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Languages Other Than English

Assessment Advice
First Language Studies

Chinese First Language, Indonesian First Language, Japanese First Language and Korean First Language
Units 1 and 2

School-assessed Coursework

The award of satisfactory completion for a unit is based on a decision that the student has demonstrated achievement of the set of outcomes specified for the unit. This decision will be based on the teacher’s assessment of the student’s overall performance on assessment tasks designated for the unit.

Procedures for the assessment of levels of achievement in Units 1 and 2 are a matter for school decision. Assessment of levels of achievement in these units will not be reported to the Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Authority. Schools may choose to report levels of achievement using grades, descriptive comments or other indicators.

Assessment tasks should be part of the regular teaching and learning program and should not add unduly to the student workload. Assessment tasks should be completed in class under supervision within a limited timeframe. The overall assessment program for the unit should include a variety of assessment task formats, include provision for authentication of student work and take into account the overall workload for students. Teachers must ensure that tasks selected are of comparable scope and demand, and that over the course of the unit, all outcomes are addressed.

Performance descriptors

The following descriptors provide a guide to the standards expected when setting and marking assessment tasks. They describe the knowledge and skills typically demonstrated by students who have achieved scores within each range on the assessment task.

UNIT 1

Outcome 1

Establish and maintain a spoken or written exchange related to an issue of interest or concern.
Assessment tasks
Discussion
or

Personal letter/fax/email

It is expected that the student will respond in the LOTE to all assessment tasks selected. If an oral task is selected for Outcome 1, a written task should be selected for Outcome 3, and vice versa.

	MARK RANGE
	DESCRIPTOR: typical performance in each range

	10–9 marks
	Outstanding ability to explain, persuade or comment on an issue of interest or concern, appropriate to the topic. Consistently exchanges ideas on relevant information, linking and sequencing ideas clearly and logically. Applies the conventions of informal dialogue or correspondence very effectively, and where relevant, is sensitive to non-verbal forms of communication and builds on cues provided. Maintains the discussion or correspondence, achieving a very high level of accuracy in the language, including vocabulary, structures, expressions, pronunciation, intonation, stress and tempo. Uses appropriate register for the audience, context, purpose and text type, and tones or script where relevant.

	8–7 marks
	Effectively explains, persuades or comments on an issue of interest or concern, appropriate to the topic. Exchanges ideas on relevant information, linking and sequencing ideas logically. Applies the conventions of informal dialogue or correspondence effectively, and where relevant, builds on non-verbal forms of communication or cues provided. Maintains the discussion or correspondence, achieving a high level of accuracy in the language, including vocabulary, structures, expressions, pronunciation, intonation, stress and tempo. Uses generally appropriate register for the audience, context, purpose, text type, tones or script where relevant. 

	 6–5 marks
	Explains, persuades or comments on an issue of interest or concern, appropriate to the topic. Exchanges ideas on some relevant information, linking and sequencing ideas. May apply the conventions of informal dialogue or correspondence generally, and where relevant, build on some non-verbal forms of communication or cues provided. The discussion or correspondence may be interrupted by pauses. Achieves accuracy in the language including vocabulary, structures, expressions, pronunciation, intonation, stress and tempo with some inaccuracies. The use of register for the audience, context, purpose, text type, tones or script if applicable may be inaccurate. Makes some false starts or errors. 


	4–3 marks
	Uses limited structures to explain, persuade or comment on an issue of interest or concern. Exchanges some relevant ideas. Applies some conventions of informal dialogue or correspondence and build on some non-verbal forms of communication. The discussion or correspondence is disjointed. Achieves limited accuracy in the language, including vocabulary, structures, expressions, pronunciation, intonation, stress and tempo. Demonstrates little understanding of register appropriate to the audience, context, purpose, text type, tones or script if applicable. Makes false starts and errors. 

	2–1 marks
	Uses very limited structures to explain, persuade or comment on an issue of interest or concern, presenting few ideas. Demonstrates minimal understanding of the conventions of informal dialogue or correspondence. The level of language is very limited. Frequent errors interfere with the ability to convey meaning. 


These performance descriptors reflect the assessment approach used for Units 3 and 4.

There is no set mark allocation in Units 1 and 2. The 10-point marking scale is merely indicative of possible grading.
Outcome 2
Listen to, read and reorganise information and ideas from spoken and written texts.
Assessment tasks
Task A

Listen to a spoken text (e.g. discussion, interview, broadcast) and extract and use information and ideas in a different text type.
and
Task B

Read a written text (e.g. article, report, letter) and extract and use information and ideas in a different text type.
It is expected that the student will respond in the LOTE.

