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Learning Outcome 4: Writing
The learner will be able to write different kinds of factual and imaginative texts for a wide range of purposes.

Assessment Standard
We know this when the learner:

4.1 Writes a letter (e.g. to an advice column).
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Assessment Task 
Write a story on the topic: The Longest moment in my life. Your essay must be 200–250 words in length.

You will be assessed against the following rubric:
Rubric for assessing an essay: Second Additional Language (40 marks) 
	
	Code 7: 
Outstanding 
80-100% 
	Code 6: 
Meritorious 
70-79% 
	Code 5: 
Substantial 
60-69% 
	Code 4: 
Adequate 
50-59% 
	Code 3: 
Moderate 
40-49% 
	Code 2: 
Elementary 
30-39% 
	Code 1: 
Not achieved 
0-29% 

	Content & planning 
28 marks 
	22½-28 
-Content shows impressive understanding of topic. 

-Ideas thought-provoking, mature. 

-Planning &/or drafting has produced a presentable essay. 
	20-22 
-Content shows thorough interpretation of topic. 

-Ideas imaginative, interesting. 

- Planning &/or drafting has produced a fairly presentable essay. 
	17-19½ 
-Content shows a sound interpretation of the topic. 

-Ideas interesting, convincing. 

- Planning &/or drafting has produced a reasonably presentable essay. 
	14-16½ 
-Content shoes an adequate interpretation of topic. 

-Ideas ordinary, lacking depth. 

- Planning &/or drafting has produced an acceptably presentable essay for SAL. 
	11½ -13½ 
-Content ordinary. Gaps in coherence. 

-Ideas mostly relevant. Repetitive. 

- Planning &/or drafting has produced a moderately presentable & coherent essay for SAL. 
	8½-11 
-Content not always clear, lacks coherence. 

-Very few ideas, often repetitive. 

-Inadequate evidence of planning/drafting. Essay not well presented. 
	0-8 
-Content irrelevant. No coherence. 

-Ideas muddled, confused. 

-Non-existent planning/drafting. Poorly presented essay. 

	Language, style & editing 
7 marks 
	6-7 
-Evidence of critical language awareness. 

-Language, punctuation thoroughly controlled. 

-Uses appropriate figurative language. 

-Choice of words is all appropriate. 

-Style accurately reflects topic through choice of words. 

-Largely error-free following proof-reading & editing. 
	5-5½ 
-Some critical language awareness. 

-Language, punctuation reasonably controlled; able to use appropriate figurative language. 

-Choice of words mostly appropriate. 

-Style appropriately reflects topic through choice of words. 

-Error-free to an extent following proof-reading, editing. 
	4½ 
-Limited critical language awareness. 

-Language & punctuation mostly correct. 

-Choice of words fairly limited but suited to text. 

-Style reasonably appropriate & suits topic requirements. 

-Reasonably error-free following proof-reading, editing. 
	3½-4 
-Some awareness of impact of language. 

-Language somewhat simplistic, punctuation adequate. 

-Choice of words somewhat limited but adequately suited to topic. 

-Style somewhat consistent with topic requirements. 

-Still contains errors following proof-reading, editing. 
	3 
-Language limited & punctuation often inaccurately used. 

-Choice of words basic & limited. 

-Style lacking in coherence & not suited to topic. 

-Contains several errors following proof-reading, editing. 
	2½ 
-Language & punctuation flawed. 

-Choice of words very limited. 

-Style does not correspond with topic. 

-Error-ridden despite proof-reading, editing. 
	0-2 
-Language & punctuation seriously flawed. 

-Choice of words muddled & confused. 

-Style flawed in all aspects. 

-Error-ridden & confused following proof-reading, editing. 

	Structure 
5 marks 
	4-5 
-Coherent development of topic. Vivid detail. 

-Sentences, paragraphs all appropriately constructed conveying meaning clearly. 

-Length correct. 
	3½ 
-Logical development of details. Coherent. 

-Sentences, paragraphs appropriately constructed & meaning is clear. 

-Length correct. 
	3 
-Few relevant details developed. 

-Sentences, paragraphs reasonably constructed in most cases & meaning is quite clear. 

-Length almost correct. 
	2½ 
-Some points, necessary details mentioned. 

-Lapses in sentence & paragraph construction but overall meaning is maintained. 

-Length correct. 
	2 
-Some necessary points evident. 

-Sentences, paragraphs faulty but overall meaning maintained. 

-Length - too long/short. 
	1½ 
-Sometimes off topic. General line of thought difficult to follow. 

-Sentences, paragraphs lack basic construction for meaning. 

