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Introduction:
The National Certificate of Education (NCE) Assessment assessed the proficiency of
candidates in reading, writing, grammar and the use of Tamil Language and translation.

The different linguistic competencies are divided as follows:

Reading (25%)

Writing (25%)

Grammar and Use of Tamil Language (40%)

Translation (10%)



General Comments

Overall, it was encouraging to find that candidates could effectively manage their
time and could complete the paper. However, it was slightly disheartening to find a
drop in the pass rate from 74.4% in 2024 to 73.6% in 2025 in Tamil. This could be
due to declining performance in questions requiring higher order skills, such as
writing. Moreover, certain candidates still find it difficult to demonstrate that they
understand the requirements of the tasks. The candidates' poor performance on
the word formation, error hunt and cloze text tasks was particularly indicative of
this.

Candidates generally performed quite satisfactorily in both functional and extended
writing tasks. The best candidates for functional writing demonstrated a solid
understanding of the subject matter and excelled in utilising all the provided points.
It was alarming to see that a lot of candidates did not try answering this question.
For functional writing, candidates are essentially assessed on their ability to write
a short text using accurate G/S/P and showing good awareness of audience and
purpose for the given task. Candidates are reminded that no credit will be given if

they use material from elsewhere in the question paper to write their essays.

This year it was observed that candidates felt more at ease attempting the
descriptive writing task. They found it more challenging to write narrative essays.
Even though many are proficient in Tamil, the vocabulary and sentence structure
are still quite basic. Instead of concentrating on describing the environment and
atmosphere, those writing descriptive essays talked on their personal experiences,

slipping into narrative.



Comments on Specific questions

Question 1 — Basic Grammar

A series of fundamental grammatical concepts are evaluated in Question 1. Multiple
choice and open-ended questions are used to evaluate candidates' understanding of basic
yet significant grammar rules. Several candidates performed well on this multiple-choice
task. However, the primary source of difficulty was found to be the use of verbal participles,

adjectival participles, and case markers.

Items 1, 2 and 7 were correctly answered by most candidates.

However, the following items were found challenging:

Item 3
This item evaluated simple sentence structure. They were misguided by the distractors.
Although this is a common grammatical structure, many candidates failed to give the

correct answer.

Item 4
This item was reasonably well attempted by some candidates. However, ‘eraiaiere) was

a great distractor for those who could not distinguish the difference between ‘eraioara;’

and ‘e135 e

Item 5
This item evaluated the candidates' ability to correctly use the case marker ‘@qv". It was

noted that few candidates could not opt for the correct answer among the distractors.

Item 6
The item on the use of the possessive pronouns was well-tackled by most candidates.
The word ‘srEiser was opted by few candidates who did not have a clear understanding

of personal pronouns, while the correct answer was ‘o migar .



Item 8

This item focussed on the correct use of ‘eré#1s’. It was noted that many candidates still
struggle to differentiate between ‘aflenar@udsid’ and ‘QLw@gdsd . Only a small number

of candidates were able to identify the correct answer, which was ‘af@’. It was observed

that many candidates could not grasp the context of the sentence.

Item 9

Most candidates attempted this item successfully. The correct answer was ‘Faromest’.

However, less able candidates at times provided ‘farworss’ as answer.

Item 10

This item assessed the candidates’ skill in using the correct conjunctions. Many found it
challenging, most likely due to a lack of understanding of the meanings of individual
conjunctions. It was rather clear that a few candidates could not differentiate between

‘aOererpmed’ and ‘wygerrey'. It was generally well done by candidates.

Item 11

In this item, candidates were asked to convert the given word into the masculine form.
Most candidates attempted this item accurately using different correct possible answers

such as: ‘siur, 'sgesswnd, 'sEess . However, it was observed that less able

candidates were not familiar with the Tamil grammatical terminology.

Item 12
This item on plural was mostly well-attempted by the candidates. The suffix ‘gser was

correctly added demonstrating the accurate understanding of singular and plural form.

Item 13
The inability of many candidates to successfully convert the affirmative verb into the

negative verb was caused by their poor understanding of the key concepts in the question.



