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This was a very sm all series with m ost  cent res subm it t ing very few candidates 

and only a handful of full cent re subm issions.  

 

Ad m in ist r a t ion  

 

Every cent re subm it ted work prom pt ly and this helped the process to run 

sm oothly and on t im e. The vast  m ajor ity of cent res subm it ted folders with the 

correct  cover sheets and inform at ion in place and with folders neat ly secured 

and t reasury tagged.  

Cover sheets were, in the m ain, appropriately com pleted. We do ask that  the 

subtotals for the Reading work (essay +  com m entary)  and Writ ing work (AO4 +  

AO5)  are recorded clearly and separately before providing an overall total. 

Support ing com m ents for those m arks should be com pleted, again so that  the 

m oderator can see at  a glance the cent re’s final decision m aking, rather than 

put t ing ‘see inside’ on the cover sheet .  Thank you to those cent res who secured 

their  folders with t reasury tags, m aking them  safe and easy to handle for the 

team . Loose sheets however, are insecure and unhelpful.  

 

Task  Set t in g  

 

Assig n m en t  A:   

I n the m ain, task set t ing was varied and appropriate, but  I  would like to 

reiterate the advice given after the sum m er series with regard to ‘com parison’.  

Whilst  the specificat ion invites responses to any two texts from  the anthology, 

the work on these two texts should be addressing the following assessm ent  

object ives:  

AO1:  read and understand a variety of texts, select ing and interpret ing 

inform at ion, ideas and perspect ives  

and AO2:  understand and analyse how writers use linguist ic and st ructural 

devices to achieve their  effects. 

Essent ially here, AO1 is looking for a dem onst rat ion of the ‘what ’ – the 

com prehension skill dem onst rated by the candidate and AO2 is looking for a 

dem onst rat ion of the ‘how’ – the analyt ical skill of the candidate and their  abilit y 

to com m ent  on the effect  of writers’ choices. Though assignm ents are m arked 

holist ically, cent res should note the weight ing of those m arks in the essay as 6 

and 18 respect ively.  

There are n o  m ar k s f o r  com p ar ison  in this assignm ent . As in the sum m er, I  

discovered weaker candidates subm it t ing the t it le ‘Poet ry Com parison’ or sim ilar 

and then m aking lit t le m ore than sim ple links between the texts in term s of 

content  and them e. This precluded them  from  achieving m arks for AO2 in 

anything but  the sim plest  form , whereas writ ing about  the texts concurrent ly 

and in m ore detail would have been m ore enabling. Occasionally, very able 

candidates had been set  a com parison task, the response to which, despite 

being well expressed and interest ing in term s of it s interpretat ions, m arginalised 

or even com pletely ignored AO2. These responses were often given very high 

m arks init ially by the cent re, but  were clearly not  m eet ing the requirem ents of 

the specificat ion.  

 

Com m en t ar ies:  

I n this series, com m entaries were m uch m ore securely handled. Those cent res 

who subm it ted pieces of approxim ately 300 words, clearly and separately 

labelled away from  the m ain essay, with interest ing explanat ions of the choice of 



text  against  the backdrop of the rest  of the texts in the anthology were the m ost  

successful. Again, it  m ust  be rem em bered that  com m entaries are m arked only 

for AO1 and so extended references to language and st ructure are not  

creditworthy in this part  of the coursework.  

 

Assig n m en t  B :  was once again tackled really well by the m ajor ity of 

candidates. Most  candidates had chosen to write narrat ives and m any of these 

were successful, engaging and entertaining. Vocabulary was a st rength for m any 

candidates and there was som e effect ive use of descript ion and im agery for 

effect . Many candidates took highly dram at ic events or disasters as their  

scenario but  the bet ter responses took a m ore subt le approach and were thereby 

m ore convincing overall.   

The vast  m ajor ity of candidates in this series wrote in clearly defined paragraphs 

following a narrat ive st ructure where appropriate. There was som e very good 

spelling in evidence across the board. Technical inaccuracies tended to be within 

syntax and agreem ent . Use of punctuat ion was generally good with m ost  

candidates displaying a bet ter than working knowledge of a range. However, 

com m a splicing was st ill an issue for som e candidates.  

 

Assessm en t , an n o t at ion  an d  in t er n a l  m od er at ion :  

 

As this was a sm all series, where m any cent res had single or sm all subm issions, 

there was clear evidence that  m ost  cent res had applied the m ark schem e fair ly 

and annotated their  work appropriately. I n the vast  m ajor ity of cases there was 

also evidence of a second m arker. Thank you to those cent res who com pleted 

this process so diligent ly.  

 

Occasionally, som e leniency was observed where cent res had applied very high 

m arks to folders with no real j ust ificat ion. To award m arks at  the top of a level 

there should be clear evidence of all five skills in the level and these should be 

clearly noted in the form at ive annotat ion. Where this happens it  is often the case 

that  an intelligent  response has been awarded high m arks but  has not  addressed 

AO2 appropriately. This is often due to task set t ing which has not  allowed the 

candidate to dem onst rate this object ive. 

 

One last  rem inder from  the sum m er is that  annotat ions and com m ents to the 

candidate are redundant  – the piece of work subm it ted to the m oderator is no 

longer a draft  and all annotat ion should be there to provide evidence for the 

m oderator. 

 

Overall,  the vast  m ajority of subm issions showed hard work from  both 

candidates and cent res and were, on the whole, an absolute pleasure to read 

and m oderate.  


