 A holistic scale for writing
Scores

6 Demonstrates clear competence in writing on both the rhetorical and syntactic levels, though it may have occasional errors.

A paper in this category

· effectively addresses the writing task

· is well organized and well developed

· uses clearly appropriate details to support a thesis illustrate ideas 

· displays consistent facility in the use of language

· demonstrates syntactic variety and appropriate word choice

5 Demonstrates competence in writing on both the rhetorical and syntactic levels, though it will probably have occasional errors.

A paper in this category

· may address some parts of the task more effectively than others

· is generally well organized and developed

· uses details to support a thesis or illustrate an idea

· displays facility in the of language

· demonstrates some syntactic variety and range of vocabulary

4 Demonstrates minimal competence in writing on both the rhetorical and syntactic levels.

A paper in this category

· addresses the writing topic adequately but may slight parts of the task

· is adequately organized and developed

· uses some details to support a thesis or illustrate an idea

· demonstrates adequate but possibly inconsistent facility with syntax and usage

· may contain some errors that occasionally obscure meaning

3 Demonstrates some developing competence in writing, but it remains flawed on either the rhetorical or syntactic level, or both.

A paper in this category may reveal one or more the following weaknesses:

· inadequate organization or development

· inappropriate or insufficient details to support or illustrate generalizations

· a noticeably inappropriate choice of words or word forms

· an accumulation of errors in sentence structure and/or usage

2 Suggests incompetence in writing. 

A paper in this category is seriously flawed by one or more of the following weaknesses:

· serious disorganization or underdevelopment

· little or no detail, or irrelevant specifics

· serious and frequent errors in sentence structure or usage

· serious problems with focus

1                     Demonstrates incompetence in writing

A paper in this category 

· may be incoherent

· may be undeveloped
· may contain severe and persistent writing errors
An analytic scale for speaking
TESTING SPEAKING SKILLS

Marking criteria

1. TASK  ACHIEVEMENT

3 Giving and seeking personal views and opinions in informal and formal       situations, confidence in dealing with unpredictable elements in conversations, expressing ideas clearly and effectively with a high degree of fluency and appropriacy

2 Giving and justifying opinions when discussing matters of personal and topical interests, effective interaction in discussion, adaptation of language to deal with some unprepared situations

1 Active participation i discussion, but when discussion concerns complex and unfamiliar area, there are problems to follow the discussion and implement tasks

0 Inadequate answer bearing little or no relation to the task, no logical structure

2. FLUENCY

4
Fluent mastery of the language, very few long pauses, general meaning  clear, very few interruptions necessary

3 Clear and effective communication, a few unnatural pauses, few interruptions usually necessary but intention is clear

2
Competent communication making themselves understood with little or no difficulty, using the language to meet most of needs for information and explanation, some interruptions necessary, longer pauses to search for word or meaning

1 Basic communication, short conversations, seeking and conveying information in simple terms, unnaturally long pauses

0    Communication full of pauses, very halting delivery

3. LANGUAGE IN USE (Grammar)
4 Accurate mastery of grammar, minor mistakes, precision in well-structure language

3
A high degree of accuracy, a few grammatical errors but most sentences correct, 

2
Generally good usage of grammar, a few grammatical errors but only 1 or 2 causing confusion

1 Quite a few mistakes in grammar, some errors cause confusion

0
Basic grammar errors causing misunderstanding or serious confusion

4.   LANGUAGE  IN  USE (Vocabulary pronunciation, intonation)

4      Accurate mastery of vocabulary, not much searching for words, consistently accurate 
        pronunciation, possibility to vary intonation

3
Appropriate use of vocabulary, sometimes searching for words, speaking confidently with good pronunciation and intonation

2 Generally good usage of vocabulary, searches for words, good pronunciation and intonation

1 
Quite a few mistakes in vocabulary which sometimes interfere with communication, limited expressions, a few pronunciation errors

0        Limited expressions, several serious pronunciation errors

A holistic scale for speaking
60 Communciation almost always effective: task performed very competently

     Speaker volunteers information freely, with little or no effort, and may go beyond the task
      by using additional appropriate functions.
      Native-like repair strategies

      Sophisticated expressions

      Very strong content

       Almost no listener effort required

50  Communication generally effective: task performed competently.

      Speaker volunteers information, sometimes with effort; usually does not run out of time. 

      Linguistic weaknesses may necessitate some repair strategies that may be slightly     

      distracting

      Expressions sometimes awkward

      Generally strong content

      Little listener effort required

40  Communication somewhat effective: task performed somewhat competently.

      Speaker responds with effort; sometimes provides speed sample and sometimes runs out 
      of time.. 

      Sometimes excessive, distracting, and ineffective repair strategies used to compensate for  

      linguistic weaknesses (e.g. vocabulary and/or grammar)

      Adequate content

      Some listener effort required

30  Communication generally not effective: task generally performed poorly.

       Speaker responds with much effort; provides limited speed sample and often runs out of 
      time.. 

      Repair strategies excessive, very distracting, and ineffective

      Much listener effort required

      Difficult to tell if task is fully performed because of linguistic weaknesses, but function    

      can be identified

20  No effective communication: no evidence of ability to perform task.

      Extreme speaker effort is evident; speaker may repeat prompt, give up on task, or be 
      silent.

      Attempts to perform task end in failure

      Only isolated words or phrases intelligible, even with much listener effort 

      Function cannot be identified

                                                                           (Luoma 2004, Assessing Speaking , p. 70)
A holistic scale

60 Communciation almost always effective: task performed very competently

      Functions performed clearly and effectively

      Appropriate response to audience/situation

      Coherent, with effective use of cohesive devices

      Use of linguistic features almost always effective; communication not affected by

       minor errors 

50  Communication generally effective: task performed competently.

      Functions generally performed clearly and effectively

      Generally appropriate response to audience/situation

      Coherent, with some effective use of cohesive devices

      Use of linguistic features generally effective; communication generally not affected   

       by errors 

40  Communication somewhat effective: task performed somewhat competently.

      Functions performed somewhat clearly and effectively

      Somewhat appropriate response to audience/situation

      Somewhat coherent, with some use of cohesive devices

      Use of linguistic features somewhat effective; communication sometimes affected 

       by errors 

30  Communication generally not effective: task generally performed poorly.

      Functions generally performed unclearly and ineffectively

      Generally inappropriate response to audience/situation

      Generally incoherent, with little use of cohesive devices

      Use of linguistic features generally poor; communication often impeded by

       major errors 

20  No effective communication: no evidence of ability to perform task.

      No evidence that functions were performed

      No evidence of ability to respond to audience/situation

      Incoherent, with no use of cohesive devices

      Use of linguistic features poor; communication ineffective due to major errors 

                                                                           (Luoma 2004, Assessing Speaking, p. 69)

