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KPG B level writing exam
Example Intra-linguistic
levelled tasks B level (2024B)

ACTIVITY 1

Imagine your 14-year old brother used to argue with
your parents because they treated him like a child.
With good advice from you, things are now calmer.
Addressing the readers of the website below, write a
post with the good advice you gave to your brother
(about 80 words). Sign as A. Georgiou.

ACTIVITY 2

Your best friend celebrated his birthday by going out
to a nice restaurant with some people but did not
invite you to go along. You told your cousin how
upset you were about this, and he gave you an
unwise piece of advice which, fortunately, you did
not follow. Addressing the readers of the website
above, write a post, telling readers what your cousin
advised you to do, and explain why it was bad
advice (about 100 words). Sign as A. Georgiou.
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Giving advice to people we care about

We all have someone with whom we feel close, to
whom we turn when we’re facing a difficult situation
and don’t know what to do. But being able to give (and
receive) good guidance is not always easy. Relationships
are sometimes ruined because of unwanted advice,
because the people we asked for advice simply tells us
what they think we want to hear or because rather than
being helpful they started judging us or the people we
were having a problem with.
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KPG B Level writing exam: Example Cross-
linguistic mediation levelled task (2024B)

ACTIVITY 3

Your friend Chris saw the poster below and was interested
because the title mentions “Stand-up comedy”, but he can’t
read Greek. Write an email message (80 words) to him
explaining what this poster is about and giving information
about the workshop. Sign as Alex.

ACTIVITY 4

The Art Club of your school has decided to put on a play
which is a comedy, even though there were students who
would have preferred a romantic play. Write an article (about
100 words) for your school newspaper defending the Art
Club’s decision. Using information from the poster above,
argue that comedy is good for everyone! Sign as A. Gregoriou

Some more text here.

AloBdveote tn §LdBeor 0ag KATWG TTECHEVN; AUCKOAEVEDTE VA E0TLACETE 0T SO0UAELA 0aG, va
OAOKANPWOETE TLG UTIOXPEWOELG 0AG I akOPN Kat va BAAETE TLG okéPELG oag o€ pla AoyLkr) oeLpd;

ALoBdveote avriouxoL-€G, AUTINHEVOL-EG HE TPOTIO TTou oag epTtodilel va {rjoete 6Twg {ovoate; EXETE
atoBavBel pova&Ld ta teAevtala xpovia tng tavénuiag;

Ayamndte tnv Kwpwdia; Oa BéAate va BEATLWOETE TN PUXLKH 0ag LyELa o€ éva PLALKO TtepLBAAAOV;
'H anAd BéAete va SOKLHACETE KATL KalvoUpyLo;

H Athens Comics Library oe ouvepyaoia pe tnv Etatpeia MNepLpepetakng Avamntuéng kat WUuxLkng
Yyetag (EMAWY) oag wépvel ta epyaotrpla Stand-Up Comedy, pla oelpd amo e§atpeTika epyaotripLa
HE apnyntég, stand up KWHLKOUG KAl EUTIELPOUG CUVTOVLOTEG.

H kwpwdia pmopel va evBappUVEL TOUG avBPWTOUG VA HOLPACTOUV TLG LOTOPLEG TOUG Kal va
BeAtiwoouv tn YPuxLKH TouG Lyela o€ éva {E0TO KAl UTTOOTNPLKTLKO TepLBAAAov. To Mpdypappa autd
amoteAel pia Kavotopa EVAANAKTLKA CUPTIANPWHATLKA TTpoTacn Bepamneiag, 6mou n SLatopeakn
ouvepyaoia BLRALOONKWY, ETayYEAHATLWY LYELAG KAl SPACEWY TIOALTLOPOU CUVSEPApEL 0T BeATiwon
™G YPUXLKAG LYELag Kal TnG eunpeplag.

