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o No rewardable material

Level1 [1-4 Descriptive

«  Demonstrates limited awareness of similarities,
differences or links between texts. Describes the texts as
separate entities.

«  Shows limited awareness of different interpretations and
alternative readings of texts. Limited linking of
alternative readings to own response.

Level 2 |5-9 General exploration

« Identifies general similarities, differences or links
between texts. Makes general cross-references between
texts

« Offers straightforward explanations of different
interpretations and alternative readings of texts. Some
support of own ideas given with reference to generic
alternative interpretations.

Level 3 [10-14 | Detailed exploration

«  Makes clear connections between texts, developing an
integrated, connective approach with clear examples.

« Offers clear understanding of different interpretations
and alternative readings of texts. Explores different
interpretations in support or contrast to own argument.

Level 4 [15-19 | Discriminating exploration

« Analyses connections between texts. Takes a controlled
discriminating approach to integration with detailed
examples.

« Produces a developed exploration of different
interpretations and alternative readings of texts.
Discussion is controlled and offers integrated exploration
of alternative interpretations in development of own
critical position.

Level 5 | 20-24

ical and evaluative

«  Evaluates connections between texts. Exhibits a
sophisticated connective approach with exemplification

«  Applies a sustained evaluation of different interpretations
of texts. This is cogent and supported by sophisticated
use of application of alternative interpretations to
illuminate own critical position.
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Mid (3-5 marks)
Qualities of level are
largely met

High (6-7 marks)
Qualities of level are
convincingly met

ideas. Limited use of appropriate concepts and terminology
with frequent errors and lapses of expression.

o Uses a narrative or descriptive approach that shows limited
knowledge of texts. Shows a lack of understanding of the
writer’s craft.

o Shows limited awareness of contextual factors.

Level |8-14 | Low (8-9 marks) General understanding
2 Qualities of levels are | 4 Makes general points, identifying some literary techniques with
inconsistently met general explanation of effects. Aware of some appropriate
Mid (10-12 marks) concepts and terminology. Organises and expresses ideas with
Qualites of level are dlarity, although still has errors and lapses.
largely met o Gives surface readings of texts and shows general
Hioh (1314 marks) understanding of writer's craft by commenting on
straightforward elements.
Qualities of level are
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Level [ 15-21 | Low (15-16 marks) | Clear relevant application
3 Qualities of levels are | 4 Offers a clear response using relevant textual examples.
inconsistently met Relevant use of terminology and concepts. Creates 2 logical,
Mid (17-10 marks) clear structure with few errors and lapses in expression.
Qualities of level are |+  Shows clear understanding of writer’s craft. Demonstrates
largely met knowledge of how meanings are shaped with consistent
- I
High (20-21 marks) analvets
Qualities of level are |+ 1dentifies detailed points to link texts and contexts. These are
convincingly met supported by specific textual examples that show clear
understanding of significance and influence.
Level | 22-29 | Low (22-23 marks) criminating controlled application
a Qualities of levels are
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Mid (24-27 marks)
Qualities of level are
largely met

High (28-29 marks)
Qualities of level are
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o Constructs a controlled argument with fluently embedded
examples. Discriminating use of concepts and terminology.
Controls structures with precise cohesive transitions and
carefully chosen language.

o Analyses the effects of literary features and demonstrates
discriminating understanding of how meanings are shaped.
Controlled analysis that is aware of nuances and subtleties of
the writer's craft.

o Provides a discriminating analysis of how context influences the
writer’s craft. Explores links in a detailed way.
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