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Question V4 
 
6 This is an excellent, well-organized essay. It makes liberal use of specific, appropriate references from 

the Latin text throughout the passage, properly cited. These references support the analysis of how 
Vergil conveys Turnus’ desperation. 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 how Vergil conveys Turnus’ desperation. 

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 passage. 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 how Vergil conveys Turnus’ desperation. 

The discussion may be more descriptive than analytical. The Latin references, although perhaps 
scanty, are specific, accurate, and relevant. 

 
3 This is a limited response that lacks adequate discussion of how Vergil conveys Turnus’ desperation. 

The answer tends to rely on description. In general, the Latin support is weak, possibly misconstrued, 
inappropriate, and/or not properly cited. Alternatively, 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 of how Vergil conveys 

Turnus’ desperation. Statements are very general or irrelevant to the question. The student cites 
Latin but with only limited comprehension of the Latin in context or fails 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 student may fail to cite any Latin or may 
provide 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 V4 
 
Overview 
 
Students were asked to analyze the ways in which Vergil conveys Turnus’ desperation after failing to hit 
Aeneas with a rock, as described in Aeneid 12. 903–918. 
 
Sample: 4A 
Score: 5 
 
This essay makes nice use of Turnus’ physical responses to the situation in which he finds himself. It 
successfully analyzes Turnus’ failure to recognize himself (paragraph 2) and the transformation of this 
unreal experience into the dream simile (paragraph 3). The essay then notes that Vergil returns to physical 
descriptions of Turnus’ mental state (paragraph 4), and it ends with Turnus’ desperation and 
abandonment (paragraph 5). The essay is well structured and supported throughout by accurate, properly 
cited Latin. 
 
Sample: 4B 
Score: 4 
 
This is an adequate response to the prompt. The accuracy of the Latin citations lifted the essay beyond the 
level of a 3, but the choppiness and repetitiveness of the discussion kept it from rising above a score of 4. 
The focus on individual words (e.g., “‘nequiquam’” or “‘metu’”) allows little scope for the level of analysis 
required by the prompt, and the essay therefore tends to provide more description than analysis. 
 
Sample: 4C 
Score: 2 
 
This essay’s discussion is hampered by the focus on Vergil’s use of anaphora. While the clauses being 
negated would have served as the basis for a coherent analysis, arguments based on single words within 
the text, especially words as general as negative conjunctions, do not demonstrate adequate 
understanding of the Latin passage. The Latin cited in paragraph 3 is misinterpreted, and the essay never 
rises above the level of vague or weak discussion. 
 




