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Stage 2 English (Exemplar)This exemplar LAP is an adaptation of an existing SACE Stage 2 English LAP-01. It has been modified to apply live-development and interview based verifying conditions to an otherwise unchanged structure. This approach can be a crucial first step when beginning from a program that otherwise has no AI resilience features, as it gives affordances for verification prior to final submission (even if it is limited by the existing task structure) within a familiar program of learning. Task or program re-design to allow for more embedded AI resilience may be desired and feasible within the subject outline.

Assessment OverviewThe following (green) annotations are provided for illustrative purposes only and are not a required feature of a Learning and Assessment Plan

The table below provides details of the planned tasks and shows where students have the 
opportunity to provide evidence for each of the specific features of all of the assessment Assessment Type 1: Responding to Texts – Task 1 (Novel Response)
Exemplar stages of verification:
· Formative preparation involves class discussions focused on the ideas and stylistic features of the text. 
· Live development of draft: Initial brainstorming, structure and text response is completed under live conditions (ie done in-person with no access to materials outside of what is provided, such as by handwriting, digitally via a locked-down browse or otherwise). Document is collected by teacher to assist any required verification.
· Students have an additional 2 weeks to complete Task 1. They can use this time to polish the piece of writing and include additional ideas and examples. 
· Prior to final submission, students are required to successfully complete a live interview. They answer specific questions about their completed task that focus on the ideas, concepts and vocabulary used in their submission.  Adequate demonstration of understanding is required before final submission is accepted for grading.
Live in‑class drafting creates a secure baseline, while the collected work acts as process evidence. Independent drafting is balanced by an interactive discussion, which checks conceptual understanding and confirms authorship. This combination reflects recommended strategies such as live phases, shared class knowledge, and post‑hoc oral verification.
Where AI can help
Drafting support reviews: AI can quickly scan a student’s draft and suggest potential gaps, unclear reasoning, or misaligned evidence, helping teachers triage where to focus feedback.
Rubric alignment checks: AI can map student text to performance standards to help teachers prioritise marking attention (not to grade, but to surface areas requiring deeper examination).
Oral defence prep: Teachers can use AI to suggest personalised questions based on the student’s written submission, reducing prep time while ensuring questions target understanding.

design criteria.
 
	Assessment Type and Weighting
	Details of assessment
	Assessment Design Criteria
 
 
	Assessment conditions
(e.g. task type, word length, time allocated, supervision)

	 
	 
	K & U
	An
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	Assessment Type 1: Responding to Texts
Task 1: Response to a novel e.g. The Night Guest by Fiona McFarlane
	Students respond to a novel such as The Night Guest by Fiona McFarlane or another appropriate extended prose text. For example:
‘Fiona McFarlane, in her novel The Night Guest, uses a variety of stylistic features (e.g. the metaphor of the tiger, shifts in time and memory, and narration from Ruth’s perspective) to make the reader feel confused and lost, much as Ruth, the main character, might feel suffering from dementia. Students analyse two or three of these stylistic features and assess their effectiveness in developing the ideas in the text.’






 

 
	1,2
	1,2
	2, 3
	 
Written task – a maximum of 1000 words.

This task will require live development of initial work, and a live interview throughout the development of the task.

 


	Assessment Type 1: Responding to Texts
Task 2: Comparative task (media text)
	Students select two examples of the same news item from any media. They analyse the similarities and differences between the way the news is presented in the two texts by comparing:
·       context, audience and purpose
·       language and stylistic features and conventions.
The news item could be selected from:
·       print media (e.g. The Advertiser, The Australian, The Age) 
·       online media (e.g. www.adelaidenow.com.au, www.theguardian.com/au, www.aljazeera.com, http://www.huffingtonpost.com/ )
·       television news media (e.g. Channel 9,7, or 10, ABC News 24, Fox News, SBS)
 
 
	2,3
	2,3
	2,3
	 Assessment Type 1: Responding to Texts – Task 2 (Comparative Task)
This oral task naturally supports verification through real‑time communication and limited cue‑card notes. By requiring spontaneous, natural speech rather than scripted reading, the conditions reduce reliance on AI‑generated text and align with approaches that emphasise authentic reasoning, multimodal evidence, and oral demonstration of understanding.
Where AI can help
· Media text selection: AI can summarise multiple versions of a news event to help teachers pre‑screen texts or curate sets for students.
· Cue‑card review: AI can check student dot‑point notes for clarity and alignment with analytical objectives.
· Oral rehearsal: Students can practise with an AI interviewer that asks follow‑up questions, improving fluency and confidence.