A few candidates were able to work it out, yet the correct tense form was omitted. Some

examples of candidates’ inadmissible responses were as follows:

o Grpom 9auer 2 ey FILILIGFDS e 6v.

o Grppml oeuaT 2 ewiey TBiwedpuiled Frii’ L mer.

Item 14

Several candidates were unable to answer this item correctly, as they did not know the
appropriate positioning of the word ‘Gumrg’ within the sentence. Most incorrect
responses given by candidates included:

D3P OsmewrgmpsTi Gung (whereby no changes were made to the verb.)

Item 15

This question proved to be challenging, as many candidates had difficulty understanding
the key term. Several candidates could not grasp the meaning of the terms ‘aflewarQw =g
Osmgrs wrmm) erwpgs’. It is crucial for candidates to become thoroughly familiar with

Tamil terminology. Some of the incorrect responses were as follows:

o a1 CasTL L SHV L5S@h% S Sessteants 2orpm LFF oppg Cum’ L.

o 551 GaHTL' L P60 LSs@hsGHS Setenst 2arpmlasds LFF o@mpg Cuml’ L mg.

Foritems 11 to 15, it is recommended that more practice be given to students. Candidates

should receive thorough instruction on the proper use of ‘erés aflewewrsar. To respond

effectively to the items addressed, students must also understand the instructions and

grammatical terminology used in the Tamil language.



Question 2 — Basic Vocabulary

The five multiple choice type items in Question 2 aimed at testing the basic vocabulary of
candidates. Many candidates were able to answer the questions correctly. Some
candidates were confused by the given distractors despite the given hints. It is advised to

candidates to read the sentences properly and get clues from the context.

Item 4
The inability of many candidates to successfully select the correct adjectives was caused

by their poor understanding of the key concepts in the question.

B uetalg@L Cursg ** smwgwrdl.. Q) BsHpTul. 55 7LD



Question 3A — Reading of letter

Question 3 assessed reading comprehension at a basic level, in particular the ability to
locate explicitly stated information. Overall, candidates fared very well, with most
candidates showing that the basic reading skill of literal understanding had been acquired.

However, for question part (), two answers were required for one mark which seemed to

be confusing for the candidates.

Question 3B — Reading of poster
Candidates were expected to write brief answers from the informative text. Most students

worked out all the questions. The following item posed difficulty to candidates:

Item 3

Q38 Ded 61555 CsFuiew BevL OLimpid?

The correct answer was 39,16 Ga%), Guo orgLH, which is a direct answer from the text.
Educators are requested to instruct students accordingly concerning the way to respond

to these kinds of questions in a concise manner.

It is also important to urge them to attempt all the questions.



Question 4 — Word Formation
In this question, candidates were assessed on word formation in context in this question.
A short passage was set, with the words needing transformation given in brackets. This

question was successfully attempted by many candidates.

The best-done items were:

(i) ltem 1 QL_1&& upsTiSaT.

(i) ltem 3 ewasaled GenL_sewartl L9 FsTi%eT.

(iii) ltem 5 LiEIE T®SSTISAT.
Item 2 proved to be very challenging for many candidates. It was noted that candidates
are still struggling with the difference between ‘aflenewen_’ and ‘Quwgenr_. There were
many instances where the word ‘sMenwwres was used instead of ‘s@ewowmrul or
‘s@eoiowns . For ltem 4, the most common wrong answers were ‘Bns and 'Blede’

whereas the correct answer was ‘Blairmy’. Writing the correct ‘eréad’ form proved to be

difficult to a noticeable number of candidates.



Question 5 — Error Hunt

This task assessed whether candidates could correct grammatical mistakes such as
plural, articles, pronouns (personal), correct verb tense, and agreement of verbs. The
candidates were required to correct the underlined mistakes. Candidates who fared well
in this component demonstrated competence in handling the language accurately and

appropriately.

The best-done items were:

(i) ltem 1 ojaueng LF1HFFujL_evr augGeumCm L.
(i) ltem 2 gyarhHEpsGL LD G-

(iii)  Item 3 Q@ uet(h) LeTenarsar @@é@pnj&;eﬁ/ Q) wBEF TN GNT.