	MARK RANGE
	DESCRIPTOR: typical performance in each range

	10–9 marks
	Comprehensive understanding of the overall meaning and purpose of the spoken or written texts. Demonstrates highly effective recognition and use of a broad range of vocabulary, structures and content related to the topic. Accurately infers meaning of unfamiliar words or phrases from context and grammatical markers, identifying main points and supporting ideas. Extracts and reorganises the information from one text type to another in a very effective manner by linking items from various parts of the text. Uses a range of successful strategies to confirm meaning and demonstrates perceptive appreciation of cultural aspects critical to understanding the text. 


	8–7 marks
	Sound understanding of the meaning and purpose of the spoken or written texts. Demonstrates effective recognition and use of a range of vocabulary, structures and content related to the topic. Accurately infers meaning of most unfamiliar words or phrases from context and grammatical markers, identifying main points and supporting ideas. Extracts and reorganises most information from one text type to another effectively by linking items from various parts of the text. Uses various strategies to confirm meaning and demonstrates keen appreciation of cultural aspects critical to understanding the text.

	6–5 marks
	Understanding of the meaning and purpose of the spoken or written texts is generally appropriate. Demonstrates some recognition and use of a range of vocabulary, structures and content related to the topic. Infers meaning of some unfamiliar words or phrases from context and grammatical markers, identifying main points and supporting ideas. Extracts and reorganises some information from one text type to another in a satisfactory manner by linking items from various parts of the text. Uses some strategies to confirm meaning and demonstrates some appreciation of cultural aspects critical to understanding the text.


	4–3 marks
	Limited understanding of the meaning and purpose of the spoken or written texts. Demonstrates little recognition and use of a range of vocabulary structures and content related to the topic. Infers meaning of few unfamiliar words or phrases from context and grammatical markers, identifying main points and supporting ideas. Limited ability to extract and reorganise information from one text type to another. Uses few strategies to confirm meaning and demonstrates slight appreciation of cultural aspects critical to understanding the text.

	2–1 marks
	Minimal understanding of the meaning and purpose of the spoken or written texts. Extracts little meaning from language, identifying few main points and supporting ideas. Very limited ability to extract and reorganise information from one text type to another and has significant difficulty handling the different text types. Identifies isolated detail and/or single words, demonstrating minimal understanding of cultural aspects critical to understanding the text.


These performance descriptors reflect the assessment approach used for Units 3 and 4.

There is no set mark allocation in Units 1 and 2. The 10-point marking scale is merely indicative of possible grading.
Outcome 3
Produce a personal response to a fictional text.
Assessment tasks
Oral presentation

or

Review

or

Article
It is expected that the student will respond in the LOTE to all assessment tasks selected. If an oral task is selected for Outcome 1, a written task should be selected for Outcome 3, and vice versa.

	MARK RANGE
	DESCRIPTOR: typical performance in each range

	10–9 marks
	Presents highly effective personal comment or perspective on aspects of the fictional text, responding accurately and appropriately for the context, audience and purpose described. Uses consistently precise structures related to comparing and/or summarising experiences, opinions, ideas, feelings and reactions by supporting views with accurate evidence from the text. Demonstrates efficient use of relevant reference materials.

	8–7 marks
	Presents effective personal comment or perspective on aspects of the fictional text, responding accurately for the context, audience and purpose described. Uses generally accurate structures related to comparing and/or summarising experiences, opinions, ideas, feelings and reactions by supporting views with mostly accurate evidence from the text. Demonstrates use of relevant reference materials.

	6–5 marks
	Presents some personal comment or perspective on aspects of the fictional text, responding fairly accurately for the context, audience and purpose described. Uses some accurate structures related to comparing and/or summarising experiences, opinions, ideas, feelings and reactions by supporting views with some evidence from the text. Demonstrates some use of relevant reference materials.


	4–3 marks
	Presents limited personal comment or perspective on aspects of the fictional text, responding for the context, audience and purpose described. Uses some structures related to comparing and/or summarising experiences, opinions, ideas, feelings and reactions but views are generally not supported with evidence from the text. Demonstrates limited use of relevant reference materials. 

