas Score: 4 

The controlling idea (parents should not be required to accompany disruptive students) is clear 

and established through relevant supporting ideas (some unruly students are beyond 

rehabilitation, parents cannot take time off of work, and some parents would not approve of this 

approach as a form of punishment.).  The writer develops these supporting ideas with specific 

examples and details (e.g., “But what about the few that could not care less if their parent 

followed them around for a whole week?”; while some parents could bring their work to school, 

what about parents who need to make phone calls?  Or what about parents who have jobs that do 

not allow them to take work with them, such as firefighters?).  Development is somewhat 

uneven; the final body paragraph is not as well developed as the first, which is not as well 

developed as the second.  Overall, though, the writer is consistently focused on the persuasive 

topic and purpose.  The paper is an example of a low “4” in the Ideas domain.         

 

Organization Score:  4 

The writer demonstrates consistent control of the components of Organization.  The introduction 

is clear and sets the stage for the development that follows.  In the body of the essay, the writer 

consistently groups and sequences ideas in a logical manner.  Varied transitions link parts of the 

paper and ideas within paragraphs (e.g., “But what about the few that could care less,” “Which 

brings me to my next concern,” and “this should be made optional”).  The conclusion is effective 

because it offers an alternative solution.   

 

Style Score: 4 

Word choice is precise and engaging (e.g., “I can understand that several students will be 

horrified by the fact their parents followed them around all week,” “unless you are willing to pay 

them a week’s wages,” and “If the parent cannot find an alternate or none of their previous 

punishments have worked, then they can decide to do this”).  This effective language helps 

create a distinctive tone and voice that engages the audience.  Sentences vary in length and 

structure.  Though there is not a tremendous amount of evidence in this paper, the writer 

demonstrates consistent control of the components of Style.  

 

Conventions Score: 4 

Simple, compound, and complex sentences are consistently clear and correct.  There are some 

fragments, however (e.g., “While other parents cannot even bring their work with them, such as 

chefs, firefighters, police persons, and several other people with jobs”).  The elements of usage 

and mechanics are consistently correct.  The writer demonstrates consistent control of the 

elements of Conventions.       
  
      

 

Performance Level: Meets the Standard 
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Paper 9 
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Annotations for Paper 9 

 

Ideas Score: 2 

The writer is minimally focused on the assigned topic and purpose.  In the third paragraph, the 

writer begins to develop the position that parents should be required to accompany their 

disruptive children.  In first two paragraphs, however, the writer is more focused on the notion 

that disruptive students should be disciplined.  This development is only tangentially relevant.  

Overall, there is not enough relevant detail in the response to provide a sense of completeness.   

 

Organization Score: 3 

The writer demonstrates sufficient control of the components of Organization.  The introduction 

is clear, and the writer groups related ideas in the body paragraphs.  Ideas follow a generally 

clear sequence.  Some transitions link ideas within paragraphs (e.g., pronoun substitution like 

“they” for “students”).  The conclusion provides clear closure.   

 

Style Score: 3 

The writer demonstrates sufficient control of the components of Style.  Word choice is generally 

interesting, which helps establish a clear voice and tone (e.g., “they should be penalized for 

disrupting the class,” and “Who else could possibly control a wild kid except his parents”).  

There are occasional lapses in control of language (e.g., “If student doesn’t behave while there 

parent is there and could get punished at home, or worse get punished at school and get 

embarrassed”).  There is some sentence variety.  The writer is aware of his/her audience in the 

majority of the response.      

 

Conventions Score: 3 

Most of the sentences in the paper are correct, including examples of compound and complex 

sentences.  There are some ineffective attempts, however (e.g., “Like the students that sit there in 

class silently except when spoken to or asks a question, he or she is trying to learn something to 

help there selves out in the future”).  Most elements of usage and mechanics are correct as well.  

There are some errors in the elements of these components (e.g, homophone errors in usage, such 

as “there parent” and missing apostrophes, as in “everyones.”  Overall, the writer demonstrates 

sufficient control of the components of Conventions.   

