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e |EB rubric to be used to assess the literary essays on
Shakespeare text and chosen novel — Ques 1-5;

e |EB rubric to be used to assess both transactional writing pieces —
Ques 6 and 7/8

Downloaded from eduresourceza.com



Downloaded from eduresourceza.com

ASBERSRENT HUBRKC: SHAKEBFEARE AND HOVEL LITERATURE ESSAY (30 MARKE]

= Wl i frdy D e Dy Condidain n planding But no ks G swandied fon panminyg.

=  Langh of fEtpons approdmalsly 800 words in nglh Tha & & sugpered gD e T
Cofdsivandst and Sewe kaprsant of o citay will ke procodencd e the keogth. Thero & no paaalty

far

e i ool (hiaes thio dorvilop s of e arguamoed o T sy Eel.
A word couml af tha erd of the essay s NOT reguired.
Tha ruic (& nol & Chack-ESE (Uck-Dox) Dul Sfiabd Do ConSadandd &S & Qusdd wihih ovdlusteg

this Lisevaty Essay.

w  Hall imaiks fay b Swia idied

Ll

"

ASSESSMENT frww bed:ge Angussant, Thinking, Soruciume)

Tt

100

FULL M&FK EBSAY
EE N ded SESIFREL Lavid)
EXCEPTROMAL
Hag iy Sdgquanl raiard, achiDins atadamic figour, Sardey ndesiduasl
varkcw, confident kedmiedne of el

mit;l-llluﬁﬂi'ﬁdﬁﬂmm gredier depth dnd SO00E il a
Caendidete dSpleyd an acapliond aSry po evibid &f Argumeant el &
acadamitally Suparks,

Risoniles & Sophisticaed moking of s boget.

Cu0t iy irhgrabdd with 4x cepl=inal Sy,

O tederel S & i & L0 O e Beild h BTgUSSSnL (hat B Kegkcally Mo lids
dind shielh aaidd s apatiFikong.

Tha Sty of 1he saky s fuid 2nd eliceied.

Thi icis &y 15 $iTaF fris.

T+

MEE

DISTINGLUIBHENIMPRESBINE
SE wtinfihied Abirdelt Lawin
EXCEFTIHORALAELEVATED
A wieiaidive and distinguishdd ossay, Bolcingd; lacts afoemiation 10
Buibd an arguaran with sophaticston, hies daopth of knowledge, dips inbo
Wi el willt confdanis conel bl guaaTnn Todiis.

Cuepa e afiance 3 lghily oorsimacned wrgument
Analytal concapld Jevaekopisl o P
Al asperi ol e 0ofc Baiad Dl s i s Sl wain eonfeienes and
datincen
Cardidale dsplays a therough and Begwassive. in-Septh knowSsedge o rea
e, prthas Sven drawing of momancs of e ko mal Saling ueh Tha
Canddans o fuparedd, relfined knoebdge and undariranding
Exceptiona ability o foss rfomason 1o dewiop 3 succinct, casfully
crafted a‘guman
Imprasss e ceplions avidereds o canddaie's ongna vnce
Dramorlakes ampreidive individo gl el underslimding Trouean
il e Gl disedofet] BN TR anguiment
impressivaly integratics and ol bor M o0 oo lasiudl
rrhir rCE R eI N
Maircaing cons sl Tocu s o deviairg Dom e ceniied coniemis) of
e GUEERDEON
Card biale o alde 0 Cinslnedt axtapicndlly critsial, rakivam el
CONEEbL conneclions Eatyien MR Guision 300 anguimenl cEpayrg 4
CONVERing, iMmpreaiseg i of |ogical proghissein
Esceptionay jucsd and logical.
Thowou gh dervid epimant o baaialy @dhsy sUuie'e Pludhd Sfeduecoa
and oontlusion.
Eicalant braniihird Deiwotr daadidgfe, wiach anfanod e Dir chhistad
of T argusi.
Wit rehiells Bh eRgeuidive cammand of , pidling, dicten,
I.|||'|-g-|.|.|||||-IIHIlEI and mnemnl-un s o

ndazating] thal T candidals has onda gl

Dmﬁ%ﬁ‘éﬁ@mm W (—




Downloaded from eduresourceza.com

89-80

26

COMMENDABLE/EXCELLENT
(Extended Abstract Level)
SOPHISTICATED/HIGHLY DEVELOPED
A sophisticated and perceptive essay that is commendable and well
structured; substantiation from text enhances argument
(which reguires minor polish for a level 7+).

