
Mock Benchmark (OD/B1 Fri. 5/3)

● Part 1: Read Mary Madden’s article “Poor People’s Privacy…,” and then answer the questions.

● Part 2: Short Answer – Look at feedback from last practice! (Citation/4, Summary/5, Eval./6)

You are writing a research paper making the claim that the poor lack privacy. Create an 
annotated bibliography entry for on a separate sheet of paper. Write neatly. You may refer to 
classroom notes/handouts. 

Include the following: 
○ an accurate MLA-formatted citation
○ a thorough summary (paragraph 1)
○ evaluation of credibility (paragraph 2)
○ reflection on whether or not it will be useful to support your paper’s claim (paragraph 2)
○ formal language 

TYPO: #10 options A & C should be Afterthought.” (period within quotation mark) 



1. All of the following are reasons to doubt the 
author’s credibility on this topic EXCEPT

A. She uses poor grammar → this would be unprofessional
B. Her education is unknown → want to make sure she is 
C. She only specializes in data research and not policy → while 

specialization is good, you want to make sure the author 
specializes in what they’re talking about (ie, as an English 
teacher, I’m an expert in English, not so much math) 

D. She is a researcher → being a research makes her 
credible, so this wouldn’t be a reason to doubt her



2. What is the author’s overall claim? 

A. Issues around digital privacy are too big to fix. → she is trying to 
bring attention to this, and is not pessimistic 

B. Privacy concerns equally affect everyone in society, and therefore 
need more attention. → focus is on less well off

C. Low income and marginalized communities require extra 
protection in privacy concerns. → her focus is on privacy, low 
income/marginalized people, and how they are at greater risk 
regarding privacy 

D. Privacy concerns make people more invested in providing online 
information. → at the end of the article she talks about how LI/M 
become less invested 



3. Which of the following is an example of 
pathos? 

A. “One of the tragic ironies of the digital age is this: Despite the fact that low-income 
Americans have experienced a long history of disproportionate surveillance, their 
unique privacy and security concerns are rarely visible in Washington and Silicon 
Valley.” → words like “tragic” and “disproportionate” evoke a sense of sadness/ 
injustice 

B. “Efforts to create a more ethical technology sector must take the unique experiences of 
vulnerable and marginalized users into account.” → too much of a fact

C. “I led Pew Research Center’s research on understanding how Americans’ attitudes 
toward privacy were affected by Edward Snowden’s leak of documents about 
widespread government surveillance by the National Security Agency” → describing her 
research; this is logos

D. “And while societal fears about data breaches are widespread, identity theft poses a 
much heavier burden for people living on the margins.” → while she states a fact that is 
a warning, it does not evoke a strong emotion 



4. Which of the following the best example of 
using strong diction to enhance her claim?
A. “What we found in a nationally representative survey of 3,000 American adults 

was striking.” 

B. “For example, when someone who is living paycheck to paycheck falls victim 

to an online fraud or loses the ability to use his or her smartphone after it gets 

hacked, the cascade of repercussions can be devastating.” 

C. “While internet connectivity has become essential to these communities, it also 

creates privacy and security vulnerabilities that they don’t feel prepared to 

navigate.”

D. “...it contributes to a lack of investment in the kind of safeguards and protections 

that vulnerable communities both want and urgently need.”

➔ Strong diction is extremely descriptive word choice; be on the lookout for 

highly emotional or extreme diction choices 



5. Which of the following is a flaw (a weakness) 
in her research? 

A. Her research is not relevant to her claim → while this would be a 

flaw, she only cites relevant research 

B. She does not cite where his research comes from → she 

identifies explicitly where each study comes from 

C. Her statistics do not improve her argument → she doesn’t really 

use statistics, but all her logos does support her argument 

D. She only focuses on the United States → it remains unclear if 

this is an American problem, or if low-income people all over 

experience this issue 



6. Which of the following is a flaw (a weakness) 
in the structure of her argument? 

A. She does not refute the counterclaim → if anything, she uses 

too many (explaining why others don’t think this is a 

problem) 

B. She uses too many counterclaims → she focuses on several 

different reasons people don’t think it is a problem 

C. Her main claim is not clear → her title makes her claim 

clear, and she stays on topic 

D. She does not support her main claim → she stays on topic 

and cites relevant evidence 



7. Which of the following statements is the best 
reasoning when considering whether or not to use 
this source?

A. Use this source because it is a well-researched article → she cites 

several, credible studies by name (huge strength) 
B. Do not use this source because the author makes claims backed up by 

unverified research. → need to know where studies come from in 

order for them to be credible 

C. Use this source because it is from a highly credible author → it is good to 

use a credible author, but what she has to say is more useful 

than her ethos 
D. Do not use this source because her claim and support are unclear due to her 

off-topic remarks.