	2–1 marks
	Presents very limited personal comment or perspective on aspects of the fictional text, responding for the context, audience and purpose described. Uses few structures related to comparing and/or summarising experiences, opinions, ideas, feelings and reactions, but views are not supported with evidence from the text. Demonstrates minimal use of relevant reference materials.


These performance descriptors reflect the assessment approach used for Units 3 and 4.
There is no set mark allocation in Units 1 and 2. The 10-point marking scale is merely indicative of possible grading.
UNIT 2
Outcome 1

Participate in a spoken or written exchange focusing on the resolution of an issue.
Assessment tasks
Formal letter, or fax, or email

or

Role-play
It is expected that the student will respond in the LOTE to all assessment tasks selected. If an oral task is selected for Outcome 1, a written task should be selected for Outcome 3, and vice versa.

	MARK RANGE
	DESCRIPTOR: typical performance in each range

	10–9 marks
	Consistently achieves a very high level of accuracy when participating in the spoken or written exchange focusing on the resolution of an issue in the role-play or written communication. Makes very effective use of a broad range of structures appropriate to the topic areas by using strategies and structures that clearly persuade, reach agreement or resolve an issue, using fillers, affirming phrases and exclamations if applicable. Links and sequences ideas successfully to add weight to argument. Initiates, maintains, directs and closes the communication using gesture and body language, if applicable, and examples and reasons that enhance meaning and convince. Imitates and responds effectively for audience, context and purpose.

	8–7 marks
	Achieves a high level of accuracy when participating in the spoken or written exchange focusing on the resolution of an issue in the role-play or written communication. Makes effective use of a range of structures appropriate to the topic areas by using strategies and structures that persuade, reach agreement or resolve an issue, using fillers, affirming phrases and exclamations if applicable. Links and sequences most ideas successfully to add weight to argument. Initiates, maintains, directs and closes the communication using gesture and body language, if applicable, and examples and reasons that enhance meaning and convince. Imitates and responds quite effectively for audience, context and purpose.

	6–5 marks
	Achieves a satisfactory level of accuracy when participating in the spoken or written exchange focusing on the resolution of an issue in the role-play or written communication. Makes some use of structures appropriate to the topic areas by using strategies and structures that persuade, reach agreement or resolve an issue, using fillers, affirming phrases and exclamations if applicable. Links and sequences some ideas successfully to add weight to argument. Initiates, maintains, directs and closes the communication satisfactorily using gesture and body language, if applicable, and examples and reasons that enhance meaning and convince. Generally imitates and responds adequately for audience, context and purpose.


	4–3 marks
	Achieves a limited level of accuracy when participating in the spoken or written exchange focusing on the resolution of an issue in the role-play or written communication. Makes little use of structures appropriate to the topic areas that use strategies and structures to persuade, reach agreement or resolve an issue, using fillers, affirming phrases and exclamations if applicable. Links and sequences some ideas successfully to add weight to argument. Significant problems limit the attempt to initiate, maintain, direct or close the communication using gesture and body language, if applicable, and examples and reasons that enhance meaning and convince. Attempts to respond in a limited manner for audience, context and purpose. 

	2–1 marks
	Achieves minimal accuracy when participating in the spoken or written exchange focusing on the resolution of an issue in the role-play or written communication. Makes very little use of structures appropriate to the topic areas that use strategies and structures to persuade, reach agreement or resolve an issue, using fillers, affirming phrases and exclamations if applicable. May link and sequence some ideas but does not convince. Significant problems limit the attempt to communicate efficiently for audience, context and purpose.


These performance descriptors reflect the assessment approach used for Units 3 and 4.

There is no set mark allocation in Units 1 and 2. The 10-point marking scale is merely indicative of possible grading.
Outcome 2
Listen to, read, and extract and compare information and ideas from spoken and written texts.
Assessment tasks
Task A

Listen to two or more spoken texts (e.g. interviews, discussion, debate) and compare information and ideas in a given format in the LOTE.
and
Task B

Read two or more written texts (e.g. letters, articles, reports) and compare information and ideas in a given format in the LOTE.
It is expected that the texts used are in the LOTE and that the student will respond in the LOTE to all assessment tasks.

	MARK RANGE
	DESCRIPTOR: typical performance in each range

	10–9 marks
	Uses a broad range of vocabulary, structures and content to compare ideas by comprehensive recognition of stylistic features such as contrast, repetition and understatement. Consistently infers accurate meaning from linguistic and contextual features. Clearly and accurately summarises, explains and compares information and ideas from different texts accurately inferring points of view, opinions and ideas. Extracts and reorganises information and ideas by logically linking items from various parts of the text, keenly appreciating the cultural aspects critical to understanding the texts.


