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Topic 1: Greek Religion 
  
Section One 
  
Q.1 Question One proved popular. Most had no problem with (a) and (b). A few were 

unable to recognise that it was a burnt offering and did not identify the altar. Many 
concentrated on the gory aspects of a sacrifice in (e) without giving much detailed 
explanation of what actually took place at one. 

Q.2 In Question Two virtually all candidates performed well on this topic area. They 
were able to identify the gods and their responsibilities in (b) and how Poseidon 
was portrayed in (d) and most found something worthwhile to say in (e). 

Q.3 Question Three proved to be very straightforward for candidates. Needless to 
say, most candidates did score well and this indicates a marked improvement on 
this topic area compared to two years ago when a similar question was not so 
well done. 

  
Section Two 
  
 Both essays proved equally popular. Although the Eleusis essay was probably 

done better in that answers padded out the bullet points whereas many did little 
more than repeat the bullet points in the second essay and said little about the 
impression the festival made in terms of Athens herself. 

  
Topic 2: Home and Family in Athens 
  
Section One 
  
Q.1 Question One was attempted by fewer candidates. Most scored well, although 

there was a tendency to be very vague in (d). 

Q.2 Virtually all candidates attempted Question Two and with a good deal of success. 
There were some particularly interesting and varied responses to (e) although 
few looked at the positive aspects. Knowledge of this area of the topic was, 
almost without exception, very thorough. 

Q.3 The same can be said of Question Three; again candidates were inventive in 
their answers to (e). 

Section Two 
 Essay 1 proved the least popular. Information was very full on the whole. 

Performance on essay 2 was disappointing. 

 There are a number of essays at Foundation Level that take an empathetic 
approach. Candidates need to be aware that these are intended as a vehicle to 
allow them to demonstrate their knowledge of a particular subject area; they are 
not a piece of English creative writing. Thus many in this essay summed up the 
role of a slave in a couple of sentences and spent most of the essay telling heart-
rending stories of how they were captured or abused. 

  
 
Topic 3: Greek Athletic and Theatrical Festivals 
  
Section One 
  
The standard of responses overall in this topic was very good. All three Section One questions 
were attempted, although one and two proved to be the most popular. 

Q.1 In Question One, although the source material was a little different to simple 
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pictures of one event, candidates were not fazed and performed well almost 
without exception; a clear indication that the use of sources is being stressed 
rather than the concept that if you have not seen the picture before you cannot 
answer the question. 

Q.2 Question Two was done well. A few could not identify the altar. Differentiation in 
terms of knowledge of the topic was only clear in (d) often guessing according to 
what they thought the type of play might involve rather than giving specific 
details. 

Q.3 Question Three produced mixed responses. A number were unsure about the 
table in (b) and the significance of the phrase ‘allowed to compete’ in (e) was 
often overlooked, thus giving fairly bland answers which did not reflect the rules 
of the games. 

  
Section Two 
 Essay 1 proved the most popular, the bullet points gave some structure to 

responses and there was some good discussion as to what was impressive. 
Answers to essay 2 were also generally well done. Weaker responses tended to 
do little more than copy the bullet points rather than putting any meat on the 
bones. 

  
Topic 4: Greek Art and Architecture 
  
Too few candidates attempted this topic on which to base a valid report. 

There was a general improvement in candidates’ understanding of the more technical 
terminology and processes relevant for the study of this topic. 
 
Topic 5: Sparta and the Spartan System 
  
Section One 
  
Q.1 Question One was attempted by most candidates and those who did attempt it 

tended to know their stuff. Again candidates should try to avoid repetition of 
information without further elaboration or discussion. This occurred in parts (c) 
and (e). The outsider’s view of Spartan women, as required in (d) now seems 
better understood by candidates. 

Q.2 Question Two was done by virtually all candidates and with a great deal of 
success. Candidates finally got their chance to catalogue the horrid ways in 
which the Helots were treated and most, in (c), understood the type of life that the 
Spartan man lived although a few diverted the question onto his pasta and talked 
about the Agoge, which was not valid. 

Q.3 In Question Three candidates scored well and knowledge on this area of the topic 
is noticeably more thorough than in previous years. In fact this topic, which used 
to be a minority topic, is now being attempted by a large percentage of the 
candidate entry and the standard of answers is generally very good. 

  
Section Two 
  
 Not surprisingly Essay One proved the most popular and candidates tended to 

score well because they were comfortable in elaborating on the bullet points. 

