	AP Literature and Composition Reading Standards

	Core Standards
	4.0
	3.0
	2.0
	1.0

	Literal: What was said? Reading comprehension.  
	Strong description of text events, mature inferences, and abundant, specific evidence.
	Clear representation of text events, inferences are made, and text evidence is present.
	Partial representation of text events, few or no inferences, and some text evidence that might be vague.
	Insufficient and/or inaccurate representation of text events, no inferences and/or text evidence.

	Metaphorically: Trees are tall; they have bark and leaves; there are many of them; 

they provide shade; humans can use them to burn or build.

	Figurative: How was it said? Identify literary devices; explain what they show abstractly. 
	Strong explanation of how specific text features create meaning.
	Clear explanation of how specific text features create meaning.
	Partial explanation of how specific text features create meaning.
	Zero and/or inaccurate explanation of how specific text features create meaning.

	Metaphorically: Trees represent growth; their leaves are symbolic of the life cycle;

they figuratively connect the ethereal (heaven) to the real (earth).

	Text as a Whole: Why was it said? Evaluate the author ( text ( reader path
	Strong description of text connections, universality, effectiveness and/or theme.
	Clear description of text connections, universality, effectiveness and/or theme
	Partial description of text connections, universality, effectiveness and/or theme
	Zero and/or inaccurate description of text connections, universality, effectiveness and/or theme

	Metaphorically: Trees make up a forest; the value of the forest is more valuable that the sum of each tree in it; forests have proper names;
WYBION (the creator/author) designed that forest for a particular reason: to feed animals, provide shelter, continue the life cycle, etc.

	AP Literature and Composition Writing Standards

	HOW: 
Did you answer the 
question? 
Uniquely? 
Insightfully? 
Maturely?
Appropriately?

Completely?

Accurately?
	I can respond fully, uniquely, 
& maturely to the question asked; 

support my points with insightful  textual evidence; use appropriate 
references to other texts; use 
several unique “HOW” strategies 
to reveal examples as proof
of the question’s answer.
My reader is thoroughly 

convinced of my position.
	I can respond to the question 
simply, basically, generally, or 
vaguely, with inadequate 
support; use some repetitive or 
basic “HOW” strategies to link 
my reasons to the question’s 
answer. My reader is fairly 
certain of my point, position & 
how my examples prove it.
	I respond inaccurately or
without support or specific 
evidence; show some 
misunderstanding or omit 
pertinent analysis; use limited, 
shallow “HOW” strategies to 
attempt to show how the 
examples address question’s 
answer. My reader is slightly 

confused or mislead.
	I fail to respond adequately
to the question. I have a 

misunderstanding or may 
distort the interpretation. 
My “HOW” strategies are 
not evident. My reader is 

left stranded, empty and 
bewildered as to my message.

	Black & White:

Can you follow the rules of standard American English?

Can you use 

conventions to 

enhance your essay?
	I can show a strong grasp of standard writing conventions: punctuation is smooth and enhances meaning; spelling is correct even on more difficult words; grammar is essentially correct; specialized conventions (dashes, colons, semi-colons, parentheses, etc.) are used accurately enhance the text; poetic license is effectively used to break conventions.
	I can show a good grasp of standard writing conventions; punctuation is smooth and enhances meaning; spelling of

common words is accurate, grammar is essentially correct; specialized conventions

(dashes, colons, semi-colons, parentheses, etc.) generally enhance the text; poetic license is absent. 
	I can only show a basic grasp of standard writing conventions; errors in conventions may impair readability; specialized conventions (dashes, colons, semi-colons, parentheses, etc.) are lacking or disruptive and confusing; perhaps an attempt at poetic license disrupts meaning.
	I can only show a minimal grasp of standard writing conventions; numerous errors in

conventions distract and/or confuse the reader; specialized conventions (dashes, colons, semi-colons, parentheses, etc.) are disruptive or confusing; what may be an attempt at poetic license is in fact an ineffective, harmful breaking of conventions. 

	Color:
Can you paint a picture 
with your words? Is your 
writing engaging to the 
reader? Can you effectively 

demonstrate complex, 

mature diction, syntax, 

and voice?
	I can use diverse, potent syntax that clearly conveys meaning and invites expressive reading; well-chosen words convey the intended message in an interesting, precise, and

natural way; an overall authorial “flavor” that is individualistic, expressive, and engaging.

	I can use strong and varied sentence beginnings, length, and structure that helps convey my meaning and implies expressive reading; well-chosen words that indicate my message in a clear way; a personality, confidence and feeling that is specific to me. 

	I can only use varied syntax on occasion, and my syntax can be predictable. My writing may sound businesslike or mechanical

when read aloud. My words are reasonably accurate and generally convey my message. My personality, confidence, and feeling weave in and out of the writing. 
	My syntax lacks variation and fluency when read aloud. My word choice limits the clarity of my

message. My style and artistry in writing is lacking or bland or expressionless. My writing is predictable and/or or not uniquely my own. 