  

 

 

Performance Level: Meets the Standard 
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Paper 10 
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Annotations for Paper 10 

 

Ideas Score: 3 

The controlling idea (parents should be required to accompany their disruptive children) is 

sufficiently developed.  Supporting ideas are relevant (e.g., would be an effective deterrent; 

parents have jobs they don’t want to miss, so they would encourage their students to behave; the 

only negative is parents could pose a distraction).  The writer develops these supporting ideas 

with some examples and details (e.g., “Many students would get enbarassed and would be afraid 

that their classmates would give them a hard time about their parents being at school with 

them”).  These details are not well elaborated, but, overall, there is enough information in the 

response to provide a sense of completeness.      

 

Organization Score: 3 

The writer demonstrates sufficient control of the components of organization.  The introduction 

is clear, and the writer groups related ideas in the body paragraphs.  Ideas follow a generally 

clear sequence.  Some transitions link paragraphs and ideas within them (e.g., “Another reason” 

and “For example, as a high schooler I can say”).  The conclusion is clear but not especially 

effective because the writer simply reiterates his/her position.   

 

Style Score: 3 

The writer demonstrates sufficient control of the components of style.  Word choice is generally 

interesting, which helps establish a clear voice and tone (e.g., “these factors would motovate,” 

and “They would always be on my case about behaving in class”).  There are occasional lapses 

into repetitive language, which flatten the tone at times (e.g., “having a parent in the classroom,” 

“had a new parent in the classroom,” be a distraction,” “it would be a distraction”).  There is 

some sentence variety.  The writer is aware of his/her audience in the majority of the response.      

 

Conventions Score: 3 

Most of the sentences in the paper are correct, including examples of compound and complex 

sentences.  There are some fragments, however (e.g., “So parents would make sure their children 

are behaving”).  Most elements of usage are correct.  The same is true for the elements of 

mechanics, although there are some misspellings (e.g., “motovate” and “negitive”).  Overall, the 

writer demonstrates sufficient control of the components of conventions.   

 

 

Performance Level: Meets the Standard 
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Paper 11 
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Annotations for Paper 11 

 

Ideas Score: 5 

The controlling idea (parents should be required to accompany disruptive students) is fully 

developed.  Supporting ideas are relevant (parents provide an effective corrective to disruptive 

behavior because teens fear their parents; parents would get to know their children better; parents 

could pick up disciplinary techniques from teachers).  The writer develops these supporting ideas 

with specific details and rhetorical devices, such as metaphor (e.g., after introducing the proverb 

when the cat is away the mice will play, the writer associates the cat and a parent).  The writer 

also addresses counterarguments (e.g., “Even though this form of punishment, I believe, is the 

most severe of them all, this … approach to child disruption offers the most benefits”).  The final 

two body paragraphs don’t have quite the depth of development as the others, but, overall, the 

response is fully developed.   

 

Organization Score: 5 

The introduction is clear and effective because the writer makes clear that his/her initial 

skepticism waned as he/she gave the proposal further thought.  Ideas within paragraphs are 

logically grouped and sequenced.  A variety of transitions link body paragraphs and ideas within 

them (e.g., “But upon closer examination,” “Every now and then, we, the children, do act up,” 

“In other words,” and “After this method is installed”).  The conclusion provides effective 

closure without repetition.  Overall, the writer demonstrates a full command of the components 

of Organization.   

 

Style Score: 5 

The response reflects a full command of the components of Style. The writer exhibits 

considerable control of language, with respect to both the precision of language and clarity of 

syntax (e.g., “I have to admit, though, if this happened to me, I would be absolutely mortified”).  

Such effective control contributes to an authoritative voice and a sustained tone.  There is 

extensive sentence variety.  The writer is consistently aware of his/her audience. 

 

Conventions Score: 5 

Simple, compound, and complex sentences are consistently clear and correct.  The elements of 

usage and mechanics are correct in a variety of contexts.  Errors in this response are infrequent, 

minor, and do not interfere with meaning.  The combination of correctness and variety allow the 

writer to demonstrate full command of the elements of Conventions.   

 

 

Performance Level: Exceeds the Standard 
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Annotations for Paper 12 

 

Ideas Score: 3 

The controlling idea (parents should be required to accompany their disruptive children) is 

sufficiently developed.  Supporting ideas are relevant (e.g., this approach will have a positive 

effect on student behavior; parents wouldn’t be happy about having to take off of work, which 

would cause their children to be less disruptive in school).  The writer develops these supporting 

ideas with some examples and details (e.g., “They will be more focused, well behaved, stay on 

task, [and] complete their work”).  These details are not well elaborated, but, overall, there is 

enough information in the response to provide a sense of completeness.      

