
01/03/2021 Assessment Report » NZQA

https://www.nzqa.govt.nz/admin/pages/edit/show/13677 1/9

NZQA
New Zealand Qualifications Authority
Mana Tohu Matauranga O Aotearoa

Home > NCEA > Subjects > Assessment Reports > Classical Studies - L3

Assessment Report

Standards 91394  91395  91396

Part A: Commentary
Questions that ask ‘to what extent…’ are asking for a measure, – e.g. to some
extent, to a great extent, it depends on etc. – and to achieve with Merit and
Excellence, candidates must endeavour to integrate this analysis throughout their
response, rather than addressing it at the end as an evaluative conclusion.

Candidates must not expect that every question will explicitly include the ‘theme’,
which is in fact a concept too, from the assessment specifications. Sometimes it
will be an aspect of that theme; for example, integrity was an aspect of leadership,
visual appeal was an aspect of style.

Candidates are encouraged to look at the assessment schedules for each
examination paper. These give guidance on the types of things required for each
level of achievement. For example, the AS 91394 schedule shows that at A3/4
candidates are required to show evidence of sound understanding of the ways in
which a work of classical literature reflects the social, political, religious, and/or
artistic environment of the time in which it was produced, but there is some
oversimplification. This means that a link between their chosen literary text and
historical context is an indicator of achievement. Of course, this will present
differently according to the chosen text.
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Some candidates answered a question they had prepared for, rather than a
question from the options available in the examination. This led to responses that
did not adequately address the demands of the question. Similarly, candidates
who used inappropriate texts, art works, or historical figure for their chosen
question found it challenging to meet the standard.

Candidates must use primary source evidence. This can be in the form of direct
quotation, accurate paraphrasing, or reference to specific details of art works.
This evidence must be relevant to their chosen question and used in a way that
supports their key ideas / argument. Just as candidates are required to choose an
appropriate literary work, art work, or historical figure, they must also choose
appropriate source evidence.

Candidates who used the key words in the question – e.g. integrity, visual appeal,
crisis – to focus and structure their analysis produced more successful responses
than those who did not. Similarly, candidates who wrote in extended paragraph
format were able to develop greater analysis than those who focused on
communicating their understanding primarily through diagrams and bullet points.

Candidates are encouraged to spend time planning their responses in the space
provided.

Part B: Report on standards

91394: Analyse ideas and values of the classical world
Candidates who were awarded Achievement commonly:

analysed ideas and values at a basic level in the context of the question

focused on the plot of a text, and inserted some analysis of values
intermittently

provided some primary source evidence in the form of direct quoting or
paraphrasing, although such evidence was not always the most relevant

made some links to social / historical contexts, but often at the expense of
answering the question

largely relied on generalised points

drew basic conclusions.

Candidates whose work was assessed as Not Achieved commonly:
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lacked understanding of the ideas and values of the classical world, often
over-generalising

recalled narrative / plot with no analysis of ideas and/or values

wrote very short responses

provided little supporting primary source evidence

misinterpreted key passages, or events from texts were inaccurate

focused too much on the wider context of the literary work with little
discussion from the texts

used pre-learnt material in a way that did not authentically engage with the
question, e.g. trying to make a rote-learnt answer to a previous year’s
examination question fit into this year’s questions.

Candidates who were awarded Achievement with Merit commonly:

discussed, in depth, ideas and values of the classical world in the context of
the question set, but lacked overall perception

used key words from the question

effectively linked episodes from the texts to classical ideas and values

included a couple of insightful statements in relation to the question focus

selected appropriate and relevant primary source evidence – either in the
form of apt quotations or paraphrased description of key passages or events
from the texts

used multiple examples / episodes to support their points, but sometimes
repeated evidence and this limited the breadth of their response

focused too much on wider historical context and not enough on the text

drew sound conclusions about the ideas and values of the classical world
that were relevant to their argument.

Candidates who were awarded Achievement with Excellence commonly:

discussed, with insight, ideas and values of the classical world in the context
of the question set, and linked them effectively to literary texts

used the wording of the question to formulate their response
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focused on the analysis of the ideas and values, rather than recalling plot in
detail

provided a detailed discussion that showed originality of thought

structured their response logically, with appropriate examples used

referred to wider historical context explicitly and throughout their response
(E7 students sometimes left the wider context to the end, instead of weaving
it through; they also repeated historical context, particularly evident in
responses where candidates used Virgil’s Aeneid and discussed the
importance of pietas for Augustus).

Standard-specific comments

It would be beneficial for candidates to explore more than just the traditional ‘set
books’ from Virgil’s Aeneid, particularly Book 12.

Focus on historical context should not get in the way of answering the question.
To be successful in this standard requires more than just a recall of plot; it is more
than just retelling a story.

91395: Analyse the significance of a work(s) of art in the
classical world
Candidates who were awarded Achievement commonly:

discussed the significance of a work of art in the context of the question set

answered the question implicitly, rather than explicitly; for example,
answering Question Three, candidates often showed a broad understanding
of victory, but did not always link this to form

wrote a lot on the historical / artistic / mythological context instead of focusing
on answering the question

provided more description and explanation than analysis, so responses
lacked depth; for example, answering Question One, candidates often
explained that drapery was visually appealing, but failed to provide evidence
to show what was visually appealing about it

based their answers on too many art works

provided some relevant and accurate evidence, but also provided irrelevant
evidence; for example, answering Question Four, candidates at times
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discussed techniques in general instead of focusing on innovations

drew basic conclusions.