However, for item 4 and 5 the difficulties involving ‘aflenerwen_’ and ‘erés1d’ were again
encountered by the candidates. For item 4 some candidates wrote ‘sewrigss instead of
‘sewTig LiLimg Of ‘sewrig Liuimyi , showing difficulties in aflenesrwenr_. For item 5, instead
of ‘@sr®ss, many wrong answers such as ‘Qam’i, ‘Gasmgl L were given,

demonstrating that ‘erésaflenensair are still confusing for candidates.



Question 6 A: Closed Cloze Text
In Part A, words had been given from which candidates had to choose the appropriate
word to complete the text. Candidates performed satisfactorily on this part of the question.

Most candidates scored good marks in this question.

Question 6 B: Open Cloze Text

The Open Cloze Text remains a challenging task for many candidates. However, most
candidates were able to understand the gist of the task as they provided a range of
suitable answers related to the text. A few candidates did not have the required vocabulary
to provide plausible answers to the gaps provided. Some provided answers which

revealed a lack of comprehension of the context. The candidates struggled with Item 3

and Item 4. The correct answer for Item 3 was ‘2 gaf'. The correct answer for Item 4 was

IJaESSSGL but in some instances candidates used the word 'af." ®&@ L’ and

'S ODEGLI .

The best-done items were:

(i) ltem 1 garmred gygerred LIm@ ey <jwrermed LY &S5 (g walledeev.

(i) ltem 2 o, @Aewwud 16 CuFerresr, ClFreresTet, gmplesTTes.

(i)  Item 3 Ao Cprsss@L ey, LS.
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Question 7 — Functional Writing

Question 7 is the functional writing task, in which candidates were required to write a short
text of 50-60 words They are essentially assessed on their ability to write a short text using
accurate G/S/P and showing good awareness of audience and purpose for the given task.
Candidates are not expected to elaborate on the given points but simply to address them
clearly, using the right tone and language. It is encouraging to note that a big proportion
of candidates fared very well on this question, showing good mastery of writing accurate
Tamil. In this year’s task, candidates were asked to write a short note to their friend inviting
them for a birthday party. The purpose and situation proved to be very straightforward for

most candidates. A successful answer had to address the following prompts:

1. 8 eriGung) o & pEsBEIaT aflpreeusd Qsmes_m@Heumui?

For bullet point 1, candidates had to mention when the party would be held. This

was achieved by most candidates.

2. Owpsprer aflypm 61m1Gs e 6lLipiLH?
For bullet point 2, candidates were asked where the party would be held. Many

gave relevant answers.

3. il e13BemaeT ewlld@s O\FmL mIGLH?
For bullet point 3, candidates were asked the time when the party would start. Most

candidates were able to write about this.

4. wng wreng YewipshsLi Guimeumul?

For bullet point 4, candidates were required to write about who were going to be

invited. Most candidates wrote about their relatives and friends being invited.

5. YUTSEE S 6TBS 6ThSS B L Bisenard Glauwicumui?
For bullet point 5, candidates had to write about what had been planned for the

guests. Many of them mentioned that they would organise many activities like

dancing, games and dinner plans, all of which was relevant.

11



Successful candidates addressed all prompts given. Excellent responses showed clear
awareness of audience and purpose, with all required points adequately addressed. They
used accurate grammar, spelling, punctuation and syntax. Vocabulary was appropriate
and accurate. The overall task was organised and coherent. Less successful candidates
demonstrated no real sense of audience and purpose. They did not cover most of the
prompts or at best only addressed them briefly. They demonstrated poor writing abilities
resulting in limited understanding. Those candidates also used simple and inaccurate

vocabulary leading to disjointed writing.

