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Use the information from The Battle of the Brains to answer the following 
questions. 
 
 

1.  Which character naturally uses the left side of his brain and favors 
reason over feelings? 

A. Mr. Pai 
B. Manisha 
C. Saul 
D. An unnamed classmate 

 
 

2. Find a sentence in the story that supports your answer to question 1. 
Underline that sentence. 

 
 

3. Analyze the following text from the story. 
“When you are looking for a new place, do you prefer written 
directions or a map? 
 
What does the author mean by the word prefer? 

A. Agree to 
B. Artistic 
C. Clumsy 
D. To like better 

 
 

4. Use supporting details from the text to tell how Manisha and Saul are 
similar and different. 
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5. How can text assist the reader in making comparisons of  

    characters, settings and events? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

6. How do we find the meaning of metaphors and similes? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

7. What techniques assist in developing an effective narrative? 
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Writing Task: 
 
Write a one paragraph narrative imagining that Manisha and Saul have 
to work on a math project together. Describe the event and tell how 
Manisha and Saul will think differently when working on this project. 

 Use rich descriptive detail 

 Include an introduction and conclusion 

 Use correct spelling, grammar and punctuation 
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SCORING GUIDE 
 

1.   C,  Saul 
 

 
2. Find a sentence in the story that supports your answer to question 

1. Underline that sentence. 
Paragraph 2 : The quiz results showed that Saul naturally used the left side 
of his brain more and was “ruled by reason, language, and habit.” 
 
 

3. Analyze the following text from the story. 
“When you are looking for a new place, do you prefer written 
directions or a map? 
What does the author mean by the word prefer? 

 
D. To like better 
 

 
4. Use supporting details from the text to tell how Manisha and Saul 

are similar and different. 
 
Accept reasonable responses that give a least one way they are 
alike and one way they are different. 
 

           
 
          Essential Questions 5-7, use “Corresponding Big Ideas”, Unit 2, as a  
          guideline.  Accept reasonable responses. 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Writing Rubric 
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Construct 
Measured 

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

Writing: 
development 
of ideas  

The response 
addresses the 
prompt and provides 
effective and 
comprehensive 
development of the 
topic and/or 
narrative elements 
by using clear 
reasoning, details, 
and/or description; 
the development is 
consistently 
appropriate to the 
task, purpose, and 
audience. 

The response 
addresses the 
prompt and 
provides effective 
development of the 
topic and/or 
narrative elements 
by using reasoning, 
details, and/or  
description; the 
development is 
largely appropriate 
to the task, 
purpose, and 
audience.  

The response 
addresses the prompt 
and develops the 
topic and/or 
narrative elements 
minimally by using 
limited reasoning, 
details, and/or  

The response is 
underdeveloped 
and therefore 
inappropriate to 
the task, purpose, 
and/or audience.  

No response; or 
the response is  
 
• unintelligible or 
undecipherable;  
• not written in 
English;  
• too limited to 
evaluate;  
 

Writing: 
organization  

The response 
demonstrates 
effective coherence, 
clarity, and cohesion 
and includes a strong 
introduction and 
conclusion.  

The response 
demonstrates 
coherence, clarity, 
and cohesion, and 
includes an 
introduction and 
conclusion.  

The response 
demonstrates limited 
coherence, clarity, 
and/or cohesion, and 
may or may not 
include a clear 
introduction and/or 
conclusion.  

The response 
demonstrates a 
lack of coherence, 
clarity and 
cohesion.  

No response; or 
the response is  
 
• unintelligible or 
undecipherable  
• not written in 
English  
• too limited to 
evaluate.  

Writing: 
clarity of 
language  

The response uses 
language well to 
attend to the norms 
and conventions of 
the discipline. The 
response includes 
concrete words and 
phrases, sensory 
details, linking and 
transitional words, 
and/or domain-
specific vocabulary 
effectively to clarify 
ideas.  

The response 
attends to the 
conventions of the 
discipline. The 
response includes 
concrete words and 
phrases, sensory 
details, linking and 
transitional words, 
and vocabulary to 
clarify ideas.  

The response shows 
limited awareness of 
task. The response 
includes limited 
descriptions, sensory 
details, linking and 
transitional words, or 
domain-specific 
vocabulary to clarify 
ideas.  

The response 
shows little to no 
awareness of the 
norms of the 
discipline. The 
response lacks the 
descriptions, 
sensory details, 
linking and 
transitional words, 
or domain-specific 
vocabulary 
needed to clarify 
ideas.  

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 
throughout the 
response  

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 
understanding.  

The response 
demonstrates limited 
command of the 
conventions of 
standard English. 
There are multiple 
errors in grammar 
and usage 
demonstrating 
minimal control over 
language.  

The response 
demonstrates 
little to 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.  
 

No response; or 
the response is  
 
• unintelligible or 
undecipherable  
• not written in 
English;  
• too limited to 
evaluate.  
 

 


