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SAMPLE #1: Grade 9 (892 words)

To Kill a Mockingbird by Harper Lee

How does a community's moral failure shape the children who witness it? Harper Lee's 
To Kill a Mockingbird, published in 1960, examines racial injustice in 1930s Alabama 
through the eyes of Scout Finch, whose father defends a Black man falsely accused of 
rape. Through Scout's loss of innocence as she witnesses systemic racism and her father's 
principled stand against it, Lee argues that true courage means doing what's right even 
when society, law, and personal safety all stand against you, and that exposing children 
to moral complexity prepares them to fight injustice rather than perpetuate it.

The novel follows Scout Finch from ages six to nine in the fictional town of Maycomb, 
Alabama. Her father, Atticus Finch, is appointed to defend Tom Robinson, a Black 
man accused of raping Mayella Ewell, a white woman. Despite clear evidence of Tom's 
innocence—including the fact that his crippled left arm makes the crime physically 
impossible—the all-white jury convicts him. Tom is later killed while allegedly trying to 
escape prison. Meanwhile, Scout and her brother Jem befriend Boo Radley, a reclusive 
neighbor whom town rumors have transformed into a monster. When Bob Ewell, Mayella'-
s father, attacks Scout and Jem in revenge for Atticus's defense, Boo emerges to save them, 
killing Ewell in the process. The sheriff decides to report Ewell's death as an accident, 
protecting Boo from public attention. The novel ends with Scout finally understanding 
Atticus's lesson about walking in someone else's shoes.

Scout's character arc parallels the reader's journey toward understanding systemic 
injustice. At six years old, Scout possesses the natural fairness of childhood—she cannot 
comprehend why skin color matters or why her classmates' parents forbid them to play 
with her because of Atticus's work. Her innocence makes her the perfect narrator-
; through her confused observations, readers recognize the absurdity and cruelty of 
racism. When her teacher Miss Gates condemns Hitler's persecution of Jews while 
simultaneously supporting the persecution of Black Americans, Scout identifies the 
hypocrisy even if she lacks language to articulate it fully. The trial forces Scout to 



witness injustice sanctioned by law and community—Tom Robinson's truthful testimon-
y dismissed, the Ewells' obvious lies accepted. Her question "How could they do it?" 
captures both childhood bewilderment and mature recognition of moral failure. By the 
novel's end, Scout has lost her innocence but gained understanding, making her capable 
of seeing Boo Radley as human rather than monster—a metaphor for how experience with 
injustice can either harden people into prejudice or open them to empathy.

The novel's central theme examines courage as moral action despite certain failure. 
Atticus defines courage as "when you know you're licked before you begin but you 
begin anyway and you see it through no matter what." He knows Tom Robinson will be 
convicted; the jury's prejudice is guaranteed. Yet he mounts a complete defense, proving 
Tom's innocence to everyone in that courtroom even though it changes nothing legally. 
Lee distinguishes between physical courage—which the town values in men like Bob 
Ewell—and moral courage, which the town punishes in people like Atticus. Mrs. Dubose, 
the morphine addict who dies fighting her addiction, exemplifies this courage: winning 
nothing but her own integrity. Atticus tells his children about her death to illustrate 
that real courage isn't "a man with a gun in his hand"—the masculine violence the South 
romanticizes—but rather the lonely, unrewarded struggle to do right. Tom Robinson 
displays this courage by telling the truth despite knowing it will doom him. Even Boo 
Radley shows it by emerging from decades of isolation to protect children. Lee suggests 
that systemic injustice persists because courage is rare; most people lack the strength to 
stand against community consensus, even when that consensus is evil.

The novel also explores how society constructs and enforces racial hierarchy through 
both violence and "respectability." The Ewells represent white supremacy's violent 
enforcement—Bob Ewell literally tries to kill children to maintain racial order. But Lee 
shows that "respectable" society is equally culpable. The jury members are described as 
decent men, farmers and businessmen, yet they convict an innocent man. Their decision 
isn't frenzied mob violence but calculated maintenance of racial caste. The missionary 
ladies Scout's aunt entertains discuss helping "poor Mrunas" in Africa while simultan-
eously supporting oppression of Black Americans—hypocrisy that reveals how religious 
language masks racist practice. Even well-meaning white characters like Miss Maudie 
accept segregation's basic structure while objecting only to its most extreme expressions. 
Lee demonstrates that racial injustice doesn't require villains; it thrives through the 
complicity of ordinary people who benefit from the system and therefore don't challenge 
it.

