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Key Messages

« Candidates are advised to be sure they recognize the important keywords in each task

to meet the requirements of the question.

» Candidates are reminded that the main focus is on language in thisexam
which contributes for the majority of the marks, so they should ensure that the tenses

are consistent and use proper spelling and punctuation.
« Candidates are encouraged to review their writing for accuracy and relevance.
In Grammar:

Candidates are still struggling with the following elements of Tamil grammar:
* Verb-subject agreement
« Use of appropriate case markers
« Past tense of irregular verbs
» Correctly transforming negative sentences into affirmative sentences
» combining two sentences

 Singular/Plural

In comprehension:

» Candidates perform better on questions that require literal comprehension. However,
many candidates found it difficult to answer questions that evaluated higher-order
reading abilities including guessing the meaning of words in context.

In writing:

« Candidates should use proper grammar, spelling, and punctuation in their writing.

« Spelling and verb conjugation are major problems for weaker candidates.

« Candidates should develop a storyline and employ a range of linguistic constructions
and words in order to keep the reader's interest in their essays.

« To write effectively, relevant information must be organized logically and ideas must
follow one another.

« Students' performance has to be significantly enhanced. More possibilities for spoken
and written language interaction with students are necessary.



General Comments

Overall, performance on the NCE Tamil exam was satisfactory, with a 75.6% passing rate. The
strongest candidates demonstrated a very high degree of proficiency in Tamil, as well as very
precise usage of grammar, spelling, and punctuation. They wrote excellent essays and were
able to tackle most questions without difficulties. Many candidates did well on tasks
that were basic and intermediate across all of the competencies tested. For an important

number of candidates, it is necessary to improve grammar and vocabulary knowledge more.

Furthermore, it was observed that a significant percentage of candidates didn’t attempt the
Functional and Extended Writing sections. Candidates should be familiar with these

types of exercises so that they can tackle them during exams confidently.

A significant number of candidates still find it difficult to demonstrate understanding and
proficiency in parts of the paper. This was particularly noticeable in the candidates' poor
performance in Cloze Text, Error Hunt, and Word Formation tasks.

In conclusion, it is clear that in order for candidates to reach a greater level of proficiency, they
must both be exposed to the language in its true form as well as have more opportunities to
practice each of the four language abilities in Tamil namely Listening, Speaking, Reading and
Writing.

Comments on Specific questions
Question 1 — Basic Grammar

A variety of basic grammatical concepts are evaluated in Question 1. It tests candidates'
proficiency with fundamental yet crucial grammar concepts using multiple-choice and open-
ended questions. This multiple choice tasks were well attempted by many candidates, with the
main stumbling block being the use of case markers, verbal participles and adjectival
participles.

The best-done items were item 1 and item 2. Most candidates found these questions to be

accessible.



Some candidates found the following items to be particularly difficult:

Item 3 and 6

These items aimed at testing the conjugation of verbs. Some candidates still had difficulties in
choosing the correct answers. Item 3 dealt with future tense. Some candidates forgot the
meaning of the word ‘mrenarg@° Which was indicative of future tense. Item 6 dealt with

subject-verb agreement whereby a few candidates opted for the distractor ‘Lir@®eumu’’.

Items 4 and 8

These items dealt with the proper use of eré#16. It has been noted that the majority of candidates
still have difficulties in differentiating between afener and G uw g erds16. Very few candidates
could choose the right answer ‘y@gs’ for item 4.

For item 8, candidates had to choose the aflewer srés16. The majority of candidates wrongly
answered this question for the simple reason that they cannot differentiate between afe»er and
QL F eTFFalen a5 6.

Thorough practice needs to be given to candidates in regard of the use of srgsafensssar.

Item 5
This item tested candidates’ ability to use the case marker ‘@i (Possessive). Though this is

a common structure some candidates could not get the correct answer.

Item 7
This item was well attempted by most candidates.

Item 9
This item assessed the proper use of the suffix ‘2.14’. This was correctly answered by most

candidates.

