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Text-Based Writing Prompts: 

Administration and Scoring Guidelines 

 

Teacher Directions:  

Students will read a stimulus about a single topic. A stimulus consists of several texts written on a single 

topic. The stimulus may include informational or literary fiction or nonfiction texts and can cover a wide 

array of topics. After reading the stimulus, the students will respond to a writing prompt in which they 

will provide information on a topic, develop a narrative, or take a stance to support an opinion or 

argument. Students will be required to synthesize information from the text sets and must cite specific 

evidence from the texts to support their ideas. Students’ informative/explanatory responses should 

demonstrate a developed and supported controlling idea. Students’ opinion/argumentative responses 

should support an opinion/argument using ideas presented in the stimulus. Students will have 90 minutes 

to read the passages, and plan, write, revise and edit their essay. Students should read the prompt first. 

They should be encouraged to highlight, underline, and take notes to support the planning process.  

 

Scoring: 

 The attached text-based rubric should be used to score student responses. While the total possible points 

on the rubric is ten, it is recommended that three individual scores be given—one score for each of the 

three domains on the rubric.  This will allow the teacher to determine specific areas of need within 

individual student responses, thus allowing for differentiation in the writing instruction that follows these 

formative writing tasks.  The three domains are:  Purpose, Focus, Organization (PFO), Evidence and 

Elaboration (EE), and Conventions of Standard English (CSE).  Teachers should score holistically within 

each domain—PFO (4-points), EE (4-points), and CSE (2-points).   

Each level of scoring within a domain is based on the overarching statement for the score found in the 

rubric.  For example, on the grades 6-11 rubric for argumentation, the overarching statement for a score of 

4 in the Purpose, Focus, Organization domain is, “The response is fully sustained and consistently 

focused within the purpose, audience, and task; and it has a clear and effective organizational structure 

creating coherence and completeness.”  The bulleted points that follow the statement must be considered 

as factors in the scoring, but should not be utilized as a checklist. Most, but not all, of the bulleted points 

will be evident in the student writing for a score at a specific level. 

Teachers should keep in mind that a score of 3 on the rubric for a domain signals student proficiency in 

the addressed writing standard with a score of 4 representing mastery.  In the CSE domain, a score of two 

represents student proficiency in the standard. 

 



Seventh Grade:  Argumentative Prompt #1 

 

Write an argumentative essay explaining why you agree or disagree with people who demand 

rescue services when they put themselves at risk.  Support your claim with details from what you 

have read. 

 

Manage your time carefully so that you can: 

 Read the passages 

 Plan your essay 

 Write your essay 

 Revise and edit your essay 

Be sure to: 

 Include a claim 

 Address counterclaims 

 Use evidence from multiple sources 

 Avoid overly relying on one source 

Your written response should be in the form of a multi-paragraph essay.  Remember to spend 

time reading, planning, writing, revising, and editing. 



As You ReAd Look for 
evidence that supports your 
position — or convinces you to 
change your position on this 
question: Do people have the 
right to rescue services when they 
put themselves at risk?
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ROBERT SIEGEL, HOST:

On Mount Everest, the climbing season is at its peak. And that 
means that if clear conditions hold, hundreds will attempt to 
scale the mountain this weekend alone. Suppose you wanted 
to climb the world’s highest peak. Would it alter your decision 
if you knew that rescue was just a phone call, and a helicopter 
ride, away? Well, it turns out that helicopter rescues have been 
increasingly common in the mountains of Nepal. And that has 
raised lots of questions about risk-taking—not just for climbers 
but for pilots, too.

Nick Heil has written about this in the May issue of Outside 
magazine. Welcome to the program.

NICK HEIL: Nice to be here.

SIEGEL: You write that helicopters were once a last resort in the 
Himalayas, but I gather that’s not the case anymore.

HEIL: It’s not. There’s been sort of the recent arrival of some 
powerful, new, lightweight helicopters that are able to operate at 
very high altitudes reliably. And they’re becoming increasingly 
common throughout the Himalayas, in Nepal.

SIEGEL: You describe a terrible accident in which a helicopter 
managed to evacuate one of two climbers. The helicopter could 
only take one climber. Is that typical of these crafts?

