Internal assessment

Overview

individual oral commentary and discussion
There are six assessment criteria at HL.

5 marks

Cr:ter:on A Knowledge and understaodmg of the poem
%uCritenon BM lApprecuatlon of the writer's chowes - 5 marks
-”Er;terlon C Orgamzalc”lon and presentatton of the commentary lllllllllll Smarks
Criterf.oﬂ D Knowledge and onderstandlng of the work used in the discussion 5 marks
CntertooE .Response to the dﬁscussmn questions - m;marks
“Edterion F ; Language 5 marks
et .‘.;.‘.{Otal ——
Individual oral presentation
There are three assessment ¢riteria at HL.
Criterioo A Knowledge and doderstand:ng o‘%kthe work(s) 10 marks
émériterion B Presentatlon ‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘ 1(; marks
émntriterion C - Language 10 marks
| Total 30 marks

The following descriptors are for examiner use and for teacher and student information.

Individual oral commentary and discussion (HL)

Criterion A: Knowledge and understanding of the poem

. How well is the student’s knowledge and understanding of the poem demonstrated by their
interpretation?

0 . The work does not reach a standard described by the descriptors below.

1 : There is Emited knowledge and little or no understanding, with poor interpretation and
. virtuaily no relevant references to the poem.

2 There is superficial knowledge and some understanding, with limited interpretation
occasnonally supporteci by references to the poem.

3 There is adequate knowledge and understandmg demonstrated by nterpretation
| supported by appropriate references to the poem.
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Internal assessment

4 There is very good knowledge and understanding, demonstrated by careful
interpretation supported by well-chosen references to the poem.

5 There s excel%em knowledge and understanding, demonstrated by individuat
mterpretatlon effectively supported by precise and weli-chosen references to the poem,

Criterion B: Appreciation of the writer’s choices

. To what extent does the student appreciate how the writer's choices of language, structure, technigue
and style shape meaning?

0 The work does not reach a standard described by the descriptors betow

1 There are few references to, and no apprec:atlon of the ways in whuch tlanguage,
. structure, techmque and style shape meamng inthe poem

2 There is some mention, but little apprecaation ofthe ways in which language structure,
technigque and style shape meaning in the poem.

3 . There is adequate appreciation of the ways in which Iangl,tager structure, technique and
. style shape meaning in the poem.

4 ¢ There s very good appreciation of the ways in which language, structure, technique and
. style shape meaning in the poam.

5 There is excellent apprec%atlon of the ways in which language, structure, technigue and
¢ style shape meaning in the poem.

Criterion C: Organization and presentation of the commentary
. To what extent does the student defiver a structured, well-focused commentary?

0 . The work does not reach a standard described by the descriptors below.

l ---------- . The commentary show;"little evidence of planning, witl'l very limited struclﬁ re and/or
focus.

2 The commentary slldws some structure and focus.

3 ‘The commentary shows ewdence of a planned structure and is generally focused

4 VVVVVVV The commentary is clearly structured and the focusis sustalned

5 The commentary is effect;vely structured, with a clear, purposeful and sustained focus.
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Criterion D: Knowledge and understanding of the work used in the discussion
. How much knowledge and understanding has the student shown of the work used in the discussion?

0 - Thé wofk c}o.es no% reach a standard described by the descriptors below.
1 Thereis little knowledge or understanding of the content of the work discussed.
2 Theré”i; some kno&%edge and superficial undé;létanding of the content of the work
* discussed.
3 Thé;e is adequ;te knowledge éﬁd understanding of the content and‘some of the

i implications of the wark discussed.

4 . There is very good knowledge and understanding of the content and most of the
: implications of the work discussed.

¢ the work discussed,

Criterion E: Response to the discussion questions
. How effectively does the student respond to the discussion questions?

0 { The work does not reach a standard described by the descriptors below.,

1 | There is limited ability to respond meaningfully to the discussion questions.

2 . Responses to the discussion questions are secmetimes relevant.

3 - Responses to the discussion questions are relevant and show some evidence of
- independent thought,

4 Well-informed responses to the discussion questions show a good degree of

independent thought.
5 . There are persuasive and independent responses to the discussion questions.

Criterion F: Language
. How clear, varied and accurate is the language?
- How appropriate is the choice of register and style? {"Register” refers, in this context, to the student’s

use of elements such as vocabulary, tone, sentence structure and terminology appropriate to the
commaentary.}

0 - The work does not reach a standard described by the descriptors below.

] . The fanguage is rarely clear and appropriate, with many errors in grammar and sentence
i construction and little sense of register and style,

- are generally accurate, although errors and inconsistencies are apparent; register and
- style are to some extent appropriate.
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3 ¢ The Janguage is mostly dear and appropnate, wrth an adequate degree of accuracy In
: grammar and sentence construction; the register and style are mostly appropriate,

4 3 The fanguage is clear and appropriate, with a good degree of accuracy in grammar and
© sentence construction; register and style are effective and approprlate

5 " The tanguage is very clear and entirely appropnate, W|th a high degree of accuracy in
- grammar and sentence construction; the register and style are consistently effective and
appropnate :

Individual oral presentation (HL)

Criterion A: Knowledge and understanding of the work(s)

. How much knowledge and understanding does the student show of the work(s) used in the
presentation?

0 i The work does net reach a stan.dar.d des.;.c.n.ri.béd by thé ﬂescriptors below.
1-2 There is little knowledge or understandmg of the content of thé”\'fvcrk( s} presented.
3—"4 There is some knowiedge and superficsal understandzng of the content of the work{(s}
presented.
5-6  Thereis adequate knowledge and understanding of the contentand some of the

: s'mg)iicats’ons of the work{s) presented.

7-8 . There is very good kn0wledge and understandmg of the centent and most of the
¢ impiications of the work(s} presented.

9-10 ¢ There is excellent knowledge and understandmg of the content and the implications of
: the work(s) presented.

Criterion B: Presentation
. How much attention has been given to making the delivery effective and appropriate to the gresentation?

. To what extent are strategies used to interest the audience ffor exampie, audibility, eye contact,
gesture, effective use of supporting material)?

0 . The work does not reach a standard described by the descripters below.

-2 ‘ Dehvery of the presentat;on is seldom appropriate, with little attempt to interest the
audience.

3-4 Delivery of the presentation is sometimes appropnate with some attempt to interest the
. audience.

5-6 Delivery of the presentation is appropriate, with a clear intention to interest the
" audience.

70 Language A:literature guide g%



