
Examiners’ Report

June 2022

IAL Greek WGK02 01



Edexcel and BTEC Qualifications

Edexcel and BTEC qualifications come from Pearson, the UK's largest awarding body. We 
provide a wide range of qualifications including academic, vocational, occupational and 
specific programmes for employers. For further information visit our qualifications websites 
at www.edexcel.com or www.btec.co.uk.

Alternatively, you can get in touch with us using the details on our contact us page at 
www.edexcel.com/contactus.

Giving you insight to inform next steps

ResultsPlus is Pearson's free online service giving instant and detailed analysis of your 
students' exam results.

See students' scores for every exam question.
Understand how your students' performance compares with class and national averages.
Identify potential topics, skills and types of question where students may need to develop 
their learning further.

For more information on ResultsPlus, or to log in, visit www.edexcel.com/resultsplus. Your 
exams officer will be able to set up your ResultsPlus account in minutes via Edexcel Online.

Pearson: helping people progress, everywhere

Pearson aspires to be the world’s leading learning company. Our aim is to help everyone 
progress in their lives through education. We believe in every kind of learning, for all kinds of 
people, wherever they are in the world. We’ve been involved in education for over 150 years, 
and by working across 70 countries, in 100 languages, we have built an international 
reputation for our commitment to high standards and raising achievement through 
innovation in education. Find out more about how we can help you and your students at: 
www.pearson.com/uk.

June 2022

Publications Code WGK02_01_2206_ER

All the material in this publication is copyright

© Pearson Education Ltd 2022

2IAL Greek WGK02 01

https://qualifications.pearson.com/en/about-us/qualification-brands/edexcel.html
https://qualifications.pearson.com/en/about-us/qualification-brands/btec.html
https://qualifications.pearson.com/en/contact-us.html
https://qualifications.pearson.com/en/support/Services/ResultsPlus.html


Introduction

This unit is a three-hour examination which is externally assessed and consists of three 
sections: Section A, Translation into Greek; Section B, Essay; Section C, Research-based Essay. 
Total marks for this paper are 80 and its weighting is 50% of the total IAL marks. It is available 
every June.

The candidates who study this specification are required to demonstrate skills in the transfer 
of meaning from English into Greek, in advanced level Greek reading and in continuous 
writing (Sections A and B). In addition to the creative/discursive essay, and in order to 
promote research and a deeper knowledge and understanding of Greek speaking cultures 
and/or societies, candidates are asked to produce one Greek-language essay in response to 
questions related to their chosen topic(s) and/or text(s) (Section C).

Content in Sections A and B draws from a variety of contexts and in relation to the following 
general topic areas:

Youth matters 
Lifestyle, health and fitness 
Environment and travel 
Education and employment 
Technology in the Greek-speaking world 
Society in the Greek-speaking world 
Ethics in the Greek-speaking world.

Candidates who sit this examination generally perform very well, particularly in Sections A 
and B of the question paper.
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Question 1

Question 1 includes one question which requires translation into Greek. The response is 
marked according to descriptors that span 5 levels of achievement from Level 1 (marks 1-2) 
to Level 5 (marks 9-10). This grid is applied to each half of the translation and the two sub-
totals are added to give a total of 20.

The theme for this year's question 1 came from the general topic area of Environment and 
Travel. A good number of candidates produced satisfactory translations which showed 
control of meaning, good command of vocabulary and structures, with many scoring 14 
marks and above. Very few candidates lacked the language skills in order to grasp more than 
the basic sense of the passage and transfer meaning into Greek. A small number of 
candidates left whole sentences and some paragraphs untranslated, evidently a result of 
haste rather than poor language skills. Some opted for summaries of the source text, rather 
than translations, whereas others offered several translation alternatives instead of sticking 
with one. Candidates are advised against all of these practices.

A number of candidates found the third paragraph challenging, both in terms of syntax and 
in terms of vocabulary. A tendency to translate gerunds that function as nouns (and can 
therefore serve as subjects or objects) as participles in Greek does not pay off well, as far as 
accuracy and communication are concerned. Greek participles (ζώντας, δουλεύοντας) do not 
function as nouns and cannot serve the same purpose as they do in English. Therefore a 
sentence like η πραγματικότητα ζώντας και δουλεύοντας στην Ελλάδα does not show correct 
use of vocabulary and grammar. For indicative, correct answers to this question, please refer 
to the mark scheme for the summer 2022 series.