Part 1: Read Sources

Source 1: Radio Interview

Helicopter Rescues  
Increasing  
on Everest
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HEIL: It is at these kinds of altitudes. The accident that I 
describe in the beginning of the story, is on a peak called Ama 
Dablam. And the helicopter flies up to about 19,000 feet and, 
you know, the air at this altitude is very thin. So it requires a 
helicopter to utilize more power to stay aloft up there. So, you 
know, you can imagine, if you add weight, it’s going to lose lift. 
So in this case, they could only bring one climber at a time. 
And they got one climber off, and they crashed attempting to 
rescue the second man.

SIEGEL: How common is it to see helicopters in the skies 
around Everest? If you were at base camp, would you see one go 
by once a day, or every hour; how frequently?

HEIL: What I’m hearing now is that at the peak of the climbing 
season, you might see as many as four or five helicopter flights 
into Everest base camp in a given day. Now, I don’t think that’s 
the standard rule, but they’re —certainly—more and more 
common up there; you know, flying trekkers in and out, flying 
climbers in and out.

SIEGEL: Is part of the issue here that these rescue choppers 
give climbers a false—or at least, a rather expensive—sense of 
security, and that makes them more willing to take risks?

HEIL: If you talk to professional or expert climbers, I think 
they’re quick to sort of dismiss the fact that they might be 
influenced by the safety net of a helicopter being available for 
them. But, you know, it’s hard not to believe that notion isn’t in 
the back of somebody’s mind, when they’re up there in those 
mountains.

SIEGEL: You suggest that there might be —at least, in part—a 
profit motive contributing to the increased use of helicopters 
there. How does that work?
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HEIL: Well, the helicopter companies are privately owned and 
operated so it’s—you know, they have to lay out quite a bit of 
money. I mean, these machines, the B3s, cost about $2 million 
apiece, and they’re quite expensive to operate. So there’s a 
lot of pressure to keep the helicopters flying and working, in 
order to bring in money—you know, both to pay the bill for 
this machine, but also to make a profit. So they’re looking for 
opportunities to, you know, get people out, fly people in, maybe 
bring supplies somewhere; that kind of thing.

SIEGEL: What have you heard from pilots about the difficulties 
of piloting a helicopter that high up?

HEIL: Well, the risks are certainly significant. The rescue 
operations are using a technique developed in Switzerland, 
called long line or short haul. And basically, what they’re 
doing is, they’re attaching a long line from the bottom of the 
helicopter, and they’re bringing a technician in at the end of the 
line. And they fly in close to the mountain. And they’re able 
to literally, pluck a climber off of a ridge —or even a mountain 
face, in some cases.

You know, the skills that are required to operate these machines 
are quite significant and, you know, the margin for error is 
quite small. And that was evident in the accident that I describe 
in the beginning of my story.

SIEGEL: Well, Nick Heil, thanks for talking with us today.

HEIL: Thank you, Robert.

SIEGEL: Nick Heil is a contributing editor at Outside magazine. 
He also wrote the book “Dark Summit: The True Story of 
Everest’s Most Controversial Season.”
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As You ReAd Pay attention 
to what evidence the author 
presents. Jot down comments or 
questions about the text in the 
side margins.
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In 1953, the New Zealander Edmund Hillary and the 
Sherpa Tenzing Norgay became the first people to reach the 
29,035-foot peak of Mount Everest. Since that time, nearly 
4,000 other people have successfully scaled the world’s highest 
mountain. The youngest is an American boy who made the 
climb when he was 13 years old; the oldest is a Japanese woman 
who was 73 years old when she made her second successful 
climb.

Not everyone manages to complete the climb, and some 
of these people pay with their lives. There have been over 230 
deaths on the mountain. 

Alan Arnette is a mountaineer who reached the summits 
of the tallest mountains on each of the seven continents in a 
single year. He has climbed Everest four times and thinks that 
perhaps 200 dead bodies remain on the mountain. The body of 
one climber who died in 1996 still lies next to the trail on the 
north side and is used as a landmark identified by the green 
boots he is still wearing.

It has been 50 years since Hillary and Norgay made their 
historic climb, and the ascent is not as treacherous as it was. 
Sherpa guides know where they should put ropes and the paths 
the climbers should take. So why do so many people die in their 
attempts? 

Why Everest?
by Guy Moreau
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One thing to bear in mind is that climbers not only have 
to reach the summit safely, they also have to make their way 
back down. By that time, they are tired and may have run low 
on oxygen. They may have faced bad weather, and they have 
struggled up the icy slopes of the “death zone.” This is the part 
of the climb above 26,247 feet, where the final camp before 
the summit is located. A person cannot survive in this zone 
for more than two days because of the lack of oxygen and the 
extreme temperatures. 

