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Learning Outcome(s) and Assessment Standard(s):
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 Standards
We know this when the learner:
4.4 Writes creatively:
• shows development in the ability to write stories, poems and play-scripts (e.g. by
using figurative language);
4.7 Uses developing knowledge of language structure and use:
• writes good paragraphs with one main idea, a topic sentence and supporting
sentences, and is able to reflect on it;
• writes introductions and conclusions.
Learning Outcome 5: Thinking and Reasoning
The learner will be able to use language to think and reason, as well as to access,
process and use information for learning.
Assessment Standards
We know this when the learner:
5.2 Uses language for thinking.
Learning Space:
Assessment
Hyperlinks:
To be completed later.

Rating:
Number of questions for exemplar:
1
Easy questions:
Medium questions:
Question 1
Difficult questions:

Assessment Task

Any piece of writing needs a good introduction and a good conclusion. Look at the
following opening:
Jeremy lay in bed, curled forward as tightly as he could, his head just under the covers,
listening. His mother was in the kitchen. She shook the rattling cat-litter. Then he heard
her open and close the kitchen cupboard (“cat food”, he thought). The water sloshed
from the cat’s bowl into the waiting bucket; the tap whooshed and the bowl clattered on
the floor. He knew he should get up.
Discuss:





What is the topic sentence of the first paragraph?
What details support the topic sentence?
How is each sentence linked to the next?
What do you think the rest of the essay will be about?

Imagine that the rest of the essay gave Jeremy’s thoughts about why he does not want
to get up and face the day. He reviews what the day will bring, what happened the day
before, and why he feels so unwilling to get up.
This is the conclusion to the essay:
Jeremy lay in bed, curled forward as tightly as he could, his head just under the covers,
listening. His mother was no longer in the kitchen. He heard her angry footsteps, short
and quick, heading for his bedroom. He knew he should get up.
Discuss:
 What is the topic sentence of the concluding paragraph?
 What details support the topic sentence?
 How is the conclusion linked to the introduction?
Activity
Plan an outline of a descriptive or narrative essay.
Write the introduction and the conclusion.
Focus on:
 the topic sentence of each paragraph
 links between sentences
 the link between the introduction and the conclusion
You might like to copy the technique in the example given.
You will be assessed against the following rubric. The mark will be divided by 5. [10]

Rubric for assessing an essay: First Additional Language (50 marks)

Content &
planning
32 marks

Language,
style &
editing
12 marks

Structure
6 marks

Code 7:
Outstanding
80-100%
26-32
-Content
shows
impressive
insight into
topic.
-Ideas
thoughtprovoking,
mature.
-Planning &/or
drafting has
produced a
virtually
flawless,
presentable
paragraph(s).
10-12
-Critical
awareness of
impact of
language.
-Language,
punctuation
effectively
used.
Uses
figurative
language.
-Choice of
words highly
appropriate.
-Style, tone,
register highly
suited to topic.
-Virtually
error-free
following
proof-reading
& editing.
5-6
-Coherent
development
of topic. Vivid
detail.
-Sentences,
paragraphs
coherently
constructed.
-Length in
accordance
with
requirements
of topic.

Code 6:
Meritorious
70-79%
22½-25½
-Content
shows
thorough
interpretation
of topic.
-Ideas
imaginative,
interesting.
- Planning
&/or drafting
has produced
a well-crafted
& presentable
paragraph(s).

Code 5:
Substantial
60-69%
19½-22
-Content
shows a
sound
interpretation
of the topic.
-Ideas
interesting,
convincing.
- Planning
&/or drafting
has produced
a presentable
& very good
paragraph(s).

Code 4:
Adequate
50-59%
16-19
-Content an
adequate
interpretation
of topic.
-Ideas
ordinary,
lacking depth.
- Planning
&/or drafting
has produced
a satisfactorily
presented
paragraph(s).

Code 3:
Moderate
40-49%
13-15½
-Content
ordinary.
Gaps in
coherence.
-Ideas mostly
relevant.
Repetitive.
- Planning
&/or drafting
has produced
a moderately
presentable &
coherent
paragraph(s).