Item 10
This item dealt with the proper use of conjunctions. Many candidates struggled to find the

correct answer here. This may be because candidates are not familiar with the word oyevevg.



The following items were found challenging by candidates:

Item 11
This item required candidates to transform the given sentence in masculine form. Candidates

had to transform the 2 words wrewraf and ur@®mrar in the masculine. Many candidates lost

full marks as they transformed only 1 word.

Item 12 and 14

These items tested candidates’ ability to transform the given sentence in both negative and
affirmative. Candidates should pay attention to the tense of the verb in order to use the correct
negative and affirmative form. It was also noted that some candidates were not aware of the

meaning of e7@5wewm and o 1_erum” @ in Tamil.

A few students rewrote the sentence by inserting the word ‘ea@®gwerm’. E.Q., (Crpmi

2 LpUFSGT SBLOLIFGT cTGFLoamm GleuL 1y aTTFisar.)

Item 15
This item was found challenging by many candidates. In this item candidates had to transform
the given sentence from the passive to the active voice. Many candidates did not understand
the instruction. It was noted that most candidates were not aware of the word QewriLmL @
aflewang Ggm_g. This item was well answered by only a few candidates. Some wrong answers
given by candidates are as follows:

o QU BB 2 ey Uled QL 19T

* PUGBITG 2 bSIQIKHTLY GO GL LY G,

o RGBT 2 By CFULILTL® aflevears QSTL§ ¢L 19 ery.

Question 2 — Basic Vocabulary

The five MCQs in Question 2 tested the knowledge of basic Tamil vocabulary. However, many
candidates could not give the correct verb as answer for item 5. Lack of exposure to vocabulary

is the main reason for these types of difficulties.



The best-done items were:

Item 2
@B uIgLh ............ BLo&E Blevpw fL B Ceaucmevsars ClsTHSS T,

Most candidates were able to choose the correct answer <& fwg without any difficulty.

Item 5
BT @QBS BIewew aUTHSGNLGL_GT. BTG YWS ............ SpLiL9% OF1HLIGLIGT.

The word mred helped candidates to select graoglewawsgsig@s as answer.

The following items proved to be challenging to many candidates

Item 1
QeuliLioms QBSHDE. FLO ............. $0&16TGeumon?
For this item, candidates had to select the correct verb which was £5%. This item proved to be

challenging many to candidates.

Item 3
2 BIFH6T WFFHMaTS H(LP@IN LID @ YUDEHD @B «vvvvenn... SIDL_5GIF 6B Ta.

For this item srevenflsermed Was a popular distractor.

Item 4
e e1esr O)Fe G ew @) ppsail’ GL_er. BaeT ............ ReTemD uTEIH GeesT(hLD.
This item was the most challenging in this question. It may possibly be because candidates are

not aware of the meaning of the words ‘g’ ‘ @erewwo’ and “grus’.

Question 3: Basic Reading Comprehension

Question 3A

This question assesses intermediate reading comprehension skills, more precisely the ability to
locate information. A letter about a girl asking her friend to come and visit her was given this
year. Overall, the candidates' performance was encouraging, with the majority demonstrating

that they have mastered the fundamental reading skill of literal understanding.
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Most questions were answered accurately by candidates. However, educators should remind

their students that excess lifting of information is penalized.

Question 3B

In Question 3B, candidates were required to read a poster on a poem completion and provide
written responses to each of the five questions. While the majority of candidates fared well,
those who engaged in indiscriminate lifting were penalized. It is imperative to provide concise

and correct answers on tasks of this nature.
The following items posed difficulty to candidates:

Item 2

Here, candidates had to write the name of the Ministry which organized this competition. But
some candidates gave the following indiscriminate lift and were not awarded any mark: ‘saaf
dowiFsy CsHws saflews Curiguiled FoBSH0STTOT RGTLISTLD ST LDTCET6UTHHET

2ADPEEDSI’.