Argument is thoroughly developed.

All aspects of the topic have been addressed with sophistication.
Candidale displays a thorough, accurate and confident knowledge of the
text.

Insightful understanding of the drama/novel.

Excellent ability to select information to develop a suecinct argument, which
Is clearly focused and perceptive.

Commendable evidence of candidale’s original voice.

Demonstrates sophisticated individual thought and understanding
through analysing and developing a highly developed argument.
Commendably integrates and elaborates on specific textual
references/evidence, although at times these could have been used with
greater effect.

Maintains consistent focus without deviating from the central concern(s) of
the question.

Candidate is able to construct critical, relevant and consistent
connections between topic question and argument, displaying a convincing,
sophisticated line of logical progression.

Lucid and focused, although there may be a sense that further logical
development could have enhanced this essay further.

Commendable development of literary essay structure; focused
introduction and conclusion.

Excellent transitions between paragraphs.

Writing reflects an impressive command of register, spelling, diction,
language and punctuation, although there may be minor stylistic flaws.
Essay signposted throughout, indicating that the candidate has engaged
with the question with a commendable degree of confidence.

Transfers knowledge of the question in a commendable manner.

79-T0

23

21

COMPETENT/GOOD TO VERY GOOD
(Extended Abstract Level)
SKILFUL/PROFICIENT
An above average response; proficient and skilful; competent and
focused; accurate; sound argument; logical; dips into the text skilfully;
minor lapses.

Argument is developed competently and may have minor lapses.

All aspects of the topic have been addressed with conviction OR part of the
lopic has been addressed with depth and sophistication (suggesting that if
all aspects of the question had been tackled this essay could have been
awarded a 7 or 7+).

Candidate displays a competent, accurate knowledge of the text, although
there may be minor gaps that do not impact on the strength of the argument.
Proficient understanding of the drama’novel.

Skilful ability to select information to develop an argument, which is mostly
focused and competent. The argument in instances could have been
developed further.

Skilful evidence of candidate's original voice.

Demonstrates competent individual thought and understanding through
analysing and developing an argument with skill. There may be minor
lapses, which could have been enhanced with further development.
Integrates and elaborates on specific textual references/evidence,
skilfully/proficiently, although at times these could have been used with
greater effect.

Cdouis |9 akad déAsttueChblees Hiid CamsisRM connections
between topic gquestion and argument, displaying a convincing, proficient
line of logical progression.
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# Lucid and focused, although there may be a sense that further logical
development could have enhanced this essay further.

= Competent development of literary essay structure; focused intreduction
and conclusion.
Skilful transition between paragraphs.
Writing reflects a competent command of spelling, diction, language and
punctuation, although there may be minor stylistic flaws. An essay in this
category may be one where the candidate displays an ability to develop an
argument that is highly commendable and distinguished (which would
result in a level 7 or 7+) but is hindered by major stylistic flaws.

= [Essay signposted throughout, indicaling thal the candidate has engaged
with the question with a commendable degree of confidence.

#« Transfers knowledge of the gquestion in a skiful manner.

69-60

20
19

=20

AVERAGE

ACCEPTABLE/SUFFICIENT
(Multi-structural Level)
SATISFACTORY/ADEQUATE
An acceptable, satisfactory essay that has broadly tackled the guestion. An
essay that "does the job"; answers all aspects of the topic or part of the
topic tackled well; broad and general in places but voice in evidence;
accurate.

= Argument is developed in an adequate manner and may have minor
lapses/some generalisations.

= All aspects of the topic have been addressed adequately, although these
may be understood only in part OR part of the topic has been addressed
competently, suggesting that if all aspects of the question had been tackled
this essay could have been awarded a B.

= Candidate displays adequate knowledge of the text, although there may be
minor gaps that do not impact on the argument.

= Considerable understanding of the drama/novel — there must be a sense that
the text has been read and understood in broad, general terms.

= Adequate/sporadic ability lo select information to develop an argument,
which is satisfactory and competent. The argument in instances requires
further enhancement and development.

Somel/sporadic evidence of candidate's original voice.