Code 2:
Elementary
30-39%
10-12½
-Content not
always clear,
lacks
coherence.
-Few ideas,
often
repetitive.
-Inadequate
evidence of
planning/drafti
ng.
Paragraph(s)
not well
presented.

Code 1:
Not achieved
0-29%
0-9½
-Content
irrelevant. No
coherence.
-Ideas
repetitive.
-Non-existent
planning/drafti
ng. Poorly
presented
paragraph(s).

8½-9½
-Critical
awareness of
impact of
language.
-Language,
punctuation
correct; able
to include
figurative
language
correctly.
-Choice of
words varied
& correctly
used.
-Style, tone,
register
appropriately
suited to topic.
-Largely errorfree following
proof-reading,
editing.
4½
-Logical
development
of details.
Coherent.
-Sentences,
paragraphs
logical, varied.
-Length
correct.

7½-8
-Critical
awareness of
language
evident.
-Language &
punctuation
mostly
correct.
-Choice of
words suited
to text.
-Style, tone,
register suited
to topic in
most of the
paragraph(s).
-By and large
error-free
following
proof-reading,
editing.

6-7
-Some
awareness of
impact of
language.
-Language
simplistic,
punctuation
adequate.
-Choice of
words
adequate.
-Style, tone,
register
generally
consistent
with topic
requirements.
-Still contains
errors
following
proof-reading,
editing.

5-5½
-Limited
critical
language
awareness.
-Language
ordinary &
punctuation
often
inaccurately
used.
-Choice of
words basic.
-Style, tone
register
lacking in
coherence.
-Contains
several errors
following
proof-reading,
editing.

4-4½
-Language &
punctuation
flawed.
-Choice of
words limited.
-Style, tone,
register
inappropriate.
-Error-ridden
despite proofreading,
editing.

0-3½
-Language &
punctuation
seriously
flawed.
-Choice of
words
inappropriate.
-Style, tone,
register
flawed in all
aspects.
-Error-ridden
& confused
following
proof-reading,
editing.

4
-Several
relevant
details
developed.
-Sentences,
paragraphs
well
constructed.
-Length
almost
correct.

3-3½
-Some points,
necessary
details
developed.
-Sentences,
paragraphing
might be
faulty in
places but
paragraph(s)
still makes
sense.
-Length
correct.

2½
-Some
necessary
points evident.
-Sentences,
paragraphs
faulty but
ideas can be
understood.
-Length - too
long/short.

2
-Sometimes
off topic.
General line
of thought
difficult to
follow.
-Sentences,
paragraphs
constructed at
an elementary
level.
-Length - too
long/short.

0-1½
-Off topic.
-Sentences,
paragraphs
muddled,
inconsistent.
Length - far
too long/short.

Suggested Solutions
 Jeremy lay in bed, curled forward as tightly as he could, his head just under
the covers, listening.
 Jeremy hears his mother doing the morning chores in the kitchen: cat-litter,
cat food, water for the cats. Hearing these things happening, he knows that it
is time for him to get up.
 The sense of listening links the ideas.
 Open.
 Jeremy lay in bed, curled forward as tightly as he could, his head just under
the covers, listening.
 He hears his mother’s footsteps.
 Two sentences are repeated word for word. The middle sentence of the
conclusion shows that time has passed.
Use the rubric in the Appendix of Assessment Tools to assess the writing. Divide by 5 to
get a mark out of 10.

Appendix of Assessment Tools

Rubric for assessing an essay: First Additional Language (50 marks)

Content &
planning
32 marks

Language,
style &
editing
12 marks

Code 7:
Outstanding
80-100%
26-32
-Content
shows
impressive
insight into
topic.
-Ideas
thoughtprovoking,
mature.
-Planning &/or
drafting has
produced a
virtually
flawless,
presentable
paragraph(s).
10-12
-Critical
awareness of
impact of
language.
-Language,
punctuation
effectively
used.