 

Organization Score: 3 

The writer demonstrates sufficient control of the components of Organization.  The introduction 

is clear and effective because it establishes a problem that needs to be addressed.  Although there 

are no paragraph breaks, there are paragraphs in the body of the essay, and the writer groups 

related ideas within them (e.g., effects on student behavior; parents would not be happy about 

having to take off work).  Ideas in the response follow a generally clear sequence.  Some 

transitions are used effectively (e.g., “I do realize it is not an easy process, but”).  Other 

transitions are simpler (e.g., “Also”).  The conclusion provides clear closure.   

 

Style Score: 3 

The writer demonstrates sufficient control of the components of Style.  Word choice is generally 

interesting, which helps establish a clear voice and tone (e.g., “As a student myself, everyday I 

see disruptive students and I wonder when authority will do something about it”).  There are, 

however, occasional lapses into simple and ordinary language (e.g., “many other things like that” 

and “their bosses wouldn’t like it too much either”).  There is some sentence variety.  The writer 

is aware of his/her audience in the majority of the response.      

 

Conventions Score: 4 

Most of the sentences in the paper are correct, including examples of compound and complex 

sentences.  Most elements of usage and mechanics are correct as well, except for missing 

paragraph breaks.  The response does not contain an extensive amount of evidence, but the writer 

demonstrates enough control for a low “4” in Conventions.     

 

 

 

Performance Level: Meets the Standard 
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Annotations for Paper 13 

 

Ideas Score: 4 

The controlling idea (parents should not be required to accompany their disruptive children) is 

well developed.  Supporting ideas are relevant (e.g., parents could lose considerable income if 

they are required to accompany their disruptive children to school; parents also have their own 

lives; it is the school’s responsibility to address behavioral issues).  The writer develops these 

supporting ideas with specific details and elaboration (e.g., “If you were paid nineteen dollars per 

hour, you will have lose of income about 665 dollars, which is big deal for normal family,” and 

“Teacher should teach disruptive students how to think positive, instead of parents following 

them for week.  School is not just place that teaches about textbook, but teaches about life, too”).  

There is some repetition in the response (e.g., twice, the writer alludes to the idea that teachers 

need to be more effective disciplinarians).  Still, the writer is consistently focused on the 

persuasive topic and purpose.  Overall, consistent control of Ideas is demonstrated.      

 

Organization Score: 3 

The writer demonstrates sufficient control of the components of Organization.  The introduction 

is clear but not particularly effective; the writer says little more than listen to me.  Related ideas 

are generally grouped together in body paragraphs, and ideas follow a generally clear sequence.  

Transitions within paragraphs tend to be simple (e.g., “Also”), and they are often missing 

between body paragraphs.  The conclusion provides clear closure.     

 

Style Score: 3 

There are several moments when control of language is wanting.  However, there are several 

instances of interesting word choice, and the paper has a clear tone (e.g., “use it wisely,” “school 

is wasting their taxes,” “If teacher can not even control students in their class room, I don’t 

expect much from school”).  There is some sentence variety in the response, and it is evident that 

the writer is aware of his/her audience.  Overall, the writer demonstrates sufficient control of the 

components of Style.  The response is an example of a low “3”.   

 

Conventions Score: 2 

There are some correct sentences in the paper, and there are also several ineffective constructions 

(e.g., “By coming to school for 7 hours per day is full of waste”).  Some elements of usage are 

correct, but there are several errors as well (e.g., “Parents wants their children,” “you will have 

lose of income,” and several missing articles).  The elements of mechanics are generally correct, 

but errors in sentence formation and usage keep this paper in the 2-range in Conventions.   

 

 

Performance Level: Meets the Standard 
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Annotations for Paper 14 

 

Ideas Score: 2 

The response has effective focus, but the controlling idea (having parents accompany disruptive 

students to school is a bad idea) is minimally developed.  Supporting ideas are relevant (any 

positive effects will be temporary because students will revert to disruptive behavior after the 

week is through).  The writer includes few details, however, to develop these supporting ideas.  