In recent years, this problem has been made worse by the 
large number of climbers who want to conquer Everest. The 
climbing season only lasts for about two months, if that, when 
the winds on the mountain are not as powerful as during the 
rest of the year. Climbers need to leave the final camp by late 
morning. Then, there can be so many of them in the death zone 
that there are traffic jams. Some days, up to 200 people set off. 
Climbers are delayed and can suffer exposure and use their 
precious supplies of oxygen.

There is also another problem facing some climbers: they 
may not be skilled enough. Nobody doubts their strength and 
fitness, but they may not know enough about mountaineering 
and the hazards that high altitudes present. The paths have 
been prepared by hundreds of Sherpas and the hardships seem 
less than they would have been years ago. So people can get 
lulled into thinking that it isn’t such an ordeal. 

Given these difficulties, the months of preparation, and 
the thousands of dollars paid for a permit, why do more and 
more people want to challenge the world’s highest mountain? 
Well, it seems that the question includes the answer. It’s because 
it is the world’s highest mountain. It’s the biggest feather in 
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a mountaineer’s cap. Rhys Jones, and English climber who 
completed the ascent of Everest on his twentieth birthday, 
explained to the BBC: “Everyone is aware of the risks. . . . But 
actually, risk is part of the attraction—it makes it more of a test, 
it gives you more to aim for.”

Rhys Jones probably has it right, but it’s been said in fewer 
words. George Mallory, before his fatal attempt to scale Everest 
in 1924, explained why he wanted to climb the mountain: 
“Because it’s there.” 
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notes A  ranger with Mount Rainier National Park died Thursday 
  afternoon while rescuing climbers, two of whom had 

fallen into a crevasse.

Nick Hall, a climbing ranger at Mount Rainier National 
Park, fell 3,700 feet to his death Thursday afternoon, after 
helping rescue two climbers who had fallen into a crevasse, 
according to a park news release. The two women who fell into 
the crevasse were part of a party of four, two women and two 
men, from Waco, Texas.

As Hall, 34, was preparing some of the climbers for 
helicopter evacuation at 4:59 p.m., he fell down the mountain’s 
northeast side from the 13,700-foot level. He was not moving 
after his fall, and attempts to contact him were unsuccessful, 
the release said.

Climbers reached him hours later and confirmed he had 
died.

Hall, a native of Patten, Maine, had been with the park’s 
climbing program for four years, the release said.

The climbers who fell into the crevasse had slipped on their 
descent down Emmons Glacier after hiking to Mount Rainier’s 
14,411-foot summit around 1:45 p.m. Thursday.

As the two women were dangling inside the crevasse at the 
13,700-foot level, one of the other climbers was able contact 
rescue rangers by cellphone.

The Seattle Times
Thursday, june 21, 2012

Ranger Killed During Rescue 
of Climbers on Mount Rainier
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The rescue team was able to reach the climbers fairly fast.

The two women climbers were pulled to safety by 3:10 p.m. 
The four climbers, who range in age from 18 to 53, have injuries 
from slipping and having a few hundred pounds of force yank 
on their harnesses at the end of the fall, but none are life-
threatening, said Kevin Bacher, a park spokesman.

A rapidly lowering cloud ceiling and 40-mph winds made it 
tough for a Chinook helicopter from Joint Base Lewis-McChord 
to reach the climbers, but three were eventually lifted away at 
around 9 p.m., Bacher said.

The fourth climber stayed on the mountain overnight with 
rescue rangers.

They started down Friday morning, but the park still hoped 
a helicopter would be able to pick her up and also recover Hall’s 
body, Bacher said. Six rangers went to recover Hall’s body, but 
that could take several days if the helicopter can’t fly.

The three climbers rescued were hospitalized and are in fair 
condition today.

Hall’s family told The Associated Press that they were 
proud of him for his involvement in mountain rescues.

“We sincerely hope the loss of our son will draw appropriate 
attention to the hazards and safety requirements and 
commitment to be involved in the profession and sport he so 
loved,” said his father, Carter Hall, from the family home in 
Patten, Maine.

The family said it was “grieving and celebrating” his life.
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DRAFT ELA Text-based Writing Rubrics, Grades 6–11: Argumentation 
Florida Standards Assessments 
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Grades 6–11 
Argumentation Text-based Writing Rubric  

(Score points within each domain include most of the characteristics below.) 

