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Michigan Educational Assessment Program (MEAP)
Writing: Peer Response to a Student Writing Sample
Grades 3-8
Holistic Scorepoint Descriptions

Here is an explanation of what readers think about as they score your writing.

4 The response clearly and fully addresses the task and demonstrates an understanding of
the effective elements of writing that are relevant to the task. ldeas are supported by
relevant, specific details from the student writing sample. There may be surface feature
errors, but they do not interfere with meaning.

3 The response addresses the task and demonstrates some understanding of the effective
elements of writing that are relevant to the task. Ideas are somewhat supported with a
mix of general and specific relevant details from the student writing sample. There may
be surface feature errors, but they do not interfere with meaning.

2 The response demonstrates limited ability to address the task and may show limited
understanding of the effective elements of writing that are relevant to the task. ldeas may
be supported with vague and/or partially relevant details from the student writing sample.
There may be surface features that partially interfere with meaning.

1 The response demonstrates an attempt to address the task with little, if any, understanding
of the effective elements of writing that are relevant to the task. The response may

include generalizations about the student writing sample with few, if any, details. There
may be surface feature errors that interfere with meaning.

Condition codes for unratable papers (zeroes):

A Off-topic or insufficient

B Written in a language other than English or illegible
C Blank or refused to respond

D Summarizes, revises, and/or copies the student sample, making no connection to the
question asked



