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	Total Entry
	7838

	Entry 3
	3214
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	3378
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	Ungraded
	274


Introduction

Themes for both the Examination (‘Party in the Park’) and the Controlled Task (‘Year 11 Prom’) were both very popular and several schools commented on their accessibility.  It was unfortunate that one pupil had been banned from his school prom and the task only served to increase his oppositional behaviour, but this was outweighed by the numbers of candidates who were already planning their prom and who could attack the theme with gusto!  Comments from all centres were very encouraging: regarding the task, “Success is almost guaranteed which provides the students and teachers with a sense of confidence.”  Other comments on the examination were: “This is an excellent examination for our low achievers.  The format, layout and content are appropriate for our students and provide the right level of challenge”. Comments on the effects which the Examination had on the students: “Many of them came out of the exam with a sense of pride and achievement.  They seemed to feel that exams were there to fail them.  This gave them some esteem” and “Thank you once again for providing the least able with something valuable and achievable”.
Access Arrangements

Most centres follow the access arrangements to be found in the JCQ regulations. These regulations are also made clear on the front of the task and the examination, as well as in the course specification. However, there continues to be a small minority who still scribe for candidates in the Writing section which means that no marks can be awarded for this section; this also applies when the Reading section is read to the candidate.
Examination

· Question 1 was completed well by most candidates who made use of the accompanying icons to identify where information could be found on the resource material.  

· Question 2, the form, still poses a problem to some candidates who are unaware of block capitals and who do not read the question at the bottom of the form, which is ‘Why would you like to win this competition?’ not ‘Why would you like to go to Party in the Park?’
· Question 3, the cloze passage, is always completed well by most candidates and this year was no exception.

· Question 4, the choice of three friends, does not reward repetition, so the reasons for choosing the friends needed to all be different.

· Question 5, the poster, is problematic when candidates do not read the instructions, that is, that the school is to take a trip to a live music event and five pieces of information must appear on the poster.  The graphic skills of some candidates are quite awe-inspiring, but unfortunately, only 5 marks are allotted to these. 

· Question 6, the story, is a challenge for those candidates struggling to use basic punctuation and who seem to be strangers to the accepted rules of spelling.  However, the stories completed by some candidates working at Entry 3 contained some lovely descriptions of the helicopter ride.  Some wrote that they felt like birds, that the people below looked like ants, the Party in the Park looked huge, etc.  One candidate thought that he was actually going to fly the helicopter!  The better stories were lively, well-sequenced and showed awareness of the reader.

The Controlled Task

· Examiners were delighted to receive controlled task before the deadline and would like to pass on their thanks to the centres which managed to do this.
· The Reading section poses a problem for those candidates who have not completed preliminary work on factual/persuasive advertising.  The majority of candidates have few problems with questions 1 (a) to (g) but then lose marks when asked to pick out facts and comment on persuasive language or graphics.  Question 1(h) must be answered in sentences – it is not enough for candidates to pick out random phrases from the resource material as this does not demonstrate understanding.
· If the reading section is undertaken orally, then the candidate’s exact words must be written down by a scribe.  It should be noted that a scribe may only be used for question 1 where reading is being assessed.

· Question 2, the poster and envelope are always a pleasure to see.  Most candidates are now aware that ten pieces of information are being sought and use the planning box wisely.  The envelope must be completed using the candidate’s own name and address (or the address of the school) and in the correct line format.
· Few candidates attempted the discursive essay ‘School Proms are a waste of time and money’ and it was surprising how many Year 11 Proms ended in fights/drunkenness/disaster!  The same comments apply here as for Question 6 of the examination.

