1.8 Text Connections –new and conditions of assessment

Achievement Standard (new) 
	Subject Reference
	English 1.8

	Title
	Explain significant connection(s) across texts, with evidence from each text

	Level
	1
	Credits
	4
	Assessment
	Internal

	Subfield
	English

	Domain
	English

	Status
	
	Status date
	

	Planned review date
	
	Date version published
	


This achievement standard involves explaining significant connections across a range of texts.
Achievement Criteria

	Achievement
	Achievement with Merit
	Achievement with Excellence

	· Explain significant connection(s) across texts, with evidence from each text.
	· Convincingly explain significant connection(s) across texts, with evidence from each text.
	· Perceptively explain significant connection(s) across texts, with evidence from each text.


Explanatory Notes

1. This standard is derived from the Level 6 Making Meaning strand [listening, reading, viewing] and the Creating Meaning strand [speaking, writing, viewing] and related achievement objectives in the English Learning Area of The New Zealand Curriculum, Learning Media, Ministry of Education, 2007.  Texts chosen should be at Curriculum Level 6 and/or have characteristics that enable students to meet the expected level of explanation.

2. The texts selected for study can be any combination of written, visual and/or oral. 

3. At least four written, oral and/or visual texts (short and/or extended) should be included.  At least one text must be student selected. 

4. Connections could include links, commonalities and/or relationships between:
· knowledge, experience and ideas 

· purposes and audiences

· language features 

· structures

Connections other than thematic ones could be explained.
5. Explaining means expressing an idea with sufficient clarity and evidence to be understood.

6. Convincingly explain means making coherent points that are relevant to the connection(s) being addressed.  There may be some unevenness in the explanation.
7. Perceptively explain means making coherent points that show some insight or originality in thought or interpretation.  
8. Each text discussed must be supported by evidence that includes reference to specific and relevant details.

9. Explanations about connections can be presented in appropriate oral, written and/or visual forms.  
10. Close reference should be made to the Conditions of Assessment Guidelines published for this standard.  
Quality Assurance

1 Providers and Industry Training Organisations must be accredited by the Qualifications Authority before they can register credits from assessment against achievement standards.

2 Accredited providers and Industry Training Organisations assessing against achievement standards must engage with the moderation system that applies to those achievement standards.

	Accreditation and Moderation Action Plan (AMAP) reference
	0226


Conditions of assessment

	Achievement Standard Number
	1.8

	Title
	Explain significant connection(s) across texts, with evidence from each text

	Number of Credits
	4

	Version
	1


AS 1.8 Explain significant connection(s) across a range of texts

AS 2.7 Analyse significant connection(s) across a range of texts

AS 3.7 Respond critically to significant connection(s) across a range of texts

Assessment opportunities

This standard asks students to read, watch and listen to at least four texts, then present the various aspects that link or connect the texts in a written, visual and/or oral form. Good assessment practice that supports students as they learn to make connections includes building into the English programme a variety of opportunities to identify, discuss and explain, analyse, or respond critically  connections between texts. Students must be given opportunities to include text[s] that they have independently selected.

Text selection: 

· Texts can be selected from one or several text types, either written, visual or oral. Texts chosen should be appropriate to Level 6 [AS 1.8], Level 7 [AS 2.7], or Level 8 [AS 3.7] curriculum achievement objectives, or have characteristics that enable students to meet the expected level of discussion. A text below the appropriate curriculum level 6 could sometimes be included in order to develop a broad and interesting range of texts relevant to the focus of the study.

· Students must read at least four texts, at least one of which must be selected by the student. They should explain, analyse or critically respond to how all four texts are linked through significant connecting features, such as purposes, audiences, ideas, language features and structures.

· Text[s] for close viewing/listening could be entire short visual and/or oral text[s], or extract[s] from larger text[s]. The specific segment[s] selected for close viewing/listening should not have been previously studied in terms of the meanings and effects of their ideas and text conventions.
Opportunities to explore individual texts should occur throughout the programme. Work towards this standard could form an important part of students’ literary studies prior to external assessment for studied written texts, or visual or oral texts. 
Findings and conclusions can be presented in written, visual and/or oral modes, or using a combination of these. The mode in which students present their understandings of connections could be assessed against other standards such as writing, oral presentation and visual text standards. Wherever such integration between different parts of the programme occurs, teachers must ensure that the work presented for assessment is developed sufficiently in order to meet the criteria for the other standard. In all such cases, teachers should refer closely to the relevant standard including the Explanatory Notes and the Conditions of Assessment Guidelines.
Good assessment practice

To succeed in this standard, students need to use skills that should be developed throughout the English programme. Guiding students to develop their thinking competencies and to think more deeply and critically about texts, will help students develop the independent judgement necessary for this standard. Time should be spent considering the links between texts studied in class and texts students have selected and read independently. 

To engage students in this study, teachers could encourage students to choose texts they particularly like. Discussions could centre around areas of interest and relevance to students. Students may choose the way they report their understandings in written, visual and/or oral modes. The mode of presentation should be carefully chosen to ensure that sufficient depth of evidence can be presented to meet the criteria for assessment.

Authenticity of student work

Preparation for assessment against this standard is likely to require a combination of class and homework time. Students can read texts, collect information and develop ideas for the assessed presentation in and out of class time. Teachers will need to schedule checkpoints to make sure work completed is the student’s own. The presentation should be primarily produced in class time to ensure authenticity. 
Before assessment begins teachers may guide students through the process of exploring texts, reading for meaning and locating relevant information. When students start to prepare notes independently on the way their chosen texts are connected, teachers can demonstrate how ideas and techniques used in exemplars can be applied to the students’ own work. Where student work is to be presented for assessment, constructive feedback should not compromise authenticity but can validly include suggestions about areas where further developments are needed. Students should have the opportunity to receive feedback, edit, revise and polish their work before assessment judgements are made.

Teachers should not provide detailed notes on textual connections or ‘teach to the assessment’ as they discuss texts in class. It is essential that students make their own connections and draw conclusions independently. Teachers should be sure that the extent of their input does not compromise assessment validity; in other words, the ideas expressed in final product must be the students’, not the teacher’s. 