The following samples illustrate the range of answers obtained this year. They are

provided to give educators an idea of standards and of examiners’ expectations.
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Band 1

9| GSTL|QTGT LITGUGT,

ueTEsL. B eTLiLgy @BESHDTL? @EIGS BFABISET TOIML Fevld. BIGT @)ESS
9 FF®F IPHIFOCper. ebleraipacd e1esr  LIDBSBETOT QPTG 2 GTeDET
Y pEF0CpaT. praT YBHSS FallsGpenuied et pEs  BreT @flpTaneud
O resst_m(h) Ceuett. LIDBS BreT @il e1er afL 1960 FenL_OlLpid. alpT mi Loess S S,
geralled O\FTLBIGLD. BTG 6TBIFH6T Y FFwenguLd 6165 2 DNTIHEATULD W LPHELI
GunGeusr. ps Brafled eTOTHLD LOGHFAT BID Yol Femar et Geuesr(hLb.
Guayd yermy L L b UL b @Q)BEGL. AHBHSS FNFSFPEOLD FIGT 2 GTenesTLI
umigg Quy w&PFAwmw QwLiGuer. @miGs erer L6 (LPLYSHDG. 6Tar LIDBHS
wrer ailpralled pamiser FpELUIGLITL .

ONELEIC

SV W TF.

This response was rated as excellent. It is instantly clear that the candidate has a strong
understanding of both the audience and the purpose. All key points were effectively

developed, with relevant details included throughout the essay.
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Band 2

9| GUTL{QTAT L)

B powrwuf? et KpEs BreT NPTEG GTeT HETLIET L DLPES
ApLyPermul. QpsF SaflsGpeowulled prar eler  LIDBSHTGT QILpTE®IS
O resstim () Geuetr. Lppsprear aflpr etesr CargL $He0 BeoL_OLpih. aflpr oremev
6135 Lells@ OlsTLmEGL, @ualed LBg welEa@ waEser sniser ofl (H%Gs
SpLiLyeuriser. e  GOUUL yeopssll  Cumeumiser. ymGs  STOLIBG
lewerwnetmiser, eigser LrTheumiser. b Cursa_Gear e1est 2 T3S0 LOFLHFF)
O smsi @ Gausr.

ONELEIC

G Faad.

This response demonstrated a clear understanding of the audience and purpose, and
most of the required points were addressed. However, due to the frequent spelling errors,

it did not meet the standard required for Band 1.
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BT LImpSBIeT @IlpresE. b BaTLMST Yepss aBLOLSDTU. b Feslls& LpenLn,
3oyd C3% Lppsprer alpremeus Gsrewm®eumd. ppsprer aflpr of L BH&aE
B QL. FTw® LSS LelldGHS CBTLBIGL). IpsaT ClFwal oewpssL
CurGausr.
Qg 3,

[ GSIT LI GY) GBT.

This response attempts to address the key points in a brief manner; however, frequent
spelling and grammatical errors sometimes obscure the intended meaning. Moreover, the

target audience and purpose are not clearly established.
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Band 4

yeryerar Visham,

o2 &1 mBBTaT QPpTesE 2T BeTLMET enipss HLOLFDTUI. FHLIGLITS 6Tewr
Uppsprer aflpreweus Osresr_m®). L9pEs prer aflpm peoL Oumgibd. alpr LSS
we1EHS ClGTL_mIGLb. ewpssLi Cumeumul. 9eaisers@ FL L Bisemard OFuievmul.
QLiLIg &S,

O Faai.

This response is weak, containing numerous grammatical errors, particularly in verb
conjugation. These mistakes appear frequently throughout the answer. Additionally, not all

required points have been addressed.
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Question 8 — Reading Comprehension

This question evaluates candidates’ aptitude to read and understand an Extended reading
passage. A range of reading comprehension questions are set, including literal
understanding, inferential understanding, knowledge of vocabulary in context, overall
understanding of a passage and writer’s craft. This year, a narrative passage was set.
Candidates generally performed satisfactorily on questions that called for a literal
understanding of the passage. Weaker candidates had difficulty with questions assessing

inference and questions that required a deeper level and interpretation of the text.

Candidates are reminded of the following:

« Lifting is acceptable if the question does not require candidates to respond in their own

words, but it must not contain excessive information.

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

« If proof of understanding is clearly demonstrated, grammatical and spelling errors are

not penalised.

Item 1

Item 1 was simple and clear, allowing nearly all candidates to provide the correct answer.

Item 2
For item 2, two marks were allotted for each question, thus one mark for each answer.

The candidates were required to answer the said questions as follows:

The correct key elements of the responses were ‘CLpGCoryrs’ and ‘2 uiisCsmipesns'.
Item 3

Item 3 was straightforward, and a direct lift from the passage was accepted.