Fwooa npoypdppatog: EAAnVIKa Kootog: Awpeav

Ta epyaotripla Ba mpaypatonotnBouv oto xwpo pag: Kapaiokakn 28, Yuppn

Ta epyaotripla Eektvolv NMapaokeun 11 NoguBpiov 2022, 5-7up

AldpkeLa Mpoypappatog: 10 eBSopadeg

AnAwoTte ouppeToXH TwWpPa oto email contact@athenscomicslibrary.gr

la mepLoodTePEG MANPOYopPLeg UTopeite va pag KaAéoete oto 698 30 50 292.

ZTig ouvavtioeLg Ba tapéxetat PuxoAoyiLkr utootripiin and tnv Etatpeia NeprpepeLakng Avantugng kat YuxLkng
Yyeiag (EMAWY).
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Cross-linguistic mediation in the KPG exams

« Mediation activities are included in the writing and speaking tests of the B (B1/B2) and C
(C1/C2) level exams in all languages assessed in the KPG exam system

Mediation tasks involve

« Extraction of information from a source text in one languae and relaying it in another
language for a given communicative purpose

 Interpretation of meanings articulated in source texts and making of new meanings in the
target language (Dendrinos 2006)

Key aspects of mediation tasks

« Goal-Oriented Reading

« Strategic Selection of information
* Flexible Approach

 Non-Linear Process



Mediation tasks structured as read-to-write
tasks

Source Text: A text in Greek that candidates must read and comprehend
Task Prompt: Detailed instructions specifying:
- Who is writing/speaking (communicative role)
- To whom they are writing/speaking (audience)
- For what purpose (communicative goal)
- What topic to address
- What text type to produce (e.g., email, letter, article, report)
« “Candidates are expected to compose a socially-meaningful text in the target

language which may convey the main idea of the Greek text, make a summary of it or
relay only some messages contained in the Greek text.” (Stathopoulou 2014, p.4)



Mediation: task and user oriented

« what exactly a candidate performing as a linguistic mediator is expected
to do, how s/he negotiates meanings from one text to another and
articulates these meanings in socially purposeful manners are all
determined by the test task.



Script rater training

Raters undergo mandatory training, evaluation, and monitoring to ensure consistency
across levels A1-C1

Script Rater Guide after each exam administration
script rater seminar is coducted before each marking period

Raters receive detailed, specific instructions for each exam period and are supervised
by coordinators to ensure high inter-rater reliability




Fully appropriate text which fully
achieves task communicative purpose.
The text embodies the features of the
required text type and follows standard
layout and paragraphing. Output is fully
satisfactory for B1 level.

TASK COMPLETION

3

1

More or less appropriate text, partly
responding to the communicative purpose.
Minor ““violations” in terms of required text
type/register/style. Paragraphing is generally
used appropriately and effectively. Output
is satisfactory for B1 level.

Text does not achieve communicative
purpose or is inappropriate or irrelevant
(in terms of topic or required text type).
Organization and paragraphing are
highly problematic. Output is
generally unsatisfactory for Bl level/
No response at all or irrelevant text.

Fully appropriate text which fully
achieves task communicative purpose.
The text embodies the features of the
required text type and follows standard
layout and paragraphing. Output is fully
satisfactory for B2 level.

More or less appropriate text, partly
responding to the communicative purpose.
Minor “violations” in terms of required text
type/register/style. Paragraphing is generally
used appropriately and effectively. Output
is generally satisfactory for B1 level.

Text does not achieve communicative
purpose or is inappropriate or irrelevant
(in terms of topic or required text type).
Organization and paragraphing are
highly problematic Output is
unsatisfactory for Bl level/ No
response at all or irrelevant text.

Fully appropriate text which fully
achieves task communicative purpose.
The text embodies the features of the
required text type. Pertinent source text
information, effectively relayed. Output is
fully satisfactory for B1 level.

More or less appropriate text, partly
responding to the communicative purpose.
Minor “violations” in terms of required text
type/register/style. Pertinent source text
information, not always relayed
appropriately. Output is satisfactory for B1
level.