Item 3

In this item candidates had to write the word gerugmb only but some gave the following lift:
‘sval YewiFsd CsFws saflensLs CumL g uiled s BSOS TATAT QRETLISTLD ST LDTCRTC [%H6H 6T
syempssmg’, Which is a direct, indiscriminate lift from the text. This answer also contains

excess information and credit cannot be given in such cases.

Educators are requested to instruct students accordingly in how to respond to these kinds of

questions in a concise manner.

Question 4: Word formation

This question aimed at testing the capacity of candidates to apply word formation rules in
Tamil.

Despite the fact that the transformations required derived from common words, candidates
performed poorly on this task. Even when candidates made an effort to use the proper word
structure, many were penalised for grammatical and spelling mistakes. Adequate practice in

such type of tasks is imperative for improvement.



Item 1
It was an item where candidates had to add case marker ‘@’ to the word ‘yb0n’. A good
number of candidates were able to transform it correctly. However, some candidates were not

aware that when we have the verb ‘2 gaf GQeui’, the case marker ‘@’ should be added.

Item 2
For this item, either Geausors Or Geusomus Was accepted as answer. The majority was able to

answer it correctly.

Item 3

Item 3 proved to be very challenging for many candidates. Candidates had to add ‘= 15” when
we have the word ‘ereder’. But the overall performance of this item was below average. A
considerable number of candidates did not do any transformation and wrote the word as it was.
Educators are advised to explain to students that when we have words such as ‘ereevr’

‘@aiGeures’ We need to add the suffix ‘15’ with the word.

Item 4

Candidates had to transform the verb in past tense. Many candidates conjugated the verb in
either the present or future tense. Some answers were given as ‘ QL& @errar, QLIS &GSSTaT .
These answers were not given credit. Also, since the verb QL& is an irregular verb, it was

wrongly conjugated by most candidates.

Item 5

Item 5 proved to be very challenging for many candidates. Candidates used the wrong case
marker. A common wrong answer was <yewpuied Whereas the correct answer was ojeps& .
This may be related to the fact that some candidates tend to read the task required quickly rather

than deriving meaning from reading the sentences in their entirety.

Question 5 -Error Hunt

Candidates who fared well in this component demonstrated competence in handling the
language accurately and appropriately. However, poor performance was noted in the following

instances:



Item 1
This is a very common transformation and was well attempted by the majority of candidates.

Candidates are aware to use the case marker ‘@’ when we have the verb ‘Gunr’.

Item 2
This item was challenging as some candidates thought a transformation was needed here, hence

some gave answers like «yau@gs, <euflis, which were clearly wrong.

Item 3
This item was within the reach of most candidates. A few candidates gave @ wfluigy as

answer, but such answers were rare.

Item 4
A significant number of candidates was unable to write the proper form, eflewear erdaid. This

proves that candidates still struggle with ergs aflenewsar.

Item 5
This item posed problem to very few candidates. Most candidates had no difficulty finding
the correct answer here. However, some conjugated the verb in the present tense instead of

the past tense.

It is important to teach students how to read and understand passages of similar length and
level. Along with a lengthy explanation of the passage, educators should show their students

how to find the right answers.

Question 6 A: Cloze Text

Candidates had to select the correct word to finish the text in Part A from a list of given words.
Most candidates answered this section of the question successfully and the majority of
candidates scored well on this task. Students need to read all the words in the box and read the
text before they start to answer in order to get the correct meaning. They also need to take into

consideration the grammatical form of the words.



Question 6 B: Open Cloze Text

Many candidates still find it difficult to answer the open Cloze Text. It is a higher order reading
task that calls for the capacity to infer the word that would be most appropriate to fill the
provided gaps using contextual cues. Candidates should have a strong receptive and productive
vocabulary be able to handle this type of task. Many struggled with this task mainly due to an
inability to make use of the context for meaning. Others provided answers which clearly

demonstrated a lack of understanding of the passage.

Iltem 1

This item had a range of acceptable answers, such as presid, eurgupLd, sredeUlaLh,
wremevullay b and @miser but was beyond the reach of many.