‘@Quret @@ s ulled Cauema QFuisms .

Item 4

17



For item 4, two marks were allotted for each question, thus one mark for each answer.

The candidates were required to answer the said questions as follows:

The correct answers were ‘s wwened Gauismer, 'af " ei_& &as510 Csuigmer, 'af " ®

Gauamevsenars sauasiigsmar . 2 marks were allotted for 2 of these 3 answers.

Item 5

This question presented a challenge for many candidates, with some answering ‘<jaig

s1b Gaieasaded wasd @)L g8 Gsp) eugsmi instead of this correct answer: ‘yaud

QaualBrL 19ad LSS aIBeSEGL LiesT 2 5098 OFTens™ Henl_s@Lb .

Item 6

This item question to be quite challenging. It was observed that some candidates still
struggle to understand question words such as how, when, and what, which led to
confusion and incorrect responses. No marks were awarded when candidates added

irrelevant text like:

‘@eui Qeualprl e LSS aBSEGL LT 2 a8 CQsTams” HeaL SGLb'.

Item 7

Question 6 was straightforward, and a direct lift from the passage was accepted.

‘geui  Qeuallpr el Gursg Cseameuwner QUIBL 6T GUTEIS,  LIGRHILD

@ BSFaNDMV; YaUBSGLI LIGRTLD HenL & .

18



Item 8

The words aurs@ yeafigsmi appeared twice in the passage both in paragraph 4 and 5.
Many candidates did not pay attention to the paragraph number while answering the
questions. Thus, they copied the sentence from paragraph 4 instead of from paragraph 5.
Candidates are urged to use the paragraph number on top of the questions as indicator

to provide accurate answers.

Item 9
Many candidates found this item to be challenging because it required an overall

understanding of the comprehension. They were required to write the @emrmisar of
@omwer and @mpeuri iy gy ehFemev. A wide variety of responses was accepted for this

item, but still many candidates failed to come up with reasonable answers to this question.

Item 10

The vocabulary question required candidates to explain various words in the context of

the passage.

For item a: ueailgwmer. candidates provided answers such as wiev, Blewpw, cuessress

)] GB3T G

For item b: since the question asked students to provide only one word for

‘euafipm (Ra@’, but the most accurate Tamil synonym is a two-word phrase (such as

“foreign country”), full one mark was awarded to all students in fairness. This is because

the question format restricted students from giving the correct formal answer.

For item c: —ery multiple answers such as srgev, Lrsd, BL Ly were written.

Overall, this question continues to be challenging to candidates. Many still struggle to find
the meaning of words when used in context or give definitions that are vague or

approximate.
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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 part of the words
and sentences satisfactorily whilst others did not attempt the tasks at all. Many candidates
were able to obtain full marks for both sections. 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 omission of words and sentences

were common.

The main issues were as follows:

¢ ‘were buying’ was often translated as aunrmE S ermiser
o ‘different’ was translated as 6w or gleomw

« ‘after three hours’ was translated as epeirgy oessfla @ only.

20



Question 10 - Extended writing

The final question on the paper is the extended writing task. Candidates had to choose 1
question from the given two given, one narrative and one descriptive task. This task
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.

This year, candidates’ responses were generally as good as most of them chose a familiar
title which was a descriptive essay title based on ‘sL_pseguiled g Glauuiew Brer. Most

candidates showed that they understood what the questions were asking. The descriptive
essay title allowed them to draw on their own experiences, making it more enjoyable for

them to write.

Students should aim to use a mix of simple and more complex sentence structures to
express their ideas clearly. It is also important that they take time to proofread their work
carefully to avoid spelling mistakes. Attention should be paid to the correct use of
prepositions and ensuring subject-verb agreement throughout their writing. A small
number of students did not complete their essays, which affected their overall

performance.

