
2018

AP Seminar  
End-of-Course Exam
Sample Student Responses  
and Scoring Commentary

© 2018 The College Board. College Board, Advanced Placement Program, AP, AP Central, and the acorn logo 
are registered trademarks of the College Board. Visit the College Board on the Web: www.collegeboard.org.

AP Central is the official online home for the AP Program: apcentral.collegeboard.org

Inside: 

Part A

 R Scoring Guideline 

 R Student Samples 

 R Scoring Commentary 



AP Seminar Rubric 2017-18: End-of-Course Exam

©2017 The College Board 2AP Seminar End of Course Exam | 2017-18 Scoring Guidelines

Part A, Questions 1 to 3
Performance Levels

Row
Content Area/
Proficiency Low Medium High

Points 
(Max)

1 Understand 
and Analyze 
Argument

The response misstates the author’s 
argument, main idea, or thesis.

The response identifies, in part and with 
some accuracy, the author’s argument, 
main idea, or thesis.

The response accurately identifies the 
author’s argument, main idea, or thesis.

31 2 3

2 Understand 
and Analyze 
Argument

The response correctly identifies at least 
one of the author’s claims.

The response provides a limited 
explanation of the author’s line of 
reasoning by accurately identifying 
some of the claims AND identifying 
the connections or acknowledging a 
relationship among them.  

The response provides a thorough 
explanation of the author's line of 
reasoning by identifying relevant claims 
and clearly explaining connections 
among them.

62 4 6

3 Evaluate 
Sources and 
Evidence

The response identifies little evidence. 
It makes a superficial reference to 
relevance and/or credibility but lacks 
explanation.

The response explains various pieces 
of evidence in terms of credibility and 
relevance, but may do so inconsistently 
or unevenly. 

The response evaluates the relevance 
and credibility of the evidence and 
thoroughly evaluates how well the 
evidence is used to support the author’s 
argument.

62 4 6

Additional Scores
In addition to the scores represented on the rubrics, readers can also assign scores of 0 (zero) and NR (No Response).

0 (Zero)
 § A score of 0 is assigned to a single row of the rubric when the response displays a below-minimum level of quality as identified in that row of the rubric.

 § Scores of 0 are assigned to all rows of the rubric when the response is off-topic; a repetition of a prompt; entirely crossed-out; a drawing or other markings;
or a response in a language other than English.

NR (No Response)  
A score of NR is assigned to responses that are blank.
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Overview 

• Q1. Responses to this question were expected to demonstrate students' ability to accurately identify, in 
its entirety, the author's argument, main idea, or thesis. In this case, students were expected to address 
three components of the author's main idea: (1) The impact of fiction; (2) its stimulation/activation of 
the brain; and (3) the resulting improvement in the ability to interact and/or empathize with others. 

• Q2. Responses to this question were expected to demonstrate students' ability to identify the claims 
the author uses and explain the connections among them.  

• Q3. Responses to this question were expected to demonstrate students' ability to identify specific 
pieces of evidence the author uses and to assess that evidence in terms of relevance and credibility.  

Sample: A 
Question 1 Score: 3 
Question 2 Score: 6 
Question 3 Score: 6 
 
HIGH SAMPLE RESPONSE 
 
Row 1: Understand and Analyze Argument (3) 
This response earned a score of 3 on row 1. The response accurately identifies all three elements of the 
author’s argument (stories and literature; brain; social interaction) and demonstrates a comprehensive 
understanding of the relationship between them (stories and literature stimulate the brain and improve social 
interaction). 
  
Row 2: Understand and Analyze Argument (6)  
This response earned a score of 6 on row 2. The response accurately conveys several of the author’s claims 
(narratives stimulate many parts of the brain; the brain does not distinguish between fiction and real life; social 
interactions read in stories can allow for exploration of social interactions). The response also clearly connects 
the claims to each other throughout the response (“this idea connects to the first claim because, the author 
reasons …”), explaining how each claim leads into the next. The response concludes by summarizing these 
connections, demonstrating their relevance to the main argument.   
  
Row 3: Evaluate Sources and Evidence (6)  
This response earned a score of 6 on row 3. The response evaluates in detail how well the evidence supports 
the author’s argument. It does so by connecting claims and specific pieces of evidence the author uses to 
support them and assessing the strength and credibility of the evidence. For example, for the claim that fiction 
stimulates the brain, the response identifies and describes the study published in the journal NeuroImage, 
which speaks to its relevance. It accurately evaluates the journal as a credible scientific source but is critical of 
the lack of information regarding the affiliation of the scientists who conducted the study. The response 
engages in further detailed and insightful evaluation throughout, noting several strengths and weaknesses.       
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Sample: B 
Question 1 Score: 2 
Question 2 Score: 4 
Question 3 Score: 4 
 
MEDIUM SAMPLE RESPONSE 
 
Row 1: Understand and Analyze Argument (2) 
The responses earned a score of 2 because it contains only two parts of the author’s argument (“reading great 
literature,” “stimulates the brain”). The response does not include the third part, addressing the improvement 
of understanding, empathizing, or interacting with others, necessary to elevate the score ("improves us as 
human beings" is not specific enough to earn full points).  

Row 2: Understand and Analyze Argument (4)  
The response earned a 4 because while accurately identifies claims (“great literature can stimulate many parts 
of the brain”; “the brain does not make much of a distinction between reading about an experience and 
encountering it in real life”; “individuals who frequently read fiction seem to be better able to understand other 
people”) it lacks a clear reference to connections between claims beyond the usage of simplistic transitions 
“another claim.” The other attempt “when people read novels they are able to be more social” is not a clear or 
logical explanation of the line of reasoning.   

Row 3: Evaluate Sources and Evidence (4)  
The response earned a score of 4 because it accurately identifies evidence (“a 2006 study published in the 
journal NeuroImage”; “an analysis from Raymond Mar, a psychologist at York University”). However, the 
evaluation is limited to “the study proved the claim” and "evidence is also effective because she uses expert 
opinion". Because there is little evaluation of strengths, weaknesses, and credibility, and only a perfunctory 
assessment in the first line of how well the evidence supports the author’s overall argument, this response did 
not elevate beyond a medium.  
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Sample: C 
Question 1 Score: 2 
Question 2 Score: 2 
Question 3 Score: 2 
 
LOW SAMPLE RESPONSE 
 
Row 1: Understand and Analyze Argument (2) 
The response earned a score of 2 because it identifies two of the parts of the main idea (“stories” and 
“stimulate the brain,”). Stating “changes how we act in life” is too broad of a response and fails to address how 
reading fiction improves one’s social interactions. 

Row 2: Understand and Analyze Argument (2) 
The response earned a score of 2 because it only, albeit generally, identifies one claim (“narratives activate 
many parts of the brain”) and does not provide an explanation about the author’s line of reasoning.  

Row 3: Evaluate Sources and Evidence (2) 
The response earned a score of 2 because it provides a general identification of two pieces of evidence (2006 
study and fMRI study), but it does not provide any specific evaluation beyond “it [the evidence] is credible.” 
Also, the response provides no explanation of how the evidence from the fMRI study supports the author’s 
argument simply stating it “goes with the purpose of the claim.”  




