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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 N

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 Y

Centre marks accepted

Moderator's Report 2013



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. The 
administration of the folders was exemplary

Content/Tasks and Annotation: 

It was heartening and wonderfully refreshing to note the range of 
Shakespeare texts used by the centre for the Literature/Poetry task. The 
English Department at the centre deserves commendation for its willingness 
to provide its candidates with such a rich diet of texts. A wide range of poems 
from the WJEC Poetry Collection was used for comparison and tasks focused 
on the themes of conflict and male/female relationships with these themes 
being nicely tweaked for the different texts. 
I was very impressed by Florence Edwards’ detailed, intelligent analysis of the 
effects of conflict on the younger generation, although I found the approach 
she took-discussing ‘Romeo and Juliet’ and then comparing the two poems 
before returning to a brief comparison between the play and the poems-
marred the overall effect of her response and meant that her analysis of the 
language of the poems was a little thin and comparisons were not drawn 
between all three texts. Whilst WJEC does not prescribe an approach to the 
Shakespeare/Poetry response, many candidates fare better if the essay is 
split in to three distinct parts, dealing with Shakespeare, poetry and the 
linking section separately. While it was clear that most candidates engaged 
with the texts and the tasks set many of their responses were explanatory 
and descriptive rather than analytical. Sebastian Duffy’s response tracked the 
texts well but it tended to quote and explain rather than undertake a 
sustained exploration of language and technique. Georgia Bennett and Amy 
Sparks’ responses exhibited this tendency, which was a common feature in 
many of the candidates’ work. Appropriate poems were used that matched 
the ability of the candidates in most cases, although I did feel that ‘The Flea’ 
was a difficult poem for Eleanor Hacker.
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: 

There was evidence of generosity in the centre’s assessments of Angus Tait 
and Georgia Keane. Nevertheless, I was in broad agreement with the centre's 
assessments of the rest of the sample. Particularly sound were the marks for 
Florence Edwards, Mia Green and Sebastian Duffy.  

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.


