	Mark 
	Knowledge and understanding (AO4) 
	
	Mark 
	Organisation and Development of Ideas
	
	Mark
	Quality of Language

	 27–30 
	Excellent k/u. Highly relevant and perceptive. Excellent ability to analyse and to substantiate points in depth. Excellent insight into the topic/text. Very high degree of independent judgement. 
	
	9
	Excellent o/d. Material very effectively marshalled and developed within a carefully planned framework. Logical sequence of ideas. Skilfully controlled throughout.
	
	5/6
	Excellent communication. Language almost always fluent, varied and appropriate. Wide range of lexis and structures. High level of accuracy.

	24–26 
	Very good k/u, showing ability to analyse in depth. Clearly expressed and largely relevant; points well substantiated. Very good degree of independent judgement. 
	
	8
	Very good o/d. Material very well planned and sequenced. Good control and coherently presented argument.
	
	4
	Very good communication. Errors rarely impede comprehensibility. Language mainly accurate and appropriate. Good range of lexis and structures. Good handling of complex structures and good use of idioms.

	21–23 
	Good k/u. Sound ability to analyse and substantiate points but tends to lack originality. Mostly relevant with minor lapses. Good degree of independent judgement. 
	
	7
	Good o/d of material and effective sequencing of ideas. Generally well constructed with minor lapses.
	
	3
	Satisfactory to good communication. Inaccurate language occasionally impedes comprehensibility. Fair range of appropriate lexis. Structures often well handled.

	18–20 
	Adequate k/u. Shows ability to analyse and substantiate points but is inconsistent. Minor digressions. Beginnings of independent judgement. 
	
	6
	Satisfactory o/d of material. Development patchy and/or unambitious. Ideas not always effectively sequenced.
	
	2
	Some communication achieved but lacks comprehensibility at times. Limited linguistic range; basic sentence construction. Register often inappropriate.

	15–17 
	Satisfactory k/u. Modest ability to analyse and substantiate points. Some irrelevance and lack of clarity at times. 
	
	5
	Some o/d. Development of ideas impeded at times by lack of ability to organise material logically. Rambling and/or repetitive at times.
	
	1
	Very basic level of communication. Language often breaks down because of lack of linguistic knowledge and/or ability to use structures. Very inaccurate.

	12–14 
	Moderate k/u but significant omissions. Some ability to analyse and substantiate points. Contains some irrelevance/ inaccuracy. Attempts to evaluate but treatment often too factual. 
	
	4
	Limited o/d. Attempts to construct an argument. Limited ability to draw conclusions.
	
	0
	No rewardable language

	9–11 
	Limited k/u. A small amount of relevant material presented, showing limited ability to analyse and substantiate points. Tends to be predominantly descriptive/narrative. 
	
	3
	Very limited o/d. Structure lacks coherence. Very limited ability to draw conclusions
	
	
	



Improve:
___________________________________________________	_____________________________________	______________________________________

___________________________________________________	_____________________________________	______________________________________