Text does not achieve communicative
purpose or is inappropriate or irrelevant
(in terms of topic or required text type).
Source text information marginally
used or inappropriately relayed. Output
is generally unsatisfactory for B1 level/
No response at all or irrelevant text.

Fully appropriate text which fully
achieves task communicative purpose.
The text embodies the features of the
required text type. Pertinent source text
information, effectively relayed. Output is
fully satisfactory for B2 level.

More or less appropriate text, partly
responding to the communicative purpose.
Minor “violations” in terms of required text
type/register/style. Pertinent source text
information, not always relayed
appropriately. Output is generally satisfactory
for B1 level.

Text does not achieve communicative
purpose or is inappropriate or irrelevant
(in terms of topic or required text type).
Source text information marginally
used or inappropriately relayed. Output
is unsatisfactory for B1 level/ No
response at all or irrelevant text.

PART A -Individual Task completion




OVElIlALL LANGUAGE PERFORMANCE

Spelling and punctuation are generally
accurate.

3

1

B1+

A2/A1

Spelling and punctuation are accurate
enough to be followed most of the time.

Many spelling errors which interfere
with intended meaning. Punctuation
problematic throughout.

Displays natural control of wide range
of vocabulary appropriate to the task
topic.

Uses a sufficient range of vocabulary. Rare
lapses in word choice.

Uses a repertoire of basic vocabulary
though s/he will generally have to
compromise the message and search
for words. May also use memorized
phrases or groups of words.

Shows a relatively high degree of
grammatical control. Scarce errors of
grammar which fully convey intended
meaning.

Communicates message with reasonable
accuracy. Generally good grammatical
control though noticeable errors not
seriously interfering with intended
meaning. Some forms of expressions are
awkward.

Uses simple structures correctly, but
still several linguistic choices do not
conform to standard language norms.

Selects appropriate words, phrases
and/or expressions which generally
convey intended meaning.

Uses several words, phrases and/or
expressions which are not always
appropriate for the context(s) of situation.

Includes many instances of
inappropriate choice of language.

Uses a variety of linking words
efficiently to mark clearly the
relationships between ideas.
Information is logically organized.

Uses a limited range of cohesive devices to
link sentences. There may be, however,
some ‘jumpiness’ in a long contribution.

Uses the most frequently
occurring/basic connectors to link
short, discrete simple elements into a
linear sequence of points.
Cohesiveness & coherence are
problematic for the level.

PART B - Quality of language output




The study

« Aim: to identify

v’ the specific criteria experienced raters used when assessing candidates’ B1 and B2
level written cross linguistic mediation scripts

v"which criteria they prioritised
v’ Whether raters focused on different criteria when assessing B1 and B2 level scripts

« Ultimate aim: need for a more focused and detailed rating scale for assessing B1 and
B2 level written cross linguistic mediation scripts

« Participants: 20 experienced raters

« Materials: 5 B1 level and 5 B2 level cross linguistic mediation scripts from 2 different
examination periods. Total 20 scripts (10 B1 level and 10 B2 level) which had been rated
by 2 raters



Methodology

Candidate script selection criteria (From each examination period)

1: candidate scripts which achieved a consistently low mark for the B1 and B2 level productions
by both raters,

2: candidate scripts which achieved a mediocre mark for the B1 and B2 level productions by
both raters

3: candidate scripts which achieved a high mark for the B1 and B2 level productions by both
raters

4: candidate scripts which achieved different marks from each script rater for B1 and B2 level -
disagreement and

5: candidate scripts which displayed a gap between their B1 and B2 level performance

Participants were asked to give a mark from 1to 5 to each script and justify their mark (explain
what criteria they used to decide on the mark what features of the candidate script led them to
their decision).
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2023B Mediation task