The mockingbird symbol ties these themes together. Atticus teaches that killing 
mockingbirds is sinful because they only provide beauty and harm no one. Tom Robinson 
is the obvious mockingbird—a kind man destroyed for trying to help someone. But Boo 
Radley is equally innocent, a gentle person turned into a monster by gossip and isolation. 



The novel suggests that society creates its monsters through cruelty and prejudice, then 
justifies further cruelty by pointing to the monsters it has created. Scout's final understa-
nding that exposing Boo publicly would be like "shootin' a mockingbird" shows her moral 
development: she can now recognize various forms of injustice and choose compassion 
over social convention.

To Kill a Mockingbird endures because racial injustice persists. The mechanisms Lee 
identified—juries dismissing Black testimony, communities protecting white supremacy 
through respectability politics, violence against those who challenge the system—remain 
visible in contemporary America. The novel's continued relevance and controversy prove 
that Atticus's fight is unfinished and that each generation must decide whether to inherit 
their society's prejudices or develop the courage to oppose them.

What Works:
✓ Sophisticated thesis about courage and moral complexity
✓ Efficient plot summary highlighting thematic elements
✓ Character analysis as reader surrogate
✓ Multiple themes deeply explored (courage, systemic racism)
✓ Symbol analysis (mockingbird meaning)
✓ Literary techniques examined (child narrator, irony)
✓ Historical context and contemporary relevance
✓ 892 words (strong grade 9-10)

SAMPLE #2: Grade 10 (975 words)

1984 by George Orwell

Can totalitarian governments destroy truth itself? George Orwell's dystopian novel 1984, 
published in 1949, depicts a future Britain under total government surveillance and 
control. Through Winston Smith's failed rebellion against the Party and his eventual 
psychological destruction, Orwell argues that totalitarian power achieves ultimate victory 
not through physical coercion but through controlling language, memory, and reality 
itself, thereby eliminating the possibility of independent thought or resistance.

The novel is set in Oceania, one of three superstates perpetually at war. The Party, led 
by the mysterious Big Brother, monitors citizens through telescreens and the Thought 
Police. Winston Smith works at the Ministry of Truth, where his job is literally rewritin-



g history—altering newspaper archives to match the Party's current version of events. 
Winston secretly hates the Party and begins keeping a forbidden diary. He starts an 
affair with Julia, another Party member, believing they've found freedom in their private 
rebellion. They rent a room above an antique shop for their meetings. Eventually, O'Brien, 
a Party Inner Circle member whom Winston believed was a fellow rebel, reveals himself 
as Winston's interrogator. O'Brien tortures Winston in the Ministry of Love, using increasi-
ngly brutal methods until Winston betrays Julia. In Room 101, confronted with his worst 
fear (rats), Winston screams for them to attack Julia instead. Released as a broken shell, 
Winston sits in the Chestnut Tree Café, having learned to love Big Brother. The novel ends 
with his complete psychological submission.

Winston's trajectory from rebellion to capitulation demonstrates Orwell's argument about 
totalitarian power. Unlike traditional tyrannies that demand outward compliance while 
tolerating private dissent, the Party requires authentic belief. Physical torture breaks 
Winston's body but not his spirit—even as O'Brien holds up four fingers, Winston still 
sees four, not the five O'Brien demands. His resistance persists until O'Brien threatens 
him with rats in Room 101. At that moment, Winston genuinely wishes the torture on 
Julia instead. This betrayal destroys Winston's last refuge: his belief in human connection 
and love as resistance. The Party hasn't merely forced submission; it has fundamen-
tally altered Winston's consciousness. When he sees Julia after their release, they feel 
nothing—their love has been successfully erased. Winston's final thought, "He loved Big 
Brother," represents total victory: the Party has eliminated not just his rebellion but his 
capacity to conceive of rebellion. Orwell suggests that this psychological destruction is 
totalitarianism's ultimate goal and achievement.