8. “At the same time, the backdrop for these online experiences is a 
heightened sense of worry about the precariousness of their physical 
privacy and security.” The word precariousness most likely means: 

A. Difficult to see       

B. Dependent on something else     

C. Carefulness   

D. Contained  
➔Use context clues (synonyms, antonyms, examples, 

common sense) to help you pick out the definition (if 

you don’t already know it) and try word replacement 



9. If this article was going to be submitted as an 
MLA formatted paper, which element is correct? 

A. Header → No header is used 

B. Citations → No MLA citations 

C. Font → Times New Roman 12pt is a requirement 

D. Double spaced → This was single spaced



10. Which one is the correct citation for this 
document?

A. Madden, Mary. “Poor People’s Privacy Can’t be an Afterthought.” The New York Times, 25 Apr. 

2019, www.nytimes.com/2019/04/25/opinion/privacy-poverty.html. Accessed 26 Apr. 

2019. 

B. Mary Madden. “Poor People’s Privacy Can’t be an Afterthought”, The New York Times, 25 Apr. 

2019, www.nytimes.com/2019/04/25/opinion/privacy-poverty.html. Accessed 26 Apr. 

2019.

C. Madden, Mary. “Poor People’s Privacy Can’t be an Afterthought”. The New York Times, 25 Apr. 

2019, www.nytimes.com/2019/04/25/opinion/privacy-poverty.html. Accessed 26 Apr. 

2019.  

D. Madden, Mary, “Poor People’s Privacy Can’t be an Afterthought”, The New York Times, missing 

publish date www.nytimes.com/2019/04/25/opinion/privacy-poverty.html. Accessed 26 Apr. 

2019. 

NOTE: period should be within quotation mark of article title (see A above – fix typo on handout)



Annotated Bibliography Entry

● Do you have appropriate title?

● Check your citation: 

○ Does it look like #10 answer A?

○ Did you use a hanging indent?

○ Did you skip lines? (double space)

○ Since you’re writing by hand, did 

you underline the source title 

(New York Times)

● Let’s share summary paragraphs. 

● Let’s share critique/apply paragraphs.

○ Thoughts? Questions? Read examples!

○ Remember, NO:
■ Opinions (paragraph 1)
■ Direct quotes
■ Contractions
■ 1st/2nd person pronouns
■ Vagueness



Summary paragraph tips 

● NO OPINIONS (be objective)

● Be specific enough that when I read the summary it feels like I've read the article. Thousands of articles 

exist about this topic; make sure your summary reflects the specifics of your article; it should NOT read 

like it could apply to any article.

● Look at the following example; note how it actively talks about HOW the author wrote the article and 

how it progresses. You are summarizing the article, and not just the information. 

Karen Heller writes a personal account of her own experience living without air condition (AC), and 

how it is more possible and beneficial than others may think. She describes how her house in Philadelphia is 

able to accommodate hot weather due to its construction, using this to prove that AC does not have to be the 

only solution; she even notes that 33% of American households do not have AC, therefore it is not the 

overarching solution to heat. Heller continues to emphasize the cost-saving benefits as well as the lower 

carbon footprint of her choice to go without AC in an attempt to persuade the audience to do the same. She 

references several others who are against AC, further detailing that it is possible to be happy without AC, and 

by doing so, you are able to gain companionship (by interacting publically to cool off) and otherwise lost 

opportunities. 



Evaluation paragraph tips 

● Assess credibility = consider source, publisher ethos, cited research/links to sources used/bibliography, use 

of logos, polished presentation of info (proper grammar/well-organized)

● Reflect/apply = describe which specific part of the article will be useful in which specific part of your 

presentation; you should be able to use the source in more than one place/way.

● Look at the following example; note the order it follows and how it flows (it also avoids using 1st person 

pronouns). 

Written in 2016 amid increasingly hotter summers, Heller is a credible counter voice to the dominance of AC. Her 

personal experience is outlined, and the background checking of The Washington Post ensures that it is factual. 

She explains her reasoning for continuing to live in a house without AC, and explains how this is possible - primarily 

due to her house’s heat-friendly construction and becoming accustomed to being without AC. She is biased against 

AC, but she is explicit with this position consistently, as her purpose is to persuade. The statistics and references to 

others, including Chris George, Stan Cox, and Caroline Stern, provide additional support for her argument, making it 

reliable as both an anecdote and providing additional facts for the dangers and harms of AC. This source will be 

useful in outlining the damage AC has on society, particularly the cost and carbon footprint. 