Generally, the translations contained correct vocabulary and grammar, a variety of 
appropriate structures and few lapses. A pattern of vocabulary errors mostly concerned 
words such as "journalist", "well-known", (often mistranslated as καλά γνωστό), "remotely" 
and "degrees". These slips aside, the level of competence in transferring meaning from 
English into Greek was impressively high.
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This response earned 12 marks. The piece is characterised by acceptable use of vocabulary 
and grammar, occasionally sound communication and some serious omissions.
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The first part of the translation is at Level 3, mostly due to 
misrendering of some common words ('young', 'journalist') and the 
omission of two sentences in the second paragraph. The second 
paragraph begins with a tense that is not entirely appropriate in 
rendering the meaning of the English sentence. The present perfect 
continuous ('I have been living') suggests that Melissa still lives in 
Greece, whereas the Greek present perfect conveys a completed action 
that is no longer happening.

The second part of the translation shows better use of vocabulary and 
structures and communication is generally sound. There is some 
mismatch between genders (η πραγματικότητα – τα προβλήματά του), 
occasional lapses in vocabulary (διαρκώς for 'remotely' and ψηλός for 
'big plus') and some intrusive spelling errors that hamper clarity but 
the last paragraph in particular manages to convey more than the 
basic sense of the passage and a variety of structures and vocabulary 
have been employed effectively.
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Careful rereading of the answer in parallel with the source text ensures 
that omissions and misrenderings do not compromise the 
effectiveness of the translation.
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This response earned 9 marks in total. Frequent lapses affect communication seriously, 
especially in the second part of the translation.
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The first part of this response shows some acceptable use of 
vocabulary and structure with some lapses impacting meaning 
negatively (η οποία είναι διάσημη...) and some liberties with the text 
that are characterised by interpreting rather than translating (έγιναν 
πράγματα που δεν τα περίμενε).

Use of tenses is insecure and inappropriate for context (έχω φτάσει) 
and therefore mars the sequence of tenses that allows meaning to 
flow.

The second part of the response is marked by intrusive errors in 
grammar (μένοντας, ζώντας, δουλεύοντας) and vocabulary (συνεχώς, 
τυχαίοι, ο 'καιρός' πέφτει) that cause breakdown of meaning more 
frequently than in the first part.

Do not neglect to focus on issues of gender and agreement that affect 
the flow of the translation and detract from soundness of meaning. 
Performance shows that this candidate is aware of the conventions of 
gender but fails to apply them consistently to avoid ambiguity and 
confusion.
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This script earned full marks. A variety of structures and vocabulary were correctly used, 
allowing for occasional, insignificant errors.
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This is an example of a very good response that is presented in a very 
well-organised and legible manner.

Overall communication is excellent and the translation is grounded in 
secure knowledge of appropriate vocabulary and structures. Some 
examples include the rendering of 'maybe it was the Greek life style, 
maybe it was the weather' and the whole of the second paragraph 
which targeted higher levels of competence. Small slips like the 
addition of 'πολύ' to 'γνωστό' and examples of awkward use of 
vocabulary (eg καλότυχοι) do not detract from the fluency and 
accuracy of the translation as a whole.
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The high level of accuracy in this script (irrespective of spelling errors 
that do not obscure meaning) suggests that the candidate prepared 
well regarding the development of their translation skills in writing. 
Preparation and practice are important for securing a good grade. 
When practising translation, notice patterns of repeated errors and 
check your translation carefully for such obvious pitfalls as gender 
agreement, especially if the words that indicate it are not adjacent in a 
sentence. In this example, the candidate correctly used the possessive 
pronoun της even though it was not close to the noun it referred to, 
πραγματικότητα.
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Question 2 (a)

In this section, candidates are asked to write a 240 – 280-word essay, in Greek, in response to 
a short Greek language stimulus. Candidates choose to write on a given topic, in different 
registers and style, creatively or discursively, through two options provided. Responses rely 
on careful reading of a stimulus text in order to be able to answer in a pertinent and 
comprehensive manner. It is estimated that candidates spend approximately one hour in this 
section of the examination.

Assessment in Section B rewards candidates for communicating relevant information 
effectively, as well as for the quality of the Greek language produced. A total of 30 marks is 
awarded for question 2, 15 for content and communication and 15 for quality of language. 
This year's theme came from the general topic area of Ethics and Beliefs and required a 
critical engagement with the theme of racism and discrimination.

Question 2(a) is a discursive essay that requires critical engagement with the content and any 
questions that may be posed in the stimulus text.

In this examination season, the majority of candidates performed very well in this question, 
with many scoring 22 marks and above. A good number of candidates achieved marks from 
the top bands (levels 4 and 5) of the categories for “content and communication” and “quality 
of language”. Question 2(a) invited candidates to offer opinion regarding a journalist's 
concern about evidence of racism and discrimination of all kinds in today's society. 
Candidates who chose this question had to attempt to analyse the reasons behind such anti-
social behaviour and put forward suggestions about resisting and improving the situation. 
Most candidates demonstrated the ability to express and link ideas in a logical and effective 
sequence and underlined the importance of education and responsibility on a personal and 
collective level in not being silent witnesses to instances that show such inequities and 
prejudice.