Awdeka TTapd dwdeka

[Tapapovn Ipmtoypovids 6Tig dmoeKa Tapd OMOEKA,
ocvppaiverl kK4t To anicteLTO TOL TOPALEL OAOKAT PO
T0 GLUTAY. XTOV HLOKO YDPO cuvavTiovvTol 0 NEOC
Xpbvog, 0 0Tol0G AVLTOUOVEL VO TTAPEL GTA XEPTOL TOV
TIC TUYEC TOV KOGLOV, kot 0 [TaAtog Xpovoc, o omoiog
APVELTAL VO TOPAOEYTEL OTL TPETMEL VAL ALTOYWPTGEL.
'Eto1, ano@acilel va 00A0@ovIGEL TOV d1400)0 TOV.
X1 dudpkelo TG TAANG, KoL EVAO TO GOUTOV
Bpioketon ota mpoBvpa Tov Ydovs, EMGTPATEDOVTOL
OAO1 01 TPMOTAYOVIGTEG TOV TAALOV TopeABOVTOG.
AvBpwmot ¢ apyaiag emroyns, Pouaiol, molepiotég
TOV LEGAI®VA, dLAPOPOL NYEUOVES, AAAN Ko
(PLAOKIGUEVOL, TTEPATES, Kot GAAOL ToAAOL. Aev Ba
umopovoav va, Asimoovv ta (Mo, OT®C 01 TYKOLivol,
Evoig AEVKOG LOVOKEPOC, KOOMS Kol dEVOGOVPOL.
Olot avtol GupupeTEYOLVY 6T dapdyn LETOED TOV
TOAAL0D KO TOV VEOTEPOVL. AMdEKN AETTTA TPV amd T
LLEGAVLYTA 1| GUYKPOVGT UETAED LEAAOVTOG Kol
ToPEAOOVTOC KOPLPAOVETOL LLE GLVOPTACTIKO TPOTO. ..

ACTIVITY 3

Your friend Denise wants to buy her Greek neighbour’s 12-
year old son a book for his birthday. Send her an email
message (80 words) to:

» suggest that she buy the book by Evgenios Trivizas
“Twelve to Twelve”

« explain why you think it’s a good choice for a 12-year-old
boy using information from the book review below.

ACTIVITY 4

Read the book review below and send a letter (100 words) to
Flame Publishers who specialise in international youth
literature to:

a) propose that the next book they have translated into
English is a Greek book by Evgenios Trivizas giving a brief
description of its plot, and

b) justify your proposal by explaining why you believe the
theme is appealing for an international young readership.



EMnvika@  English

I= (35 cames  OhecoiEdfonc  TxBoon Kupaxic  Mpwrocéhide [GEMA
Library4all: H tpotopoviia mov fojdnoe

oy€o0v 500.000 Tordrd vo amoKTI|GOVY

EVKOAOTEPT TTPOGPaon ot YvOo)

«Ta Ppriia kot n yvodon etvor dnpocto ayado, etvon dikaiopa. Exevdvovpe otign
kupion EAévn Tepovddvov, dputikd pérog g oyorkés Pipitodnkeg yio v
€VIOYLON TOL EKTOOEVTIKOV GLGTNIOTOG KoL TNG KOW®@VING LLac», ONAMVEL
Library4all.