Score Purpose, Focus, and Organization 
(4-point Rubric) 

Evidence and Elaboration 
(4-point Rubric) 

Conventions of Standard English 
(2-point Rubric begins at score 

point 2) 
4 The response is fully sustained and consistently focused within the 

purpose, audience, and task; and it has a clear and effective 
organizational structure creating coherence and completeness. The 
response includes most of the following: 

 Clearly stated and strongly maintained claim with little or no 
loosely related material 

 Clearly addressed alternate or opposing claims*  

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

 Logical progression of ideas from beginning to end with a 
satisfying introduction and conclusion 

 Established and maintained appropriate style and objective 
tone 

The response provides thorough, convincing, and 
credible support/evidence for the writer’s claim that 
includes the effective use of sources, facts, and details. 
The response includes most of the following: 

 Smoothly integrated, thorough, and relevant 
evidence, including precise references to sources  

 Effective use of a variety of elaborative 
techniques to support the claim, demonstrating 
an understanding of the topic and text 

 Clear and effective expression of ideas, using 
precise language 

 Academic and domain-specific vocabulary clearly 
appropriate for the audience and purpose 

 Various sentence structures creating language 
facility 

 

3 The response is adequately sustained and generally focused within 
the purpose, audience, and task; and it has evident organizational 
structure with a sense of completeness. The response includes most 
of the following:   

 Clear and maintained claim, though some loosely related 
material may be present 

 Alternate or opposing claims included but may not be 
completely addressed*  

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

 Adequate progression of ideas from beginning to end with a 
sufficient introduction and conclusion 

 Appropriate style and objective tone established 

The response provides adequate support/evidence for 
the writer’s claim that includes the use of sources, 
facts, and details. The response includes most of the 
following: 

 Generally integrated and relevant evidence from 
sources, though references may be general or 
imprecise 

 Adequate use of some elaborative techniques 

 Adequate expression of ideas, employing a mix of 
precise and general language 

 Domain-specific vocabulary generally appropriate 
for the audience and purpose 

 Some variation in sentence structure  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Continued on the following page 
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Score Purpose, Focus, and Organization 
(4-point Rubric) 

Evidence and Elaboration 
(4-point Rubric) 

Conventions of Standard English 
(2-point Rubric) 

 
2 
 

The response is somewhat sustained within the purpose, audience, 
and task but may include loosely related or extraneous material; 
and it may have an inconsistent organizational structure. The 
response may include the following: 

 Focused on a claim but insufficiently sustained or unclear 

 May not sufficiently address alternate or opposing claims* 

 Inconsistent use of transitional strategies with little variety 

 Uneven progression of ideas from beginning to end with an 
inadequate introduction or conclusion 

 

The response provides uneven, cursory 
support/evidence for the writer’s claim that includes 
partial use of sources, facts, and details. The response 
may include the following: 

 Weakly integrated evidence from sources and 
erratic or irrelevant references 

 Repetitive or ineffective use of elaborative 
techniques 

 Imprecise or simplistic expression of ideas 

 Some use of inappropriate domain-specific 
vocabulary  

 Most sentences limited to simple constructions 

The response demonstrates an 
adequate command of basic 
conventions. The response may include 
the following:  

 Some minor errors in usage but no 
patterns of errors  

 Adequate use of punctuation, 
capitalization, sentence formation, 
and spelling 

 

1 The response is related to the topic but may demonstrate little or 
no awareness of the purpose, audience, and task; and it may have 
little or no discernible organizational structure. The response may 
include the following: 

 Absent, confusing, or ambiguous claim  

 Missing alternate or opposing claims*  

 Few or no transitional strategies  

 Frequent extraneous ideas impeding understanding 

 Too brief to demonstrate knowledge of focus or organization 
 

The response provides minimal support/evidence for 
the writer’s claim, including little if any use of sources, 
facts, and details. The response may include the 
following: 

 Minimal, absent, erroneous, or irrelevant 
evidence from the source material 

 Expression of ideas that is vague, unclear, or 
confusing 

 Limited and often inappropriate language or 
domain-specific vocabulary  

 Sentences limited to simple constructions 

The response demonstrates a partial 
command of basic conventions. The 
response may include the following: 

 Various errors in usage  

 Inconsistent use of correct 
punctuation, capitalization, 
sentence formation, and spelling  
 

0   The response demonstrates a lack of 
command of conventions, with 
frequent and severe errors often 
obscuring meaning. 
 

*Not applicable at grade 6 

 