The novel's most profound theme explores how controlling language controls thought. 
Newspeak, the Party's invented language, systematically eliminates words that express 
rebellious concepts. Without words for "freedom" or "rebellion," how can people even 
conceive of resisting? Syme, Winston's colleague, explains that Newspeak aims to 
make thoughtcrime "literally impossible, because there will be no words in which 
to express it." This goes beyond censorship—the Party isn't just preventing dangerou-
s ideas from spreading but eliminating the linguistic tools to formulate such ideas. 
The concept of "doublethink"—simultaneously holding contradictory beliefs—further 
demonstrates language's manipulation. Citizens must genuinely believe "War is Peace, 
Freedom is Slavery, Ignorance is Strength" while knowing these statements are paradoxi-
cal. Doublethink trains minds to accept contradiction, destroying logic as a basis for 
evaluating truth. When reality becomes whatever the Party declares it to be, objective 
truth ceases to exist. Winston's job at the Ministry of Truth exemplifies this: by continuo-
usly rewriting history, the Party ensures no records exist to contradict current propagan-
da. If the Party says Oceania has always been at war with Eastasia—even though yesterday 



they were at war with Eurasia—and all records confirm this, then it's true. Reality isn't 
what happened but what the Party claims happened.

Orwell also examines how totalitarian systems use perpetual warfare and scarcity to 
maintain control. The three superstates never truly fight decisive battles; war's purpose 
is consuming production that might otherwise raise living standards. If citizens weren't 
constantly deprived and fearful, they might question why they accept Party control. 
The Two Minutes Hate, where citizens scream at images of Emmanuel Goldstein (the 
supposed traitor), channels frustration and anger toward external enemies rather than 
the system oppressing them. The Party uses fear—of foreign enemies, of Thoughtcrime, 
of rats—to keep citizens dependent on Big Brother's protection. Orwell demonstrates how 
authoritarian regimes create the crises they claim to solve, ensuring citizens never feel 
secure enough to resist.

The proles (working class) represent both hope and tragedy. They make up 85% of 
Oceania's population but remain largely ignored by the Party. Winston believes "if there 
is hope, it lies in the proles" because their numbers could overthrow the Party if they 
organized. However, the proles are kept distracted by lottery, pornography, and beer—cir-
cuses without bread. They're allowed certain freedoms (emotion, family bonds) precisel-
y because the Party considers them subhuman and incapable of revolution. Orwell 
suggests that totalitarianism succeeds partly through this calculation: keep most people 
too comfortable or distracted to rebel, while controlling the educated class who might 
organize resistance. The Party's genius lies in recognizing that most people prioritize 
immediate survival and pleasure over abstract political freedom.

Orwell's vision proves chillingly prescient. Modern surveillance technology makes the 
telescreen seem quaint—we now carry devices that track our location, record our 
conversations, and monitor our behavior, often voluntarily. Governments manipulate 
language through euphemisms: "enhanced interrogation" instead of torture, "collateral 
damage" instead of civilian deaths. Political discourse increasingly embraces doubleth-
ink, where truth becomes subjective and contradictory statements coexist without 
cognitive dissonance. "Fake news" accusations and "alternative facts" echo the Ministry of 
Truth's reality manipulation. Social media algorithms create filter bubbles that reinforc-
e existing beliefs while eliminating contradictory information—privatized versions of 
controlled information flow.

1984 endures as warning rather than prophecy: Orwell doesn't predict inevitable totalita-
rianism but identifies mechanisms through which free societies could slide toward 
authoritarianism. The novel asks readers to consider how much surveillance they'll 
accept for security, how much truth they'll sacrifice for comfort, and whether they'll 
recognize tyranny before Room 101 becomes reality. Winston's fate reminds us that 



freedom isn't humanity's natural state—it requires constant vigilance against those who 
would destroy it in the name of protecting it.

