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Grade 10, Unit 1 Pre-assessment 

 

Read the following excerpt from The Chrysanthemums, by John Steinbeck: 

 

The high grey-flannel fog of winter closed off the Salinas Valley from the sky and 

from all the rest of the world. On every side it sat like a lid on the mountains and 

made of the great valley a closed pot. On the broad, level land floor the gang plows 

bit deep and left the black earth shining like metal where the shares had cut. On the 

foothill ranches across the Salinas River, the yellow stubble fields seemed to be 

bathed in pale cold sunshine, but there was no sunshine in the valley now in 

December. The thick willow scrub along the river flamed with sharp and positive 

yellow leaves.  

It was a time of quiet and of waiting. The air was cold and tender. A light wind 

blew up from the southwest so that the farmers were mildly hopeful of a good rain 

before long; but fog and rain did not go together.  

Across the river, on Henry Allen's foothill ranch there was little work to be done, 

for the hay was cut and stored and the orchards were plowed up to receive the rain 

deeply when it should come. The cattle on the higher slopes were becoming shaggy 

and rough-coated.  

Elisa Allen, working in her flower garden, looked down across the yard and saw 

Henry, her husband, talking to two men in business suits. The three of them stood by 

the tractor shed, each man with one foot on the side of the little Fordson. They 

smoked cigarettes and studied the machine as they talked.  

Elisa watched them for a moment and then went back to her work. She was 

thirty-five. Her face was lean and strong and her eyes were as clear as water. Her 

figure looked blocked and heavy in her gardening costume, a man's black hat pulled 



low down over her eyes, clod-hopper shoes, a figured print dress almost completely 

covered by a big corduroy apron with four big pockets to hold the snips, the trowel 

and scratcher, the seeds and the knife she worked with. She wore heavy leather 

gloves to protect her hands while she worked.  

She was cutting down the old year's chrysanthemum stalks with a pair of short 

and powerful scissors. She looked down toward the men by the tractor shed now and 

then. Her face was eager and mature and handsome; even her work with the scissors 

was over-eager, over-powerful. The chrysanthemum stems seemed too small and 

easy for her energy.  

She brushed a cloud of hair out of her eyes with the back of her glove, and left a 

smudge of earth on her cheek in doing it. Behind her stood the neat white farm house 

with red geraniums close-banked around it as high as the windows. It was a hard-

swept looking little house, with hard-polished windows, and a clean mud-mat on the 

front steps.  

Elisa cast another glance toward the tractor shed. The strangers were getting into 

their Ford coupe. She took off a glove and put her strong fingers down into the forest of 

new green chrysanthemum sprouts that were growing around the old roots. She spread 

the leaves and looked down among the close-growing stems. No aphids were there, no 

sowbugs or snails or cutworms. Her terrier fingers destroyed such pests before they 

could get started. 

 Elisa started at the sound of her husband's voice. He had come near quietly, and he 

leaned over the wire fence that protected her flower garden from cattle and dogs and 

chickens. 

 "At it again," he said. "You've got a strong new crop coming."  

Elisa straightened her back and pulled on the gardening glove again. "Yes. They'll be 

strong this coming year." In her tone and on her face there was a little smugness.  



You've got a gift with things," Henry observed. "Some of those yellow 

chrysanthemums you had this year were ten inches across. I wish you'd work out in the 

orchard and raise some apples that big." 

 Her eyes sharpened. "Maybe I could do it, too. I've a gift with things, all right. My 

mother had it. She could stick anything in the ground and make it grow. She said it was 

having planters' hands that knew how to do it." 

 "Well, it sure works with flowers," he said. 

 "Henry, who were those men you were talking to?"  

"Why, sure, that's what I came to tell you. They were from the Western Meat 

Company. I sold those thirty head of three-year-old steers. Got nearly my own price, 

too." 

 "Good," she said. "Good for you.” 

 "And I thought," he continued, "I thought how it's Saturday afternoon, and we might 

go into Salinas for dinner at a restaurant, and then to a picture show—to celebrate, you 

see." 

 "Good," she repeated. "Oh, yes. That will be good."… 

 

 

 

Source: www.mspachecogdhs.weebly.com 
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Multiple Choice Questions 

 

1. How would you characterize Elisa? 

A) Nervous 

B) Confident 

C) Cruel 

D) Unaffected 

 

2. Select a sentence to best support your answer. 

A) In her tone and in her face there was a little smugness. 

B) Her terrier fingers destroyed such pests before they could get started 

C) “Good,” she said.  “Good for you.” 

D) Her face was even and handsome and mature. 

 

3. What can you infer about the Allens from this excerpt? 

A) They do not get along. 

B) They live a simple, hard-working life. 

C) They are very poor. 

D) Elisa is unhappy. 

 

4.  Select the sentence that best supports your answer. 

A) She was cutting down the old year’s chrysanthemums with a pair of short and 

powerful scissors. 

B) “I thoughts how it’s Saturday afternoon and we might go into Salinas for dinner 

at a restaurant and a picture show- to celebrate you see.” 

