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Standards 91021  91022  91023

Part A: Commentary
Candidates have prepared effectively for these achievement standards by learning about relevant,
appropriate, and an increasingly diverse range of material from the classical world. It was also evident
that candidates have developed writing skills that enable them to answer questions effectively.

Candidates who were awarded the grades of Merit or Excellence used relevant and specific primary
evidence consistently to help communicate or support detailed and/or perceptive knowledge and
understanding of the classical world. These candidates typically gave appropriate attention to both parts
of a question, and rarely digressed from the scope of the question at hand.  They often used key words
from the question to help organise, structure and guide the development of their responses.

Less successful candidates focused on providing excessive narrative detail with little explanation or
provided irrelevant background information, which hindered the quality of their response. For example,
writing a plot summary of a classical text studied for AS91021 at the expense of explaining an aspect(s)
of the text that would help demonstrate understanding of the question selected. Candidates should take
care to ensure that, first and foremost, their focus is on addressing the components of question. Using
the planning page provided more effectively could assist candidates in organising a relevant response.

Candidates who were awarded Achieved demonstrated knowledge and understanding of the classical
world, but at a straightforward level. These candidates tended to focus responses on addressing the first
part of a question often using relevant, but non-specific, evidence. Alternatively, the evidence selected
was appropriate, but the explanation of it was basic, vague, or repetitive. Careful consideration of how
evidence provided is relevant and significant to answering the question could support a higher level
of achievement.

Part B: Report on standards

91021:  Demonstrate understanding of ideas and values of the
classical world
Candidates who were awarded Achievement commonly:

• addressed both parts of the question but focused primarily on the first half
• made simplistic or general references about the values and ideas of the ancient society
• failed to clearly explain how evidence from the text was relevant to the ideas and values of the

classical world.
• relied on one example from the plot therefore limiting their ability to convey in- depth understanding

of the text or of classical values and ideas.
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Candidates who were assessed as Not Achieved commonly:

• addressed only one part of the question
• failed to provide sufficient evidence from the text to support their ideas
• provided plot summaries instead of selecting or interpreting key evidence
• failed to explain how evidence from the text was relevant or convey ideas and values of classical

society
• discussed how plot events would be perceived by modern day society but not the classical society.

Candidates who were awarded Achievement with Merit commonly:

• answered both parts of the question, although some focused too much on one part
• referred to a range of evidence
• clearly explained how evidence related to the question
• clearly explained how their main points conveyed ideas and values of the classical world
• clearly structured responses and used key words from the question to ensure information discussed

was relevant.

Candidates who were awarded Achievement with Excellence commonly:

• answered all parts of the question fully
• selected evidence (often quotations) from the text that was specific and relevant and often wove

this evidence into explanations fluidly
• interpreted the evidence to perceptively convey relevance to classical society
• discussed the cultural context of the text and/or the beliefs or intentions of the author
• discussed several key examples and how each helped to develop ideas of the ancient society

studied.

Standard specific comments

Candidates are advised to ensure their chosen question best suits their knowledge.

Using key words from the question to frame paragraphs is a technique that can help ensure their
response is relevant.

91022: Demonstrate understanding of the significance of features of
work(s) of art in the classical world
Candidates who were awarded Achievement commonly:

• addressed one part of the question only – commonly the first part
• selected art works or buildings that were appropriate to the question
• demonstrated straightforward knowledge of the art work or building
• provided some supporting evidence but their explanations lacked depth.

Candidates who were assessed as Not Achieved commonly:

• did not address the question or misinterpreted the question
• used irrelevant or incorrect evidence
• wrote responses that did not answer the question
• did not demonstrate understanding of the art works or buildings.

Candidates who were awarded Achievement with Merit commonly:

• addressed both parts of the question
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• provided detailed evidence either in range and/or depth
• drew conclusions that demonstrated an in-depth understanding of the art works/buildings
• supported their answers with specific and relevant evidence throughout their response.

Candidates who were awarded Achievement with Excellence commonly:

• addressed both parts of the question with detail and perception
• provided thorough responses that remained focused on the question
• showed perceptive understanding of the wider cultural context of art works or buildings
• provided primary and/or secondary evidence that was relevant to support points made throughout

the response.

Standard specific comments

Common architecture included the Colosseum, Parthenon, Pont du Gard, and Pantheon.

Common art works included paintings: the Death of Pentheus, Perseus and Andromeda; mosaics:
Alexander, the Banquet scene, Lion and the Bull, Grazing Goats; Greek vases: Exekias, Berlin,
Kleophrades; sculpture: Laocoon, dying Gaul, Augustus of Prima Porta, Bust of Commodus, Patricians
carrying Busts, The Athena and Marsyas, Artemision Bronze; relief sculpture from the Arch of Titus.

91023:  Demonstrate understanding of an important historical figure
in the classical world
Candidates who were awarded Achievement commonly:

• addressed one part of the question only, commonly the first part, or only addressed the second
part of the question minimally

• wrote basic information that demonstrated an elementary understanding
• lacked sufficient detail or were too general
• focused on narrative description at the expense of explanation and interpretation
• Used primary source evidence in a way that was not specific or relevant to the context.  . 
• referred to details from primary evidence through the use of Greek or Latin words, minor use

of quotations or attribution, or through description that could be inferred as being derived from
primary material.

Candidates who were assessed as Not Achieved commonly:

• did not refer to evidence from primary sources
• wrote a generic answer on their historical figure without answering the question
• described narrative detail without an explanation of aspects
• wrote responses that held little information, lacked any specific detail, or provided incorrect

information.

Candidates who were awarded Achievement with Merit commonly:

• used specific and relevant primary source evidence consistently, often in the form of attributed
quotations, and/or Greek or Latin terms, to support explanations

• addressed both parts of the question separately or in an integrated way, although some focused
too much on the first part of the question

• explained a range of aspects relating to the importance of the classical historical figure
• structured responses clearly and used key words from the question to ensure information discussed

was relevant.
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Candidates who were awarded Achievement with Excellence commonly:

• demonstrated understanding of the limitations of primary source evidence and applied the
implications of this to their understanding of the question

• demonstrated insight into the motivations of the historical figure and applied the implications of
this to their understanding of the question

• commented on the significance of cultural expectations or codes of behaviour in the context of
the question

• answered both parts of the question in a thorough and convincing manner
• used specific and relevant primary source evidence consistently and in a way that fluidly enhanced

points of insight.

Standard specific comments
Classical historical figures candidates commonly used were Agrippina, Alexander the Great, Cleopatra,
Julius Caesar, Nero, Socrates and Spartacus.

The quality of the responses was more important than the quantity. 

A number of candidates wrote long sections of narrative detail and / or provided irrelevant background
information instead of focusing on answering their chosen question.

 Successful candidates chose questions that suited their chosen classical historical figure. They wrote
answers that specifically addressed the question and did not rely on learnt responses to previous
questions.

These candidates used primary source evidence that was either quoted or clearly attributed to support
their response.
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