-Length - too long/short. 
	0-1 
-Off topic. 

-Sentences, paragraphs muddled, inconsistent. 

Length - far too long/short. 


Suggested Solutions

The learners must write a story using the correct format, tone and style.

Appendix of Assessment Tools 

Rubric for assessing an essay: Second Additional Language (40 marks) 

	
	Code 7: 
Outstanding 
80-100% 
	Code 6: 
Meritorious 
70-79% 
	Code 5: 
Substantial 
60-69% 
	Code 4: 
Adequate 
50-59% 
	Code 3: 
Moderate 
40-49% 
	Code 2: 
Elementary 
30-39% 
	Code 1: 
Not achieved 
0-29% 

	Content & planning 
28 marks 
	22½-28 
-Content shows impressive understanding of topic. 

-Ideas thought-provoking, mature. 

-Planning &/or drafting has produced a presentable essay. 
	20-22 
-Content shows thorough interpretation of topic. 

-Ideas imaginative, interesting. 

- Planning &/or drafting has produced a fairly presentable essay. 
	17-19½ 
-Content shows a sound interpretation of the topic. 

-Ideas interesting, convincing. 

- Planning &/or drafting has produced a reasonably presentable essay. 
	14-16½ 
-Content shoes an adequate interpretation of topic. 

-Ideas ordinary, lacking depth. 

- Planning &/or drafting has produced an acceptably presentable essay for SAL. 
	11½ -13½ 
-Content ordinary. Gaps in coherence. 

-Ideas mostly relevant. Repetitive. 

- Planning &/or drafting has produced a moderately presentable & coherent essay for SAL. 
	8½-11 
-Content not always clear, lacks coherence. 

-Very few ideas, often repetitive. 

-Inadequate evidence of planning/drafting. Essay not well presented. 
	0-8 
-Content irrelevant. No coherence. 

-Ideas muddled, confused. 

-Non-existent planning/drafting. Poorly presented essay. 

	Language, style & editing 
7 marks 
	6-7 
-Evidence of critical language awareness. 

-Language, punctuation thoroughly controlled. 

-Uses appropriate figurative language. 

-Choice of words is all appropriate. 

-Style accurately reflects topic through choice of words. 

-Largely error-free following proof-reading & editing. 
	5-5½ 
-Some critical language awareness. 

-Language, punctuation reasonably controlled; able to use appropriate figurative language. 

-Choice of words mostly appropriate. 

-Style appropriately reflects topic through choice of words. 

-Error-free to an extent following proof-reading, editing. 
	4½ 
-Limited critical language awareness. 

-Language & punctuation mostly correct. 

-Choice of words fairly limited but suited to text. 

-Style reasonably appropriate & suits topic requirements. 

-Reasonably error-free following proof-reading, editing. 
	3½-4 
-Some awareness of impact of language. 

-Language somewhat simplistic, punctuation adequate. 

-Choice of words somewhat limited but adequately suited to topic. 

-Style somewhat consistent with topic requirements. 

-Still contains errors following proof-reading, editing. 
	3 
-Language limited & punctuation often inaccurately used. 

-Choice of words basic & limited. 

-Style lacking in coherence & not suited to topic. 

-Contains several errors following proof-reading, editing. 
	2½ 
-Language & punctuation flawed. 

-Choice of words very limited. 

-Style does not correspond with topic. 

-Error-ridden despite proof-reading, editing. 
	0-2 
-Language & punctuation seriously flawed. 

-Choice of words muddled & confused. 

-Style flawed in all aspects. 

-Error-ridden & confused following proof-reading, editing. 

	Structure 
5 marks 
	4-5 
-Coherent development of topic. Vivid detail. 

-Sentences, paragraphs all appropriately constructed conveying meaning clearly. 

-Length correct. 
	3½ 
-Logical development of details. Coherent. 

-Sentences, paragraphs appropriately constructed & meaning is clear. 

-Length correct. 
	3 
-Few relevant details developed. 

-Sentences, paragraphs reasonably constructed in most cases & meaning is quite clear. 

-Length almost correct. 
	2½ 
-Some points, necessary details mentioned. 

-Lapses in sentence & paragraph construction but overall meaning is maintained. 

-Length correct. 
	2 
-Some necessary points evident. 

-Sentences, paragraphs faulty but overall meaning maintained. 

-Length - too long/short. 
	1½ 
-Sometimes off topic. General line of thought difficult to follow. 

-Sentences, paragraphs lack basic construction for meaning. 

-Length - too long/short. 
	0-1 
-Off topic. 

-Sentences, paragraphs muddled, inconsistent. 

Length - far too long/short. 