Overall, there is not enough information in the response to provide a sense of completeness.   

 

Organization Score: 2 

Demonstration of competence in Organization is limited by the brevity of the response.  The 

introduction is clear.  In the body of the essay, there is limited evidence of grouping and 

sequencing, due mostly to the fact that there are not many related ideas to group and sequence.  

Some transitions link ideas (e.g., pronoun substitution like “it” for the “program”).  The 

conclusion provides some closure.  More evidence is needed to determine more than minimal 

competence    

 

Style Score: 2 

There is some evidence of interesting word choice in the response (e.g., “the students are more 

comfortable around their parents”).  There is also some evidence of audience awareness (e.g., 

“Trust me”).  However, demonstration of competence in Style is limited by the brevity of the 

response.  This paper is an example of a high “2” in Style.   

 

Conventions Score: 2 

There are some correct sentences, but there are also sentence errors (e.g., fragments such as 

“When their in the room your great, but when they leave”).  Some elements of usage are correct, 

but there are also incorrect word forms (e.g., “gonna” and “When their in the room your great”).  

The elements of mechanics are generally correct, but errors in sentence formation and usage, in 

addition to the brevity of the response, keep the paper in the 2-range in Conventions. 

 

 

Performance Level: Does Not Meet the Standard 
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Annotations for Paper 15 

 

Ideas Score: 2 

The controlling idea (parents should accompany their disruptive children to school for a week) is 

minimally developed.  Supporting ideas are relevant (e.g., students will respect their teachers 

more; students are likely to do their work).  However, none of the supporting ideas is developed 

more than partially (e.g., students should respect their teachers because teachers “are trying to 

teach us to be sucsesfull in life”).  Overall, there is not enough information in the response to 

provide a sense of completeness.   

 

Organization Score: 2 

Demonstration of competence in Organization is limited by the brevity of the response.  In the 

introduction, the writer makes his/her position clear.  In the body of the essay, there is limited 

evidence of grouping and sequencing, due mostly to the fact that there are not many related ideas 

to group and sequence.  Few transitions link ideas (e.g., “All in all”).  In the brief conclusion, the 

writer reiterates his/her position.    

 

Style Score: 2 

Word choice is mostly simple and ordinary (e.g., “Students will do their work while their parents 

are in school” and “it is a good idea”).  There is limited evidence of tone, voice, and sentence 

variety, due in part to the brevity of the response.   

 

Conventions Score: 2 

There are not many errors in sentence formation and usage in this paper.  There are errors in 

mechanics (e.g., missing apostrophes, as in “they wont talk back,” in addition to missing 

paragraph breaks and misspellings, as in “sucsesfull”).  Further, competence in Conventions is 

limited by the brevity of the response.   

 

 

Performance Level: Does Not Meet the Standard 
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Annotations for Paper 16 

 

Ideas Score: 3 

The controlling idea (parents of disruptive students should not have to attend their child’s classes) is 

sufficiently developed.  Supporting ideas are relevant (some parents cannot afford to miss work, 

schools have the authority to punish disruptive students, school counselors could meet with students 

as an alternative to discipline).  The writer develops these supporting ideas with relevant details and 

elaboration (e.g., “…there is usually something going on at home that officials do not know about.” 

and “[parental attendance] would further embarrass them, making them more likely to disrupt class 

again.”).  The response does not contain many specific examples, leaving some reader concerns 

unaddressed (e.g., What, specifically, are some types of problems at home that would make a student 

misbehave at school?).  Greater depth of development could be achieved through further elaboration; 

however, there is enough information in the response to provide a sense of completeness. 

 

Organization Score: 3 

The writer demonstrates sufficient control of the components of Organization.  The introduction 

establishes the writer’s position that the school’s proposed discipline program is a bad idea.  The 

writer then proposes alternatives to the school’s plan.  Therefore, sequencing across parts of the 

paper is logical.  Some transitions link ideas (e.g., “Instead of always being so quick…,” “Sometimes 

when a child…,” and pronoun substitution like “this” for “something going on at home”).  In the 

conclusion, the writer provides effective closure by reminding the reader that the school’s proposal 

will only make the problem worse.   

