	Criteria Grid for Matura Essays – KSL

	mark
	Language in Use (50%)
	Content (50%)

	
	range of style  grammar / vocabulary
	accuracy  grammar / vocabulary
	· originality and ideas

· relevance and coverage
	organi​sation
	· coherence

· paragraphing

	6
	· Uses a wide range of syntactical structures including several complex sentences.

· Uses a wide range of vocabulary within the task set. 

· Uses a wide range of cohesive devices within the task set. 

· Uses language flexibly and effectively, including emotional, allusive and joking usage.

· Uses some nice collocations and/or colloquial expressions.

· The tone and style is consistently appropriate. 

· Produces skilful formulations and on the whole a clear and naturally flowing text.
	· Errors are rather rare and/or difficult to spot.
· Can maintain a high degree of grammatical accuracy also in complex structures. 

· Lexical mistakes occur mainly in rather specialised areas.

· Spelling is no/hardly a problem.

· Errors in complex structures or demanding expressions may be due to ambition.
	· Can set up his/her own central thesis if applicable.

· Can limit the topic and/or define core aspects well.

· Can give very good reasons in support of and against a specific point of view, underlining the relevant salient issues.

· Can support his/her reasoning with striking examples.

· Can link topic to other fields of general interest, dealing with it on an abstract level.

· Can synthesise the arguments and round off with a concise conclusion that can include a personal, well-founded opinion. 
	· Can link thesis, arguments and conclusion clearly and concisely.

· Ideas are effectively organised and paragraphed in accordance to their importance.

· The sense of direction is very clear.
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	· Uses a good range of syntactical structures including a few complex sentence forms.

· Uses a good range of vocabulary within the task set. 

· Uses a good range of cohesive devices.

· The style is appropriate to the task but there are some problems with the flexibility of tone and style.

· Can produce a nicely  flowing text.
	· Demonstrates good control of grammatical and lexical accuracy. 

· Errors occur mainly when attempting more complex language.

· Spelling is rarely a problem also with less common words.

· Occasional errors do not cause misunderstandings.
	· Can give several good reasons in support of and against a specific point of view.

· Can support his/her reasoning with relevant examples.

· Can synthesise the arguments and come to a meaningful conclusion that can include a personal opinion without being superficial.


	· Can clearly link title, (thesis,) arguments and conclusion.

· Ideas are clearly organised and paragraphed.

· There is no ‘jumpiness’, and the sense of direction is clear within the paragraphs and the essay.
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	· Uses an adequate range of syntactical structures. 

· Uses a sufficient range of vocabulary, which fulfils the requirements of the task.

· Uses simple but appropriate cohesive devices.

· The tone and style is reasonably appropriate to the task, but not always successful.

· Has an occasional difficulty with naturalness of expression.
	· A number of grammatical and lexical errors are present. 

· The errors may show signs of first language influence, especially in rather complex structures.

· Spelling is reasonably accurate.

· The errors do not impede communication.


	· Can discuss a topic reasonably well, giving some reasons in support of and against a specific point of view.

· Can support his/her arguments with examples.

· Can come to a general conclusion drawn from arguments in the essay, but some aspects may be slightly debatable.


	· Title, (thesis,) arguments and conclusion are linked weakly, but the text as a whole is coherent.

· Ideas are on the whole ade​qua​te​ly organised and paragraphed.

· There is little ‘jumpiness’.
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	· Uses mainly simple syntactical structures.

· Uses a narrow range of vocabulary.

· Has problems with some word combinations, and circumlocutions are obvious.

· Uses a narrow range of cohesive devices and/or uses some of them incorrectly.

· Has problems with flexibility of style, and attempts at appropriate register are unsuccessful and/or inconsistent.

· Produces unskilful formulations.
	· There is a large number of errors. 

· Makes mistakes in common structures, and has great difficulty with more complex structures.

· The errors can distract the reader and may obscure communication at times, even though the reader can normally interpret correctly on the basis of the context.

· There is interference from the first or some other language.

· Spelling is inaccurate. 


	· Arguments are one-sided, superficial and/or partially irrelevant.

· Doesn’t discuss some of the arguments and support them with examples.

· Some arguments/ideas are not very clear or can be interpreted in different ways.

· Some aspects are contradictory.

· The conclusion is debatable and/or only partially relevant and/or  superficial.

· The essay as a whole is short and simple.

· There are repetitions and redundancies.
	· Inconsistencies cause a break-up in reading since the text is only coherent in parts.

· Ideas are inade​quately organised, so there is considerable ‘jumpiness’.

· Ideas are inadequa​tely para​graphed and/or developed (too many/ too few paragraphs, paragraphs too long/short).

· The sense of direction is unclear.

· Title is not coherent to the essay.
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	· Uses mainly basic syntactical structures.

· Uses a very limited range of everyday vocabulary. 

· Gaps of vocabulary and certain expressions make the text hard to understand.

· Uses only the most frequent connectors (and, but, because and so).

· There is little awareness of appropriate register.

· Produces clumsy formulations.
	· Makes some/often basic mistakes in common structures (tenses, inflected forms, i.e. spelling according to grammatical function, endings of verbs/nouns).

· Makes frequent lexical mistakes.

· Makes errors which cause misunderstandings.

· There is interference from another language in common structures.
	· The introduction is missing.

· Central aspects are contradictory.

· The arguments given are superficial and irrelevant.

· Hardly discusses the arguments and doesn’t support them with examples.

· The arguments/ideas are not clear.

· The conclusion is highly debatable, irrelevant and/or trivial.
	· The text as a whole seems incoherent, which makes it hard to understand.

· Ideas are hardly organised.

· Ideas are hardly paragraphed.
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	· Has only limited control of a few very simple grammatical structures and sentence patterns.

· The text is sometimes very hard or impossible to understand because the repertoire of words and simple phrases is too basic.

· Uses only very basic linear connectors (and, then).

· There is no awareness of appropriate register.

· Produces incomprehensible formulations.
	· Makes systematically basic mistakes.

· No evidence of language control.

· Makes mistakes which can only be interpreted correctly if the reader speaks the writer’s first language.
	· Achieves nothing.

· The arguments given are totally irrelevant. 

· The conclusion is incomprehensible

· There is no conclusion.
	· Coherence problems make the text very hard or impossible to understand.

· Ideas are not organised at all.

· Ideas are not paragraphed at all.

· There is no sense of direction.
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