To Library4all eivan por un kepdookomikn etoupeia, n onoio 10pvOnke 10 2013, pe
OKOTO TNV avamtuén g QUAAVOYVOGiag 6€ Toudld GYOAKNG Kol TPOGYOAIKNG
nAiog, pécm ¢ vrooTNPIENG Kot TG evioyvons oxoMkav Bipiodnkov pe BAia.
Ka0Oe ypdvo xar yro pio efdopdda, dSopyavamvetar 1o Bookwave, n etioia, peydin
dpdon tov Library4all, mov mpaypatonoteital pe v vroompiEn tov Movceiov
Mmrevdxn. Xto mAaiclo g dopydveoong, cvykevipovovtal Biiio yio wodid pe
oTOY0 VO GTNPLYTOLV OGO TO dLVOTOV TEPICCOTEPA GYOAElD OV OVTIUETOTILOVY
onpavTikés eAlelyelg o PipAia. Andtepog otod)0g glvol OAa ta oyoAeia vo £xovv
pia mposBaciun, evnuepmpévn BiAtodnkm, cuvoedepuévn pe t Lon tov oyoAeiov.
To @etivd Bookwave 2025 Eemépace kdbe mponyovpevo, Kabdg mposeépOniov
BPAila og 280 oyoleio otnv AtTikn Ko oty mepreépeta. «Ta Eevoyhwooa Bifiia ta
npoceépape otnv [loAvyAwoowkn BifAodnkn Kvyéing kot otnv opydvoon ddpog
EAnidag, yia v onuovpyio piog moAdylwoong epnfikng Pipriodnkng oto kévrpo
euoeviag aocvvddevtv aviAKkov ayopiov. BifAio mov kpivope mwg dev Ba
uropovcov vo aglomoimBodv and Tig oyolkés Piprodnkeg, ta mpoopépape GToV
Agopod kot oto Awofalovtag peyoahdvm Yo T dpAcels Toug. TEAOG, Ta GNUEI®UEVA
BAla ta mwpoceépape oto Taiaofipiionwieio tov Actéymv yia vo fondncovv
ocuvavBpdmovg pagy, otevkpvilel n k. ['epovAdvov.

«O1 oyolkég PipMobnkec dev mpémel va elvar ydpotl moAvtereing Yia ta GyoAeia,
oAAG yopot (ovtavoi. Méoa ot Piplodnkn Oila ta moudid eivon ico evod 1
BpAobnKn evdog oyoreiov Ba mpémel va eivar 0 KaTapHyld Tovg. AKOUA KOl oV gV
yvopilovv va dwapalovv, eivar o ydpog yia va vidwcovv ac@ain. Eivatl o ydpog mov
oéPetal To kBe Toudl yio ovTO oL Elvat, Yo VTO TOL VIMOEL Yo aVTO oV BEAEL
va yivew, avaeépel 1 K. I'epovidvov.

2025A Mediation task

ACTIVITY 3

Using information from the Greek article below, write
a text in English (80 words) for an advertisement
leaflet for the English speaking community in Athens

« presenting “Library4all”
« describing the Bookwave project
ACTIVITY 4

Using information from the Greek article above, but
also your own ideas, write one more text in English
(100 words) for the same advertisement leaflet

 giving reasons why reading books is important for
young people

» urging people to donate children’s books they
have already read to next year’s Bookwave.



Findings —Rater reliability

» Global Inter-rater Reliability: 69.4%

* The level of agreement was slightly higher in the 2023B period than in the 2025A
period:

« 2023B Period: 71.1% agreement.
« 2025A Period: 67.8% agreement.

« Raters reached a higher consensus on the B1 tasks (Activity 3) than on the more
complex B2 tasks (Activity 4):

« B1Tasks (Activity 3): 72.2% agreement.
« B2 Tasks (Activity 4): 66.7% agreement.



Rating tendencies...

Reliability at the Extremes: Raters show the highest consensus when a script is either exceptionally
strong or very weak in its communicative effect.

Differences in levels: while B1 tasks often see higher consensus at the top of the scale, the B2 tasks
can sometimes be marked more consistently at the bottom of the scale, though they are also
susceptible to the widest individual rater discrepancies.

Difficulty in Middle-Range Calibration: Disagreement is most common in scripts that are
linguistically competent but fail to meet specific mediation or register requirements. For scripts that
fall in the middle of the scale (marks of 3 or 4), there is more fluctuation, typically within a one-point

range.

The "Strict" vs. "Lenient"” Divide: Certain raters exhibit consistent tendencies. Some are consistently

conservative markers, others are consistently more lenient.