Oral – a maximum of 6 minutes
 
Students are permitted a maximum of 6 cue cards (or equivalent) of notes structured in dot points only to help guide their oral response.
 
Students are encouraged to use natural spoken language, limiting the amount they read directly from notes primarily structured in large paragraphs.
 Assessment Type 2: Creating Texts – MY:24 Recount
The expected use of AI is transparent and limited to early creative support, aligning with ethical‑use guidelines. The final product—a personal video recording—encourages personalisation of the early creative work.
Where AI can help
· Storyboard feedback: AI can review early scripts or concepts and highlight whether narrative structure or pacing might need teacher attention.
· Video marking automation: AI can generate quick verbatim transcripts of student videos to support faster marking and referencing.
· Idea development: AI can help students brainstorm narrative directions or refine story arcs while still keeping the story personal and original.


	Assessment Type 2: Creating Texts
Task 2: MY:24 (recount)
	Students produce a true or fictional recount of an event or time that has had a significant impact on their life.
To inspire creativity, they may view one or more episodes of the ABC series MY:24 (a collection of stories from young people who have experienced one day that changed their life forever), and then create a new episode based on a true or fictional story. It may be submitted as a recorded video or a written script. This may be assisted by the MY:24 digital storytelling app.
Alternatively read the article titled ‘The importance of telling our stories’ at http://www.huffingtonpost.com/rachael-freed/legacy-telling-our-story_b_776195.html
as a starting point.
 
 
	2,3
	 
	1,3
	Video recording maximum of 6 minutes.
 
Student are permitted to use 'Edchat' or other school provided generative AI tools to provide feedback and information during the students development of the video recording. The recording script itself must be the students original work.
 
Example assistance could be:
· Initial brainstorming
· Assisting in the creation of the script/storyboard
· Image generation
 

	Assessment Type 2: Creating Texts
Task 3: Festival of Arts
	After attending a live Festival of Arts performance, Fringe venue, concert or sporting event, students create a text in one of the following forms:
·       a persuasive piece for an interstate newspaper or website that promotes the city of Adelaide and its events as a holiday destination
·       a descriptive piece that describes the atmosphere at an event or venue
·       a review of a live performance that you attended, for a specific publication
·       a photo story creating the mood and atmosphere of the event.
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	Written piece 1000 words maximum or multimodal equivalent Assessment Type 2: Creating Texts – Festival of Arts

Exemplar stages of verification:

· Formative preparation for the next step involves multiple class discussions focused on shared experience of an event. 
· Live development of draft: Initial brainstorming, structure and text response is completed under live conditions. Document is collected by teacher to assist any required verification.
· Students have 2 weeks to complete Task 3: festival of Arts. They can use this time to polish piece of writing and include additional ideas and examples.
Grounding the task in a shared, real‑world event aligns with recommendations to use unique, contextualised experiences. Live initial drafting provides secure process evidence, while independent refinement is balanced by the requirement to draw on lived experience.
Where AI can help
· Draft comparison: AI can compare Phase 1 drafts with final submissions to flag major stylistic or structural shifts that may warrant a check‑in.
· Feedback drafting: AI can help teachers produce targeted formative feedback based on student drafts, by organising teachers verbatim comments into performance standard groupings.
· Moderation prep: AI can help generate brief summaries of each student’s work for internal moderation discussions.
· Flow support: AI can help students organise their reflections from the event into a coherent plan or scaffold without fabricating content.
· Language enhancement: AI can provide vocabulary suggestions to describe atmosphere, tone, and sensory details—supporting clarity without replacing original experience‑based writing.


