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PM Report on coursework paper 6928/01 - Organising an Event - January 2010
Administration
Administration was generally good.

The majority of centres used the Edexcel Mark Record Sheets. Centres should ensure
authentication statements are fully completed when submitting evidence for
external moderation.

The work submitted again demonstrated similar approaches in content and style from
earlier series. Assessment seen was generally consistent with some evidence of
leniency and assessment of much of the work around or just outside the limits of
tolerance.

General Comments

As in the previous windows, the unit was leniently assessed in some cases and so
adjustments had to be made. Similar issues to those found in the previous series
were again found in this window.

A small number of centres submitted work for this moderation window. There were a
number of candidates re-submitting work to improve their marks in this window.

Many centres have developed approaches to this unit learnt from previous
submissions, reports and training. Many centres sent questions into the Ask the
Expert Service and by so doing avoided some common pitfalls such as size of event,
appropriateness of choice of event, group size, etc.

Where suitable size events happened then the approach was generally good although
some candidates failed to actually describe their role in the event.

In some centres the planned events did not happen. This caused problems as
candidates could not access marks in mark band C and many of the marks in mark
band D.

Witness statements and/or photographs to confirm that the event was held and the
participation of the candidates are vital to this unit and these were often missing.
This proved useful and supported the evidence of the group work. However, the use
of photographs must be in line with the centre’s policy on photographs and parental
consent.

Most centres adopted a group work approach to the planning and delivery. A very
small number submitted only a group report, or individual reports containing
identical sections and these were not acceptable as each candidate must
individually address the assessment criteria.



Areas of the Specification
Strand A

Feasibility research was often limited, especially where the event was an annual one
or where the event was not the required ““substantial event”. Primary research was
usually questionnaires about choices of event or interviews with staff that had run
the event in the previous year. Results were not usually analysed or used. Secondary
research was usually research into travel costs or costs of physical resources. There
was little prioritisation or reasoned conclusions.

Where centres divided groups up into smaller groups working on research and
feasibility on various events but then did “other” events, problems were caused as
candidates had not covered feasibility for the chosen event.

Strand B

Constraints were usually present and in detail. Some candidates simply referred to
the completion of their centre’s risk assessment documentation by staff. These did
not demonstrate knowledge or understanding of risk assessment. There was no
prioritisation, ranking or rating of risks to probability of happening and severity of
outcome. Other candidates produced their own risk assessments which demonstrated
their knowledge and understanding. Insurance needs again tended to be covered
under the statement that the centre’s insurance covered all risks. Some candidates
did explain different types of insurance and applied them to the event.

Strand C

As stated above: Witness statements &/or photographs to confirm that the event was
held and the participation of the candidates are vital to this unit and these were
often missing. Candidates often failed to fully explain their input or simply referred
to “we”. The better answers gave detailed accounts of the candidate’s contribution
through all stages of planning and holding the event.

Where clear and detailed witness statements showing significant sustained
participation were present, centres could move candidates into mark band 3. Some
candidates failed to describe the event itself.

Strand D

Evaluation was often poor. Few candidates referred back to original aims and
objectives. A small number of centres collected feedback questionnaires from
participants and used these effectively.



Grade Boundaries - January 2010

6928 Total A* A B C D E
Raw Mark 60 55 50 44 38 32 27
UMS 100 90 80 70 60 50 40
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