KS5 Descriptors - English
	What is required to achieve a grade D/pass?
	What is required to achieve a grade B/merit?
	What is the difference in the work of a grade D and B student?
	What in-class interventions could be used?

	· Shows a basic but generally accurate understanding of the text(s) / stimulus
· Addresses the task and stays mostly focused on the question / purpose
· Makes some valid points, even if simple, general or repetitive
· Uses some relevant textual evidence (quotations/references), though selection may be limited
· Gives straightforward explanation of meaning (what it shows/suggests), even if brief
· Includes some language analysis (comments on writer’s choices, effects, tone)
· Uses some linguistic terminology, though it may be limited or occasionally inaccurate
· Comments on some structural features (voice, perspective, sequencing, dialogue, shifts)
· Shows awareness of representation (e.g., identity, gender, class, power) even if basic
· Shows awareness of genre, audience and purpose, even if general
· Adds some context where relevant, though it may be broad or not well integrated
· Makes an attempt at comparison where required, even if mostly surface-level
· Has a basic organised structure (intro/paragraphing/conclusion), even if uneven
· Writing is generally clear, though expression may be awkward and ideas underdeveloped
· Uses some analytical phrasing, though style may be inconsistent
· Produces a complete piece of writing (not underwritten; clear beginning/middle/end)
· Writing fits the required form/genre (e.g., narrative, monologue, re-creative passage)
· Creates some consistent voice/viewpoint, even if it slips at points
· Uses some crafted language choices (imagery, descriptive detail, tone)
· Attempts basic shaping/structure in writing (paragraphing, pacing, cohesion)
· SPaG is secure enough that meaning is mostly clear (basic sentence control; some accurate punctuation)

	· Shows a secure, detailed understanding of the text(s) / stimulus and key meanings
· Directly answers the task with a clear line of argument / controlling focus throughout
· Develops thoughtful, relevant points with depth and clarity
· Uses well-chosen textual evidence (quotations/references) precisely to support ideas
· Offers developed interpretations (implications, nuance, ambiguity) rather than simple explanation
· Produces consistent, purposeful language analysis (how choices shape meanings/effects)
· Uses accurate linguistic terminology confidently (e.g., lexis, semantics, syntax, discourse, pragmatics)
· Analyses structural features and discourse effectively (voice, viewpoint, sequencing, turn-taking, pacing)
· Explores representation (identity, gender, class, power, relationships) in a conceptual way
· Shows strong awareness of genre, audience and purpose, linked clearly to language choices
· Integrates context meaningfully (social, historical, literary, theoretical) rather than bolted-on comments
· Makes clear, developed comparisons where required (methods + meanings, not just similarities/differences)
· Demonstrates strong AO control: points are always relevant and securely linked back to the task
· Writes with a secure academic style, using precise expression and coherent argument
· Organises ideas into well-structured paragraphs with logical sequencing and clear topic sentences
· Uses conceptual vocabulary appropriately (e.g., ideology, construction, power, identity, discourse, voice)
· Produces a convincing and engaging piece of writing that clearly suits the task and form
· Sustains a strong, controlled voice (persona/viewpoint) with consistent tone and perspective
· Uses crafted language choices deliberately (imagery, symbolism, register control, varied lexis)
· Shapes writing effectively and purposefully (openings/endings, pacing, cohesion, tension/contrast)
· Shows secure technical accuracy (varied sentence structures, accurate punctuation, mostly accurate spelling)
	· Understanding is more detailed, secure and perceptive (rather than basic/general).
· Task focus is sustained with a clear line of argument throughout (rather than drifting into general comments).
· Ideas are developed, thoughtful and conceptual (rather than simple, repetitive or under-explained).
· Evidence is frequent, precise and well-selected, integrated smoothly (rather than occasional/overlong/loosely linked).
· Interpretation explores nuance, implication and ambiguity (rather than straightforward explanation of meaning).
· Language analysis is consistent, purposeful and linked to effects/meanings (rather than feature-spotting).
· Terminology is accurate and confidently used (rather than limited or sometimes incorrect).
· Structure/discourse analysis is detailed (voice, viewpoint, sequencing, pacing, interaction) (rather than brief structural comments).
· Representation is explored conceptually (how identity/power/class/gender are constructed) (rather than descriptive statements).
· Genre/audience/purpose are addressed precisely and linked to language choices (rather than general awareness).
· Context is relevant and integrated into interpretation (rather than bolted-on or vague).
· Comparison is developed and analytical (methods + meanings) (rather than surface-level similarities/differences).
· Organisation is coherent and logically sequenced with strong paragraphing (rather than uneven structure).
· Academic style is consistently precise and fluent (rather than inconsistent expression).
· Creative voice is sustained and controlled (rather than patchy or inconsistent viewpoint).
· Creative craft uses deliberate, effective choices (register, imagery, symbolism) (rather than cliché/repetition).
· Creative structure is shaped purposefully (opening/ending, pacing, tension, cohesion) (rather than basic narrative shape).
· Technical accuracy (SPaG) is secure with variety (rather than frequent errors and limited control).
	· Live modelling 
· “Write → underline → label” where students annotate their own paragraph with AO1/AO2/AO3
· Sentence stem upgrade: rewrite weak analytical phrases using stronger academic stems
· Technique ban (e.g., no metaphor/simile) to push analysis of syntax, modality, deixis, discourse markers
· Thesis in 20 words: students craft a concise, conceptual line of argument
· Cold call + build: one student answers, another must extend/qualify (not repeat)
· MWB “commit first”: everyone writes a viewpoint before discussion so no hiding
· Ranking interpretations task: rank 5 interpretations and justify the top two
· Model paragraph annotation: identify where AOs are met, then imitate the structure
· In-lesson intervention cycle: hinge/MWB diagnose → model fix → apply → check + quick redraft