There were few instances where, unaccountably, candidates wrote about personal 
experiences about being bullied for their preferences for one football team over another, 
failing to adhere to the more conceptual and discursive tone of this sub question and 
offering an one-dimensional and rather incomplete and superficial picture of this issue. 
Unfortunately, an occasional pattern was observed of indifference to the conventions of 
spelling, clear, well-linked and organised writing, which as a result did not meet the demands 
for this level of coherence, accuracy and depth.

The following response earned 17 marks out of 30. The piece addresses some of the 
requirements of the question and there is occasional evidence of coherence. The range of 
language is satisfactory in basic structures but there are serious errors when more complex 
language is attempted.
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The introduction in this essay is not very strong, with some wrong use 
of vocabulary (υποστούμε), serious lapses in grammatical control 
(πολλές και διαφορές τρόποι) and some copying from the source text 
indiscriminately, without engaging with its ideas effectively or in an 
individual way.

The main part of the essay attempts to address the questions posed in 
the prompt with some success regarding comprehensibilty and 
relevance. Even though there are some individual ideas expressed, 
which single out the issue of sexism and gender expectations, these do 
not follow a logical sequence that gives the piece and its main thesis 
purpose and development. Lack of punctuation throughout, and 
particularly in the second paragraph, results in an conversational tone 
that is inappropriate for this type of response and obscures the clarity 
of the explanation and the depth of the candidate's main point. The 
third paragraph attempts an example that illustrates the issue of 
discrimination and inequality – or υνισότητα as the candidate states. 
The paragraph that follows attempts a superficial and undeveloped 
linking of the issue of sexism with certain religions, only to offer a 
conclusion that is about racism, rather than sexism. The abrupt change 
of focus seems out of place and unjustified.

A similar meandering tone continues, with some attempt to attribute 
the causes of racism to indifference but this argument remains short 
and incomplete, with an abrupt change of subject from the causes of 
racism to its impact and a break down of meaning that comes from 
words that do not mean anything (μεταβείζουμε?) as well as a 
reference to people being killed because (?) they are racist. The 
conclusion restores some of the focus by singling out education as a 
tool to fight racism. A new point that makes reference to the power of 
Instangram remains undeveloped and is marred by ineffective use of 
language.

Content and communication: 9 marks

Quality of language: 8 marks
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It is counterproductive to launch into writing without a rudimentary 
'road map' that identifies the structure and the main parts of the essay, 
including some references to the writer's main argument. This essay 
suffers from undeveloped explanation of points and substantiation 
with examples that do not follow logically from the explanation. It is 
important to use the conclusion to wrap up the main arguments and 
ideas and avoid introducing new aspects to the argument (Instagram?) 
that give the impression of an unfinished thesis.
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This script earned full marks. Performance employed a wide range of vocabulary and 
grammatical structures that were used effectively and appropriately to address the needs of 
the task. Spelling errors and some lack of precision in lexis did not affect the overall 
impression of a confident and purposeful piece.
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This was a very well-structured essay that adopted an appropriately 
impersonal, formal style and introduced a different point in each 
paragraph. There is no digression and the focus is consistenly on task 
and on the questions posed in the prompt.

Following a succinct introduction that states that it's imperative to 
address racism and discrimination (τρόποι αντιμετώπισης πρέπει να 
μπουν σε ισχύ) the candidate embarks on explaining their position and 
answering the main questions. In the second paragraph they trace the 
origins and causes of racism and attribute these to ideology, the role of 
social media in perpetuating stereotypes and upbringing/the 
generation gap. In this way, the candidate answers fully one of the 
questions in the prompt, which is to do with why racism and 
discrimination exist. They then go on to argue about possible 
solutions, on a personal, societal and institutional level and suggest 
ways in which this issue may be resolved. Even though some of these 
suggestions are not expressed subtly, there is appropriate depth for 
this level of demand and good control of accuracy. The conclusion 
restates the main thesis but with different words and reinforces the 
call to collective action (όλοι οι φορείς...), that was hinted at in the 
introduction.