Demonstrates adequate individual thought and understanding through
analysing and developing an argument sufficiently. There may be minor
lapses, which could have been enhanced with further development/the
argument is not fully sustained/developed throughout.

« Evidence of specific textual references/evidence that is
adequate/acceptable, although at times these could have been used with
greater effect.

= Candidate is able to construct adequate connections between topic
question and argument, displaying a satisfactory progression.

= Generally focused, although there may be a sense that further logical
development could have enhanced this essay further.

= Adequate development of literary essay structure; satisfactory
introduction and conclusion.

Adequate transition between paragraphs.

Writing reflects a satisfactory command of register, spelling, diction,
language and punctuation, although there may be minor stylistic flaws.
An essay in this category may be one where the candidate displays an ability
lo develop an argument that is competent (which would result in a level B)
but is hindered by major stylistic flaws.

= [Essay signposted generally, indicating that the candidate has engaged with
the guestion in a satisfactory manner.

s Transfers knowledge of the question in an adequate/satisfactory manner.
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59=50

17
16
15

MARGINAL/BASIC
{Uni-structural Leveal)
SKETCHY/BELOW AVERAGE/UNDEVELOPED
A basic, undevelopad essay that attempts to engage with the question albeit
limited and/or unsuccessfully in parts; has glimmer(s) of analysis; does not
always dip into the text; padded with narrative; slight evidence of voica.

» An attempt to develop an argument, although it might be lacking relevance
in parts/sweaping generalisations/narrow or inaccurate in parts.

= Simplistic interpretation/partly accurate understandinginarrow
interpretation of the lopic/vague reference to the topic.

» Candidate displays simplistic/flawed knowledge of the text and tha
argumant iz drawn simplistically. There may ba glimmers of analysis and
engagement.

= Broad, general understanding of the text — there must be a sense that the
text has been understood in broad, general tarms/comments show
thought, but are not tied to the topic.

» An attempt to develop an argument, which may be successful in
partsiunconvincing argument, which lacks substantiation or
development. There may be some substantiation used without flair.
Slight evidence of candidate’s original voice.

Demonstrates sporadic/inconsistent individual thought and
understanding through analysing and developing simplistically. There may
be lapses which could have been enhanced with further developmentthe
argument iz not fully sustained/developad.

Ezzay i= padded with intermittent narrative and occasional argument.
Textual reference is unconvincing at times and may be either inaccurate
or flawead.

» Candidate is able 1o make an Inconsistent attempt to use some basic
transition words or phrases, resulting In a superficlal progression on the
whole.

= Marginally focused with a sense that logical development could have
enhanced this ezsay.

» [Introduction and conclusion are simplistic and may not point to an arguable
position.

= \Writing Iz simple, unadornadireflacts an inconsistent and limited
awaraness of register/inconsistent grammar, spelling, diction and
paragraphing.

Essay lacks signposting throughout/limited, superficial signposting.
Transfers knowledge of the question in a simple, basic manner albeit
unimpressivaly and with limited success.

49=40

14
13
12

PASS =12

SIMPLISTIC/SUPERFICIALINADEQUATE
{Uni-structural Level)
UNSOPHISTICATED/ONE-DIMENSIONAL/LIMITED
A simplistic, superficialflawed essay that struggles to engage with the
queastion; evidence that text has bean read; thin voice; narrative; just meets

pass mark.

A weak response but still worthy of a pass.

Inability to sustain a personal opinion,

& flawed argument or no argument at all /provides a simple answer to the
question.

Eszsay lacks clear and logical development of ideas.

Candidate displays a simplistic knowladge of the text and there are gaps in
understanding andlor interpretation.

There will be areas in the essay that are problematic or illogical.

Mot much evidence of candidate's original voice — inability to sustain or develop
an argument.

Little or no substantiation or referencingfawed substantiation or referencing.
Critical thinking skills used superficially, if at all.

Reliance on narrative.

Absent or ineffective transitions between paragraphs.

Essay not signposted/signposted inadequately.
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+ Introduction andfor conclusion flawed, with further development and synthesis
requirad.
Writing s flawed_
Weak command of spelling, diction, language and punciuation.
Doas not transfer knowledge of the question and if it does, it will do so with

lapses.
39-30 | 11 POOR/MUDDLED/IVAGUE
10 {Pre-structural Level)
9 TENUOUS/UNFOCUSEDINACCURATE

& tenuous, poor essay, muddled and vague andior Inaccurate; no evidence
that text has been read; not worthy of a pass.

