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Question 2 

Suggested time—40 minutes.  

(This question counts for one-third of the total essay section score.) 

On June 11, 2004, Margaret Thatcher, the former prime minister of Great Britain, delivered the following eulogy to 
the American people in honor of former United States president Ronald Reagan, with whom she had worked closely. 
Read the eulogy carefully. Then, in a well-developed essay, analyze the rhetorical strategies that Thatcher uses to 
convey her message. 

We have lost a great president, a great American, 
and a great man, and I have lost a dear friend. 

In his lifetime, Ronald Reagan was such a cheerful 
and invigorating presence that it was easy to forget 
what daunting historic tasks he set himself. He sought 
to mend America’s wounded spirit, to restore the 
strength of the free world, and to free the slaves of 
communism. These were causes hard to accomplish 
and heavy with risk, yet they were pursued with 
almost a lightness of spirit, for Ronald Reagan also 10 

embodied another great cause, what Arnold Bennett 
once called “the great cause of cheering us all up.” 
His policies had a freshness and optimism that won 
converts from every class and every nation, and 
ultimately, from the very heart of the “evil empire.”1 15 

Yet his humour often had a purpose beyond 
humour. In the terrible hours after the attempt on his 
life, his easy jokes gave reassurance to an anxious 
world. They were evidence that in the aftermath of 
terror and in the midst of hysteria one great heart at 20 

least remained sane and jocular. They were truly 
grace under pressure. And perhaps they signified 
grace of a deeper kind. Ronnie himself certainly 
believed that he had been given back his life for a 
purpose. As he told a priest after his recovery, 25 

“Whatever time I’ve got left now belongs to the big 
fella upstairs.” And surely, it is hard to deny that 
Ronald Reagan’s life was providential when we look 
at what he achieved in the eight years that followed. 

Others prophesied the decline of the West. He 30 

inspired America and its allies with renewed faith in 
their mission of freedom. 

Others saw only limits to growth. He transformed a 
stagnant economy into an engine of opportunity. 

Others hoped, at best, for an uneasy cohabitation 35 

with the Soviet Union. He won the Cold War, not 
only without firing a shot, but also by inviting 
enemies out of their fortress and turning them into 
friends. 

I cannot imagine how any diplomat or any 40 

dramatist could improve on his words to  
Mikhail Gorbachev2 at the Geneva summit. “Let me 

tell you why it is we distrust you.” Those words are 
candid and tough, and they cannot have been easy to 
hear. But they are also a clear invitation to a new 45 

beginning and a new relationship that would be rooted 
in trust. 

We live today in the world that Ronald Reagan 
began to reshape with those words. It is a very 
different world, with different challenges and new 50 

dangers. All in all, however, it is one of greater 
freedom and prosperity, one more hopeful than the 
world he inherited on becoming president. 

As Prime Minister, I worked closely with  
Ronald Reagan for eight of the most important years 55 

of all our lives. We talked regularly, both before and 
after his presidency, and I’ve had time and cause to 
reflect on what made him a great president. 

Ronald Reagan knew his own mind. He had firm 
principles and, I believe, right ones. He expounded 60 

them clearly. He acted upon them decisively. When 
the world threw problems at the White House, he was 
not baffled or disorientated or overwhelmed. 

He knew almost instinctively what to do. 
When his aides were preparing option papers for 65 

his decision, they were able to cut out entire rafts of 
proposals that they knew the old man would never 
wear. When his allies came under Soviet or domestic 
pressure, they could look confidently to Washington 
for firm leadership, and when his enemies tested 70 

American resolve, they soon discovered that his 
resolve was firm and unyielding. 

Yet his ideas, so clear, were never simplistic. He 
saw the many sides of truth. Yes, he warned that the 
Soviet Union had an insatiable drive for military 75 

power and territorial expansion, but he also sensed 
that it was being eaten away by systemic failures 
impossible to reform. Yes, he did not shrink from 
denouncing Moscow’s evil empire, but he realized 
that a man of good will might nonetheless emerge 80 

from within its dark corridors. 
So the president resisted Soviet expansion and 

pressed down on Soviet weakness at every point until 
the day came when communism began to collapse 
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beneath the combined weight of those pressures and 85 

its own failures. And when a man of good will did 
emerge from the ruins, President Reagan stepped 
forward to shake his hand and to offer sincere 
cooperation. 

Nothing was more typical of Ronald Reagan than 90 

that large-hearted magnanimity, and nothing was 
more American. 