Causes of disagreement

A. Mediation vs. Linguistic Proficiency Some raters seem to strictly adhere to the "mediation-
first" rule, heavily penalising candidates who ignore the source text. Others may be prioritising
overall intelligibility and grammatical control. Raters struggle to decide when a candidate's "L1
interference" (thinking in Greek) is a minor linguistic error or a failure of mediation

B. Register and Genre Appropriacy. The tasks require a shift in register between B1 (informal
email) and B2 (formal letter/advertisement).Raters disagree on how much to penalise "register
slips.”

C. Subjectivity in "Own Ideas" . Raters disagreed on how to balance "own ideas" against the
requirement to relay source information (2025B). This creates a "grey area" where raters
disagree on whether a candidate is "creative" or simply "off-topic".

D. Intelligibility vs. Accuracy. What "impedes meaning" is subjective. Raters differ on what
constitutes "unintelligible." What one rater sees as a "creative attempt" to bridge language
gaps, another sees as a failure of basic accuracy.



Criteria used in order of importance

1. Content and Mediation (Source Text Use)

* The most critical criterion is the successful relaying of pertinent information from
the Greek source to the target audience. This is the "make-or-break" criterion. A text
with good English but no information from the Greek source is marked as
unsatisfactory. Raters look for "conceptual mediation" (rephrasing ideas) rather than
literal translation which is viewed as a weakness.

2. Communicative Purpose and Audience Awareness

» Closely tied to mediation, this criterion evaluates if the candidate has actually
performed the task requested and whether the text achieves its specific goal for the
intended reader (e.g., suggesting a book, proposing a translation, or urging a donation).



Criteria used in order of importance

3. Genre and Register (Appropriacy)

« Appropriacy to the required text type is a major deciding factor between marks. Raters place heavy
emphasis on whether the script matches the required format and tone. A common cause for mark
deductions is a "violation of register," such as using an informal blog-style opening ("Hello guys") for a
neutral advertisement leaflet or a professional proposal.

4. Linguistic Competence

« While essential, linguistic performance is often secondary to mediation. Raters generally tolerate
grammatical errors at both B1 and B2 levels as long as they do not "impede intended meaning".

5. Textual Comptence

« This is the final layer of assessment. Raters look for a "logical progression" of ideas, proper
paragraphing, and the use of "sophisticated connectors" (like while or in order to). Failure to use

paragraphs or relying on "basic linking devices" (like and or then) prevents a script from reaching the
highest marks.



Summary Table of Rater Priorities

Priority Key Rater Focus

Relaying pertinent info from the Greek

Mediation ; ) )
source without misrepresentation.

Successfully suggesting, proposing, or
urging as requested.

Adhering to the correct level of formality
and format (email vs. leaflet).

Meaning must be clear; sophisticated
language is required for a 5.

Logical flow, paragraphing, and appropriate
linking devices.

Communicative Purpose
Genre/Register
o\ 88 | inguistic Accuracy

Ho)VE5 8 Organization



Criteria used in marking B1 and B2 level cross
linguistic mediation texts

* 1. Register and Style (Appropriacy): B1 Level: Raters look for an informal or neutral
style. B2 Level: Raters expect a semi-formal or "rather formal” style

« 2. Linguistic and Textual Competence Raters apply higher standards for grammar
and vocabulary as the level increases: B1 Level: Success is defined by "clear
intelligibility" and satisfactory control of basic vocabulary and simple structures. B2
Level: Raters look for a "fairly wide range" of vocabulary and the use of complex
syntax

« 3. Depth of Mediation: The nature of the "mediation" itself becomes more cognitively
demanding at the B2 level. B1 Level: Raters evaluate the candidate's ability to
relay simple facts (names, dates, basic plot points).B2 Level: Raters expect
candidates to synthesise abstract values from the source text.



