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Question V3 
 
6 This is an excellent, well-organized essay. It makes liberal use of specific, appropriate references 

from the Latin text throughout the passages, properly cited. These references support an analysis 
of the arguments Aeneas uses to justify both his departure from Carthage and his request to visit 
his father in the underworld. Occasional mistakes need not spoil the general impression of the 
essay. More important than the number of Latin citations are the quality and completeness of the 
discussion and the general coherence of the argument. 

 
5 This is a good, strong essay with a discerning analysis of the arguments Aeneas uses to justify both 

his departure from Carthage and his request to visit his father in the underworld. The analysis is 
either not as sophisticated or not as well developed as a 6 or not quite as well supported with textual 
references from throughout the passages. The references from the Latin, properly cited, appear 
confident, and the essay reflects more than casual familiarity with the passage. 

 
4 This is an adequate essay with some accurate analysis of the arguments Aeneas uses to justify both 

his departure from Carthage and his request to visit his father in the underworld. The discussion may 
be uneven with emphasis on only one of Aeneas’ justifications; or it may be more descriptive than 
analytical. The Latin references may be scanty but are specific, accurate, and relevant. 

 
3 This is a limited response that lacks an adequate discussion of the arguments Aeneas uses to justify 

both his departure from Carthage and his request to visit his father in the underworld or that 
discusses only one of Aeneas’ justifications. The answer tends to rely on description. In general, the 
Latin support is weak, possibly misconstrued, inappropriate, and/or not properly cited. Alternately, 
the student may write a good essay reflecting knowledge of the passage but fail to cite any Latin to 
support the answer. 

 
2 The student recognizes the passage but presents a vague or weak discussion. Statements may be 

very general or irrelevant to the question. The student may recall general information about Aeneas’ 
departure from Carthage or about his journey to the underworld but demonstrates only limited 
comprehension of the Latin cited; or the student may fail to cite any Latin at all. 

 
1 The student understands the question but presents no meaningful discussion derived from the 

passage. Although no substantive argument is presented, the response does contain some correct 
information relevant to the question. The student demonstrates no understanding of the Latin in 
context or demonstrates a complete misunderstanding. The answer may contain no Latin or only 
individual Latin words randomly selected. 

 
0 The student gives a response that is totally irrelevant, is totally incorrect, or merely restates the 

question. The student demonstrates no understanding of the Latin in context. 
 
— This is a blank space or off-task answer (e.g., drawing, personal letter). 
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Question V3 
 
Overview 
 
The intent of this question was to test students’ ability to analyze Aeneas’ arguments used to justify both 
his departure from Carthage (Aeneid 4. 337–350) and his request to visit his father in the underworld 
(Aeneid 6. 110–122). Students were required to support their arguments with accurate Latin citations from 
throughout the passages. 
 
Sample: 3A 
Score: 5 
 
This is a very fine essay dealing with how Aeneas justifies both his departure from Carthage (passage A) and 
his request to visit the underworld (passage B). The citations from both passages are well translated, and 
each is followed by a convincing analysis of why that citation works as a justification. For example, on  
page 1, after the Latin and the translation in the second paragraph, the student says that Aeneas “basically is 
not living for himself but for a greater purpose the fates are in control of.” Likewise, on page 3 the student 
explains both citations as showing that here Aeneas’ approach to the Sibyl “is very respectful . . . as opposed 
to demanding” and “he is begging” trying “to get some sympathy.” The only thing that kept this essay from 
receiving a score of 6 is the fact that it does not deal with the Latin from throughout both passages, omitting 
lines 1–3 in passage A and 1–5 in passage B. 
 
Sample: 3B 
Score: 4 
 
Although the essay presents a fairly accurate paraphrase for two of the citations from passage A with a 
good analysis following each, the other citations from that passage are misconstrued. For example, the 
student suggests that the citation from line 11 proves that “Dido is a leader who knows about duty.” 
Likewise in passage B, the paraphrases are rather loose, though analyses are sound. Since much of each 
passage is not dealt with successfully (or at all), and since the discussion is uneven, this essay did not 
reach the level of the good, strong essay that would have earned a score of 5. 
 
Sample: 3C 
Score: 2 
 
This essay appears to be a jumble of randomly chosen bits of Latin, generally misconstrued and leading to 
guesses rather than serious analysis. The student demonstrates familiarity with the passages but not in 
such a way as to convince the reader that the statements are built on a clear understanding of the Latin in 
context. The essay earned a score of 2 (as opposed to a 1) because it cites material found in each passage, 
but it did not earn a 3 because it does not clearly demonstrate that these citations are based on more than 
memory of the story and recognition of odd words or phrases. 
 


