English 2201 Mid-Term Exam 2016
Expected Responses – Comparison Essay
Comparison Essay (20 Marks)

Content – C – 15 Marks (7.5 marks per discussion)

Organization and Structure– 5 Marks (Intro, Body Paragraphs, Topic Sentences, Transitional Paragraph, Conclusion)

Also (Writing style, Voice, Diction, Spelling/Grammar)

*Organization and Structure was blended to an overall mark of 5.*
In this question, you were asked to show how conflict from a selection read this year helped to develop character. To earn a full 7.5 marks per discussion you had to do the following:

· Discuss appropriate conflict combinations to show character development OR appropriate conflicts which aided our understanding of a character OR how conflict helped characters to learn about themselves
· Discuss an appropriate from the list generated this year. These should have been written as statements that reflected your understandings.
· In showing how the conflict developed our understanding of character, you had to show a progression of the character and likely how the character (or situation) CHANGED, and in doing so developed that character…you could have explained how the character was originally portrayed (either how the character had one trait – and this was altered following conflict; how your understanding of a character [or a character’s understanding of themselves] changed following an event) and demonstrate at least TWO supports showing how this change occurred. In order to develop this question you had to show a progression of something.
· You had to isolate the conflict (with specific details) and explain how the character developed/something was learned about the character BECAUSE of the instance/event that occurred.

· As well, you had to use specific discussion points to show these themes. Many students either:

a) Told a plot summary of the story/play

b) Described the event in detail, but then simply stated that this showed a conflict or character change without actually connecting it. This is not an analysis and could not receive full marks. 

c) Told the story of the novel and/or a character change (only) and then at the end of the paragraph simply stated it all together showed a conflict. You need to organize around theme in this question.

Structurally, common mistakes were (but were not limited to):

 - using " ----" for titles when they should be underlined

-Using first person writing
- The use of "texting" language 

-vague word choice like good, bad, mad, sad....and then no elaboration

-informal transitioning (first, second, third, in conclusion)

-new paragraphs not indented

-coherence issues within/between sentences
- Use of clichés and colloquialisms (i.e. and that’s why Ms. Mallard “kicked the bucket”), (it wasn’t all rainbows and unicorns for Oedipus), (Rome wasn’t built in a day), (It just wasn’t Gerald’s day)….were examples of such terms used.

- Improper Introductions/No conclusion

- No topic sentences to introduce what would be discussed.
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Multiple Choice: 

2. B
3. D

4. B
5. B
Overall Impressions of Question #6 (Marked out of 5)

2 Marks for identification of effective title (2 marks)
2 Marks for each reference to support this title
· Nearly all students understood the “concept” of the visual, but many were unsure of their visual elements and how to incorporate this into their discussion.
· Overall students did a good job with the title. Many received 1.5 or 2 marks on this.

· Titles had to be statements, not ‘one word’ themes. 

· Two ideas had to be connected:

A) The idea of flying/heights/soaring/freedom/etc…representing by the man in the air 

B) The idea of how words/books/knowledge/literature/etc…helped to empower the man and make this flight possible
· Possible examples of visual elements were: darkness/light, balance, proportion, symbol, focal point, etc….there may have been others
· There was inability to identify significance of elements (this also occurred in the poetry section) and addressing the actual elements in the visual (instead of “dancing around the element” without stating what they are discussing)

· Many students did not always connect their interpretation of the title to the references used. Remember that you MUST do this (whether it be poetry, a short story, the essay, or a visual)

Model Response: 
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Marked Out of 20

Multiple Choice:

7. C
8. A
9. A

10.  B
11.  A
12.  B
13.  C

14.  B

Overall impressions of question #15 – Marked out of 6
Mark Breakdown: 2 for the identification of appropriate message and how this message was achieved
2 for the message, 2 for each reference (x2) 
· Overall, students did a fair job highlighting the message to emphasize the poem’s meaning 
· To receive full marks on the message, students had to encompass any TWO of the following aspects of the poem in their statement. It is not that the question asked for ‘two messages’ but moreso that given the context of the poem, one isolated observation would not fully grasp the intended message.
·  Possible full mark observations: The hateful power of words, society’s view of ‘perfection’, the impact of words/societal pressures on people, self-worth/self-esteem in relation to these societal pressures, the relationship between ‘perfection’ and happiness. 
· A number of students received 1.5 marks on this message as they related it to a more personal connection (i.e. don’t let anyone tell you who you should be, nobody in the world is perfect, etc)…While this was true for the speaker, it did not encompass the power of the words/impact of others/societal pressures aspect of the poem.
· Some students, however, had difficulty isolating and using precise word choice to describe this message. The use of vague language and a lack of quotes/specifics prevented many from receiving a full two marks for each reason. Better word choice and specific points that incorporate both aspects of the poem and analysis and opinion would help students to receive full marks
· Students should have used literary devices to help guide their discussion. For example, once the message was identified, a relatively common issue was uncertainty in how to analyze their message and instead simply found quotes which said ‘the same thing’ as their message. Although this does (to a point) prove the message it is not really analyzing the poem – it is moreso just proving that there is a relationship between message and content.

· Strong responses often used the following literary devices to help develop their analysis: tone (accusatory), hyperbole, repetition, metaphor, irony, emphasis, conflict, theme, symbol, and juxtaposition/contrast. Other devices were used as well to lesser degrees. 
· At times, quote selection was inadequate. A good discussion occurred, but there was no quote OR it did not support the statement or argument the student attempted. 

· Some students also went into personal responses and gave opinions on society’s expectations of women and beauty without actually analyzing content FROM the poem. Although at times these comments were insightful, poetry analysis requires you to use the written text provided to you – rather than simply using it as a platform to discuss a different topic. This was a re-occurring theme so it is critical when you’re asked to analyze a poem, you analyze the poem rather than using it as a platform for a text to world connection.
Model Response:

Overall impressions of Question #16 – Marked out of 6
Mark Breakdown: 2 for the identification/discussion of 2 literary devices (or 1 literary device thoroughly developed), and 2 marks for how each device enhanced the message/theme/mood/tone/character development/etc…in the poem
· Overall, many 2201 students did not correctly challenge this question. As it was gone over in class multiple times, this is something that comes down to preparation, planning, and study. It was given:
· As a model answer on the dept. website (The Mate)

· Practiced with three poems during the poetry/visual unit

· Was a question on the test

· An exam preparatory handout
·  Despite this, many simply translated and interpreted the lines, which could not receive a grade OR gave a personal response without referring to the poem’s specifics.  
· IF this interpretation/translation also happened to discuss the point the writer was highlighting through figurative language, a mark between 0.5 – 1.5 could be achieved depending on the clarity of the discussion. If the student had a good discussion but did not identify any literary devices, a mark of 2-4 could have been earned. However, very few wrote a strong analysis while not incorporating poetic elements. 
· For example, in the following quote:

“And now as I lay here/With my living breath departed/Looking beautiful against the creaseless silk of my eternal bed/I ask you why you do this/”  (Lines 18-23) 
With My Living Breath Departed -- Metaphor, Visual Imagery, Empathy, Diction
Looking beautiful against the creaseless silk of my eternal bed - Irony, Diction, Metaphor, Contrast (the creaseless silk, her being told she needed flawless skin, Visual Imagery
I ask you why you do this/–  Tone, Epiphany, Theme, Message, Repetition 
· Then once you have specifically identified these devices (not all, one or two is perfect) – how do they enhance the writer’s overall point? – what is the point, that depends. Does this contribute to a cynical mood, the writer’s theme, the writer’s conflict – that is for you to decide.

Model Response:

· So, it is not that you “lost marks” for not selecting the best examples, it is more that you did not correctly identify what the question asked, and then had nowhere to further develop or analyze your example.
Personal Response Section (Marked out of 10)

7 for the overall quality if the discussion, 3 for the organization/structure. Overall, marks in this section were strong. Below are some of the common errors made: 
-Advice being discussed was generic (i.e. a bad thing happened, but its private so I don’t want to give details…..fair enough, but then give a different scenario, change those details, etc…the lack of details will cost marks on your content)

-Advice was general (i.e. life gets better; be yourself)... not getting into anything specific to what you learned from the advice 
- No discussion of its personal impact (the conflict, what you realized – the moral of the lesson)
-No reference to how you embraced that advice (used it, applied it to future experiences, reflected on previous behaviour as a result of this advice, etc.)

-No specifics to your life ... this was critical as this was a personal response  question

-Writing minimal detail

***Rubric used but not attached to exams. Also available on the department website under 1201 and 2201 exam review***