What Works:
✓ Complex thesis about psychological control
✓ Plot focused on thematic significance
✓ Character arc as cautionary tale
✓ Multiple sophisticated themes (language, reality, power)
✓ Concept analysis (Newspeak, doublethink, thoughtcrime)
✓ Contemporary parallels drawn throughout
✓ Prophetic relevance discussed
✓ 975 words (advanced grade 10-11)

SAMPLE #3: Grade 11 (1,048 words)

The Great Gatsby by F. Scott Fitzgerald

[Already provided in Examples page - using same text]

The same Great Gatsby analysis from the Examples page (1,094 words) works perfectly 
here.

What Works:
✓ Sophisticated thesis about American Dream corruption
✓ Efficient plot summary in one paragraph
✓ Symbol analysis (green light)
✓ Character as theme vehicle (Daisy)
✓ Literary techniques (structure, symbolism, narrative)
✓ Multiple themes integrated
✓ Historical context + modern relevance
✓ Advanced analysis beyond plot

SAMPLE #4: Grade 12 (1,127 words)



Brave New World by Aldous Huxley

What if dystopia arrived not through oppression but through pleasure? Aldous Huxley's 
Brave New World, published in 1932, depicts a future society that has eliminated war, 
poverty, and unhappiness by engineering human beings into biological castes, conditio-
ning them to love their predetermined roles, and providing unlimited pleasure through 
the drug soma. Through Bernard Marx's alienation and John the Savage's tragic collisio-
n with this "perfect" world, Huxley argues that a society built on happiness without 
meaning, pleasure without pain, and stability without freedom represents humanity's 
ultimate dystopia—more insidious than Orwell's boot stamping on a human face because 
the boot is velvet and people beg to be stamped.

The World State has perfected social control through biology and conditioning rather 
than force. Humans are created in laboratories, gestated in bottles, and sorted into 
five castes (Alpha through Epsilon) through careful oxygen deprivation and chemical 
treatment. Embryos destined for menial labor receive treatments that stunt their 
intelligence and growth, ensuring they're biologically suited to their roles. Hypnopae-
dic conditioning—sleep-teaching—indoctrinates children with societal values: "Everyone 
belongs to everyone else," "A gramme is better than a damn." Citizens consume soma, a 
perfect drug that provides euphoria without hangovers or side effects, whenever they feel 
discontent. The society has eliminated family, monogamy, religion, art, and philosophy, 
replacing them with consumerism, promiscuity, and entertainment. Bernard Marx, an 
Alpha-Plus who feels like an outsider, brings John—a "Savage" raised on a Reservation 
where old ways persist—to "civilization." John, raised on Shakespeare and his mother's 
tales of the World State, is horrified by its superficiality. His attempts to reject soma and 
advocate for genuine emotion lead to his public humiliation. Unable to maintain his 
integrity in this world, John retreats to isolation and eventually hangs himself.

Huxley structures the novel to contrast two dystopias: the World State's comforta-
ble conformity versus the Reservation's squalid freedom. The Reservation preserves 
human experiences the World State has eliminated—birth, aging, disease, religion, family 
bonds—but offers no romanticized alternative. It's dirty, superstitious, and cruel; John's 
mother Linda is punished for her World State promiscuity, and John himself is ostraciz-
ed as an outsider. Huxley refuses to present simple binary choices. The Reservation's 
freedom includes freedom to suffer, to be ignorant, to die young of treatable diseases. 
The World State's control includes freedom from want, pain, and anxiety. By making both 
societies unappealing, Huxley forces readers to consider which dystopia they'd choose 
and whether any middle ground exists.



The novel's central philosophical conflict occurs in John's debate with Mustapha Mond, 
one of ten World Controllers. Mond acknowledges that the World State sacrificed art, 
science, religion, and genuine emotion for stability and happiness. He himself has 
read Shakespeare, studied history, and understands what was lost. Yet he defends this 
trade-off: most people prefer comfort to meaning, pleasure to growth, predictability to 
freedom. When John claims the "right to be unhappy," Mond agrees people have that 
right—and argues the World State wisely removed it because humans are happier without 
it. This conversation exposes Huxley's darkest implication: perhaps most humans would 
choose pleasure over purpose if given the option. Unlike Orwell's dystopia, which requires 
constant coercion, Huxley's dystopia functions through willing participation. Citizens 
aren't forced to take soma—they desperately want it. They aren't prevented from reading 
Shakespeare—they find it boring. The World State succeeds because it gives people what 
they actually desire, even if what they desire has been engineered into them.

