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Part A: Commentary
The quality of candidate responses is improving from year-to-year. Candidates
are using a range of approaches to effectively answer questions. As a result,
candidates generally communicate their thoughts and knowledge of the classical
world with greater intensity and originality.

The instructions changed across the examinations this year to emphasise the
need to write concisely. Candidates are encouraged to write to the limits specified.
Indeed, the best responses were laconic; these candidates were able to convey
insight by being direct and more exact in their language and sacrificing nothing to
ambiguity.

It is good to note that across 91021 and 91022 candidates often quote from
ancient authors as a springboard for connecting to the wider context (providing
primary source references is more typical and expected in response to 91023).
Candidates who were able to provide such quotations and then link their
explanations to the question were more likely to be awarded high levels of
achievement. Less-successful candidates tended to provide more mechanical
responses that did not connect well to the questions.
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The range of classical texts, art works, buildings, and historical figures that
candidates are drawing upon is a highlight of the Level 1 Classical Studies
examinations. There appears to be a high level of confidence that the questions
provide the breadth and scope to allow for a wide range of different subjects to be
used by candidates with equal utility. The open nature of questions that are
predominantly chosen appear to provide candidates with enough choice to
confidently use what they have learnt to demonstrate their understanding of the
classical world.

Part B: Report on standards

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

wrote generally about plot events instead of giving specific quotes or
describing the specific episodes of a text

focused on plot rather than explaining how the plot revealed ideas and values

oversimplified key aspects, such as values; for example, saying that women
were not valued in classical society

relied on evidence that was not part of their chosen text; for example,
providing the backstory to Sophocles, Oedipus Rex.

Candidates whose work was assessed as Not Achieved commonly:

wrote plot summaries with little or no explanation of how the plot was relevant
to classical society

made inaccurate or oversimplified statements about classical society

made connections to modern-day society, not classical society

wrote irrelevant answers and typically did not use the key words from the
questions to guide their answer 

used examples that were not relevant or not clearly connected to the
discussion of ideas and values of classical society.

Candidates who were awarded Achievement with Merit commonly:

used key words from the questions to frame their answer
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chose relevant supporting evidence from the text and explained how this
evidence was relevant to the chosen question in depth

wrote well-structured paragraphs

clearly understood the text and some relevant aspects of classical society.

Candidates who were awarded Achievement with Excellence commonly:

wrote concise, well-structured paragraphs

wove specific evidence into their answer and explained how that evidence
supported their discussion of key ideas and values

used several specific examples or explained several key points about a
single event

related examples of key aspects from the text to the audience, the author's
potential messages, or contemporary events occuring at the time the text was
performed.

Standard-specific comments

Many students wrote well in excess of the recommended space – sometimes
because they went outside the scope of the question.

Candidates should adhere to the scope of the question. For example, ‘a conflict’
not several; ‘reflect heroism’, not ‘challenge heroism’.

Candidates need to be careful not to make broad, oversimplified statements about
key values and beliefs. For example, Creon does not care about the Gods,
women were not valued in ancient society, the Greek army knew they could not
win without Achilles …

Candidates are advised to use the key words from the question to frame their
answer to ensure they address the question.

Candidates need to be more specific with evidence – general plot summaries and
unnecessary background information are commonly provided and do little to
advance a candidate’s grade.  

91022: Demonstrate understanding of the significance of
features of work(s) of art in the classical world
Candidates who were awarded Achievement commonly:
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described a relevant feature of an art work or building in a convincing manner

provided some irrelevant information that went beyond the scope of the
question; for example, providing accounts of myths or historical episodes that
were not connected back to the question

attempted to address the second part of a question, but did not provide
explanations that showed depth of understanding (it was common for
candidates to make a relevant connection between an artistic / architectural
feature they had described and a relevant aspect of classical society, without
providing further explanation)

may not have addressed one part of the question; for example, in Question 3,
some candidates said a feature of an art work or building reflected its
purpose, without articulating what that purpose was

wrote with some basic structure that facilitated a general explanation of an art
work or building; for example, using paragraphs to explain different features
of art works

used vague language that limited the ability to communicate a detailed
understanding of the art work or building; for example, Augustus’ breastplate
has lots of stuff on it

attempted to make connections between the art work or building and the
wider context, but in an unconvincing or inaccurate manner.

Candidates whose work was assessed as Not Achieved commonly:

did not address the question

provided irrelevant information instead; for example, explaining at length why
an Athenian vase is attributed to a painter

addressed the question in a vague and / or unconvincing manner

provided insufficient, vague, or generic descriptions of an art work or building

correctly identified a feature of an art work

provided inaccurate explanations.

Candidates who were awarded Achievement with Merit commonly:

identified and described features of an art work or building with some detail or
with consistent detail

answered the second part of a question with some or with consistent depth
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demonstrated how a feature of an art work spoke to the ancient context

made an in-depth connection between the art / building and the society; for
example, by making a relevant judgment about what the art / building shows
us about classical society 

provided responses to the second part of a question that became repetitive,
for example, consistently tagging the idea of “power” accompanied with a
stock explanation to features or art works or buildings without adequately
explaining how the idea of “power” might vary or be manifested differently
through these individual features.