Item 2
From the context given it should have been possible to deduce that a quantifier noun was
required. wev, Blewmw Were acceptable answers here. Many candidates struggled to find the

correct word.

Item 3
This item was successfully attempted as candidates were able to write the correct answer. This
may be because the word 9 in the sentence was helpful and candidates were able to find the

appropriate word. Many plausible answers such as gesrenfs, Limed, LiTeTsLd WeEre given.

Item 4
This item was very challenging for even the high flyers. From the given context only the word

&f) was suitable. The majority left this part blank.

Item 5
A number of options was possible here: gru, sruiewiowines, pedev. But only a few have done

this item successfully. This may be due to a lack of understanding of the sentence.

Candidates are recommended to consider carefully their responses to make sure that the

suggestions they provide fit in with the sentence’s structure and grammatical consistency.



Question 7 - Functional Writing

Question 7 assessed the ability of candidates to write a 50-60-word text on a functional task.
Candidates are essentially assessed on their ability to write with correct G/S/P and demonstrate
a strong understanding of the audience and purpose. Candidates were asked to write a letter to

their friend about a neighbour who listens to music very loudly at night.

It was noted that many candidates lacked an understanding of their audience and purpose. Most
of the cues were either ignored or briefly handled. Some struggled to understand the context
set. Mistakes pertaining to verbs, agreement, gender, cases and spelling were observed. It was
also noted that a number of students left out this component.

In order to score better marks candidates should be given more practice in writing simple
meaningful sentences. Educators are requested to guide students accordingly for functional

writing.

As far as Functional Writing was concerned this year, the highest marks went to those who
kept their focus on the context and purpose of the letter and shaped their response according to
the descriptors. In this task, it is the development of the ideas that will gain most marks.
Responses did not always address all aspects of the question effectively; the first bullet point

presenting the greatest challenge for candidates.

Bullet point 1: ‘How those living in the neighbourhood are affected?’

In terms of the requirement in this bullet point to mention how they were affected, the responses
were less successful. Many offered a vague term, such as ‘ Ligs5 960 S euiser @) enswmed
un@ssLiu@Snmiser Which was not really sufficient.

The second bullet point was generally well done. Very few candidates did not respond to this

bullet although occasionally it was too brief and undeveloped.

Again, the third bullet which was ‘How did you handle the situation till now?’ proved to be
challenging. A few candidates disadvantaged themselves by ignoring this point completely.
Even with lack of understanding of the bullet points, there was usually enough understanding

of the purpose of the letter to gain some credit in terms of Task Fulfilment.
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Generally, there was a good awareness of audience and candidates were comfortable with the
informal style of a letter to a friend. Many candidates started their letter with an appropriate

opening phrase or two and a sensible salutation.

Most responses included an appropriate opening and a short overview of the content of the
letter; conveying a clear sense of purpose and format. Most also ended with an appropriate

salutation and a concluding sentence.

Many candidates made good use of paragraphs to reinforce the organisation but there were still
a large number who could have improved in this area because they wrote the piece as one
paragraph, a common mistake in this section. A significant number of candidates wrote rather
short responses, only just reaching the lower word limit; it is unlikely such undeveloped

responses will gain marks in the higher bands.

Band 1

Example (1)

9| GUTL{ QT ] LpSH G,

UGTEHLD. FVLD. BoPlw Heued. Gumes eumgLd pAeT o aenienl_w oL emevl] 6)lumpGmaer.
dSLI LI 5G| 616ws G @CT LGIPFF). YSTTED BHFAT LIGV. BIGT 2 GI6wflL_LD @)BF LOL_ D6V
61(LpGIF Cpetr. erOlewaInIed 616l LIGHSH i Hssrreneari upn Cus GeuestHd. <yeud Crpmi
@ewserw 1% o gsswasL CurliLnl. USESHOD URASHDauTseT Wsad GCsTLLDIS
Q@ BBSTIFET. TG HIBI%H (LPLYWIVemev. HYFFSFMVSG Gis% et Heufll b CLF Gearerr.
Qs L Geuswar! e Cssalledeme. 6Tasig@ 2 T 2 50 CouasIBLD. BTG STUDHTTISHE® 6T
9w 1pss (BLOLLF Co&T. BreT @)Bs L6 (LpLys5IalBHFCner. perm).