Therein lies perhaps the final explanation of his 
achievements. Ronald Reagan carried the American 
people with him in his great endeavours because there 95 

was perfect sympathy between them. He and they 
loved America and what it stands for: freedom and 
opportunity for ordinary people. 

1 A phrase used by Reagan to describe the Soviet Union

2 The leader of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union from 1985 
to 1991 
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Question 3 

Suggested time—40 minutes.  

(This question counts for one-third of the total essay section score.) 

In 1891, Irish author Oscar Wilde (1854–1900) observed, “Disobedience, in the eyes of anyone who has read 
history, is man’s original virtue. It is through disobedience that progress has been made, through disobedience and 
through rebellion.” 

Wilde claims that disobedience is a valuable human trait and that it promotes social progress.  Write an essay that 
argues your position on the extent to which Wilde’s claims are valid. Use appropriate examples from your reading, 
experience, or observations to support your argument.  

STOP

END OF EXAM 
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The essay’s score should reflect the essay’s quality as a whole. Remember that students had only 40 
minutes to read and write; the essay, therefore, is not a finished product and should not be judged by 
standards appropriate for an out-of-class assignment. Evaluate the essay as a draft, making certain to 
reward students for what they do well. 
    
All essays, even those scored 8 or 9, may contain occasional lapses in analysis, prose style, or mechanics. 
Such features should enter into your holistic evaluation of an essay’s overall quality. In no case should you 
give a score higher than a 2 to an essay with errors in grammar and mechanics that persistently interfere 
with your understanding of meaning. 
___________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

9 – Essays earning a score of 9 meet the criteria for the score of 8 and, in addition, are especially 
sophisticated in their argument, thorough in their development, or impressive in their control of 
language. 

 
8 – Effective 
 
Essays earning a score of 8 effectively analyze* the rhetorical strategies that Thatcher uses to convey her 
message. They develop their analysis with evidence and explanations that are appropriate and convincing, 
referring to the passage explicitly or implicitly. The prose demonstrates a consistent ability to control a 
wide range of the elements of effective writing but is not necessarily flawless. 
 

7 – Essays earning a score of 7 meet the criteria for the score of 6 but provide more complete 
explanation, more thorough development, or a more mature prose style. 

 
6 – Adequate 
 
Essays earning a score of 6 adequately analyze the rhetorical strategies that Thatcher uses to convey her 
message. They develop their analysis with evidence and explanations that are appropriate and sufficient, 
referring to the passage explicitly or implicitly. The writing may contain lapses in diction or syntax, but 
generally the prose is clear. 
 
5 – Essays earning a score of 5 analyze the rhetorical strategies that Thatcher uses to convey her message. 
The evidence or explanations used may be uneven, inconsistent, or limited. The writing may contain 
lapses in diction or syntax, but it usually conveys the student’s ideas.  
 
4 – Inadequate 
 
Essays earning a score of 4 inadequately analyze the rhetorical strategies that Thatcher uses to convey 
her message. These essays may misunderstand the passage, misrepresent the strategies Thatcher uses, or 
analyze these strategies insufficiently. The evidence or explanations used may be inappropriate, 
insufficient, or unconvincing. The prose generally conveys the student’s ideas but may be inconsistent in 
controlling the elements of effective writing.  
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Question 2 (continued) 
 

3 – Essays earning a score of 3 meet the criteria for the score of 4 but demonstrate less success in 
analyzing the rhetorical strategies that Thatcher uses to convey her message. They are less 
perceptive in their understanding of the passage or Thatcher’s strategies, or the explanations or 
examples may be particularly limited or simplistic. The essays may show less maturity in their 
control of writing.  

 
2 – Little Success 
 
Essays earning a score of 2 demonstrate little success in analyzing the rhetorical strategies that Thatcher 
uses to convey her message. The student may misunderstand the prompt, misread the passage, fail to 
analyze the strategies Thatcher uses, or substitute a simpler task by responding to the prompt tangentially 
with unrelated, inaccurate, or inappropriate explanation. The prose often demonstrates consistent 
weaknesses in writing, such as grammatical problems, a lack of development or organization, or a lack of 
control. 
 

1 – Essays earning a score of 1 meet the criteria for the score of 2 but are undeveloped, especially 
simplistic in their explanation, or weak in their control of language. 

 
0  – Indicates an off-topic response, one that merely repeats the prompt, an entirely crossed-out response, 

 a drawing, or a response in a language other than English. 
 
—    Indicates an entirely blank response. 
 
* For the purposes of scoring, analysis means explaining the rhetorical choices an author makes in an  

attempt to achieve a particular effect or purpose.    

 