Coursework

· Many centres now do not wait for the deadline to submit their coursework sample folders and their moderators are extremely grateful for the early arrival of submissions.
· The problem of finding audio cassettes seems to be considerable in some areas but CDs are equally acceptable.  We can also now accept videos and DVDs.  However, we must still refuse micro-tapes as few moderators have dictaphones.
· The recorded presentation for En1: Speaking and Listening should not be read from a prepared script; preferable to this is a conversation with the teacher who should prompt and guide the student.
· All candidates and teachers/tutors must now authenticate the work on the folder of their coursework samples.
· The E2 form had to be downloaded from the internet this year.  Thankfully, some centres still photocopied it on A3 paper, using it to wrap around the written work.  It would be very helpful if all centres could do this or hold together each candidate’s folder with a treasury tag.  
· The five separate pieces of coursework are usually clearly identified with their first drafts stapled behind them. However, a few centres still send in lots of loose sheets for the moderator to sort through and try to make sense of.  The message is: be kind to your moderator!
· Redrafting should be the product of challenging intervention resulting in independent improvement; it should not be the outcome of copying teacher corrections/additions.  Positive, supportive annotation on written work is usually very productive.
· Appropriate task setting is usually the key to success for all candidates.  Those tasks which do not address the criteria for that element will restrict the more able student, for example, a task requiring the student to merely re-tell the story of the book/play which has been studied can only result in an Entry Level 2 grade.  Comprehension exercises and old exam scripts should only be used as a very last resort.
· Unfortunately, there were a number of cases of plagiarism this year that had to be reported to the WJEC Malpractice Committee for investigation. Centres should be vigilant against candidates copying work from the Internet, or other materials used in class, and passing it off as their own. Whilst students may discuss and prepare for tasks in class, coursework is not to be a collaborative effort and should represent the individual’s response. Practice where a group response is submitted is to be wholly discouraged.
· Centres are advised to use ‘the printed word’ for assessment of EN2: Reading rather than ‘the moving image’. Analysing a film or television programme does not allow candidates to demonstrate the assessment criteria, or constitute ‘reading’ in the context of an English qualification, so ‘media texts’ as referred to by the specification document should be interpreted as articles from magazines or newspaper articles, print advertisements, leaflets/brochures and so on.
Administration
Generally the administration of all elements of the course was carried out effectively. However, a number of issues did come to light through the assessment period:
· All documentation pertaining to the coursework sample (E1 and E2 forms) is to be downloaded from the WJEC website (www.wjec.co.uk) and will not be sent out to centres.

· It proved difficult to process a number of candidates’ marks at the standardising stage due to the absence of candidate numbers. All candidates recorded on the E1 should also have their candidate numbers listed.
· It was disappointing that so many centres missed the submission date for the coursework. Moderators only have a three week window to moderate all the centres in their allocation and any delays can impact on the schedule for results being sent to centres, in addition to the extra work for moderators and WJEC in chasing up missing coursework. Adherence to deadlines is required from all centres.
· All ‘C’ forms should be sent directly to the WJEC.
· Centres should keep a record of all postings, and a photocopy of the E1s or ‘C’ form, as work can occasionally go astray.

· Examination Officers are informed of deadlines for controlled tasks and coursework.  These dates are not arbitrary and should centres have any difficulty in meeting these deadlines, the WJEC Entry Level office should be informed immediately.

Scaling
A number of centres had their marks scaled this year, but in the vast majority of cases these were positive adjustments. We look, as always, to reward students positively for their achievements.  However, the size of some of the scalings would indicate that some centres need to receive further training on assessment at Entry Level, and attendance at the INSET, or requesting the exemplar booklet from the Entry Level section at WJEC, is recommended.
INSET
Another successful and productive round of INSET took place in the autumn term of 2008 in Cardiff, Swansea, Birmingham, Manchester, Llandudno and London and these will also be the locations for the 2009 INSET.  The meetings provided opportunities to train delegates in all aspects of the course, allow teachers to talk to other teachers, which helps them discover how other people have overcome certain difficulties in delivering the course, and provide updates and information relevant to the course.  A full day was allocated for each venue this year and we certainly enjoyed meeting everyone and sharing good practice. We look forward to meeting teachers at the next round of INSET meetings this autumn. Centres are strongly advised to attend INSET meetings.