When choosing a discursive essay, consider adopting a formal, factual 
tone. Build an essay structure that begins with an introduction that 
states your position succinctly, before you proceed to defend this 
position and explain, in different paragraphs, distinct points 
accompanied by evidence or examples. At the end of writing, reread 
your essay and ask yourselves: have I answered the question with at 
least two arguments/points that are explained and offer appropriate 
evidence?
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Question 2 (b)

Question 2(b) requires a similar engagement with a prompt and the required wordage is the 
same as in Q02(a). The style and tone of the essay, however, are more informal, often 
emotive and autobiographical, and the expectation is that the content will draw from 
empirical knowledge and provide some examples of personal nature. Some candidates who 
are not familiar with this difference between Q02(a) and Q02(b) or did not read the question 
carefully ended up writing accounts whose style was not appropriate to the demands of this 
genre.

Many candidates wrote confident and purposeful pieces, with enough variety and interest to 
persuade the reader of the significance and the relevance of their experience. Occasionally, 
performance lacked the characteristics that facilitate an insight into the background, the 
perspectives and the nature and impact of the conflict in someone's life. In general, 
performance in Q02(b) was not as succesful as in Q02(a), precisely because of omissions of 
examples and narration that was based on the testimony of an eye witness.

This script earned 12 marks. The piece is occasionally coherent and comprehensibility is 
obscured in places. Despite digression and repetition, the overall content is generally clear, 
albeit not entirely appropriate to the question.
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Some of what is written here shows the ability to express ideas in a 
form that would be comprehensible to a native reader. In places, 
vocabulary and structures are not used effectively to convey meaning 
clearly and pertinently. For example, the introduction attempts to 
make a claim using some of the ideas in the prompt, but the point is 
unclear, very often there is confusion regarding the agency of the 
action (μαθαίνετε-κάνουν – πιστεύουν) and the relationship between 
'them' and 'us'.

The second paragraph starts off with the intention to explain a 
personal experience, as required by the question, but this remains 
undeveloped and digresses to possible reasons for the prevalence of 
racism in the writer's society (για παράδειγμα γονείς). The clarity of this 
explanation is obscured by weak expression (έπρεπε να είναι νουσιμι) 
and lack of punctuation that makes subordinate clauses ineffective (και 
γι αυτό...που πηγαίνουν). The reference to MLM had the potential to 
add a new perspective to recommendations about the power of 
activism and social movements, but this remains a sentence that is 
dangling without earning its place in a cohesive and coherent 
argument. The conclusion is weak, displaying an optimism that is not 
justified considering what has been stated before (εγω πρωσοπικα 
πιστευο.. με το BLM). Meaning in the last sentence is completely 
obscured by wrong use of vocabulary and structures.

Content and communication: 6 marks

Quality of language: 6 marks
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Stating a personal opinion is a characteristic of a discursive essay but is 
not the same as speaking from experience and providing evidence for 
this experience to emphasise its impact. Q02(b) draws its content from 
engagement with the promp and from the perspective of a personal 
experience – which is not the same as simply stating one's personal 
opinion. Careful reading of the rubric ensures that the content and 
style of the response match the requirements of the question – which 
is not fully evident in this example. The candidate could have built on 
their experience as a spectator or participant of protests or as a 
witness of instances of racism (which they alluded to in the second 
paragraph) in order to produce a response that would be more 
securely focused on the question.
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This question earned 22 marks. It has the makings of a very good response but remains 
undeveloped in relation to some of the requirements of this question.
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The essay begins in an usual way that problematises the issue of 
equality and human rights, as one that will always prove to be a source 
of conflict, with supporters as well as enemies. The ideas expressed 
follow a logical sequence and the structure is sound with each 
paragraph devoted to a point and explanation, followed by some 
evidence. The candidate attributes some examples of discrimination to 
religious conflicts and the way certain religions are perceived by 
others. In another paragraph they refer to instances of racism and 
bemoan the influence of white supremacy. The content is appropriate 
to the main question asked, the reasons why racism exists. What is 
missing is a sharper focus on the topic of personal narration based on 
concrete examples of personal experience of racism beyond τον 
συναντούμε σχεδόν κάθε μέρα. Another aspect that could have 
merited from further exploration is a more developed thesis regarding 
recommendations for addressing this problem, more than να πατούμε 
πόδι για άλλους που δεν μπορούν.

Content and communication: 9 marks

Quality of language: 13 marks
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When an essay requires specific recommendations (τι μπορούμε να 
κάνουμε σαν άτομα και σαν κοινωνία, για να τα αντιμετωπίσουμε) try 
to offer concrete examples that have a strong element of specificity 
and persuasion, beyond simply stating the importance of 'changing 
one's opinions' or 'accepting the importance of the value of equity'. 
How do people go about changing their views? What are the factors 
that influence belief and behaviour? What is the role of family, 
education, the law? A fully relevant response draws from thinking 
through questions such as these.
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Question 3 (a)

Question 3(a) asked candidates to identify an important political event of the historical 
period that they studied and explain its importance. Most essays singled out the Ιουλιανά or 
το πραξικόπημα των Συνταγματαρχών του 1967.

