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Tasik /ABbove standard . At standard ' Near standard ' Below standard
Cher=ography mois g 4 or more | 3 choreography tools 2 choreography tools | 1 or no choreography ;
\ chorgography tools were used in the dance. | were used in the dance. | tools were used in the |

were used in the dance.

-

;
§
| dance

Elements of dance

| the Qance.

4 or more elements of
dance were present in

3 elements of dance
were present in the
dance.

2 elements of dance
were present in the
dance.

1 or no elements of
dance were present in
the dance.

Fevisions

- dlear and improved the |

Thecevisions were

over all performance.
"/

Some of the revisions
were clear while others

| were not evident.

Very few of the
revisions were clear
while others were not
evident

No revisions were
noticed.

rasoc statement

- Fhe'srtistic statement
' Was clear and related

drectlly to the dance.
AN

~

The artistic statement
was clear and related
to the dance, but the
dance had some areas
that were unclear.

The artistic statement
was clear and related
Some what to the
dance, but the dance
had many areas that
were unclear.

The artistic statement
was not evident in the
dance.

Srengih of All group members ghQup members Most group members | The group members |
gerformancs knew the knew the did not know the ‘
choreography and choreography and choreography and choreography and ‘

| were strong.

performance dynamics

ance dynamics

perfo
ere ot very strong.
10

Not All group members
knew the
choreography, but
performance dynamics
were strong.

performance dynamics
were not very strong.
OR

Very few group
members knew the
choreography, but
performance dynamics
were strong.

performance dynamics
were not strong.
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| performance dynamics
| were strong.

performance dynamics
were ndt very strong.

Not All group members
knew the
choreography, but
performance dynamics
were strong.

performance dynamics
were not very strong.
OR

Very few group
members knew the
choreography, but
performance dynamics
were strong.

performance dynamics
were not strong.
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' Task | Above standard At standard Near standard Below standard
| Choreography tools 4 or E)ore 3 choreography tools 2 choreography tools 1 or no choreography |
f choreography tools were used in the dance. | were used in the dance. | tools were used in the |
were/used in the dance. dance
"Elements of dance Tor more elements of | 3 elements of dance 2 elements of dance lornoelementsof |
' dance\were present in | were present in the were present in the dance were presentin |
| \the d]‘n dance. dance. the dance.
' Revisions ~The revisions were Some of the revisions | Very few of the No revisions were x
;  clear and improved the | were clear while others | revisions were clear noticed.
] over all performance. | were not evident. while others were not
; Q / evident
| Artistic statement ’i\ﬁ!{artistic statement | The artistic statement | The artistic statement | The artistic statement
‘ : wasclear and related | was clear and related | was clear and related | was not evidentin the |
; !‘ ' directly to the dance. to the dance, but the Some what to the dance.
dance had some areas | dance, but the dance |
j that were unclear. had many areas that i
| . were unclear.
| Strength of : All group members CAll ggoup members Most group members | The group members
| performance | knew the new'the knew the did not know the
| choreography and horeography and choreography and choreography and




