Internal assessment

Overview

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

Criterion A Knowledge aﬁd{;éderstamﬁng of the poem 5 marks

| Criterion8 | Appreciation of the writer's choices - 5 marks
Criter.i.c;n C d}gjé'r;.i.zation and presenta'l(i.f.nn of the commenta‘r;“ “ - 5 marks 7
Criteri;n o - Knowledge and understanding of the work used in the discussion 5 marks

7 Criterion E f Response to the discussion guestions 5 marks
Criterion“fl:m lL.anguage o - o gmarks
4T0ta| 30 mark;

Individual oral presentation

There are three assessment criteria at HL..
Criterion A Kno\;viedge and unde.;;;anding of the work(s) 10 marks

_ Criterion B ; Presentation 10 marks

: Criterion C i.anguage 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?

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

o
i 1 There is limited knowledge and littie or no understanding, with poor interpretation and
virtually no relevant references to the poem.
2 There is superficial knowledge and some understanding, with limited interpretation
occasionally supported by references to the poem.
3 There is adequate knowledge and understanding, demonstrated by interpretation

supported by appropriate references to the poem,
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4 There is very good knowiedge and understandmg demonstrated by carefut
mterpretatton supported by well-chosen references to the poem.

5 There is excellent know edge and understanding, demonstrated by individual :
‘ interpretation effectively supported by precise and well-chosen references to the poem. |

Criterion B: Appreciation of the writer's choices

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

0 i The work does not reach a standard described by the descrrptors beiow.

1 Tnere are few references to, and no apprectatron ofthe ways in whrch !anguage
structure, technique and style shape meaning in the poem.

2 : There is some mention, but fittle appreciation, of the ways in which language, structure,
¢ technique and style shape meaning in the poem.

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

4 There is very good appreciation of the ways in which language, structure, technique and
style shape meaning in the poem

5 There is excellent apprecratron of the ways in whrch language, structure, technique anc% -
i style shape meaning in the poem.

Criterion C: Organization and presentation of the commentary
. Ta what extent does the student deliver a structured, welt-focused commentary?

¢ The worit does not reach a standeto descrrbedby the“(;escriotors be!ow .

i m:w'.rhe commentary 5howrg littie evidence of pian.ni.ng, with very Iimiteh(.ims“tnrctute and/or
focus.

2 ; The eommentary shows sorrtle structure and focus.

3 : The comm.e.ntery shows evidence ote”]:)!anned structure and is generally focusec;.m

4 The commentary rsmcvleariy structured ant;t"he focus is sustalned

5 The commentary is effectively structured, with a clear, purposefu! and sustained focus.m w
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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 The work.c.i.o.e.s .nc.rt. réach a standard descrrbed by the descrrptors be%ow
1 : There is little knowledge or understandmg of the content of the work dascussed
2 ! There is some knowledge and superficral understanding of the content of the work
- discussed.
é 3 There is adequate knowiedge and understanding of the content and some of the

rmpl;catrons of the work discussed,

Ll

| Thereis very good knowledge and understanding cf the content and most of the
mphcat:ons of the work discussed.
5 | There Is excellent knowledge and uﬂderstand;ng of the content and the rmplzcatzons of

| 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 descnbed by the descrlptors below

1 There is Irmtted abrl:ty o respond meamngfully to the discussion questrons
2 Responses o the discussmn questi(ms are sometimes reievant
3 . Responses to the discussion guestions are relevant and show some evrdence of

|ndependent thought

4 _ Weli rnformed responses ta the drscussron questzons show a good dagree 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
commentary.)

0 The waork does not reach a standard descnbed by rhe descnptors be!ow

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

2 { The language is sometimes clear and appropriate; grammar and sentence construction
i are generally accurate, although errors and inconsistencies are apparent; register and

! style are to some extent appropriate,
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The language is mostly clear and appropriate, with an adequate degree of accuracy in
grammar and sentence constructian; the register and style are mostiy appropriate.

The language is clear and appropriate, with a good degree of accuracy in grammar and
entence construction; register and style are effective and appropriate,

The language is very clear and entirely appropnate Wlth a high degree of accuracy in ;
grammar and sentence construction; the register and style are consistently effective and
ppropriate. :

Individual orai presentation {HL)

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

. How much knowledge and understanding does the student show of the workls) usad in the
presentation?

¢ The work does not reach a standard described by the descriptors below,
1-2 : There is little knowledge or uﬂ{ierszaﬂdmg of the content of the work{s} presented.
3-4 There is some knowiedge and superﬂcnal unders’(andmg of the content of the work(s}
: presenteci

5-6 There is adequate knowledge and understanding of the content and some of the
implications of the work(s) presented.

7-8 There is very good knowiedge and understanding of the content and most of the
implications of the worl(s) presented.

9-10 There is excellent knowliedge and understanding of the content and the implications of 7
the work({s) presented

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

. To what extent are strategies used to interest the audience {for example, audibility, eye contact,
gesture, effective use of supporting materiaf)?

] The wark does not reach a standard described by the descriptors below.
1-2 Delivery of the presentation Is seldom appropriate, with little attempt 1o interest the
i audience.
3-4 E Delivery of the presentation is sometimes appropriate, with some attempt to inerest the |
| audience.
5-8 | Detivery of the presentaticn is appropriate, with a clear intention to interest the

i audience,
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