Very few candidates chose this topic (only ten) and there were no discernible patterns of 
errors. Most candidates showed good factual knowledge of the history of the period and 
offered enough specific details to give their response relevance. Examples of weakness and 
omissions were linked to undeveloped arguments regarding the significance of the event that 
was singled out. Communication was achieved almost all the time and a good range of 
structures and appropriate vocabulary were used in most responses.

Question 3 (b)

Question 3(b) asked candidates to analyse the characteristics of the society and economy of 
Greece during the period 1960-1974. Only one candidate chose this question and there is not 
enough data to compose any meaningful feedback.

Question 4 (a)

Question 4(a) required an analysis of government policies on education and religion, in 
Cyprus, during the period 1925-1960.

Few candidates chose this question and showed acceptable, and often good, factual 
knowledge of the topic, citing appropriate, relevant details to support their arguments. 
Language accuracy was often good and included some specialist terms to refer to the topic 
(διαμόρφωση συνείδησης, αμφισβήτηση προνομίων, αποδυνάμωση της ελληνοκυπριακής 
ταυτότητας, κ.τ.λ.).

A small number of candidates had not prepared well for this question. Factual knowledge in 
their responses was limited and there was no detail that convinced the reader of appropriate 
background research, beyond some generic references (να πιστεύουν την αγγλική εθνώτητα και 
να ξεχάσουν την ελληνική εθνώτητα).

For more details regarding indicative content for this question, please refer to the published 
mark scheme.
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This is a good response that earned 25 marks. The candidate could have scored higher, had 
this response been more sharply focused on the question.
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This is a balanced response that relies on an independent and 
individual argument that is based on good factual knowledge, albeit 
with some omissions. Its strengths lie in a historical overview that 
traces the development of important policies on behalf of the colonial 
government against some historical developments and social changes. 
A litle less focus on what the clergy did and more focus on how the 
colonial government treated them, for example the law of 1937 and 
the exiling of important religious leaders, would have added more 
relevance to an otherwise very good response. The structure of the 
essay is excellent with smooth transitions between paragraphs. Each 
paragraph is devoted to a point that is explained with good supporting 
detail that betrays the candidate's solid preparation.

Content and communication: 8 marks

Quality of language: 5 marks

Critical analysis, organisation and development: 12 marks

Economy is an important aspect of a good response. Starting from the 
beginning, as this candidate does, provides context but because of the 
economy in the description, this introduction does not become 
irrelevant and all-inclusive, but serves as a good and succinct segue 
into the main argument.
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Question 4 (b)

Question 4(b) targeted knowledge and understanding regarding the profile of Cypriot society 
during the period 1925-1960. A complete response cited specific examples to illustrate the 
main claims. Such examples might include the agrarian character of Cypriot society and what 
this meant for the education, the economy and the position of women; family structures and 
relationships; the emancipation of the working class etc.

Few candidates chose this question and performance was generally good, with many 
substantiating their claims with pertinent examples and good linking between points and 
explanation. There were some instances of good critical analysis in response to the topic, 
even though this was not always applied consistently.

For more details regarding indicative content for this question, please refer to the published 
mark scheme.
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This is a good response that earned 29 points. Most of what is written showed the ability to 
express ideas in a logical sequence and there is excellent factual knowledge and depth in the 
response.
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It is clear that the candidate prepared very well for this topic and 
carried out substantial research. The piece addressed various factors 
relating to the economy (the agrarian character of the island; the 
impact of outdated machinery and heavy taxation; the various 
initiatives that contributed to an economic revival) and some relating 
to the profile of society, (the emergence of an educated middle class; 
the preference for certain professions; the development of a worker's 
political identity) making important connections between standard of 
living and opportunities for education and emancipation. There are 
some original and not often-seen aspects to the response, which refer 
to the multi-cultural profile of Greek society, the strong bonds that 
existed between various ethnic groups alongside prejudice and 
conservatism. The candidate almost resists the temptation to refer to 
the period between 1878-1925 in detail and only cites it in order to 
delineate the historical framework of the various cycles in the 
development of the local economy and establish a benchmark for 
comparative remarks.

Content and communication: 10 marks

Quality of language: 5 marks

Critical analysis, organisation and development: 14 marks

A coherently developed argument must prioritise the inclusion of 
information that is crucial for a full evaluation of the question and 
resist the tempation of writing everything one knows on a given topic. 
It is clear that performance in this esasy is grounded in solid research 
and there are insightful observations that are not the usual run-of-the 
mill statements about society and the economy. When researching a 
subject, try to identify some unique information that will allow you to 
form an individual response that shows the depth and range of your 
research.
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Question 5 (a)

Only a handful of candidates chose this question. Half of the responses were entirely off-
topic. The other half addressed the requirements of the question well and wrote compelling 
accounts of the characters from the films and documentaries on aspect of a crisis, that made 
an impression.