Aweak, lawed responsa, which might be completely off topic.

Eszay lacks coharence.

Inability 1o state a personal opinion.

Difficult to Identify any distinct argument; unfocused.

Candidate displays poorfincompleteflawed knowledge of the text.

The essay iz vague, muddied and lacks focus.

Littkedno/flawed substantiation.

Paragraph links problematic.

Reliance on narrative.

Eszay not signposted.

Introduction andior conclusion flawed/missing, with further development and
synthesis required.

Writing is marred by errors, although these do not impede understanding.
*  ‘Waeak command of speiling, diction, language and punctuation.

2920 EXTREMELY WEAK/FEEBLE
{Pra-structural Lavel)
INEPT/UNSKILLED

An extremely weak essay; a feeble attempt to engage with the text at imes.

= &=

A weak, flawed response, which might be complately off topic.

Inability io =tate a personal opinion.

Difficult to identify any distinct argument; unfocused.

Candidate displays a poorfincomplete/flawedino knowledge of the text.
The essay is vague, muddled and lacks focus.

Little/nofiawed substantiation.

Paragraph links problematic.

Reliance on narrative.

Ezzay not signposted.

Introduction andfor conclusion flawedimissing, with further development and
synthesis required.

Writing ks marred by errors that impede understanding.

Weak command of spelling, diction, language and punctuation.

19=0 INCOMPETENT
{Pre-structural Level)
LACKING ABILITY/INEFFECTUAL

A totally incompetent essay that displays no link to the text or the question.

= This plece will not meet the requirements of the task on any level.
= Vague, imekevant, flawed.
+ |nappropriate response (o the tople.

S o=k b3 i3 B U0 3
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ASSESSMENT RUBRIC: TRANSACTIONAL WRITING
(20 MARKS =10 + 10)
This rubric serves to guide the marking process.
Markers should be aware that the mark for the PURPOSE AND CONTENT element need
not correspond with the mark for LANGUAGE AND REGISTER. A candidate may, for example, achieve
a level 7 for PURPOSE AND CONTENT, and a level 5 for LANGUAGE AND REGISTER (7 + 5 =12).
= An approximate length of 250 words & a recommended guide but is not prescrnptive. Candidates
should be encouraged to write a text that is fully developed to meet the requirements of the assessment
rubric.
« Candidates need NOT write a word count at the end of their writing.
= Half marks may be awarded.

Levael | Mark | PURPOSE, AUDIENCE AND CONTENT LANGUAGE AND REGISTER
Specific purpose of task; response to Tha ability to use the mechanics of
the requirements of quastion; mannear language; the ability to manipulate
in which the structure and content language conventions to suit the
responds to purpose and audience; purpose of question; the use of
individual voice. appropriate register to match purpose
and audiancea.
T+ 10 AN IMPRESSIVE SCINTILLATING IMPRESSIVE COMMAND OF
8 RESPONSE LANGUAGE AND REGISTER
Purpose of task is fully met; spacific Imprassive, highly sophisticated use af
requirements of task (varied, flexible) language conventions, elegance of style;
are met. Sophisticated cognisance of tone and mood appropriate to the task;
audence; writing suggests that this is a plays confidently with [anguage usage;
piece of work that is significant, has thoroughly engaging. Virually error free.
depth and breadth, impressive deatail. Diction is highly sophisticated.
ldeas developed fully. Organisation of
thoughts i Impressive and superior,
resulting in writing that is compailing and
striking. Individual voice. Highly original.
Supplied text is used only as stimulus.
7 8a A LIVELY, ORIGINAL RESPONSE EXCELLENT COMMAND OF
Writing provides comprehensive insight, LANGUAGE AND REGISTER
B understanding and reflective thought by | Sophisticated use of language
bullding a focused responsa to the convantions and excellent understanding
purpose and audience. A cohesive of register required for the task. Language
viewpoint has been developed Iz precise and angaging, with notable
throughout, resulting in a strong, sanse of voloe and awareness of audience
conzistent volce. Original, sincere and and purpose. Effectively incorporates a
creative. Shows clear development and range of vaned sentence pattems to reveal
commendable depth of argument. A syntactic fluency. Writing reflects author's
clear, mature personal style. Skiifully unique personality through carefully
adapts to different audiences, purposes selected diction and register, rendering a
and contextz. The supplied text is used piece that comes to life.
only as stimulus with no cutting and
pasting Into the transactional place.
B T A GOOD TO VERY GOOD (ABOVE A GOOD TO VERY GOOD COMMAMND
7 AVERAGE) RESPONSE OF LANGUAGE AND REGISTER

