Speaking

Marks for rôle-play performances are awarded positively on a scale of 1-10 using the following

assessment grids. The mark awarded reflects the extent to which the task as a whole has been

successfully communicated and completed. To determine whether a candidate should gain the

upper or lower number of marks in the box which best describes the performance, it is important

to refer to the boxes above and below. If the candidate's performance borders more on the

performance of the box below than the box above, then the lower mark is allocated. On certain

occasions, a candidate performance may require a “best fit” mark.

Rôle-play A Communication and content

9-10
Conveys all information required

Interacts extremely well

No prompting necessary 

7-8
Conveys most information required

(At least three prescribed tasks)

Little or no prompting necessary

5-6
Conveys half the required information

(At least two prescribed tasks)

Little prompting necessary

3-4
Conveys less than half the required information

(At least one prescribed task)

Some prompting necessary

1-2
One prescribed task completed satisfactorily

Extremely hesitant, reliant on prompting

0
No effective communication

Rôle-play B Communication and content

9-10
Conveys all information required

Deals with unpredictable element with success

Interacts well

No prompting necessary (takes the initiative)

7-8
Conveys most of the information required

One element with partial success

Little hesitation

Little or no prompting necessary

5-6
5-6

Conveys most essential information

One element omitted or unsuccessful

A degree of hesitation

3-4
Conveys some information

Does not attempt some of the tasks

Some prompting necessary

1-2
Conveys only one relevant piece of information

Extremely hesitant

Reliant on prompting

0
No effective communication

Rôle-play C Communication and content

9-10
All prescribed elements conveyed without ambiguity and without

prompting from the teacher-examiner. Takes the initiative and expands.

Deals with both unpredictable elements without difficulty. Very little or

no hesitation.

7-8
Conveys all predictable information required and attempts unpredictable

with partial success (or) conveys both unpredictable elements and most

of the predictable information required. Produces extended replies.

Minimal hesitation evident.

5-6
One element omitted or whole rôle-play attempted, but not successfully.

A degree of hesitation evident but not unduly reliant on the teacher-examiner.

Some significant language error which impedes

communication to some extent. Unable to deal with unpredictable

elements.

3-4
Conveys some of the prescribed elements without ambiguity. Hesitant

and reliant to some extent on the teacher-examiner. Does not attempt

some of the tasks.

1-2
Conveys only one element without ambiguity. Extremely hesitant.

Communication seriously impaired through poor pronunciation and

language errors.

0
 No effective communication.

Assessment criteria . Conversation

Students can gain up to ten marks in each of the following:

· Communication and content

· Application of language

· Accuracy

Marks are not allocated separately for each topic but are awarded for performance throughout

the full conversation (both topics). Please refer to the following assessment grid.

Conversation

Communication and

content
Application of language 
Accuracy

9-10 Responds very well indeed

to a wide range of question

types. Extremely responsive, expands and develops relevant

interchange on own initiative. Clearly expresses wide range of opinions and attitudes. Frequently justifies opinions.
9-10 Deploys a very wide range of structures and lexis as appropriate to questions. Use of some more complex lexical items. Very competent use of present, past and future modes.
9-10 Very accurate indeed

although isolated, usually

insignificant, errors may

occur. Pronunciation and

intonation of a consistently

good standard.

7-8 Responds well to a wide

range of question types

although occasional

prompting required. Takes

initiative/develops more

elaborate responses. Conveys opinions without undue difficulty.
7-8 Generally at ease with

subordination. Uses reasonably

wide and mostly appropriate range of structure and lexis. Unambiguous use of tenses other than the present.
7-8 Generally accurate in

straightforward language but

errors made (possibly basic)

in more complex language.

Pronunciation and intonation

generally good.

5-6 Responds well to familiar,

straightforward questions

but experiences problems

with more complex question forms. Conveys simple opinions. Deals with open questions but rarely expands. Dependent on teacher-examiner's structured language.
5-6 Offers some examples of

subordination. Uses tenses without ambiguity. Mostly predictable lexical items deployed.
5-6 Generally accurate in simple, basic language despite a fair number of significant errors. Less accurate in more

unfamiliar language situations. Some inconsistency. Pronunciation generally accurate.

3-4 Responses restricted to very

straightforward questions.

Answers invariably limited,

short and very hesitant. Very dependent on teacher-examiner's. language and

prompts. Opinions limited

to basic likes and dislikes.
3-4 Predominantly uses short main clause structures. Little or no awareness of tense concept other than the present.   Inappropriate lexical items may impede communication at times. Deploys a

very limited/repetitive range of structure and lexis.
3-4 Communicates main points

despite high incidence of

errors. Some .pre-learnt.

stereotypes correct but frequent and basic inaccuracy in manipulated language.

Pronunciation inconsistent.

1-2 Produces minimal responses (mainly one-word replies or very short phrases). Limited comprehension of basic

questions and limited response. Totally reliant on teacher-examiner.s structured questions.
1-2 Operates only in most basic

structures. Rarely offers complete sentences. Resorts frequently to non-target language.
1-2 Consistently inaccurate

language. Pronunciation

impedes basic communication

most of the time. Offers only

isolated examples of accurate

language. Pronunciation very

poor.

0 No rewardable communication/content.
0 No rewardable language. 
0 No rewardable language.