 

Style Score: 3 

Word choice is generally effective (e.g., “the whole family could suffer,” “while considering the 

degree,” “take an alternative route,” “punish the student accordingly and fairly,” “before they 

label a child”).  There also are some lapses into simple, repetitive language (e.g., “I think the 

school,” “I believe the school,” “I think that the school,” “I just think the school”).  The writer’s 

voice is clear and a sincere, concerned tone is maintained throughout most of the response.  

There is some variation in sentence length and structure.  Overall, the writer demonstrates 

sufficient control of the components of Style.    
  

Conventions score: 3 

Most of the sentences in the paper are correct.  There are some ineffective usage constructions 

(e.g., “having the parents of ‘Disruptive’ kids have to attend”).  The elements of mechanics are 

generally correct, despite some occasional missing commas and apostrophes (e.g., “childs 

parent”). Errors, however, are infrequent and do not interfere with meaning.  Overall, the writer 

demonstrates sufficient control of the elements of Conventions. 

 

 

Performance Level: Meets the Standard 
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Paper 17 (page two) 
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Annotations for Paper - 17 

 

Ideas Score: 4 

The controlling idea (the proposed discipline program should not be adopted) is well developed.  

Supporting ideas are relevant (parents cannot afford to miss work, it may conflict with “home 

discipline” rules, parents do not want to be continually bothered by the school).  The writer 

develops these supporting ideas with specific examples, details and elaboration (e.g., “…many 

parents are divorced or have multiple children…If they don’t get paid, they can’t buy food.”).  

There are spots where additional elaboration would address reader concerns (e.g., What does the 

writer mean by “[the parent] might get angry and cause a conflict.”?  What would be an 

alternative plan for students with behavior disorders?).  Overall, though, the writer is consistently 

focused on the persuasive topic and purpose.   

 

Organization Score: 4 

The writer demonstrates consistent control of the components of Organization.  The introduction 

is clear and sets the stage for the development that follows.  The writer groups related ideas 

about why the school’s discipline plan should be rejected.   Most of the ideas within body 

paragraphs build logically on one another (e.g., “If they don’t get paid, they can’t buy food  If 

they can’t buy food, then they can’t eat.” “Many parents don’t like to be bothered by a 

school… If the school continues to bother the parent…”).   A variety of transitions link ideas.  

Although the conclusion contains repetition, it does provide clear closure.   

 

Style Score: 4 

Word choice is consistently effective (e.g., “one plausible method of punishment,” “may worsen 

a pre-existing problem,” “continue to be pestered” “lead to legal action”).  This effective 

language leads to a distinctive voice.  Sentences vary in length and structure.  Awareness of 

audience is sustained throughout the response (e.g., “Let’s face it, children will misbehave in 

school.” It is very annoying…I assure you”; “Also, what if their child has a behavior disorder?”).  

Overall, the writer demonstrates consistent control of the components of Style.    

  

Conventions score: 4 

Simple, compound, and complex sentences are consistently clear and correct, with appropriate 

end punctuation.  There are a few instances of awkward usage (e.g., “Also many parents are 

divorced or have multiple children and therefore have no one to work in their place or support 

the others.”).  There are also a few instances of unclear or incorrect pronoun references (e.g., 

Let’s say a child is allowed to curse at home.  If they see their mom or dad, they are more 

likely…”; “If the school continues to bother the parent, they might get angry…”).  Errors are 

minor, however, and do not interfere with meaning.  Overall, the writer demonstrates consistent 

control of the elements of Conventions.  

 

 

Performance Level: Meets the Standard 
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Annotations for Paper 18 

 

Ideas Score: 3 
The controlling idea (parents should attend their child’s classes) is sufficiently developed.  

Supporting ideas are relevant (disruptions will decrease; parents can assist teachers; test scores 

will increase).  The writer develops these supporting ideas with some examples and details (e.g., 

“kids will work ten times harder and goof off ten times less.” “A parent can punish a child when 

they are not doing what the instructions ordered.”).  For the most part, these examples and details 

are general and not well elaborated. Some of the development is repetitive.  Overall, though, 

there is enough information in the response to provide a sense of completeness.  

