
SUMMER READING  

11 AP Language and Composition 

Tim Hicks, thicks@kingslocal.net, 398-8050 ext.11051 

Google Classroom code: vanpqzz 

DUE DATE: August 10th , 2018 

Assigned Readings:  Purchase the Novel Sophie’s World by Jostein Gaarder & 

Read Chapters 1 and 2 of Modern Approaches to Argument Packet (can be 

found on Google Classroom) 

Summer Assignment Summary/Summary of how 

projects/summer work will be assessed (i.e. what do I need 

to do as a student in order to be successful for both the 

summer and when I return to school?):   

Dear AP Language and Composition Student: 

You have already proven to be an exceptional student in reading and language.  I look forward to 
meeting you in August and working with you in the pursuit of a quality AP Language and 
Composition Program.  Please sign in to Google Classroom with the code: vanpqzz.  I will check in 
and offer assistance as needed throughout the summer. 

In order for us to have a more fully developed world view, we read Sophie’s World, in which 
Jostein Gaarder hopes to teach us something about basic Western philosophical arguments and the 
many critical lenses of literature and thought. I believe that if we have a basic grasp of philosophers' 
questions, we will also have an understanding of artists' questions, for they are often the same. By 
improving our view of the history of thought, we will also test and improve your critical thinking 
skills as you wrestle with the top essential questions of western thought. 

This book is our introduction to the world of ideas, the many dances of thesis/antithesis/synthesis 
surrounding all the important questions. It is a perfect foundation to begin a year filled with great 
books and engaging ideas. This book can be dense; that is, it can be hard to understand too much of 
it at one sitting. Give yourself a good three to four weeks* to read and complete this assignment!  
For the second assignment, you will read the introduction to Rhetorical Analysis.  Answer the 
questions that are listed at the end of each chapter.  Enjoy and have a great summer! 
 
Sincerely,  
 
Mr. Hicks 
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Part I:  
1) Read the novel Sophie’s World and complete the note charts as you go along 

(remove last pages and hand write these importances).  Do not write in 8 point 
font.  Capture the essence/main tenets of each philosophy.  Be Concise and 
Complete.  Answer the two essay questions listed below – I will grade them using the 
rubric in the back of the packet. 

 
2) Select two philosophers from the chart - “The Biggies” of Philosophy - and define the 
thinker’s position/thesis/philosopher's project  in your own words: get at their tenets and core 
substance.  Then write an essay that makes your take on the thinker’s positions clear.  Untangle and 
muse over their  discoveries and compare them with your own thoughts.  

How do I respond to the key tenets of this thinker?  
Choose the question that best represents your thinking:  
 Do I think about this subject in the same way as the writer/thinker? If so, you will agree 

with, support, or defend the writer’s assertions.  
Do I think the writer/speaker is totally wrong? If so, you will disagree with, dispute, 

challenge, or refute the writer’s assertions.  (Note: Choose something still debatable. In other 
words, it seems futile to disagree with something that has been disproved by science. It may 
seem easy to "disagree" with an idea from one of the earliest philosophers who preceded modern 
science, but it would be silly).  

Best Option: Do I think that some of what is said is correct and some is incorrect? If so, 
you will qualify the writer’s assertion. “Qualify” means that you will modify, limit, or restrict your 
agreement or disagreement by presenting exceptions. You might limit your agreement by 
supporting some of the writer’s ideas but asserting some opposing ideas as well. Or, you might limit 
your disagreement by refuting some of the writer’s ideas but supporting some aspects of the 
writer’s position.  

 
IMPORTANT:  Be Transparent in Thinking! 
For those who tend to score below average on their essays, the key to improvement is 
commentary. In commentary, the writer explains HOW or WHY the given evidence supports or 
proves his or her point. Commentary explains WHY the analyzed writer chose to use certain 
rhetorical strategies. Simply having extended commentary improves most papers.  

 

Part II: Read and annotate the Two Chapters at the end of this packet as 

an Introduction to Rhetorical Analysis.  Answer the questions at the end of the 

chapters! 

 

 

Part III: Sophie’s World Test (100 points): Be prepared on 

the second day of school to take a comprehensive knowledge test on 



the work. In addition, be prepared to answer essay questions about the text.  