Educators are encouraged to continue supporting students in developing their
composition writing skills, helping them build confidence and improve their overall
performance. It was encouraging to see a good variety of responses this year, with many

students producing work that reached the highest band.
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Iltem a : Descriptive Essay

Band 1: Example 1

@& FefE@ . GAuaT fo uTaTEHd 55 55 STUISHDS. @& @G LT
B Lpewp mrar. FTewew Cryd. BIMID oIaT Soiewsud ofl iged Seflwns
@BEFRCILD. YFeTTed FABIS6T HL_PHeangshGL CurHCprw. mGs LEHF6T L]
QBEFDITHGT. SGLB®SFET LOewsTed iR S BHHDIF6T. Fov QUTHTSHGD BHIGT LIV
QPSS Lipeneusenartl LmisHGmer. yeneu Gomliqud LEETH@HLD B 6TH) 6D Gor.
BTG L6560 LIGY GLGHTGET 6L GSTeHT LOGTIHeaTL LIMTISHCmel. 9jemel Fnuenal. LDESaT
IS S1p @uia) GIRSHDIIHEN. LODESFET Fevi FHMUWTRT 2 GNT6eSHEHLD
LsTIEIS@hLD  @)eTsCsTR)  FTULBHSDITSEN. YUTHET 2 aTaTsHe) LGFIPEF)
QurmG@priser. Qsressd CrEsI5GL LIDEG STOD  &E5GHE5 aIFHDS. BFIEILD
o1 Fmiansujd @ewevenwri Gumew BHBIGHCDILD. FHped BOWS. BT LTHSHD
ypnssar Csl&Cner. @@ fmear &G alwsHprsar. syeuar auaCur® ‘GsLird
Gail) SypPprar. sar sUSBES QUSSL | GUGL Q&1L GSDS. BT
A WPFD GLoBramss@sl Fnieuiseps CsL HGCmer. prar #5510 CsL HCn&T. Loohs 6T
PAevd Fa@gwns sL_psaguiled FLBG OsTaTEpIiser. WES6T L& HIRCWT(®H
umL_ev&er LTHEpriser. QmHuiled auiser GLmUS®ar GLemL G T 1gsafle)
®USHDTIFHeT. FOLAUID  euiser SmSeaT (LPpSFwioner  ClLThL Femar

dBhaFpiser. Crud $LH$HMD60 euiser SriseT af " (BHd@GHS HBLOLFDITSAT.
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Band 1: Example 2

sL S CarewL_ssmew all(B(LpenD GTRTGRTIC LOMES (LPLYWTSH]. G3(H BTGT BIG)ILD GTCH
GOLLpL La@sCu’ aiaTa LsHOLUDD sLpsaisEL CurGart. oymGs Qeaa
2 b uesLy uiled Liwiessila G mib.

DG FFWGT UTTSFH) LIGTLGNSFSH. S50 BT YMUFT FOI®WS L 19F F6oV
Fo TGN (Q)MFSFET. HLHEHIUIG LOEFET GLOLIGY GHLOLIWTS Q) (BBSTIHaT. 9mGs%
L_BSQYL_GT BIey/LD 6Tair FLOLNuLd Loewsted af () &L 19 Cesmid; sewgwmed gplg Germid,
FLswer T(hS%H alewarwimy Cermd. Fmieuiser Hevd STeOLIBI a6 QTUITLY GSTTHSGIT.
Goupy Fovd sL_c0led BBS LOFPBSTIFET. FOMIQTL LIWGHIST LIL $HFHefe) LILIGRTLD
QFuigTigser.

aemeuiled [BIBIGAT 6IOGT(HL FUWTET 2 ewiewed FTLLIC GLmbd, FHewsev
ARG rid. @Awer wepuyd CLrps LOsad opsTest ST yelss5. @)L
urisg  yuur UL d  19985$T0.  pABISeT @@  Bevew Crrsans  HLHSGCHTLH.
CarenL_sasmev B penpulled pImEISer @uiairs @)bhEGCSTD. @@h ULPSHHLD @)(HHSSI-
sLpsIsGHL  Cursey, GOwumBsai b CuEse. SLPI®ISGL CLTHeD

TLIGLITGILD 6TRIFET LDATHGY LIS BSS. HBBTeT Q)T Bleowestalrs @) (BpoSS5l

These two responses fall within the Excellent performance band. They demonstrate a
broad and varied vocabulary, with both essays being detailed, well-structured, and
consistent. The sentence structures used to explain the developments are executed
expertly, and the grammar is consistently accurate throughout. Overall, these responses

exhibit a high level of writing proficiency.
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Band 2 Essay

@ &g muilpnEFpein. sL_pseguiled Glaruled &HeoLWTRT STUSDS. Q)5S
Brafled &E&6T L] SL_pseogulled CLTSDIIF6T. LDSFHET LIVT @5 (LpSHF DTS BTGT.

