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Introduction
A good number of candidates produced competent responses, especially in the first two 
sections of the examination. There was a noticeable pattern of trying to express meaning in 
one’s own words and breaking away from copying from the text verbatim. Translations into 
Greek were of high quality, ranging from good to excellent. 

With regard to Section C: Topics and Texts, there was an obvious preference for the History 
of Cyprus as well as the Cavafy and Ioannou questions.  As is sometimes the case in 
this section, candidates displayed fair knowledge of the topic but not always satisfactory 
understanding of the question or evidence of ability to argue persuasively in support of a 
point. Despite obvious linguistic competence, some candidates did not manage to exploit 
their skills in order to gain full marks. 

This was largely due to the same reasons that have been marring performance in previous 
years also: responses which are too long, well above the wordage permitted, pre-learned, 
and similarly worded by candidates, many of them coming from the same centre. It is 
absolutely essential that candidates are trained in the art of writing pertinent answers, 
which pay attention to rubric and are able to discriminate between what to include and what 
to exclude. Although knowledge of the topics and text is required, a pertinent response 
needs to link this knowledge to the specific requirements of the question. All-inclusive 
answers may earn the candidate some marks, but unless the question is addressed, these 
will not merit marks from the top tiers of the assessment criteria.

Many candidates offered well balanced and pertinent responses to the questions. The level 
of linguistic achievement was high and communication ranged from excellent to very good, 
on many occasions. Very few candidates displayed lack of linguistic knowledge and inability 
to manipulate structures to suit purpose. A number of candidates consistently failed to 
indicate the position of the stress, an omission which cost them full marks on the Quality 
of Language category. Unfortunately, there was also a pattern of extremely lengthy, all-
inclusive essays that gave really painstaking summaries of the plot of the stories of Ioannou 
without enough evidence of ability to analyse or substantiate points. Similarly, a large 
number of candidates offered a descriptive survey of the various issues and agreements 
involved in the attempt to resolve the question on Cyprus, 4(b), but neglected to offer any 
useful commentary or assessment of the efficacy of these processes.

A serious matter concerning procedure relates to the candidates’ organisation of their time 
and allocated space for each question. Some candidates, who did not manage their time 
well, wrote a draft which they then crossed out, but having run out of time, instructed the 
examiner to read a hardly legible, crossed out draft. Others, and these were quite a few, 
ignored the clear instructions which require that each response is displayed on its allocated 
pages and wrote two essays in the space of one response. This practice caused serious 
delays and hampered the marking process seriously.

One observation which ought to be taken very seriously by the candidates concerns the 
presentation of their work. Many candidates presented essays that were hardly legible, the 
writing not only being hard to read but also marked by smudges and asterisks and words 
being crossed out over and over again. It would be a courtesy to the examiners to take 
extra care when writing this exam paper, to restrict content to the point in question, write 
answers in the space allocated in the answer book and avoid using extra sheets of paper, 
unless necessary.
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Section A: Reading and Writing

Question 1

Many candidates provided pertinent details in a concise manner, in order to address the 
questions. Some provided answers, which were lengthier than necessary, with sentences 
spilling over to the margins of the page or extending to different pages in the answer book. 
On several occasions, the candidates provided answers which were lengthier than the 
source text itself. This is not advisable. Responses have to target the information required 
and cannot be inclusive of almost all the information contained in the text. Candidates 
are advised against copying whole paragraphs which may or not contain the information 
required.

Answers may be to the point and concise at the same time. Published mark schemes are 
a good source of guidance for this. For example, a correct answer to question 1 (g), Τι 
πιστεύει ο συγγραφέας του άρθρου για τις σημερινές πόλεις, would be: Έχουν πολλή κίνηση 
και καυσαέριο. It would be unnecessary and inappropriate to compile a lengthy response 
about the ills of modern age and how they affect modern cities, like Eleusina, etc. 

One set of questions which seemed to pose a challenge to some candidates was 1(e) and 
(f) which aimed to elicit linked information. Even though many candidates identified the 
unusual circumstances surrounding the living conditions during the camping experience, 
they wrongly attributed the fact that there were no complaints to the young students, rather 
than their professors or the artists present. 
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This is an example of a candidate who performs well on 
these questions, achieving 13 marks out of a possible 14.