C) Across the river, on Henry Allen’s foothill ranch, there was little work to be 

done, for the hay was cut and stored and the orchards were plowed up to 

receive the rain deeply when it came. 

D) “At it again,” he said. 



The high grey-flannel fog of winter closed off the Salinas Valley from the sky and 

from all the rest of the world. On every side it sat like a lid on the mountains and 

made of the great valley a closed pot. On the broad, level land floor the gang 

plows bit deep and left the black earth shining like metal where the shares had cut. 

On the foothill ranches across the Salinas River, the yellow stubble fields seemed 

to be bathed in pale cold sunshine, but there was no sunshine in the valley now in 

December. The thick willow scrub along the river flamed with sharp and positive 

yellow leaves.  

It was a time of quiet and of waiting. The air was cold and tender. A light wind blew 

up from the southwest so that the farmers were mildly hopeful of a good rain 

before long; but fog and rain did not go together.  

           Read the excerpt above.  Use it to answer the following questions. 
 

5.  Which words best describe the tone of the excerpt above? 

A) Stark and remote 

B) Sad and depressing 

C) Cheerful and hopeful 

D) Dark and menacing 

 

6. Which sentence best supports your answer? 

A) The high grey-flannel fog of winter closed off the Salinas Valley from the sky 

and from all the rest of the world. 

B) The thick willow scrub along the river flamed with sharp and positive yellow 

leaves. 

C) It was a time of quiet and of waiting. 

D) The air was cold and tender. 

 

 

 



7. How can I determine the central idea of a text? 

_________________________________________________________________

_________________________________________________________________

_________________________________________________________________ 

 

8. How can I analyze what a text says? 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________ 

 

 

9.  How can I develop an effective narrative? 

_________________________________________________________________

_________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________ 

 

 

Writing 

10.  Imagine Henry and Elisa are out at the restaurant in Salinas.  What do they 
discuss?  How do they interact with each other? Write an account of their time at 
the restaurant including their conversation. You may have to infer or invent some 
details as necessary, but the general characteristics of Henry and Elisa should be 
the same as those depicted in the story.   

 Your account should: 

 show an understanding of Henry’s and Elisa’s characters 

 depict a vivid, realistic encounter between them 

 present a coherent scene and conversation that flows naturally and 
logically 

 conclude in a sensible, realistic way 

 use correct spelling, grammar, and punctuation 

 

 

 



 

Scoring Guide: Grade 10, Unit 1 pre-assessment 

Questions 1-4: Multiple Choice  

1. B 

2. A 

3. B 

4. C 

5. A 

6. A 

 

Questions 7, 8, and 9 are the standards-based Essential Questions for the unit. Review 

responses to determine what students already know and understand about the learning 

goals of the unit. 

 

 

Writing – Use Scoring Rubric below. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Construct 

Measured 

Score Point 4 Score Point 3 Score Point 2 Score Point 1 Score Point 0 

Reading: 

comprehension 

of key ideas and 

details 

 

The response 

provides an accurate 

analysis of what the 

text says explicitly 

and inferentially and 

cites convincing 

textual evidence to 

support the analysis, 

showing full 

comprehension of 

complex ideas 

expressed in the 

text(s). 

 

Specific scoring 

notes: 

The account reveals 

a sophisticated and 

subtle understanding 

of Henry’s and Elisa’s 

characters. The 

account vividly and 

realistically depicts 

an encounter 

between the two 

characters. 

The response 

provides an 

accurate analysis of 

what the text says 

explicitly and 

inferentially and 

cites textual 

evidence to support 

the analysis, 

showing extensive 

comprehension of 

ideas expressed in 

the text(s). 

 

Specific scoring 

notes: 

The account depicts 

Elisa’s and Henry’s 

characters in a 

believable way that 

can be seen as a 

plausible extension 

of the passage. The 

account depicts the 

encounter between 

the two characters 

in a sensible way. 

The response 

provides a mostly 

accurate analysis of 

what the text says 

explicitly or 

inferentially and 

cited textual 

evidence, shows a 

basic comprehension 

of ideas expressed in 

the text(s). 

 

 

Specific scoring 

notes: 

The account is 

consistent with the 

Henry’s and Elisa’s 

characters as 

presented in the 

passage but shows 

no significant insight 

into their characters. 

The account is 

mostly a paraphrase 

or repetition of the 

reactions depicted in 

the passage. 

The response provides 

a minimally accurate 

or inaccurate analysis 

of what the text says, 

and cited textual 

evidence shows 

limited or inaccurate 

comprehension of 

ideas expressed in the 

text(s). 

 

 

 

Specific scoring notes: 

The account shows 

nearly no 

understanding of 

Henry’s and Elisa’s 

characters. They are 

not recognizably the 

same characters as 

depicted in the 

passage. 

No response; or the 

response is 

 

 unintelligible or 
undecipherable 

 not written in 
English 

 too limited to 
evaluate. 