QUL &S

2 _GST [5GOSTLIGHT

5GP GV L GIT

Example (2)

9 crLjerer G aier,

UTEHLD. ST HaTTed Bujd 2.6 GRUUSSTHLD BIWWTL Q)BIFVIHET T8N
BB CD&T. @i Feseel] LPY QBSS S19HLD 2 816G 61(LpSs SiwnatsGCEar. 1T LIS555]

of " RasToiser @ewsenw s o gsswasL CUIBGSDTI. LUS55S5 L (HSSTIITHTTC SHEI%
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worpwng. Gah eraiarme erer LWIPPEemerd CFuiw (PIQWTG. BI6Ts@ QFHPIESmVS
8055 BT STaUPBledVWsSSHIsGHL CuTGaar Brear @Qbsd Fossemell LPY FTaUPSTI6T L LD
CuaGeuer. prenens@ b eratCearm(® eu@heumun? Brer L% & HFFwms @)wLiGLer.

BTG 2_G8T HL4FSH®S TS FLITISSH CDGIr. 6UeRTSHSHLD.

QUL &S

O)FeO eI

These responses receive high grades since they address all of the bullet points, use correct
G/S/P, and have a clear understanding of the audience and purpose of the task set.

Band 2

9| GUTL{ QTG LD G,

aassLd! povld. pvoPli I eeD. @)GTDS S BT Q@5 YL Fms 61(LpgH Cner. @Q)raled eresr
uss3g ofLBRes1ri @@ OeSlenFwrest UTL_gasLl UmgerTd. Syeui QevsFeow L%
2 g&&swrsL CuUI®Smri. @Qsetned preT erar Cari 'L Fe0 e HYlw mreoewld LgsGsHer.
QFRsFdVG Bi%s QFIauemg BreT oy &L GL 6. BT 2 6iafll LD IYbF FLGSHMS
9 GTLITS 6T(LpF) GevTeyT.

QL sE

Geusvesr

This answer demonstrated a clear understanding of the audience and purpose. Most points were

addressed. However, as there were occasional spelling mistakes this script could not be placed
in band 1.

Band 3

9y eryerer Gaall

UMTSHLD. BAGT HYFLD GIPHHCD&I.  eTadT LSSHSH QL DSSTINT @QenF 2 JHHLOIS
Curh & Crner. LEFSB0 UPEFDUTISGT LITHSHDTIS6T. BIGCH LIGLIL], STHSLD, FGLOWGD
enaresar @) (BHST. BT HEsVS G155 CLTHSCmer. BreT o 61 2 Faif CsaT. aUeTSSHLD.
QUL &S

FeOad
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This is a poor response. There are several grammatical and spelling errors, which at times
threaten to distort the message. The grammatical mistakes are noticeable. Not all points have

not been addressed.

Question 8 - Reading Comprehension

The extended reading comprehension task was generally well done this year. The paragraphing
was a good guide to students to locate the correct answers. Generally, candidates’ performance
was not very bad. However, a few candidates did not understand the entire passage and thus

ended up scoring low marks.

The majority of candidates attempted every question. Incomplete scripts were extremely rare,

all candidates seeming to engage with the task.

Some candidates still struggle in tasks requiring higher order skills such as making inferences

or giving the meaning of vocabulary words.

It is imperative that candidates read the questions carefully. On occasion, candidates’ responses
would suggest that questions had either been misunderstood or simply misread. Some
candidates lifted indiscriminately and thus they were penalized.

The following is a reminder to candidates:

« Lifting is acceptable if the question does not require candidates to respond in their own
words, but it must not contain excess information.

« Excess information in an otherwise valid answer is not granted credit.