 

 

 

 

 

Essay Scoring Rubric: 

9-8  A 

❑ Excellent use of thoughtfully chosen, apt, and specific concrete details and references to the text  

❑ Response to the prompt and/topic or is cogent (convincing), insightful, and perceptive commentary and 

interpretation-- free of plot summary; ideas are expressed with clarity and skill. Skillfully addresses the “what,” 

the “how,” and the “why” in the prompt. 

❑ Well organized with careful development; excellent thesis; logically ordered, strong conclusion; smooth 

transitions (not “First,… Second, …) 

❑ Well-written, with pleasing sentence variety, sound sentence structure (fragments, run-ons), precise and fresh 

diction (word choice). Uses the literary present, third person (if necessary) and few “to be” verbs. 

❑ Virtually no errors in conventions such as spelling, grammar, usage, and mechanics 

A 9 essay is above the pack—fresh, sophisticated, marked with stylistic finesse. 

 

7-6  A-/B+ 

❑ Effectively uses well-chosen and specific concrete details and references to the text  

❑ Commentary and analysis is thoughtful and convincing, but less insightful and less developed than 9-8. 

Effectively addresses the “what” and the “how,” but may miss the “why.” 

❑ Sound organization, intelligent, but less effective thesis, logically ordered, effective conclusion, good use of 

transitions.  

❑ Well- written, with some sentence variety; good sentence structure, high-level and varied diction.  Uses the 

literary present and third person (if appropriate) most of the time. 

❑ Few errors in conventions—spelling, grammar, usage, and mechanics 

A 7 paper will have more developed analysis and development, and have better control over sentence 

structure, diction, and conventions. A 6 is a “safe” paper; carefully done, but needs more. 

 

5  B 

❑ Contains and uses concrete details and textual references correctly, but it may be superficial, obvious, and/or 

vague 

❑ Commentary is generic, but contains some analysis. Writing displays writer’s ideas in an overly generalized 

fashion. 

❑ Paper is organized, adequate thesis, but may not address the complexity of the question, logically ordered, 

adequate conclusion, contains transitions 

❑ Little sentence variety, but adequate sentence structure, diction is adequate and correct, but may be repetitive or 

generic. May drift from literary present or slip into inappropriate voice (ex. going from 3rd
 person to 1st

)  

❑ May have some, but not serious, errors in conventions—spelling, grammar, usage, mechanics 

A 5 paper meets the assignment, but seems general and mechanical 

  

4-3  B-/C 

❑ Contains some supporting evidence, but it is weak, paraphrase, vague or inaccurate. 

❑ Analysis and commentary is weak, misguided, and/or inaccurate and unclear. Response paraphrase and plot 

summary opposed to analysis.  Writing does address the topic and conveys the writer’s ideas, but is 

underdeveloped. Response fails to adequately address the question. 

❑ Paper shows some sense organization, imprecise thesis or merely a restatement of the question; ideas may drift 

from or are not connected to the thesis; weak conclusion; may lack transitions and topic sentences. 

❑ Little sentence variety; sentence structure errors, generic and/or repetitive diction—overuse or misuse of  “I” 

and/or “you” 

❑ Weak control over conventions—spelling, grammar, usage, mechanics 

A 3 paper compounds the weakness of a 4: weaker writing skills, less organization, 

 misinterpretations, inadequate development, serious omissions 

 

2-1  C-/D/F 

❑ Very little, if any, concrete details and textual support; if present, it is unacceptably vague 



❑ Plot summary and/or paraphrase substitute for commentary and analysis; some attempt to answer the question, 

but with very little clarity or coherence 

❑ Lack of control over organization and development; may ramble; thesis is weak or nonexistent; a restatement of 

the question or absent altogether 

❑ Little sentence variety; may have distracting errors in sentence structure and diction 

❑ Weak control and distracting errors in conventions—spelling, grammar, usage, mechanics 

A 1 paper is unacceptably brief or incoherently long, full of mechanical errors, and/or missed the focus 

of the topic 

 

0 F A response that is no more than a reference to the task  

 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 



 









 