 

 

 

Writing: 

development of 

ideas 

The response 

addresses the 

prompt and provides 

effective and 

comprehensive 

development of the 

claim, topic and/or 

narrative elements 

by using clear and 

convincing 

reasoning, details, 

text-based evidence, 

and/or description; 

the development is 

consistently 

The response 

addresses the 

prompt and 

provides effective 

development of the 

claim, topic and/or 

narrative elements 

by using clear 

reasoning, details, 

text-based 

evidence, and/or 

description; the 

development is 

largely appropriate 

to the task, 

The response 

addresses the 

prompt and provides 

some development 

of the claim, topic 

and/or narrative 

elements by using 

some reasoning, 

details, text-based 

evidence, and/or 

description; the 

development is 

somewhat 

appropriate to the 

task, purpose, and 

The response 

addresses the prompt 

and develops the 

claim, topic and/or 

narrative elements 

minimally by using 

limited reasoning, 

details, text-based 

evidence and/or 

description; the 

development is limited 

in its appropriateness 

to the task, purpose, 

and/or audience. 

No response; or the  

response is  

 

 unintelligible or 
undecipherable 

 not written in 
English 

 too limited to 
evaluate. 

 



appropriate to the 

task, purpose, and 

audience. 

purpose, and 

audience. 

audience. 

Writing: 

organization 

The response 
demonstrates 
purposeful 
coherence, clarity, 
and cohesion and 
includes a strong 
introduction, 
conclusion, and a 
logical, well-executed 
progression of ideas, 
making it easy to 
follow the writer’s 
progression of ideas. 
 

The response 
demonstrates a 
great deal of 
coherence, clarity, 
and cohesion, and 
includes an 
introduction, 
conclusion, and a 
logical progression 
of ideas, making it 
fairly easy to follow 
the writer’s 
progression of 
ideas. 
 

The response 

demonstrates some 

coherence, clarity, 

and/or cohesion, 

and includes an 

introduction, 

conclusion, and 

logically grouped 

ideas, making the 

writer’s progression 

of ideas usually 

discernible but not 

obvious. 

The response 

demonstrates limited 

or no coherence, 

clarity, and/or 

cohesion, making the 

writer’s progression of 

ideas somewhat or 

entirely unclear. 

 

No response; or the 

response is 

 

 unintelligible or 
undecipherable 

 not written in 
English 

 too limited to 
evaluate. 

 

Writing: clarity 

of language 

 

The response 

establishes and 

maintains an 

effective style, while 

attending to the 

norms and 

conventions of the 

discipline.  The 

response uses 

precise language 

consistently, 

including descriptive 

words and phrases, 

sensory details, 

linking and 

transitional words, 

words to indicate 

tone, and/or domain-

specific vocabulary. 

The response 

establishes and 

maintains an 

effective style, 

while attending to 

the norms and 

conventions of the 

discipline.  The 

response uses 

mostly precise 

language, including 

descriptive words 

and phrases, 

sensory details, 

linking and 

transitional words, 

words to indicate 

tone, and/or 

domain-specific 

vocabulary. 

The response 

establishes and 

maintains a mostly 

effective style, while 

attending to the 

norms and 

conventions of the 

discipline.  The 

response uses some 

precise language, 

including descriptive 

words and phrases, 

sensory details, 

linking and 

transitional words, 

words to indicate 

tone and/or domain-

specific vocabulary. 

The response has a 

style that has limited 

or impaired 

effectiveness, with 

limited or highly 

deficient awareness of 

the norms of the 

discipline.  The 

response includes 

limited if any 

descriptions, sensory 

details, linking or 

transitional words, 

words to indicate tone, 

or domain-specific 

vocabulary. 

No response; or the 

response is 

 

 unintelligible or 
undecipherable 

 not written in 
English 

 too limited to 
evaluate 

 

Writing: 

knowledge of 

language and 

conventions 

 

 

The response 

demonstrates 

command of the 

conventions of 

standard English 

consistent with 

effectively edited 

writing. Though 

there may be a few 

minor errors in 

grammar and usage, 

meaning is clear 

The response 

demonstrates a 

generally consistent 

command of the 

conventions of 

standard English. 

There are a few 

patterns of errors in 

grammar and usage 

that may 

infrequently impede 

The response 

demonstrates 

limited command of 

the conventions of 

standard English. 

There are multiple 

errors in grammar 

and usage 

demonstrating 

minimal control over 

language. There are 

multiple distracting 

The response 

demonstrates little or 

no command of the 

conventions of 

standard English. 

There are frequent 

and varied errors in 

grammar and usage, 

demonstrating little or 

no control over 

language. There are 

frequent distracting 

No response; or the 

response is 

 

 unintelligible or 
undecipherable 

 response is not 
written in 
English; 

 too limited to 
evaluate. 



throughout the 

response. 

understanding. errors in grammar 

and usage that 

sometimes impede 

understanding. 

errors in grammar and 

usage that often 

impede 

understanding. 

 

 

 


