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RI-1

Evidence Statement
The student will analyze
information within and among
multiple sources of
information.

Key Elements:
Source #2 (Is the Penny Worth It?)
•
The U.S. Department of Defense stopped using the penny on foreign military
bases over 30 years ago because pennies are “too heavy and are not costeffective to ship.”
•
The foreign military bases use a pricing system that rounds transactions to
the nearest 5-cents, and that rounding system seems to work well.
•
Some fear that rounding will cost more for customers because of rising
prices. Mark Weller says the “rounding tax” will cost consumers $600 million
per year.
•
Dr. Whaples study says that over $700 million is wasted per year in the
United States through the time it takes retail clerks and customers to count
pennies.
•
Many argue that price rounding cannot be done fairly, so finding a cheaper
way to make pennies is a better option for cutting the costs of the penny.
One option for cutting costs is by using steel to make pennies like was done
during World War II.
Rubric:
(2 points) Response is an evidence-based explanation that provides two pieces of
evidence from Source #2 that support this idea and that explains how each
example supports the idea.
(1 point) Response is an evidence-based explanation that provides two pieces of
evidence from Source #2 that support this idea but doesn't explain how each
example supports the idea.
OR
Response is an evidence-based explanation that provides only one piece of
evidence from Source #2 that supports this idea and that explains how that
example supports the idea.
Continued on next page
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Grade 8
(0 points) Response is an explanation that is incorrect, irrelevant, insufficient, or
blank.
Exemplar:
(2 points) Source #2 adds to the reader’s understanding by providing more
information about why some people think the penny should be eliminated. For
example, it gives the concrete example of a study done by Dr. Whaples which
indicated that eliminating the penny could save over $700 million because of the
time wasted counting pennies. This concrete example helps the reader understand
that eliminating the penny has the potential to save a significant amount of money.
In addition, Source #2 also provides more information on the reasons some people
think the penny should remain. For example, many people fear that eliminating the
penny and rounding prices will cause customers to have to pay more over time.
This example helps the reader understand that there may be negative
consequences to eliminating the penny.
(1 point) Source #2 adds to the reader’s understanding by providing more
information about why some people think the penny should be eliminated. For
example, it gives the concrete example of a study done by Dr. Whaples which
indicated that eliminating the penny could save over $700 million because of the
time wasted counting pennies. This concrete example helps the reader understand
that eliminating the penny has the potential to save a significant amount of money.
(0 points) Eliminating the penny could save the United States a lot of money.
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Continued on next page
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Evidence Statement
The student will cite evidence
to support analyses,
arguments, or critiques.

Grade 8
Key Elements:
The penny has more value than what it can buy.
•
Both
Rounding price totals will cause an increase in prices.
•
Neither
The low value of a penny is a good thing.
•
Source #3
Changing the metals in the penny is a possible solution for people who want to
keep the penny.
•
Source #4
Rubric:
(1 point) 4 cells completed correctly
(0 points) Fewer than 4 cells completed correctly, any cell incorrect, or blank.
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Item
Standard

Evidence Statement

W-1.a

The student will write full arguments about topics or
texts, attending to purpose and audience: establish
and support a claim, organize and cite supporting
(text) evidence from credible sources, and develop a
conclusion that is appropriate to purpose and audience
and follows and supports the argument(s) presented.
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Grade 8
4-Point
Argumentative

Performance Task Writing Rubric (Grades 6‐11)
Score

4
The response has a clear and
effective organizational structure,
creating a sense of unity and
completeness. The organization is
fully sustained between and within
paragraphs. The response is
consistently and purposefully
focused:

Organization/Purpose



claim is introduced, clearly
communicated, and the focus is
strongly maintained for the
purpose and audience



consistent use of a variety of
transitional strategies to clarify
the relationships between and
among ideas



effective introduction and
conclusion



logical progression of ideas from
beginning to end; strong
connections between and among
ideas with some syntactic variety



alternate and opposing
argument(s) are clearly
acknowledged or addressed*

3
The response has an evident
organizational structure and a sense
of completeness. Though there may
be minor flaws, they do not interfere
with the overall coherence. The
organization is adequately sustained
between and within paragraphs. The
response is generally focused:


2
The response has an inconsistent
organizational structure. Some
flaws are evident, and some ideas
may be loosely connected. The
organization is somewhat sustained
between and within paragraphs.
The response may have a minor drift
in focus:


claim is clear, and the focus is
mostly maintained for the purpose
and audience

claim may be somewhat unclear,
or the focus may be insufficiently
sustained for the purpose and/or
audience

