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WRITING Claim # 2 - Students can produce effective writing for a range of purposes and audiences. 

LANGUAGE Claim #5 - Students can use oral and written language skillfully across a range of literacy tasks. 

Title of Performance Task:  Interdisciplinary Writing: Biodiesel Production 

Grade Level: 11 

Task Source: Adapted from CT Released Writing Task 

How this task addresses the “sufficient evidence” for this claim: 

In order to complete the assessment, students must: 

1. Compose, revise, and edit text in proper format 
2. Write a text in support of an argument in response to texts read 
3. Address Purpose and Audience (setting a context – topic, question(s) to be answered, and establishing a 

focus/thesis/claim 
4. Organize and Develop Ideas using a structure consistent with purpose (providing overall coherence using 

organizational patterns and transitions to connect and advance central ideas 
5. Provide supporting evidence/details/elaboration consist with focus/thesis/claim 
6. Use Language Effectively (including word choice, sentence variety, precise/nuanced language, domain-specific 

language, and voice) 
7. Apply Conventions of Standard English 

Intended Depth of Knowledge Level: DOK 4 (integrating information from multiple sources) 

Scoring Focus/Reporting Categories (See page 16) 

 Claim 2 
o Organize & Develop Ideas 
o Provide Evidence & Elaboration 
o Apply Conventions 

 Claim 5 

o Understand & Apply Written and Oral Language  
Standards Assessed with this Task 

Writing Standards:  

11-12.W.1. Write arguments (a-e) 

11-12.W.4. Produce writing in which the organization, development, substance, and style are appropriate to task, purpose, 

and audience 

11-12.W.5. Strengthen writing as needed by planning, revising, editing, rewriting, or trying a new approach, focusing on 

addressing what is most significant for a specific purpose and audience 

11-12.W.7. Perform short, focused research projects and more sustained research; synthesize multiple authoritative sources 

on a subject to answer a question or solve a problem. 

(formative) 11-12.W.8. Gather relevant information from multiple authoritative print and digital sources, using advanced 

searches effectively; assess the strengths and limitations of each source in terms of the task, purpose and audience; 
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integrate information into the text selectively to maintain the flow of ideas, avoiding plagiarism and overreliance on any one 

source and following a standard format for citation. 

11-12.W.9. Write in response to literary or informational sources, drawing evidence from the text to support analysis and 

reflection as well as to describe what they have learned. 

Language Standards:  

11-12.L.1. Observe conventions of grammar and usage 

11-12.L.2. Observe conventions of capitalization, punctuation, and spelling 

11-12.L.3. Make effective language choices.  

11-12.L.6. Use grade-appropriate general academic vocabulary and English language arts–specific words and phrases taught 

directly and gained through reading and responding to texts 

Description of task setting: Phase 1 and Phase 2, individual work 

Duration of the activity: Phase 1: 1.5 hours; Phase 2: 1 hour; Total time: 2.5 hours (150 minutes) 

Operational logistics and Materials Required: Graphic organizers and paper for note taking/prewriting and writing; 

computer for independent research, composing, and editing 

 

Writing Text Type: Argument/Persuasive Writing: Letter format 

 

Reading Texts: Two newspaper articles and additional resources selected through student independent research 

Title: Interdisciplinary Writing: Biodiesel Production 

 

Task Summary: In Phase 1, students prepare for writing by reading source material provided, locating at least one additional 

source*, and organizing notes. Prewriting/planning involves finding additional information on the topic and writing notes in 

graphic organizers.  Students decide on a claim, as well as explore supporting and opposing arguments. In Phase 2, students 

write a letter either in support of or in opposition to biodiesel production based on the material presented in the two 

newspaper articles and evidnce from the additional source. 

*Novice version of task would provide the  third source for students or be limited to two sources 

Phase 1 

1. Students read source material provided 
2. Students locate additional source material through independent research 
3. Students make notes in support of and in opposition of biodiesel production in graphic organizers 
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Phase 2 

4. Students draft letter using evidence gathered from source materials 
1. Revise letter using evidence gathered from articles 

 

Actual prompt for student 

The purpose of this assessment is to determine how well you can establish and support a claim about a specific topic. In 

Phase 1, you will read two short articles about a controversial issue, take a position on the issue, and find at least one 

additional resource to support your position. You must support your position with relevant information from all of the 

source materials. In Phase 2, you will draft and revise your persuasive letter.  

 

Your score will be based on the following criteria: 

1. Position-Did you take a clear position on the issue? 
2. Comprehensiveness-Did you use information from all three sources to sy]upport claims or counter claims? 
3. Support-Did you support your position with accurate and relevant information? 
4. Organization-Did you organize your ideas in a logical and effective manner so that your audience can understand 

and follow your thinking? 
5. Clarity and Fluency-Did you express your ideass clearly and fluently using your own words? 
6. Did you edit for grammar, usage, and mechanics? 

 

Texts 
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BB  
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