Need for a more detailed and level-specific rating scale to reduce subjectivity:
B1 level example

Excellent choice of pertinent information; Fully achieves burbose: maintains a natural Sophisticated lexical control; uses evaluative
successfully identifies and rephrases core y PUrpose; . ’ adjectives (e.g., gripping, compelling); no
5 ; . - personal, and friendly tone appropriate for an o . .
thematic concepts/ideas (conceptual mediation) email or neutral stvle for a leaflet significant grammatical errors; high degree of
rather than literal translation. y ) intelligibility.
Successful relay of info; captures essential Responds to purpose; generally appropriate rSeaItlcs)La;:itnterec;?ltjzc::jrlgggrt;?r?oer is clear but may
4 concepts but may have minor omissions or some genre and layout, though may have minor register ye P ’ .
. . . ) ) . . spelling/grammar errors that do not impede
L1 interference in phrasing. slips (e.g., a slightly formal closing to a friend). S
communication.
Generally satisfactory; identifies key elements  Partly achieves purpose; maintains informal Basic linguistic competence; lack of rich
3 but the explanation may be weak or lack detail; style but may fail to convince the addressee or lexical range; frequent errors in basic
fails to bridge more complex source nuances. omit a sub-point of the task. structures; limited use of cohesive devices.
Marginal or inappropriate relay; significant gaps Violations of register; inappropriate genre (e.g., Struggling competence; simple, fractured
2 in source info or verbatim translation; may include using a blog-style opening for an advertisement); sentences; frequent errors that locally affect
irrelevant details not in the source. repetitive and lacks "clear intelligibility". intelligibility; below B1 benchmark.
Total failure to mediate; total absence of Purpose not achieved; fails to understand the =~ Unsatisfactory/Unintelligible; language
1 relevant information; strong misrepresentation of task/addressee; disorganised and inappropriate performance well below B1 threshold;
the Greek text. layout. incoherent and incomprehensible.




Need for a more detailed and level-specific rating scale to reduce subjectivity:

B2 level example

entirely off-topic.

requirements; inappropriate genre; incoherent.

Mark Mediation & Content Communicative Purpose & Register Language Performance
. : . . . : Rich lexical range; uses sophisticated
Excellent mediation; synthesises abstract ideas Fully satisfies purpose; provides persuasive -
) . . ; . D e L. " o . vocabulary and complex syntax (e.g., while, in
5 (e.g., rights, social conscience) into a narrative flow justifications and a clear "call to action"; sustains sralEr e el e mees Ve © EeEs o
rather than a list. appropriate formal/semi-formal register throughout. meaning"' y P
Successful mediation; captures essence and major . . . Fairly wide range; generally accurate but may
! . ) . Mostly achieves purpose; may have minor pragmatic . . .
4 plot points; rephrases information well without . : i ; have minor spelling/lexical errors when
: : slips or inconsistent internal tone. .
literal translation. attempting language above the level.
Partly satisfactory; relays some points but omits FEEgees 1 ERMMUIEEUNS LIRSS 1 £l EE Mediocre B2/High B1; uses simple connectors
. ) . : ) . level; justification is present but lacks persuasive . .
3 important info/ideas; relies on impressionistic force: mav use simole vocabulary inappropriate for a (but, and); grammatical errors do not impede
rendering. > may P y Inapprop meaning but are not expected at B2.
professional proposal.
Weak or generic mediation; ignores source's Low audience awareness; inappropriate register (e.g., simplistic linguistic output; very basic
2 deeper messages; relies on personal ideas at the  blog-style for formal proposal); lacks the vocabulary; frequent errors affecting
expense of source facts. layout/paragraphing required. intelligibility; lacks complex cohesive devices.
Absence of info; total failure in mediation; .. . . Incomprehensible; language performance below
: . Communicative failure; does not satisfy task . :
1 completely ignores source material or responds B-level; severe errors in basic grammar and

syntax.




» Thank gou
for lisiening
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