1
The response has little or no
discernible organizational
structure. The response may be
related to the claim but may
provide little or no focus:

 Insufficient
(includes copied
text)



 Off‐topic

claim may be confusing or
ambiguous; response may be too
brief or the focus may drift from
the purpose and/or audience



adequate use of transitional
strategies with some variety to
clarify relationships between and
among ideas



inconsistent use of transitional
strategies and/or little variety



few or no transitional strategies
are evident



adequate introduction and
conclusion



introduction or conclusion, if
present, may be weak



introduction and/or conclusion
may be missing



adequate progression of ideas
from beginning to end; adequate
connections between and among
ideas



uneven progression of ideas from
beginning to end; and/or
formulaic; inconsistent or unclear
connections among ideas



frequent extraneous ideas may be
evident; ideas may be randomly
ordered or have unclear
progression



alternate and opposing
argument(s) are adequately
acknowledged or addressed*



alternate and opposing
argument(s) may be confusing or
not acknowledged *



alternate and opposing
argument(s) may not be
acknowledged *

*Acknowledging and/or addressing the opposing point of view begins at grade 7.
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NS

 In a language
other than
English

 Off‐purpose

Grade 8
4‐Point
Argumentative
Performance Task Writing Rubric (Grades 6‐11)

Evidence/Elaboration

Score

4

3

2

The response provides thorough and
convincing elaboration of the
support/evidence for the claim and
argument(s) including reasoned, in‐
depth analysis and the effective use
of source material. The response
clearly and effectively develops ideas,
using precise language:

The response provides adequate
elaboration of the support/evidence
for the claim and argument(s) that
includes reasoned analysis and the
use of source material. The response
adequately develops ideas,
employing a mix of precise with more
general language:

The response provides uneven,
cursory elaboration of the
support/evidence for the claim and
argument(s) that includes some
reasoned analysis and partial or
uneven use of source material. The
response develops ideas unevenly,
using simplistic language:

The response provides minimal
elaboration of the support/evidence
for the claim and argument(s) that
includes little or no use of source
material. The response is vague, lacks
clarity, or is confusing:



Insufficient
(includes copied
text)



In a language
other than
English



comprehensive evidence (facts
and details) from the source
material is integrated, relevant,
and specific



adequate evidence (facts and
details) from the source material
is integrated and relevant, yet may
be general



some evidence (facts and details)
from the source material may be
weakly integrated, imprecise,
repetitive, vague, and/or copied





Off‐topic



Off‐purpose



clear citations or attribution to
source material



adequate use of citations or
attribution to source material



weak use of citations or
attribution to source material



insufficient use of citations or
attribution to source material



effective use of a variety of
elaborative techniques*



adequate use of some elaborative
techniques*



weak or uneven use of elaborative
techniques*; development may
consist primarily of source
summary or may rely on
emotional appeal



minimal, if any, use of elaborative
techniques*; emotional appeal
may dominate



vocabulary is clearly appropriate
for the audience and purpose



vocabulary is generally
appropriate for the audience and
purpose



vocabulary use is uneven or
somewhat ineffective for the
audience and purpose



vocabulary is limited or ineffective
for the audience and purpose



effective, appropriate style
enhances content



generally appropriate style is
evident



inconsistent or weak attempt to
create appropriate style



little or no evidence of appropriate
style

*Elaborative techniques may include the use of personal experiences that support the argument(s).
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1

evidence (facts and details) from
the source material is minimal,
irrelevant, absent, incorrectly
used, or predominantly copied

NS

Grade 8
2‐Point
Argumentative
Performance Task Writing Rubric (Grades 6‐11)

Conventions

Score

2

1

0

The response demonstrates an adequate
command of conventions:

The response demonstrates a partial command
of conventions:

The response demonstrates little or no
command of conventions:







adequate use of correct sentence formation,
punctuation, capitalization, grammar usage,
and spelling

limited use of correct sentence formation,
punctuation, capitalization, grammar usage, and
spelling

infrequent use of correct sentence formation,
punctuation, capitalization, grammar usage,
and spelling

Holistic Scoring:
 Variety: A range of errors includes sentence formation, punctuation, capitalization, grammar usage, and spelling
 Severity: Basic errors are more heavily weighted than higher‐level errors.
 Density: The proportion of errors to the amount of writing done well. This includes the ratio of errors to the length of the piece.
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NS


Insufficient
(includes copied
text)



In a language
other than
English



Off‐topic



Off‐purpose