Question 5 (b)

There were no responses to this question.

Question 6 (a)

Question 6(a) targeted knowledge and understanding of the importance of friendship for the 
protagonists of three films from the module on the portrayal of childhood in Greek Cinema.

Few candidates chose this question. It was undeniable that the majority of those who wrote 
on this topic had watched the films closely. Many were able to demonstrate this knowledge 
with detailed accounts and relevant supporting evidence. An area of weakness had to do with 
overly detailed narratives that did not attempt to make any links between the essay content 
and a critical statement in response to the question.

Please refer to the mark scheme for the indicative response to this question.
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This response earned 18 marks. The candidate wrote about the friendships between the 
various protagonists of three films, providing some perceptive factual details but the analysis 
remains undeveloped and often tentative.
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The candidate shows good factual knowledge of the films but does not 
make sufficient use of this knowledge to construct an analytical 
response that states clearly the impact of these friendships on the lives 
of the protagonists; especially when these extend through time and 
space and affect their choices and happiness in their adult lives. The 
observations about the friendship in Τα Δελφινάκια του Αμβρακικού, 
despite the misnaming of Petros as Pavlos, has the most potential but 
the reader is left to tease out the importance of the friendship by 
reading between the lines, rather than by a clearly stated conclusion 
that derives logically from the explanation. In fact it's the absence of 
apt conclusive remarks, both at the end of each paragraph and at the 
end of the essay, that gives this essay its 'unfinished' and tentative 
quality.

Content and communication: 7 marks

Quality of language: 4 marks

Critical analysis, organisation and development: 7 marks

Avoid stock phrases such as Είναι κοινή παραδοχή όλων to refer to an 
obvious fact that is not disputed by anyone. It is important to create a 
glossary of terms and discourse markers, in order to transition 
between paragraphs/arguments, to introduce a new topic or to wrap 
up an argument, but these must be contextually appropriate and serve 
your purpose. If they are used uncritically, they impair the 
effectiveness of your language.
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Question 6 (b)

Only eight candidates chose question 6(b), which targeted knowledge and understanding of 
the family environment in which the protagonists of three films had been brought up in, and 
how this affected their development and choices.

There is not enough data to support any definitive comments about performance in this 
question. The familiar pattern of description at the expense of analysis was discernible in 
some essays.

Question 7 (a)

Question 7(a) targeted knowledge and understanding of the challenges that figures of 
authority and power face and the way they respond to them. This was the second most 
popular question in Section C and it yielded satisfactory answers with regard to assessment 
objectives AO3 (Critical Analysis) and AO2 (Organization and development). Many candidates 
wrote persuasively and with a wide range of supporting detail about the way people in power 
responded to transition, failure and loss and framed their responses within a system of 
values and world view that the poet either advises against or recommends as existentially 
and contextually correct. There were some very good instances of apt comparisons between 
various leaders in different poems (eg Εν Σπάρτη versus Αλεξανδρινοί Βασιλείς) and there 
was an impressive range of insightful and subtle comments about poems that resist a single 
absolute interpretation, such as Ο Βασιλεύς Δημήτριος.
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This essay earned 15 marks. It shows acceptable factual knowledge of the poems and offers 
partial explanation in response to the question.
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This candidate makes a valiant effort to respond to the question about 
how people in authority face challenges. Even though knowledge of 
the poems is established, this is not always relevant to the question. In 
the poems Θερμοπύλες and Περιμένοντας τους Βαρβάρους, the focus 
is not on the powerful but on people in general, who experience defeat 
and the decline of their civilisation. Even though Περιμένοντας τους 
Βαρβάρους could be relevant if the gaze shifted to the 'senators sitting 
there without legislating', or 'the emperor' and 'the consuls', the 
account of what goes on in the poem lacks direction. There is a missed 
opportunity there, in the fact that the candidate knows the poem but 
skims over the parts that could be employed to construct a relevant 
response.

In the analysis of the poem Ο Βασιλεύς Δημήτριος there is some 
information that points towards the challenge that the king faced and 
the way he reacted to it, but, again, narration of what happens in the 
poem takes over and, together with details that identify background 
historical information, deprive the essay of analytical depth and a 
purposeful argument.

