
  
 
 
 

 
 
 
Writing Moderation Visit 2017 
 
School: Ballacottier 
 
Key Stage: One and Two 
 
Date: 11th May 2017 
 
Focus of visit: 

 (Moderators) looked at evidence from three children judged 
to be 2b, three judged to be 3b and three judged to be 4b at the most recent assessment. At least 
one child from each level was interviewed. 
Judgements were moderated against the Island level descriptors. 
 
Summary of evidence from the selected children 

2b 
 

  Substantial piece 1 (Oct) 2c – Agreed 2c  
Substantial piece 2 (Nov) 2b – Agreed 2b  
Substantial piece 3 (Feb) 2b – Agreed 2b 
 
Additional evidence 2b – Agreed. There was evidence from across the curriculum 
moving from 2c through to 2b more recently.  

 
Overall level 2b – Agreed 
 
Next steps were evident and related to the assessed pieces. 

 
2b 

 
 Substantial piece (Aut) – Agreed 1a, with elements of 2c 

  Substantial piece (Aut) – Agreed 2c, with elements of 2b 
Substantial piece (Spr) – Agreed 2b (non narrative) 
There only appeared to be one piece from Spring but two are on sheet? 
 
Additional evidence – Agreed (there is evidence of 2c independent work with some 
elements of 2b e.g. description, technical vocab, punctuation). There was a good 
range of evidence from across the curriculum. 

 
Overall level – Agreed on 2b – there is just enough to say she is a 2b.  
 
There was evidence of targets 
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2b 

 
 Substantial piece (Aut) – Agreed 1a (unclear whether this was marked on sheet) 

  Substantial piece (Aut) – Agreed 2c  
Substantial piece (Spr) – Agreed 2b (non narrative) 
There only appeared to be one piece from Spring but two are on sheet? 
 
Supporting evidence – Agreed. This was mostly good evidence of 2b. There was 
clear evidence of 2b statements e.g. simple connectives, simple sentences and 
compound sentences. Some big writes showed good evidence of 2b – time 
adverbials and capitals and fill stops. 

 
Overall level – Agreed on 2b.  

 
3b 

(only narrative) 
Substantial piece (Aut)  - Agreed 3c, although SSP was stronger 
Substantial piece (Spr)  - Agreed 3b, elements of 3a 
Substantial piece 3 (Spr) - Agreed 3a 

 
Additional evidence – Agreed 3b with some elements of 3a, post its showed teacher 
understood this. 

 
Overall – 3b agreed. 

 
3b 

 
Substantial piece (Aut) - Agreed 3c 
Substantial piece (Spr) - Agreed 3b – enough of 3b achieved. 
 
Additional evidence – Agreed 3b. There was clear evidence of 3b elements in 
different pieces e.g. describing nouns and verbs for clarity, use of topic/technical 
words,) 
 
Overall level - 3b agreed. 

 
3b 

  
Substantial piece (Aut) – Agreed 3b. The writing was well organized  and there 
were some elements of 3a e.g. Specific words to make writing engaging and 
interesting  

 Substantial piece (Spr) – Agreed 3b 
 

Additional evidence – Agreed. The additional information is all supportive of Level 
3b. There was a great range! Teacher was clearly aware of the elements that 
supported 3b 

 
*Lovely method of sharing target on a book mark. 
 
4B 

 
Substantial piece (Aut 2) – Agreed 4c  
There was good use of adjectives but there was some repetition.  
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