Huxley explores how technology enables new forms of control. The World State's power 
rests on biological engineering and psychological conditioning, not physical force. By 
creating humans suited to their social roles, the system eliminates class conflict—Epsilons 
genuinely enjoy their simple, repetitive work because they've been made incapable of 
desiring anything else. This represents eugenics perfected: not killing "inferior" humans 
but engineering them to fill inferior positions happily. The technology isn't inherently 
evil—it eliminates disease, extends life, prevents suffering. Yet its application destroys 
human dignity by treating people as manufacturing products rather than autonomous 
beings. Huxley suggests that technological advancement without ethical consideration 
leads to efficiency triumphing over meaning.

The novel also examines how consumer culture infantilizes humanity. The World 
State maintains stability through perpetual consumption—citizens must buy new things 
constantly to keep the economy functioning. The hypnopaedic slogan "ending is better 
than mending" trains people to replace rather than repair, ensuring constant demand. 
Citizens consume experiences (elaborate "feelies" that stimulate multiple senses) the way 
we might consume products. Even sex becomes consumption—something to acquire from 
multiple partners without emotional attachment. This relentless superficiality prevents 
depth in any area of life. Relationships are shallow because everyone belongs to everyone 
else. Entertainment is vapid because nothing challenges or disturbs. Work is meaningless 
because Alphas are prevented from pursuing actual intellectual challenges (which might 
lead to discontent). By satisfying every desire immediately and superficially, the World 
State ensures citizens never develop the capacity for sustained thought, deep feeling, or 
genuine satisfaction.

John's suicide represents Huxley's bleakest conclusion: that authentic humanity cannot 
coexist with the World State's perfect comfort. John tries maintaining his integrity 



through self-flagellation and isolation, but even this becomes commodified—crowds 
gather to watch him whip himself as entertainment. When he succumbs to soma and 
participates in an orgy, he betrays his values. His suicide isn't weakness but recognition 
that he cannot remain human in this world. Unlike Bernard and Helmholtz, who accept 
exile to islands where other misfits live, John requires absolute rejection. Huxley suggests 
that truly human life—with its capacity for suffering, meaning, and transcendence—is 
incompatible with engineered happiness. We can have comfort or humanity, but perhaps 
not both.

Brave New World grows more relevant as technology advances. Pharmaceutical 
companies develop drugs for every discomfort. Genetic engineering promises designer 
babies. Social media provides dopamine hits that keep users scrolling. Virtual reality 
offers immersive escapism. We don't yet have soma or artificial wombs, but we're 
developing technologies that could serve similar functions. The novel warns that dystopia 
need not arrive through totalitarian force—it might arrive through our own choices, one 
pleasure-maximizing decision at a time. Huxley understood that humans are easier to 
control through pleasure than pain, through giving them what they want than denying 
them. The World State's true horror isn't that it makes people unhappy but that it makes 
them incapable of understanding what's missing from happiness without meaning.

The novel's lasting power lies in its refusal of easy answers. Huxley doesn't advocate 
for the Reservation's suffering or the World State's superficiality. Instead, he poses an 
uncomfortable question: if most people would choose engineered happiness over difficult 
freedom, does that choice's popularity make it right? And if we believe freedom and 
meaning matter regardless of what people prefer, aren't we as authoritarian as the World 
Controllers who decide what's best for humanity? Brave New World offers no solutions, 
only increasingly relevant warnings about the costs of comfort and the fragility of what 
makes us human.

What Works:
✓ Highly sophisticated thesis comparing dystopian methods
✓ Philosophical depth in theme analysis
✓ Debate with Mond as central analytical focus
✓ Multiple complex themes (technology, consumerism, meaning)
✓ Structural analysis (two dystopias contrasted)
✓ Ethical questions posed without easy answers
✓ Contemporary technological parallels
✓ 1,127 words (college-prep grade 12)



GRADE PROGRESSION GUIDE
Notice the sophistication increase:

Element Grade 9 Grade 10 Grade 11 Grade 12

Word Count 892 975 1,094 1,127
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