Writing, on the whole, provides consistent
focus, understanding and thought
Glimmers of a focused response but lacks
consistency, which could have resulted in
the writing being awarded a level 7.
Evidence of personai style and voice,
although depth and development
compromised in places/development and
depth in evidence but personal style
lacking or compromized. The supplisd
text is used generally as stimulus -
limited cutting and pasting
integrated/moulded with own [deas.

Competent and at timez, impressive use of
language. Viery good understanding of
register to sult the purpose of the task.
Language is fluent and original with
evident awareness of audience and
purpose. Incorporates varned sentence
patterns that reveal an awareness of
different syntactic structuras. May employ
livediness, sincerity or humour when
appropriate; the writing at times may be
too casual/personalformal to the demands
of the queston. Ermors do not impede
readability. Some editing is neaded.
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6% | AN ADEQUATE (AVERAGE) RESPONSE AN ADEQUATE COMMAND OF
6 An ordinary, predictable response that LANGUAGE AND REGISTER
broadly meets the requirements of the Lise of appropriate language and register,
task. An awareness of audience and although not always consistently applied.
purpoese, although not always Makes some attempt to include differant
- convincing/consistent. Makes an attempt sentence patterns but with awkward or
- to respond sincerely albeit unconvincing in | uneven success. Occasional emors that
x places. Evidence of personal voice in detract from the writing fluency in places.
%1 places, although some areas |jar with the In places errors may impede readability.
i question requirements. Content suggests The purpose, audience and register have
2 that ideas could have been developed bean understood in places. Writing s
< furthier. The supplied text is used as ordinany.
stimuluz on occasion = cutting and
pasting integrated/moulded with own
ideas.
5% A LIMITED (BELOW AVERAGE) A LIMITED COMMAND OF LANGUAGE
5 RESPONSE AND REGISTER
ldeas in the paragraphs may be Register suggests limited awareness of
inconsistently organised. Glimmers of audience and purpose. Limited range of
originality, despite limited success in taking | syntactic siructures. Uses words that are
into account different avdiences and colourless and flal. Language may be
purpoees. Superficial response. Limited repetiious. Errors beqgin to impede
personal style. Development of ideas is readability. Editing required for clarity of
limited/partal and requires further ideas. Reqister not consistent with
efaboration; compromized development. guestion’s demands.
Personal voice i limited. Over-reliance
on supplied text, which hinders
parsonal response in places.
4% AN INADEQUATE, COMPROMISED AN INADEQUATE COMMAND OF
4 RESPOMNSE LANGUAGE AND REGISTER
ldeas have in instances been Language is flawed and unsuitable for
compromised by insufficient depih, audience of purpose. Language patterns
development and arganisation. The flawed, images sterectyped. Errors
purpose of the lask has been tackled zeveraly impede readability; extensive
unsuccessfully. Vague in places. An editing required. Vague, confused
inconsistent or Incomplete atempt. sentences. Register inappropriate for the
Glimmar of parsonal volce_ albeit task.
unconvincing. The writing is
compromised and lacks focus and
direction. Over-rellance on supplied
taxt, which hinders personal response.
3z A POOR, MUDDLED RESPONSE A POOR COMMAND OF LANGUAGE
3 Litthe or no originality. Individual ideas AND REGISTER
lacking. No development and focus. Very flawed product. Erroneous.
Cohesion required. No personal style. Demonstrates lack of control of language
Reveals no awareness of the purpose of conventions, exhibiting frequent emrors,
the task. Voice is flat and unconvincing/no | which impedes understanding.
voice. Relles solely on supplied text.
2% AN INCOHERENT RESPONSE INCOHERENT/INAPPROPRIATE
2 Mo evidence of ariginality or cohesion; no LANGUAGE AMD REGISTER
1 attention 1o purpose, context. Incoherent languagefinappropriate

Development lacking. A completely flawed
responsal
does not address the question.

language. Preponderance of erors of
styla. [logical.

Total: 100 marks
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