» If evidence of understanding is clearly indicated, grammatical and spelling errors are
not penalized.

« Students should be encouraged to avoid indiscriminate lifting of the part where the
answer is found. It is important that they select the answer material and reply in a clear

and precise manner.

Item 1 and Item 3
Candidates fared well in questions 1 and 3 with no particular difficulties reported by examiners.
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Item 2
Candidates generally did well and listed the two examples required. Marks were lost when
candidates repeated the same point about ‘GTOGTHLD BEISHET

BewrL1fsGern(h) o L &1igmniser .

Item 7

It was pleasing to see a nhumber of students achieving good marks, but there was also clear
evidence that some students had not read the questions carefully, hence missing important parts
and therefore lost marks. An example of this would be item 7 where candidates had to write
what Pricile thought about the work given by Mrs Mootoosamy. Many answered this question

partially, thus losing marks.

Item 11

Some candidates found this item difficult. The expected answer was eu@LiLy Lomeweuisar
TOIHLD wEFars L 1g armisar. Some candidates missed out this answer.

Students are advised to read the passage carefully, understand it, and read all the questions
before answering. Lifting will not be rewarded if it is too long or does not make sense.

Item 12

This item was challenging to the majority of candidates. Many candidates choose not to tackle
this task. The fact that almost none of the candidates were able to write the appropriate
synonyms demonstrates that the majority of candidates did not understand the given words.
Other candidates have tried constructing sentences rather than providing the synonyms.
Educators are advised that more work is to be done to build candidates’ vocabulary.

Question 9 - Translation

The translation task was within the level of the candidates but some of them lacked the skills
to translate it very well. Some candidates were able to translate it satisfactorily whilst others
did not attempt it at all.

Very few students scored full marks but more than half of all students did manage to gain at
least 5 marks.

In the first section, common words were successfully translated into Tamil. Many candidates
demonstrated strong translation abilities for this section. However, in the second section

missing words and sentences were common.
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The main issues were as follows:
e ‘always’ was often translated as <19 8319

e the correct word for To fly was often not found

Here is a summary of the main problems encountered in the second translation:
e 15-year-old was not always translated accurately and ‘Moka’ was often left unchanged
in English
e favourite was omitted by many
e hardworking was not translated accurately, with many using words such as = e SmsL8
and Geuemova s

e sports proved challenging, as did the word also

Question 10 - Extended writing

The final question on the paper is the composition writing task. Candidates had to choose 1
question from the given two given, one narrative and one descriptive task. This exercise
assesses higher order skills in writing, such as the ability to develop a given storyline
imaginatively and creatively, to use correct grammar and appropriate syntax to express one’s

ideas, to use varied sentence structures and a rich and varied vocabulary.

The overall standard of the vast majority of responses this year seemed to be at least on a par
with that of last year. The instructions for each question were understood by most candidates.
The essay titles for question 10 were quite evenly divided, with fewer candidates than usual
opting for a narrative approach. This was mainly due to the popularity of the descriptive
question, where many candidates felt secure describing a rainy day, and the clear interest in,
and knowledge about the topic which drew candidates to opt the descriptive essay.

The vast majority of candidates used the time well, wrote appropriate amounts for each
question and avoided rubric infringements, all of which is very encouraging and it
demonstrated how well they had been prepared. The strengths and weaknesses of the linguistic
ability were similar to last year: there was a great deal of very fluent, imaginative and accurate
writing which was a joy to read. Very few prepared openings to essays were used and this

worked to the benefit of candidates, and there are significantly fewer candidates who come to
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the exam with prepared essays which are fitted to an essay title and sound awkward, especially

when a prescribed sentence has to be included.

While the imaginative development of the storyline can be acclaimed, the linguistic challenges
which candidates faced when writing longer pieces of prose remain. Subject-verb agreement,
the correct use of verbs, the coherent use of tenses and using correct verb forms were all
challenges faced by candidates.

It was also noted that a few students left the composition task blank. Educators are requested
to encourage students to attempt composition writing and guide them properly to score the

maximum marks.