SLPS®IUIOD LOEFOT Fnl L DTS Q)(FSHDIIEHGT. BT LIV 2 WILDART Fo %S
wossemart UTiFGper. wehFear Bp wetew Oeuliinr QhEFmG. Lew Fplw
pewrgsar QmEGCs ymGs Geuswrs @BIHIpet. bo BlD aurteasde GLosmbisar
Qevemev. HLc0led LIV UenSWTET HLILIDS6T OLDGIeUTH 2 GTGTGSI. BTG GUGSTLY F 6T
Ca gCpar. fmaujsemer WEHHFRUL T HY»PEFCDET. LIV GUGHTCHT 6L GHTGT
LDEGISET LPHTH LIMLY UTESISH6V FHETONS LIDSHDIFH6r. 0ISF e BILpadled 63 (b
Quilw G@ELLL SenoPwrest Q)enFeni aIeHOTW LY LITLYGTTIS 6.

Fmjouiser Ui wetalled Levailsmer weted l(hFsemer GCFigg S (HFDTIH6T.
Gueid, weflgiser FHewi sLelled @ UbL ewarwr®Epriser. Geumy Hevd
BAIDSTSFHeMNeD 2 grIGwCLITG SEIFGT FTLITHOT LISSHBISET UTHSHDITHET. G3(h
FAPlw GHLOULL Femeauwmet FApmiesrgew euullpmy FTUNGSDITH6N. 2 BIG 2 6Tear
GLped Wsad G IHFRWTLI 2 6TeTH. bS BI LOIHE (LTS BIAT @)Hd%H Cner.

BT SL_fHengs@GL Cur&Gmer L9198 Lb.

Although the essay is of considerable length, the sentences lack depth and complexity.
Numerous errors in tense, verb forms, and spelling disrupt the overall flow of the response.
Additionally, there is limited variety in sentence structures. With improved accuracy and

greater sentence variation, this essay could have achieved a significantly higher rating.
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Band 3 Essay

Guner saslla&penin Brer sL_pasenis@GL CurHGner. 9mGs% LDESHET @) (5SS TISET.
BIGYILD 6Tl BTLFS@hLD LIL (B wefla@gL CurGsmbd. prmiser e Ouflw Gurg
ungGsmid.  prmiser w&. Comiliy, Bar smi9sCGsmd. 9p@  BIEISET LBS
aflenarwmq Germid. bored LLT L uBsTISeT. euiser L9fwed G&mer(®
apsTisar prssear fwmef FTli9g0sMb. SLpFIuled LI LI LOIEIGET
Qwas&aper. sLafled Fflw Cuflw LBaiser Q)msFHaEipet. prer @BFHCner. 16T
perLeT  paer  UTiSOpear. prmiser  alewewr®HCoad. S0  BABISET
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This response demonstrated limited variety in sentence structures. Although some forms
were used correctly, errors were frequent and affected overall accuracy. As a result, the

essay received an average score.
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Band 4 Essay

@& @@ Ppewio. BT sLpsemguiled gy Oeuulled Brer. F LTIEHDIULI. 6TewTes
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This response is notably brief and does not include developed content. While some
relevant information is included, the overall organisation is unclear, and the response
lacks a natural flow. Additionally, frequent errors throughout further impact the clarity and

effectiveness of the writing.
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Item b : Narrative Essay

Band 1: Example 1
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Band 1: Example 2

QG R LISETEHLpeWLD. 9F @(f LIGTal BraT. eUTessSed & MNwer FeuLiny LpgL

Cumed smMuips O\FTesTIY (hBSS. LOT®EV BIGSG Loewlld@ LaTalullelBral i BH% &S
FpwCung Ques® o uild pewugsear Geueweand GClFEDed e@@h FHemL_uiled