	8–7 marks
	Uses a sound range of vocabulary, structures and content to compare ideas by recognition of stylistic features such as contrast, repetition and understatement. Generally infers accurate meaning from linguistic and contextual features. Summarises, explains and compares information and ideas appropriately from different texts inferring many points of view, opinions and ideas. Extracts and reorganises information and ideas by linking items from various parts of the text, successfully appreciating the cultural aspects critical to understanding the texts.

	6–5 marks
	Uses a satisfactory range of vocabulary, structures and content to compare ideas by recognition of stylistic features such as contrast, repetition and understatement. Generally infers some meaning from linguistic and contextual features. Summarises, explains and compares some information and ideas from different texts inferring many points of view, opinions and ideas. Extracts and reorganises information and ideas, and may link items from various parts of the text. Appreciates some of the cultural aspects critical to understanding the texts.


	4–3 marks
	Uses a limited range of vocabulary, structures and content to compare ideas but demonstrates little recognition of stylistic features such as contrast, repetition and understatement. May infer some meaning from linguistic and contextual features. Limited ability to summarise, explain and compare information and ideas from different texts or to infer points of view, opinions and ideas. Extracts and reorganises limited information and ideas. Appreciates few of the cultural aspects critical to understanding the texts.

	2–1 marks
	Uses a very limited range of vocabulary, structures and content to compare ideas but demonstrates minimal recognition of stylistic features such as contrast, repetition and understatement. Infers very little meaning from linguistic and contextual features. Minimal ability to summarise, explain and compare information and ideas from different texts or to infer points of view, opinions and ideas. Extracts and reorganises very limited information and ideas. Appreciates very few of the cultural aspects critical to understanding the texts.


These performance descriptors reflect the assessment approach used for Units 3 and 4.

There is no set mark allocation in Units 1 and 2. The 10-point marking scale is merely indicative of possible grading.
Outcome 3
Produce an imaginative piece in spoken or written form.
Assessment tasks
Journal entry
or

Spoken personal account
or

Short story

It is expected that the student will respond in the LOTE to all assessment tasks selected. If an oral task is selected for Outcome 1, a written task should be selected for Outcome 3, and vice versa.

	MARK RANGE
	DESCRIPTOR: typical performance in each range

	10–9 marks
	Produces a highly effective original imaginative spoken or written text demonstrating comprehensive understanding of the conventions of the text type required. Uses a broad range of structures, vocabulary and expressions related to describing, recounting or narrating. Consistently uses stylistic techniques such as imagery, questions and exclamations. Structures language and writing accurately and sequences main ideas/events clearly and logically for the audience, context and purpose.

	8–7 marks
	Produces an effective original imaginative spoken or written text demonstrating clear understanding of the conventions of the text type required. Uses a range of structures, vocabulary and expressions related to describing, recounting or narrating. Generally uses some stylistic techniques such as imagery, questions and exclamations. Structures language and writing quite accurately and sequences main ideas/events logically for the audience, context and purpose.

	6–5 marks
	Produces a satisfactory imaginative spoken or written text demonstrating adequate understanding of the conventions of the text type required. Uses a narrow range of structures, vocabulary and expressions related to describing, recounting or narrating. May use some stylistic techniques such as imagery, questions and exclamations. Attempts to structure language and writing satisfactorily and sequence main ideas/events for the audience, context and purpose.


	4–3 marks
	Produces a limited imaginative spoken or written text demonstrating some understanding of the conventions of the text type required. Uses a very narrow range of structures, vocabulary and expressions, related to describing, recounting or narrating. Demonstrates little attempt to structure language and writing or to sequence main ideas/events for the audience, context and purpose. Meaning is conveyed although inaccuracies may occur. 

	2–1 marks
	Produces a very limited imaginative spoken or written text demonstrating little understanding of the conventions of the text type required. Demonstrates minimal use of structures, vocabulary and expressions related to describing, recounting or narrating, and little attempt to structure language and writing for the audience, context and purpose. Meaning is conveyed although inaccuracies occur.


These performance descriptors reflect the assessment approach used for Units 3 and 4.

There is no set mark allocation in Units 1 and 2. The 10-point marking scale is merely indicative of possible grading.
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