Content and communication: 5 marks

Quality of language: 4 marks

Critical analysis, organisation and development: 6 marks

Even though explanation accompanied by substantiation and relevant 
examples are essential for evaluation that is linked to the question, this 
cannot be in the form of an all-inclusive story telling that sums up what 
happens, without a sharp focus on what is relevant. When it comes to 
poetry, relevant supporting evidence is more effective when it comes 
in the form of a quotation (albeit short), rather than an all-inclusive 
summary that does not show the link between a point of view and 
evidence from the text.
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This is a focused and well organised response that earned 27 marks. The essay cites 
appopriate evidence from the poems, in order to construct a pertinent and insightful 
argument that addresses the requirements of the question.
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This is a good example of an essay that stays focused on the question 
throughout. Consistently justified links between points of view and 
examples lead to a coherently organised argument. Even though there 
is some lingering on information extraneous to the poems and some 
imprecision regarding the quotations, the candidate never loses sight 
of the question. At the end of each paragraph that discusses each 
poem, there is a substantive conclusion that makes apt connections 
between the material presented and a claim that answers the 
question. The conclusive remarks at the end are a wonderful example 
of closure and an apt reminder of the main points of the essay. 
Language is fluent and varied throughtout.

Content and communication: 9 marks

Quality of language: 5 marks

Critical analysis, organisation and development: 13 marks
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The conclusion makes the last impression with regard to your skills of 
persuasion and analysis. When you get to the closing section of your 
essay reinforce your position on the topic by summing up and 
restating the points you have already made in different words.
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Question 7 (b)

Question 7(b) was the most popular question in Section C. It invited candidates to describe 
and comment on the didactic elements in Cavafy's poems. Many answers contained a 
pertinent exploration of implicit messages regarding integrity and values in poems such as 
Ιουλιανός εν Νικομηδεία, Ιγνατίου Τάφος and Η αρρώστεια του Κλείτου, where characters 
are caught in transition periods regarding religious beliefs and ideologies. Others focused 
successfully on poems that contain a more explicit message about a modus vivendi, in the 
form of an admonishing voice that guides a character or an unnamed addressee through the 
rudiments of how life should be lived. The poems that supported this choice included 
Απολείπειν ο Θεός Αντώνιον, Η πόλις, Όσο μπορείς and, of course, Ιθάκη. Most candidates 
were correct in identifying both positive and negative life paths in these poems, that may 
serve as a lesson for the reader. As with question 7(a), omissions and lapses were evident in 
the tendency to provide description at the expense of analysis. A successful performance 
was marked by linking one's explanation to a system of values and ideas and substantiating it 
with textual evidence. Textual evidence may consist of paraphrasing, but it is most effective 
when it comes in the form of direct quotations.
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This essay earned 19 marks. There is schematic knowledge of the poems and description is 
linked to some basic conclusions of relevance. Language is not consistently appropriate to 
the task.
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Performance in this essay shows some acceptable factual knowledge 
of poems that are relevant for answering the question and occasional 
convincing links between the ideas put forward and the content that is 
used to justify them. Where there is room for improvement is in the 
way the candidate employs their understanding of textual evidence, as 
a sweeping, general description, that is not entirely grounded in the 
details or specificity of the poems. The argument at times departs 
significantly from what is expressed in a poem, to sum up in the 
candidates' own words an instance that is not entirely accurate. This is 
evident in all poems, but mostly in Όσο μπορείς, and Ιθάκη, where the 
synopsis of what the poem is about does not contain the specificity 
that betrays close reading and secure knowledge of the poems. 
Therefore, conclusive remarks are mostly tangentially linked or 
superficially substantiated by the essay content.

Content and communication: 6 marks

Quality of language: 4 marks

Critical analysis, organisation and development: 9 marks

The candidate uses an apt, key term 'ποιητικό υποκείμενο', but this is 
not always employed successfully, due to repetition and occasional 
integration with vocabulary that does not match the same level of 
discourse. For example, the phrases το ποιητικό υποκείμενο μας φέρνει 
διδακτισμό in the introduction, and το ποιητικό υποκείμενο προσφέρει 
διδακτισμό in the conclusion are at odds with language such as 
ρεζίλεμα and ρεζιλεύεσαι and the general informality of the 
description that deprives the work of its depth. Consider the register of 
your essay, grammar, words and expressions, to make it appropriate 
for your context, which is a written literary analysis.
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This response showed good critical analysis in response to the question and earned 27 
marks. This is an example of an essay that could have earned full marks, had the candidate 
organised their material better and included a general conclusion.
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Performance in this essay shows excellent grasp of the material, 
understanding of the question and ability to structure an essay well, 
albeit with an omission towards the end. Even though the absence of 
conclusion is an important omission, this unfavourable last impression 
is balanced by an excellent introduction, an appropriate register 
throughout, justified links between ideas and content, appropriately 
used textual evidence and coherent organisation between paragraphs. 
Apt, key terms such as συμβουλευτικό χαρακτήρα, ηθικό κώδικα are 
well-integrated into the main argument and general tone of the essay.