Candidates who were awarded Achievement with Excellence commonly:

knew their chosen art work or building, or some specific features of these,
inside and out

provided rich descriptions of art works or buildings that were often grounded
in concrete details and articulated with higher levels of accuracy and clarity

used specific artistic or architectural terms confidently; for example,
describing and explaining the use of foreshortening in a mosaic / sculpture /
painting

made strong connections between features of art or buildings and the
classical society

provided full responses to the questions in a structured manner

used features of art or a building as a springboard to make insightful
comments on the significance of these in classical society

provided some insight by providing explanations that held some originality /
authenticity

provided explanations that highlighted the significance of the features or their
chosen art or building.

Standard-specific comments

Responses utilised a wide range of art works and buildings effectively in this
examination.

Many candidates wrote introductions that contained extensive and irrelevant
background information or used the introduction to restate the question without
providing any interpretation or overview of how they intended to respond to the
question.
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It was common to see candidates make gross generalisations about what a
classical art work or building reveals about the nature of classical society.
Comments about how features of art works or buildings illustrate gender roles /
relationships / beliefs or social class relationships could be exaggerated when, in
fact, these relationships were far more complex, dynamic and interdependent in
nature. Working off such generalisations meant candidates could potentially
present an oversimplified explanation of an art work’s / building’s significance. For
example, when talking about the seating capacity of the Colosseum, candidates
might accurately claim that the high volume of people that the seating design
supported was useful towards providing mass entertainment for the plebeians, but
might then go on to claim that such an entertainment venue was necessary
“because all plebs hated their terrible lives and needed a distraction otherwise
they would revolt against the oppressive emperors”.

Candidates often wrote responses far beyond the recommended space / word
count. While all evidence produced by a candidate in the examination is
considered towards the overall grade, quality is more important than quantity.
Long responses tended to waver from the question, took too long to make a point,
or provided multiple patches of unnecessary information, where shorter
responses were more direct, focused, and less equivocal in nature.

When structuring their questions, successful candidates typically adopted one of
two approaches: either dealing with the first part of a question and then the
second part of the question respectively, or opting for a more integrated approach
where body paragraphs addressed both parts of a question. Both approaches
were used effectively.

When making connections between features of art or buildings and the classical
society, successful candidates typically achieved this either through using specific
Greek / Roman artistic or cultural ideas / beliefs / values (etc.) to help explain the
significance of features of art, or by situating the art or building in the wider
contemporary context (for example, explaining how the Augustus of Prima Porta
reflected the emperor’s achievements / leadership / values or explaining how the
subject matter of a vase painting might reflect the painter’s views on a
contemporary societal issue such as a war).

91023: Demonstrate understanding of an important
historical figure in the classical world
Candidates who were awarded Achievement commonly:
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addressed the first part of the question only or addressed the second part of
the question minimally

wrote in a very general way that lacked sufficient detail

focused on telling the story or making a narrative description in large parts
instead of consistently focusing on answering the question 

alluded to primary source evidence minimally — this includes Greek or Latin
words, minor use of quotation or attribution, or through description that could
be inferred as being derived from primary material.

Candidates whose work was assessed as Not Achieved commonly:

wrote responses that did not answer the question or misinterpreted the
question

produced answers that were unbalanced

demonstrated minimal understanding of the chosen classical historical figure

used minimal evidence from primary sources, or provided evidence that was
irrelevant or incorrect

wrote responses that had little relevant information, lacked specific details, or
were mostly inaccurate

wrote overly brief responses, or wrote too generically.

Candidates who were awarded Achievement with Merit commonly:

explicitly addressed both parts of the question in a meaningful way, either
separately or in an integrated response

consistently supported their explanations with specific and relevant primary
source information, often in the form of attributed quotations; sources were
clearly introduced and their relevance as supporting evidence for the
question was commented upon

structured paragraphs effectively, and consistently made links to the question

demonstrated depth through exploring a range of aspects relating to both
parts of the question

used key words from both parts of the question regularly.

Candidates who were awarded Achievement with Excellence commonly:

answered all parts of the question in a thorough and convincing manner
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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

showed insight by situating the response in the wider context

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

consistently drew upon well-chosen, specific, and relevant primary source
evidence in a way that enhanced the explanation

applied appropriate structure to the response, using key words from the
question to frame paragraphs.

Standard-specific comments

Candidates demonstrated a sound understanding of their studied historical figure
and provided ample examples and discussion. However, many candidates
struggled to address both parts of the question in their answers in a meaningful
way and this hindered these candidates from higher levels of achievement. 

Candidates are encouraged to thoroughly read the question and consider their
response to it before beginning. Candidates who utilised the planning space to
prepare all parts of the question were generally more successful. 

Candidates who interpreted the question in an introductory paragraph were
generally able to direct the development of their explanation more effectively.

Candidates are encouraged to integrate their critique of sources into their
response, as opposed to a separate disconnected and stand-alone paragraph.
Likewise, attempts to integrate knowledge of cultural behaviours or other potential
criteria for excellence were more effective when integrated into the answer, rather
than explicitly dealt with as something tacked on separately.

The quality of the response was more important than the quantity. Many
candidates were able to Achieve with Excellence without using extra paper and
completed the examination within the appropriate timeframe.

Some candidates continue to write long sections of narrative detail and / or
irrelevant background information, instead of targeting their response on
answering the question.
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