The range of answers received was very pleasing, with a big number of candidates producing
band 1 level work.
Educators are reminded that examiners will be looking at the following criteria when assessing
extended writing:

e an elaborate development of the given storyline,

e use of accurate grammar, spelling and syntax

e use of varied sentence structures

e ability to use rich and varied vocabulary.

Answers which are able to combine all these elements will score highly.

Narrative Writing

This was a popular choice and almost all candidates were able to integrate the phrase
effectively, many choosing to use it as the introduction to their narrative.

Stronger responses displayed accurate and consistent use of tenses, a wide and apt vocabulary,
and dialogue to good effect. Weaker responses switched between past and present tenses,
showed an insecure use of punctuation — often resulting in lengthy sentences which impacted
on clarity, subsequently imposing a strain on the reader. Weaker responses included repetition
of ideas and an overuse of simple grammatical forms and vocabulary. Most responses would
have benefited from more variety in their punctuation, provided it was used accurately. With
specific reference to dialogue, two points are worth remembering here. First, if dialogue is

added it should have a purpose — perhaps to show character in some way or create tension.
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Candidates are encouraged to consider the plot of their narrative and to make a plan before they

start to write: a minority of responses were unfocused and lengthy with little sense of structure.

Band 1 essay
OFeID UTTLD R(B LS PeLD. UTeTSF60 & AweT SLiLpg Cumew LGTUGTSSS]. STl (b

QB (LD BITGT YFGTTEV BIGILD TG HSFHTRYLD 6T68 LITL LG eYe®L W oL 1960 1% CeTLd.

BeOrein stevewulled Brarg wenfld@ uTly emismar erwpLierTd. OLILITYSGS
saeulleyd revselleyd smuliul’L g. LT w $ameulelBbrs @155 C&15F W)
9RTDSHG BIBIFH6T YPHTewevuied af ewi il GLmd. Cpuw &L0%sm060 s55T GHmwmef
UGy PSS TH. BaaT LwFECsTlh Qeewemwri CGumrew pEREFCaTer. LT 2 655
@uedled GaoLy) Caold) ypsmi. ewr wewfl Crrsss@d Crmumel euesTiy apg SLiLIT®6

LO(hS &I ILOe® 63T G Olsment(h) Cuimesigy. G L Cauemar 9LILITOSEE LOWSESHLD DL bS]

Crud $MPHPSSTLOG LD(5SSHITHET auenid CFTHSSMIHET. 6168 FTHafc) FHewsresniy LOGOSH W),
6T FIRTLISSHISH @ 6TV )6V, LO(FSSHIUISOT YaUfsHer (pweaipeueny OFuismiser. Fev
Cruss1seL L9n@ <euisear QeaelCuw epsTisear pow GCoasmer aiser ILILITHG
STUUTHOIGTTISET. Bresr garafler HLHFF ClasmeGL e @Bg BTl sepsGL LYIDEG LT

of (DS G UBSTH. 2bF BTGT 6168 LOGTH LIFLOTSS Tewnsf] CLimev LIS BSS).

The ideas are well organised and there is a clear progression throughout the response, with
good use of vocabulary and logical paragraphing. A sense of unity is achieved. There is a wide
range of vocabulary with good use of less common items as well as evidence of higher level features,
such as ‘presr LwgGsTH @ewewenwi CGurew FREECerer, ‘QyLiur o gass Gredled GzLoLd
Csld) SyupsTd, ‘aar HFUSFHSSG e @oa’, and ‘9yps preT eT@r TG

uLoggsmest Gurew LUSBSS .