Code 6:
Meritorious
70-79%
22½-25½
-Content
shows
thorough
interpretation
of topic.
-Ideas
imaginative,
interesting.
- Planning
&/or drafting
has produced
a well-crafted
& presentable
paragraph(s).

Code 5:
Substantial
60-69%
19½-22
-Content
shows a
sound
interpretation
of the topic.
-Ideas
interesting,
convincing.
- Planning
&/or drafting
has produced
a presentable
& very good
paragraph(s).

Code 4:
Adequate
50-59%
16-19
-Content an
adequate
interpretation
of topic.
-Ideas
ordinary,
lacking depth.
- Planning
&/or drafting
has produced
a satisfactorily
presented
paragraph(s).

Code 3:
Moderate
40-49%
13-15½
-Content
ordinary.
Gaps in
coherence.
-Ideas mostly
relevant.
Repetitive.
- Planning
&/or drafting
has produced
a moderately
presentable &
coherent
paragraph(s).

Code 2:
Elementary
30-39%
10-12½
-Content not
always clear,
lacks
coherence.
-Few ideas,
often
repetitive.
-Inadequate
evidence of
planning/drafti
ng.
Paragraph(s)
not well
presented.

Code 1:
Not achieved
0-29%
0-9½
-Content
irrelevant. No
coherence.
-Ideas
repetitive.
-Non-existent
planning/drafti
ng. Poorly
presented
paragraph(s).

8½-9½
-Critical
awareness of
impact of
language.
-Language,
punctuation
correct; able
to include
figurative

7½-8
-Critical
awareness of
language
evident.
-Language &
punctuation
mostly
correct.

6-7
-Some
awareness of
impact of
language.
-Language
simplistic,
punctuation
adequate.

5-5½
-Limited
critical
language
awareness.
-Language
ordinary &
punctuation
often
inaccurately
used.

4-4½
-Language &
punctuation
flawed.
-Choice of
words limited.
-Style, tone,
register
inappropriate.
-Error-ridden
despite proof-

0-3½
-Language &
punctuation
seriously
flawed.
-Choice of
words
inappropriate.
-Style, tone,
register

Structure
6 marks

Uses
figurative
language.
-Choice of
words highly
appropriate.
-Style, tone,
register highly
suited to topic.
-Virtually
error-free
following
proof-reading
& editing.
5-6
-Coherent
development
of topic. Vivid
detail.
-Sentences,
paragraphs
coherently
constructed.
-Length in
accordance
with
requirements
of topic.

language
correctly.
-Choice of
words varied
& correctly
used.
-Style, tone,
register
appropriately
suited to topic.
-Largely errorfree following
proof-reading,
editing.
4½
-Logical
development
of details.
Coherent.
-Sentences,
paragraphs
logical, varied.
-Length
correct.

-Choice of
words suited
to text.
-Style, tone,
register suited
to topic in
most of the
paragraph(s).
-By and large
error-free
following
proof-reading,
editing.
4
-Several
relevant
details
developed.
-Sentences,
paragraphs
well
constructed.
-Length
almost
correct.

-Choice of
words
adequate.
-Style, tone,
register
generally
consistent
with topic
requirements.
-Still contains
errors
following
proof-reading,
editing.
3-3½
-Some points,
necessary
details
developed.
-Sentences,
paragraphing
might be
faulty in
places but
paragraph(s)
still makes
sense.
-Length
correct.

-Choice of
words basic.
-Style, tone
register
lacking in
coherence.
-Contains
several errors
following
proof-reading,
editing.

reading,
editing.

flawed in all
aspects.
-Error-ridden
& confused
following
proof-reading,
editing.

2½
-Some
necessary
points evident.
-Sentences,
paragraphs
faulty but
ideas can be
understood.
-Length - too
long/short.

2
-Sometimes
off topic.
General line
of thought
difficult to
follow.
-Sentences,
paragraphs
constructed at
an elementary
level.
-Length - too
long/short.

0-1½
-Off topic.
-Sentences,
paragraphs
muddled,
inconsistent.
Length - far
too long/short.
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