 
 
 
This task will require live development of initial work throughout the development of the task.
.


	Assessment Type 2: Creating Texts
Writer’s statement
	Students produce a writer’s statement for one or more of the three created texts that
·       explains and justifies the creative decisions made in the process of writing one or more of the texts
·       explains the language and stylistic features and conventions used to meet the expectations of the intended audience(s) and achieve the stated purpose(s)
·       compares and contrasts the choices made to meet the expectations of the different audiences and/or purposes, if the statement refers to more than one text.
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	Writer's statement is a maximum of 1000 words.Assessment Type 2: Creating Texts – Writer’s Statement
Exemplar stages of verification:.
· Live development of draft: Initial brainstorming, structure and text response is completed under live conditions (paper/pen or locked down browser). Document is collected by teacher to assist any required verification.
· Students complete a live interview/oral defence of their writers statement. They answer specific questions that focus on the ideas, concepts and vocabulary used in their justification. Adequate demonstration of understanding is required before final submission is accepted for grading.
As in previous tasks, live drafting ensures an authentic starting point, while the interview provides strong verification of student reasoning and creative justification. These conditions align directly with process‑evidence strategies and post‑hoc interviews that confirm both authorship and conceptual understanding.
Where AI can help
· Interview generation: AI can produce suggested viva questions from each student’s draft, saving significant prep time.
· Coherence checks: AI can scan statements and flag where justifications do not align with the actual created text, prompting targeted conversation in the viva.
· Rubric mapping: AI can produce quick summaries highlighting which parts of the criteria appear demonstrated or missing.
· Reflection prompts: AI can provide structured questions to help students reflect on their creative decisions before writing the statement.
· Vocabulary clarification: Students can use AI to simplify complex terminology about audience, purpose, and conventions before expressing it in their own words.

 
This task will require live development of a text response, and a live interview throughout the development of the task.


	Assessment Type 3: Comparative Analysis (30%)
	Students undertake a comparative analysis of two texts and evaluate how the themes, language and stylistic features, and conventions in these texts are used to represent ideas, perspectives, and/or aspects of culture, and shape responses and interpretations.
	1,2,3
	1,2,3
	1,2,3
	The writing in the folio should be a maximum of 2000 words.

This task will require live development of a text response, and a live interview throughout the development of the task.


 
 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 



 Assessment Type 3: Comparative Analysis 
Exemplar stages of verification:.
The folio must be a product of independent study. The writing in the folio should be a maximum of 2000 words.
Live development of planning: Initial brainstorming, structure and planning is completed under live conditions. Document is collected by teacher to assist any required verification.
Further, draft feedback will be provided at the beginning of a lesson, where students will review and improve their drafts under live conditions. The before and after documents are collected by teacher to assist any required verification.
Students then have time to complete their Comparative Analysis. They can use this time to polish the piece of writing and include additional ideas and examples.
Students complete a live interview in the form of an oral defence of their writers statement. They answer specific questions that focus on the ideas, concepts and vocabulary used in their justification. Adequate demonstration of understanding is required before final submission is accepted for grading.
The requirement for independent work sets clear expectations, but authenticity is primarily ensured through the live development and interview, which probes understanding of the analysis. This aligns with recommended strategies that use oral verification to confirm understanding of complex written work.
Where AI can help 
· Similarity reviews: AI can help teachers compare early planning notes to the final folio to check continuity of authorship.
· Interview scripts: AI can auto‑generate deep reasoning questions for the viva that align with the themes, texts, and interpretations in the student’s work.
· Marking efficiency: AI can summarise long essays, allowing teachers to skim key ideas before beginning detailed marking.
· Research support: AI can help students map themes, perspectives, or textual features as starting points, improving their ability to organise thinking early.
· Flow and revision: Students can ask AI for suggestions on improving transitions, clarity, or analytical depth—still requiring them to make all content decisions.
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