   

Organization Score: 3 

The writer demonstrates sufficient control of the components of Organization.  The introduction 

is clear, and the writer groups the majority of related ideas about why the parental attendance 

program will be successful. Support for this position follows a generally clear sequence ( kids 

will want to impress parents  which will decrease disruption  and now parents can help the 

teacher keep students on task  leading to higher test scores).  Ideas within paragraphs, 

however, are occasionally repetitious and do not always  build logically on one another, as they 

would in higher score points.  Transitions between groups are also not particularly effective (e.g., 

“2
nd

,” “3
rd

,” and “4
th

”).  The conclusion provides closure, albeit with some repetition.    

 

Style Score: 3 

Word choice is generally effective (e.g., “Parents can keep a close eye on their kids,” “Test 

scores will go up dramatically,” “keep students in line,” and “if this program is instated”).   The 

writer’s voice is clear as he/she enthusiastically endorses the proposed program.  There are some 

lapses into simpler, repetitive language, however (e.g., “a parent can punish a child,” “parents 

can accomplish,” “parents and teachers can work”).  Overall, the writer demonstrates sufficient 

control of the components of Style.    

  

Conventions Score: 3 

The writer demonstrates consistent control of the components of Conventions.  Most of the 

sentences in the paper are correct.  The elements of usage are generally correct, but there are 

some incorrect instances (e.g., “3
rd

, Parent will most likely love the Idea.”)  and a few sentences 

lacking clarity (e.g., “4
th

, If parents attend, they’ll increase the discipline area.”).  The elements 

of mechanics are generally correct, although there are occasional missing apostrophes (e.g., 

“cant, wont”) and errors in capitalization. These errors are minor and do not interfere with 

meaning.  This paper is an example of a high 3 in Conventions. 

                                                                          

 

 

Performance Level: Meets the Standard 
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Paper 19 
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Annotations for Paper 19 

 

Ideas Score: 2 
The controlling idea (bringing parents into disruptive students’ classrooms is a good idea) is 

minimally developed.  Supporting ideas are relevant (the threat of parental involvement may prove 

effective; the method should only be used when there’s a consistent problem; it would be more 

effective than ISS).  The writer does include a few details (“…your parents are going to sit right next 

to you making sure your listening, taking notes, not sleeping…”), but most of the development in this 

response is general (e.g., “A lot of them will just be good if they have the thought of being in class 

with their parents”; “This should only happen to the people who cause trouble.”).  This general 

elaboration does not effectively satisfy reader concerns.  Overall, the writer does not include enough 

information to provide a sense of completeness.  Minimal control of Ideas is demonstrated.  

Organization Score: 2 
The writer demonstrates minimal control of the components of Organization.  In the introduction, the 

writer states a position on the issue and offers a few reasons for his/her decision.  These reasons are 

not, however, directly addressed in the body of the paper.  Related ideas are generally grouped 

together within paragraphs, but because there are so few details in each paragraph, there are not 

many ideas to group, limiting the evidence of control in this component.  The same holds true for 

sequencing.  Some transitions link ideas in the response, but these transitions are not particularly 

varied (e.g., the writer repeatedly makes use of the pronoun reference “this”).  The conclusion offers 

some closure.  This paper is an example of a high 2 in Organization.  If the writer had included a few 

more ideas in each body paragraph, the Organization score would likely have gone higher because 

there would be more evidence of grouping and sequencing to consider.   

 

Style Score: 2 
Although there is some evidence of audience awareness in this response (e.g., “…I think that you 

should threaten them…” and “…your parents are going to sit right next to you…”), word choice 

tends to be simple, ordinary, and sometimes repetitive (“I don’t think if it was one outburst that this 

should happen.  I think that if it is consistant that this should happen.  This should only happen to the 

people who cause trouble.”).  These inconsistencies leave the tone clear in places, flatter in others.  

There is limited sentence variety.  Overall, the writer demonstrates minimal control of Style. 

 

Conventions Score: 3 
Sentences in this response are correct, including some complex sentences.  Some sentences are 

formed awkwardly (e.g., “I think that if it is consistant that this should happen.”).  The elements of 

usage are generally correct, although there are some incorrect word forms (e.g., “with there parents”, 

“making sure your listening”). The elements of mechanics are generally correct, but there are a few 

errors in internal punctuation and spelling (e.g., “succsessful”).  Errors do not interfere with meaning. 