Candidates whose work was assessed as Not Achieved commonly:

provided a response that did not answer their chosen question; for example,
answering Question One, some candidates wrote about symbolic imagery
and the messages it conveys, rather than about how symbolic imagery is
used to add visual appeal

misinterpreted what the question was asking of them; for example, in
Question Two, writing about gladiators fighting in the Colosseum

provided very little relevant and accurate information in response to the
question; for example, answering Question One, some candidates totally
ignored the key words ‘visual appeal’ and just described their chosen art work

chose inappropriate art works and/or used too many art works for the chosen
question.

Candidates who were awarded Achievement with Merit commonly:

discussed, in depth, the significance of a work of art in the context of the
question set

analysed ‘the extent to which ...’ at points in their response; however, parts of
their answers lacked specific evidence, some of their evidence was not well-
explained or linked to their key idea, or some of their explanations and
analysis were not consistently clear or detailed

used key words from the question to focus their response

chose an appropriate art work or focused on a smaller number of art works
(1-2), enabling them to develop their answers and show depth of knowledge
and understanding

showed a good understanding of the broader context (historical / artistic /
mythological) and were able to place the art works in the appropriate context

made relevant connections

drew sound conclusions supported by evidence.

Candidates who were awarded Achievement with Excellence commonly:

discussed, with insight, the significance of a work of art in the context of the
question set
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used key words from the question

analysed ‘the extent to which ...’ explicitly, or implicitly (often reflected in E7),
throughout the response

thought carefully about the demands of the question and selected art works
appropriately

used a few art works to answer the question perceptively and in depth

effectively linked ideas to evidence, and had good structure, too

showed an ability to think critically

presented a convincing argument that showed a higher level of thinking

kept the focus of their response on the question and not the historical
context; the context was used to support rather than be the main focus

drew developed conclusions that were supported by specific, well-chosen
evidence.

Standard-specific comments

Candidates are encouraged to respond to the focus of their chosen question and
not provide a response that merely communicates what they know about an art
work.

Candidates are encouraged to draw a wide range of evidence from around 1-3 art
works.

Candidates are advised to match questions to relevant art works; for example,
Question Three on form and victory was perfect for the Arch of Titus or the
Kleophrades Painter.

Candidates should use and respond to the key words in the question.

The application of modern ideas and values to ancient societies is inappropriate;
for example, it is wrong to apply a feminist / human rights lens on classical
societies.

Candidates should avoid drawing sketches / diagrams that add little or no value to
their response.

91396: Analyse the impact of a significant historical figure
on the classical world
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Candidates who were awarded Achievement commonly:

discussed a significant historical figure in the context of the question set

provided some analysis, but this was not sustained; ‘to what extent’ was often
not addressed

responses often answered the question in their introduction and conclusion,
but had a lot of narrative, supported by some evidence in the body

used narrative detail and/or unattributed quotes as their evidence to
demonstrate their knowledge and understanding

used key words from the questions, although without depth in their
explanations

structured their answer using paragraphs connected by idea, not necessarily
chronology

might have tried to use attributed primary sources; however, these were not
always in support of the argument

drew basic conclusions.

Candidates whose work was assessed as Not Achieved commonly:

did not understand the key words in the question

chose a question that did not lend itself to their chosen figure as well as other
questions would have

veered away from their chosen question in their response, highlighting the
need for planning

retold a narrative of a significant historical figure’s life or career, rather than
analysis

wrote less than two pages

provided little to no primary source evidence.

Candidates who were awarded Achievement with Merit commonly:

discussed, in depth, a significant historical figure in the context of the
question set

analysed most key words in the question with purpose
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addressed all aspects of the question, although treatment was often
unbalanced; the ‘extent’ aspect of the question was often narrowly focused

focused on the question asked, and avoided long sections of narrative detail

used attributed primary source evidence, mostly in the form of quotations, to
support each point

mentioned alternative viewpoints; for example, different primary / secondary
source perspectives on an event or relationship

used their knowledge of socio-political factors to support their analysis

drew sound conclusions supported by evidence.

Candidates who were awarded Achievement with Excellence commonly:

discussed, with insight, the impact of the significant historical figure in the
context of the question set

skilfully used the key words in the question to structure and develop their
argument

addressed all aspects of the question in appropriate detail

demonstrated a broad understanding of socio-political factors that influenced
events and decisions of the historical figure

provided alternative (and relevant) points of view, often integrated into their
argument

wove relevant and appropriate primary source quotes into their response as
an integral part of their answer

referred to secondary sources, as necessary, to support their answer

provided a coherent argument throughout their response

evaluated both the positive and negative aspects of key words in their
response

demonstrated critical evaluation of events, ideas and decisions

addressed the complexity of source evidence through comparison or
discussion of limitations

integrated and developed discussion of ‘the extent to which …’ aspect of the
question
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drew developed conclusions that were supported by specific, well-chosen
evidence. 

Standard-specific comments

The historical figures most commonly used were Alexander the Great and
Augustus.

Figures who are also good for this standard, but are not being used as often,
include Socrates, Hippocrates and Cleopatra.

A few candidates wrote about figures such as Nero, Julius Caesar and Agrippina.

A few candidates answered using mythological or literary figures, such as
Aeneas, who were inappropriate for this standard.

A thematic approach, essay-writing skills, and integration of source evidence are
valuable skills for candidates to develop for this standard. Similarly, evaluation of
the positive and negative aspects of key words in the questions is a valuable skill.

More candidates are gaining Achieved and Merit grades as they are improving
their integration of primary source evidence to support arguments.
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