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Administration

The sample was submitted on time Y

Final marks were included on the cover sheets Y

All candidates’ work was authenticated Y

Content/Tasks and Annotation

Content/Tasks were appropriate and clearly met assessment objectives Y

Centre marks were supported by appropriate annotation Y

Assessment
The following statement best describes the outcome of moderation of marks

Marking was fair and consistently applied the assessment criteria Y

Rank order was generally agreed but marking tended to be generous N

Rank order was generally agreed but marking tended to be severe N

Rank order was not generally agreed N

Moderator's Comments/Advice

Administration:

The sample of folders arrived in good time. Thank you for that. The folders 
and coversheets were well presented and included precise details of task-
setting and extensive commentaries on the candidates’ work. Thank you for 
your letter explaining the amendments made to the sampling process for your 
centre.

Content/Tasks and Annotation: 

Candidates availed themselves of all of the prescribed descriptive writing titles 
and there was much writing to admire in the sample. I enjoyed Florence 
Edwards’ evocative railway station description which captured the essence of 
the scene through the use of precise detail and well chosen vocabulary. Jack 
Bartlett also produced some atmospheric writing sprinkled with lively details, 
although some of the content was perhaps a little ill-judged. I really enjoyed 
Amy Sparks’ lively and punchy description of the beach, although this, like 
other pieces in the sample, lacked development and was punctuated by 
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frequent errors. 

There was some impressive narrative writing to savour. Florence Edwards’ 
‘The Test’ was a highly imaginative piece with some assured use of detail and 
an interesting switch of narrative perspective. Christopher Illings’ realistic and 
lively account of appearing on stage really captured the moment well. 
Candidates at all levels demonstrated an ability to write well-shaped, coherent 
narratives that contained quite vivid realisations of scene and character.

‘Of Mice and Men’ was the text chosen for the Studying Written Language task 
and candidates discussed the theme of loneliness, the inevitability of the 
tragedy and the presentation of Curley’s Wife with varying degrees of success. 
(It should be noted, however, that questions based on 'theme' are not 
appropriate for GCSE English Language but belong in the GCSE English 
specification). Some candidates’ responses were narrative-driven, focusing on 
describing characters or events at the expense of exploring language and 
authorial technique. Florence Edwards’ sustained, intellectual discussion was 
very strong on overview and explored the issues in some depth. I found that 
the task asking students to discuss how the George and Lennie relationship 
might be interpreted was a difficult one as it seemed rather vague and invited 
candidates to adopt a formulaic, stilted approach in their responses. Jack 
Bartlett’s mechanical response is a case in point here.

The Spoken Language Study task focused on some interesting transcripts 
which stimulated the candidates and prompted some enthusiastic, detailed 
responses. However, candidates were asked to discuss how interesting they 
found the Paxman/Galloway interview and the Jamie Peacock text, rather a 
broad and, to my mind, vague title. I felt that a more specific title might have 
led to a more focused discussions, although in fairness candidates did engage 
with and enjoy the task, Jack Bartlett making a good fist of things in his 
assured response. I also enjoyed Florence Edwards’ (again!) probing and 
intelligent analysis of the Parkinson/Ryan transcript.

There was much evidence of detailed annotation and internal moderation in 
the folders and it is clear that teachers at the centre take assessment 
seriously and try to do their best for the candidates through well-focused, 
supportive marking of work. 

Assessment:

I was in general agreement with the majority of the centre's assessments. 
However, there was evidence of generosity in a couple of the folders: I was 
rather adrift of the centre's assessments of Robert Fry and Oliver Nicholas on 
the whole.

Oliver Nicholas’ ‘The Hero’, while lively, was a thin narrative. His Reading 
response was narrative-driven and, although there was the occasional stab at 
comment and analysis, generally the response was descriptive and heavily 
reliant on the text. Elsewhere, Jack Bartlett’s description of the beach was 
rather strained, clumsy, had some unflagged errors and was not deserving of 
the fourteen marks it received.  

Thank you for your endeavour and the conscientious manner in which you 
have contributed to the moderation process. It was a pleasure to read your 
candidates’ work.