A more extensive writing sample would have afforded the writer more opportunity to demonstrate 

control in all components of Conventions.  Still, what is here is more often correct than incorrect.  

This paper falls toward the low end of the “3” range in Conventions.  

 

 

Performance Level: Meets the Standard 
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Annotations for Paper 20 

 

Ideas Score: 4 
The controlling idea (opposition to the school’s proposed discipline program) is well developed and 

addresses the assigned writing task.  Supporting ideas are relevant (parents will encroach upon students’ 

freedoms; classrooms are already crowded; the unwillingness of bad parents to participate in the 

program). The writer does address one counter argument and concedes that the program could motivate 

teachers to improve teaching methods.  The writer then devotes the second half of the paper to a string of 

unanswered rhetorical questions (e.g., “Would the reasons behind the discipline problem be looked at?”).  

The implication is that the school’s program has a multitude of unanswered questions itself and therefore 

should not be adopted.  Greater depth of development and a higher score in Ideas could be achieved if the 

writer had provided elaboration for some of these concerns (e.g., What are some sacrifices a parent might 

have to make to be able to attend school for a week? What will students do in the “discipline class”?).  

Despite this lack of elaboration, the writer is consistently focused on the assigned topic and the persuasive 

purpose.  Overall, consistent control of the components of Ideas is demonstrated. 

 

Organization Score: 4 
The writer demonstrates consistent control of the components of Organization. In the introduction, the 

writer sets the stage by asking the reader to imagine a school where students have lost their freedom of 

expression because they are “surrounded by a sea of parents.”  The writer groups related ideas about 

parents invading students’ privacy, potential benefits of the program, and the logistical nightmares of 

parents attending classes. Most of the ideas within body paragraphs build logically on one another (e.g., 

“Sure, if parents went and sat in classrooms…it would be a deterant… Then again, it would give the 

teachers reason…”).  The second half of the paper is not as strongly sequenced because the writer 

presents a list of questions that the proposed program does not address. The conclusion provides effective 

closure by offering alternative solutions to the problem.   

 

Style Score: 4 
Word choice is consistently effective (e.g., “sea of parents” and “the dreadful-what-did-you-do- at-

school-today-question,”).  This effective language leads to a distinctive voice.   Audience awareness is 

present throughout the response, particularly in the second half of the paper when the writer addresses the 

reader with a list of rhetorical questions.  This list, however, does create some repetition (e.g., “would the 

parents,”  “would they be,”  “would the reasons”) and of lack sentence variety.  Overall, though, the 

writer demonstrates consistent control of the components of style.    

  

Conventions Score: 5 
Simple, compound, and complex sentences are consistently clear and correct, with appropriate end 

punctuation.  The elements of usage and mechanics are consistently correct as well.  Errors in these 

components are minor and do not interfere with meaning (e.g., misspellings like “deterant, discipling”).  

Although there is less variety in sentence structure in the second half of the paper, the writer shows 

control in a variety of contexts.  Overall, the writer demonstrates full control of the components of 

Conventions.    

 

Performance Level: Exceeds the Standard 
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Score Key – 2014 GHSWT Sample Papers 

 

Paper # Ideas Org. Style Conv. Performance Level 

1 3 3 3 3 Meets the Standard 

2 2 2 3 3 Meets the Standard 

3 4 4 5 5 Exceeds the Standard 

4 3 4 4 4 Meets the Standard 

5 2 2 2 2 Does Not Meet the Standard 

6 3 3 4 3 Meets the Standard 

7 1 1 1 1 Does Not Meet the Standard 

8 4 4 4 4 Meets the Standard 

9 2 3 3 3 Meets the Standard 

10 3 3 3 3 Meets the Standard 

11 5 5 5 5 Exceeds the Standard 

12 3 3 3 4 Meets the Standard 

13 4 3 3 2 Meets the Standard 

14 2 2 2 2 Does Not Meet the Standard 

15 2 2 2 2 Does Not Meet the Standard 

16 3 3 3 3 Meets the Standard 

17 4 4 4 4 Meets the Standard 

18 3 3 3 3 Meets the Standard 

19 2 2 2 3 Meets the Standard 

20 4 4 4 5 Exceeds the Standard 

 
 

 