Band 2 essay
QBS YDLSLOTT BSLHER LsarGipenouied QL bGlupmgy. Cumet eumgd Sewefuled®ps

TS G (b HL4HLD FlewL_FCFaT. $19555)60 @b LfIFiLIL] afllpT6esE S PLIL] Q)BESSI. BT
s Fleopuileyd maiwed FGepuileyd Hmewid@ Flepuilayd (psew wresallwunsg Gsml
UBSSTD 6165165 R LINFSOSTILIL) HevL_SFa).
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STD @6 PoLIL] BI6T. HSTTED BIeyLH 6165 ClLpCorpd yPsTenevuied af " enr ol GLmib.
9EICEH YL BSFID FHOQF SLL WIGHD YVBIGTIBISMGTL LTSS 6I8ISE P IFF
apuUL L g resTeuiser 9mGs C&My SLOLSSHISE (LT ufNFw s BlaTpIiser. BsHEF BT (k)

QUTLHS S 2 ODEOI 4DDGSTTED.

sl gyewidFi ApLiL) NBEFeTINS ubsTH. @ LoTeall Syeuemar b L OsT1(hSSmer. Piflg)
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This is a good response, but it lacks the sophistication required to compete for a higher band.
Although there are some mistakes in spelling, word choice, and word formation, a variety of

vocabulary is attempted. While there is a variety of sentence structures, the level of inaccuracy

prevents a higher band score.

Band 3 essay
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Although this response has a well-developed plot, the language used is still the main problem.
There are frequent error sentences throughout. There is also overuse of rather short sentence

forms. This essay is under-length. For these reasons, this response gets a low score.
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Band 4 essay
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Overall, this is a poor response. There are numerous grammatical errors. The language is of

poor quality throughout and use of simple sentence forms.

19



Descriptive Writing

More candidates attempted the descriptive title than last year. The standard of responses varied.
Stronger responses tended to include descriptions of the environment, weather and generally
contained lyrical language and a firm grasp of descriptive writing skills. Weaker responses
typically described a rainy day, and how the candidate spent their time on this day. This often

resulted in a rather list-like response with little actual description.

Band 1 essay
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Cuapiger @Q@BBSRT. LSS SIOM IFWSH. SEIT® BIBIFSET (LPITLTE il (HoGS
SpoLCetrd. ybwreyd yLiLimaw CeuemevulledBrg afl" H%GHS B (BLOLIGTTISET. [bT5I%6T
afL" 1960 FmIF GeTmLd.

Fls  OCpugasel Ung wmag@e aeew aalwug. prsgser OFuiFseamer
OsremesEsTL ulled LTigGsLb. aTsGeuT bSISH D HeisS LoeoLp OLILISH]. TOVGVT(IHLD HbI% 6T
afpsailed QbpECsmd. Qs L Geuenar! ereir afL’ 190 wewip i Hiewpbss. G SLHSETLOL®
LOLOAQYLD QYLILITOYLD FIQUTEHVEGT ST fIo) MeUSSTIHAT 6T66T%HE LIWLD IDLIL L . [BIT6T
QeualGuw Gumul erer preow sy Cesrar. e gk yBGs Q) BsSaledency. HIeH
Car' L ga15@ CurGerer. yssear Qmiens ymGasuyd @)BBES6T. BT (BSSL0TUI af 196D
BoppGsar. 9ps sl CFui@eow prer eer CuUPCprwase GlerarGerer. ‘seaigs

e psEGL LIDG BrsIser 2 6T prenw GF®HCeumrtd’ eTeiim SyLOLDT eTeieslL_Lb GlFTasTeuy.
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This is a long, sustained essay and provides range of vocabulary. The grammatical accuracy
is good and the language used to describe the trends is well-handled.
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Band 2 essay
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Sentences are long but lack complexity. There are some errors in tense, verb form and spelling
which interfere slightly with the flow of the answer. The complexity and variation in the
sentences are limited The grammatical errors, however, cannot be disregarded. This essay

might have received a very high grade with fewer mistakes.

Band 3 essay
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In this response, a limited range of sentence forms is used and although some structures are
produced accurately, errors are frequent. As a result, this response received a mid-range score.
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Band 4 essay
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This response is significantly under-length. Information is presented, but it is difficult to
identify organisation and there is no clear progression within the response. Errors are noticeable

throughout.
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