Examiner Comments

This is an example of a candidate who performs well on 

Examiner Comments
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 Section B: Translation         

Question 2 

               With regard to Question 2, many candidates showed excellent transfer skills and only very 
few did not have adequate language skills to produce satisfactory transfer of meaning.         The 
majority of candidates translated competently. Some areas of diffi culty related       to isolated 
words such as “complaints” or “unloved”.  
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This candidate’s translation was awarded 8 marks out of a possible 10.
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Section C: Continuous Writing

Question 3

Many of those who attempted the popular questions on History gave good, perceptive 
accounts, inclusive of important details, as well as clearly expressed. There was a definite 
improvement in the way these students structured their essays and it was evident to the 
examiners that these candidates had been very well taught.

Question 3(a) was the preferred sub-question and candidates showed very good awareness 
of the events that led to the fall of the Junta. A number of candidates failed to offer a 
commentary on the significance of these landmark events and opted for a rather list like 
account of isolated incidents.

Question 4

Question 4 (a) was successfully handled and most candidates offered lucid and detailed 
accounts of the profiles of various important personalities and the role they played.

Question 5 

The few candidates who attempted the Geography questions gave the weakest answers. 
Some of the better answers focused on 5(a), giving detailed accounts of the features 
that contribute to the development of tou rism, without, however, managing to avoid the 
platitudes that make some of these responses sound like generic advertisements that could 
be about any island blessed with good beaches. An inordinate number of candidates focused 
on weather conditions, which was not a requirement of the question. There was a worrying 
pattern of responses targeting areas which were not part of the specification. One important 
caveat: answers addressing the geography of Cyprus are considered incomplete when they 
focus on one single city/village.
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Question 6 

The majority of the candidates who attempted this topic showed very good knowledge 
of the prescribed films, with impressive attention to accurate and pertinent detail. Many 
answers made the link between their knowledge of the topic and the requirements of the 
question, moving away from unnecessary plot and character summaries. 

Some of the candidates who addressed 6(a), which was by far the preferred sub question, 
demonstrated capacity for independent thinking and gave original and individual responses. 
The comparisons between the various characters were sensitive and detailed and veered 
away from unnecessary detail or irrelevance.
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This response scored 24 marks out of a possible 28..
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This response scored 24 marks out of a possible 28..
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Question 7 

This was one of the most popular questions of this section. The quality of responses varied 
from clearly expressed and largely relevant to less than satisfactory responses, which 
contained material that either did not address directly the question posed or consisted of a 
selection of poems which was not entirely appropriate, in order to substantiate the points 
raised. 

Most candidates successfully linked poems such as “Ιγνάτιου Τάφος”, “Μύρης Αλεξάνδρια, 
340 μ.Χ.”  and “Η αρρώστεια του Κλείτου” to Cavafy’s treatment of religion and there were 
some very original readings of “Ιγνάτιου Τάφος”, identifying the irony contained in Ignatios’ 
epitaph. 

A number of set, memorised phrases were used by many students, who had obviously 
little or no knowledge of the primary texts, and ended up confusing the titles of the poems, 
discussing the stories of Ioannou as poems written by Cavafy or quite often confusing 
Ioannou with Cavafy and making unnecessary, ill-placed references to the sexuality or 
biographical details of these authors.
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Question 8

Many of the candidates, who chose to study the short stories of Ioannou, showed 
good knowledge of the stories and ability to narrate persuasively and with good detail. 
Occasionally, narrative was at the expense of analysis, when students showed sound 
knowledge of the text but not convincing enough understanding of the question, especially 
in relation to 8(a). The lives of various characters were described in isolation of their social 
coordinates or the influence of the society in question. 

Many responses addressing 8(b) offered very good and analytical interpretations of “a sense 
of an ending” in Ioannou’s stories. It was obvious that these candidates had been very well 
taught as they displayed close knowledge of the short stories and commented on the way 
the writer works towards an often unconventional, at times open ended, at times slightly 
hopeful and at times pessimistic conclusion.
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This is an example of a good candidate response to 
8(b), scoring 26 out of 28 marks.

Examiner Comments

This is an example of a good candidate response to 
Examiner Comments
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Grade Boundaries
Grade boundaries for this, and all other papers, can be found on the website on this 
link:

http://www.edexcel.com/iwantto/Pages/grade-boundaries.aspx
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