BIWLPBSTIHAT. Q)UTHaT FDnIcwTi)Senar auTkis i (BLOLIRTTISAT. YeTTed %L uleD
Wil @evee. Yauisersd @Cr GUUL @Qupsriser. FwmLoLd) Cumr@gdGung
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These two essays demonstrate clear development of ideas, well-organised structure,
effective language use, and coherent paragraphing. The essays showcase higher-level
features, including a broad vocabulary and the appropriate use of less common words. To
continue performing at this level, students should maintain the focus on clear development

of ideas and logical progression of thoughts.
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Band 2 Essay
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While this is a good essay, it lacks the sophistication needed to compete for a higher band.
A variety of language is attempted, but occasional errors in spelling, word choice, and
word structure hold it back. To improve and reach a higher band, focus should be on
enhancing the complexity and variety of sentence structures. Candidates can work on

expanding vocabulary and use more precise word choices.
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Band 3 Essay
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FDIIST. YAUGT YDTLD FISFW LIQEFDIGT. PSR F&T IYLOLD FETFSHGLI
Cur&piser. seugenL_w o ulibaTLET aieneT OpTs%H @y auBLIGCLITS 2eueT

LOGFPEFF) eOL_BSTT. BIBISAT I (HSEG H(HLOLI% G L.

The main problem with this essay is the language, despite the well-developed plot.
Throughout the essay, numerous sentence-level errors are present, and the overuse of
relatively short sentence forms limits its effectiveness. The response is also shorter than

expected. These factors contributed to the lower grade awarded for this answer.
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Band 4 Essay
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This response falls within the ‘Needs Improvement’ performance band. It contains
numerous grammatical errors, and the overall language quality is lacking. The use of basic

sentence structures throughout further limits the effectiveness of the response.
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Conclusion:

Candidates are encouraged to do the following:

« Answer ALL questions from the paper.

« Plan their time efficiently and make use of the time left to proofread their work for
spelling, grammatical and punctuation mistakes that might limit examiners’

understanding.

» Prior to attempting a comprehension text, the passage and questions must be
thoroughly read. After reading the questions multiple times until they fully
understand them, candidates should be able to demonstrate that they understand

the requirements and know where to get the important details.
* Every question from the Extended Reading passage guides candidates to the
paragraph that contains the relevant details from which they should construct their

response.

» Address all given points/information for functional and extended writing.
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In Grammar:

Candidates need more practice since they continue to face challenges with the following

use of grammar:

The use of appropriate case markers and subject-verb agreement

» lIrregular verbs in the past tense accurately

« Converting an affirmative phrase into a negative statement using the correct verb

tense.

+ The merging of two sentences using verbal participles.

In Reading:

+ Candidates need to be trained to work on vocabulary in context questions. Most
candidates tackled most questions except for item 10, where they were required to
give another word for the given words from the passage, which was challenging
for them. Thus, only a few candidates were able to attempt the task that needed

them to explain the meaning of words in context.

+ Candidates should be given the opportunity to answer more inferential questions.
There were very few unanswered scripts. Although some of the terminology and
phrases stretched the ability of stronger candidates, the content was generally
understandable by everyone. Questions requiring literal comprehension was better
done. Nevertheless, some found it difficult to answer questions that required

inferences.

In Writing:

« Candidates should attempt to develop the given prompts for functional and

extended writing instead of leaving questions 7 and 10 unanswered.
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« Candidates should demonstrate the use of correct grammar, spelling, and

punctuation.

» Candidates should develop a plot and integrate a range of language structures and

vocabulary in their essays to keep the reader's interest.

» To write effectively, ideas must flow from one to the next and relevant information

must be logically organised.

« Candidates' erratic use of punctuation, which frequently resulted in poorly
constructed sentences, and their alternating use of the past and present tenses

made their responses less succinct, resulting in loss of marks.
In Translation:
In general, more exposure to the language and practice including spelling activities and
dictation will consolidate candidates’ performance. Most candidates performed well when

selecting the right vocabulary for translation. However, some found it difficult to apply

grammatical rules to the translation task. Some lost marks due to spelling errors.
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