What marks this essay as an individual response is the selection of 
poems that departs from the canon of poems that is traditionally 
preferred by candidates. In addition to focusing on, usually, neglected 
poems, such as Μάρτιαι Ειδοί and Σατραπεία, the candidate analyses 
the implicit moralising tone of the poems in connection with the lack of 
humility and blinding arrogance that comes with power or with the 
humiliating compromises that, perhaps, someone like Themistokles 
makes for personal gains or in order to ingratiate themselves with the 
powerful and rich.

Content and communication: 9 marks

Quality of language: 5 marks

Critical analysis, organisation and development: 13 marks
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In their discussion of Σατραπεία, insightful comments notwithstanding, 
the candidate takes some liberties with the historical sources that, they 
claim, inform the content of the poem. This is not an entirely sound 
approach to 'explaining' the poems of Cavafy, especially the ones that 
do not contain any specific markers (Απολείπειν ο Θεός Αντώνιον, 
Αλεξανδρινοί Βασιλείς). Avoid cluttering the essay with unnecessary 
and difficult to prove information. It is best to focus on the diachronic 
value of the 'message', rather than pinpoint it in relation to a specific 
character, in this case Themistokles, who may or may not have been 
the inspiration for the unnamed 'you' of the poem.
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Question 8 (a)

Only one candidate chose this question. There is no adequate data to compose feedback on 
their performance.

Question 8 (b)

Only one candidate chose this question. There is no adequate data to compose feedback on 
their performance.
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Paper Summary

This summer marked the first full iteration of this examination after a two year hiatus.

It was a pleasure to see that so many candidates had prepared well for this series. Many 
produced competent responses, transferring meaning from English into Greek effectively, 
demonstrating familiarity with the rudiments of essay writing, good knowledge of the topics 
and texts and a level of language awareness that enabled them to apply their knowledge of 
Greek, in order to compose pertinent responses, exercise a degree of critical interpretation 
and offer factually correct details pertaining to their chosen topics and texts.

In Section A, most candidates showed good translation skills, with performance from Level 4 
and above.

In Section B, many candidates wrote passionate and compelling accounts, albeit not always 
in a clear and legible manner. There was also a small number of candidates who, despite 
evidently good language skills, failed to read the questions carefully and did not provide 
responses that were appropriate to the purpose and requirements for writing in Q02(a) and 
Q02(b).

In Section C, most candidates adhered to guidance about wordage and wrote comprehensive 
but well-linked and succint essays in relation to their chosen topic or text/films. Overly long 
responses in Section C often contain irrelevance and unaccountable digression that do not 
serve the candidates’ skills and knowledge well. Therefore, it was welcome to see that this 
practice of long answers that continue in extra booklets was not as common this year. 
Answers that relied too heavily on description at the expense of analysis and interpretation 
did not manage to score high marks from the third category of Critical analysis and 
Organization and Development.

Candidates who enter for this qualification ought to consider the following, when preparing 
for or sitting this examination:

read all questions carefully, paying particular attention to the distinct requirements of the 
questions in Section B and C;
ensure that their translation reads naturally in Greek. It is often not possible to translate 
word-for-word from the original English text as the conventions for creating meaning in 
English are different to the conventions in Greek, which is an inflected language and relies 
on case, not word order;
make a sensible guess at the unknown words from the context. Attempts to paraphrase 
show that candidates are in control of meaning;
try not to omit whole phrases in question 1;
proof-read what they write and run a ‘sense-check’;
remember the importance of clear and careful presentation in their answers;
pay attention to the rules of orthography throughout their response and present a legible 
answer that does not spill over the margins of the page;
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when practising writing, familiarise themselves with the assessment criteria for each 
question, in order to ensure that there is clarity regarding expectations and awareness of 
what is required for an effective response;
pay attention to rubric and discriminate between what to include and what to exclude. 
Although factual knowledge of the topics and text is required and assessed out of 10, a 
pertinent response must link this knowledge to the specific requirements of the question 
and show a full evaluation of the question. All-inclusive answers may earn the candidate 
some marks, but unless the question is addressed, these answers will not earn marks 
from the top tiers of the assessment criteria;
observe the conventions of the Greek alphabet and writing system and not mix English 
and Greek characters (using the Greek u and not the English u). Indicating the position of 
the stress where needed is a required convention. Κnowledge of the rules governing the 
stress system must be demonstrated throughout the paper.
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Grade boundaries

Grade boundaries for this, and all other papers, can be found on the website on this link:

https://qualifications.pearson.com/en/support/support-topics/results-certification/grade-
boundaries.html
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