 Essay Two was less well done largely due to the fact that there were significant 
gaps in knowledge and understanding of exactly what each section of the 
government was responsible for. Answers to this question tended to be very good 
or very poor. 
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Principal Moderator’s Report 
 

1941/05: Coursework 
 
General Comments 
 
The coursework submitted this year, as in previous years, was generally of a high standard. It 
demonstrates in varying degrees the following outcomes. 
• Considerable knowledge of the ancient world. 
• Understanding the sources from which that knowledge is derived. 
• Evaluating and responding to the evidence. 
• The skills needed for delivering the coursework: 

- engaging with primary source material (textual, visual and/or archaeological) and 
secondary source material; 

- selecting facts relevant to the title; 
- commenting on and drawing conclusions from the material; 
- organising the material into a coherent whole; 
- learning to acknowledge sources through referencing and supplying a  bibliography. 

 
Almost all candidates showed evidence of all of these outcomes, and all candidates showed 
some evidence of most of them.  
 
New Specification 
This year a new Specification came into force. The main change is that the length of coursework 
is reduced from 3000 words to 2000 (Type A ) 1000 + 1000 words (Type B). Oral coursework is 
no longer an option. This is also the first year when the Markscheme has been used by Centres 
as well as Moderators (see further below under ‘Marking’). 
  
Choice of Title and Selection of Material 
On the whole titles are well chosen to result in focused, well-organised work that gives scope for 
the use of primary source material, selection of content and understanding and evaluation. 
Entertainment, (especially gladiators) remains a popular choice of topic, along with the army and 
women, but excellent work has also been submitted on, for example, aspects of religion, 
housing, the theatre and the water system. There were some good empathy pieces, mostly well 
referenced in the text or in footnotes, and while marks are not awarded for the quality of the 
creative writing, these pieces are often entertaining as well as scoring highly on the criteria. It is 
clear that some candidates are pursuing their own interests with enthusiasm. This is obviously to 
be encouraged, and it is usually possible to find ways of accommodating candidates’ interests 
within the Specification, but if Centres are in doubt they should consult OCR. 
 
A few Centres continue to overlook the requirement that coursework must have a Roman Life (or 
Greek Life) element, and if based on the prescribed literature it must not overlap with the 
assessment of the literature in the written papers. Nor should work on Pliny’s account of the 
eruption of Vesuvius focus exclusively on the details of the eruption on the one hand or on the 
movements of Pliny or his uncle on the other. Literary coursework remains problematic, as there 
is little literature that yields substantial evidence for Roman (Greek) life that can be analysed 
independently of its literary conventions and without diminishing its impact as literature. Centres 
contemplating literary coursework are strongly recommended to consult OCR on the choice of 
title. 
 
There are still some very broad titles that indicate the topic, but not a selected aspect of the 
topic, for example, ‘Slavery’, ‘Roman women’, ‘The Roman army'. This kind of title is becoming 
less frequent, and it is to be hoped that the lower word-limit will provide further encouragement 
to Centres to narrow the scope and teach their candidates to select material for a particular 
purpose. Candidates working on any title should be encouraged to be selective: for example, a 
candidate writing on reasons for the popularity of gladiatorial contests who refers to a book or  
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website that lists the different kinds of gladiators and then selects one or two to consider in detail 
should gain at least as many marks as the candidate who reproduces the entire list.  
 
In general, Centres are reminded that they are not obliged to get candidates’ titles approved, but 
they are free to seek advice from OCR on any titles, as well as in the particular cases mentioned 
above. Advice received should be read in conjunction with the Specification and the published 
guidance, and Centres should enclose the advice they have received with coursework sent for 
moderation. 
 
Factual Content (AC1 12 marks) and Use of Primary Source Material (AC2 8 marks) 
These two criteria are connected and will therefore be discussed together. The discriminators in 
the Markscheme for assessing AC1 are: 
• selection of facts relevant to title 
• evidence of research 
• extent of error or omission 
• references. 
The discriminators for AC2 are: 
• facts derived from primary source material 
• identification of sources as primary and referenced 
• primary source material integrated into text. 
 
It is therefore clear from the Markscheme that the priority is to derive factual content from 
primary source material, indicated as such, which should not be used merely to illustrate facts 
drawn from secondary sources. This priority reflects the skills of reading with comprehension 
and understanding the sources of our knowledge of the ancient world that are inherent in the 
study of Latin (and Greek) and thus ensures that the coursework option is in line with the 
objectives of the examination overall. The reasons for the emphasis on referencing are first, that 
candidates should appreciate the sources of their information, second, that they should acquire 
skills regularly needed in the workplace, and third, that they should avoid laying themselves 
open to plagiarism. A bibliography is not sufficient on its own: references should be provided in 
the text, with direct quotes indicated by quotation marks. See further below on ‘AC3 
Organisation’ and ‘Suspected malpractice’.  
 
The coursework submitted demonstrates that practically all candidates understand what a 
primary source is. In a very few Centres there is some confusion about what can be credited as 
primary: reconstructions or modern demonstrations of military tactics can be credited under 
factual content, but do not count as primary source material. Nor does the use of Latin terms in 
itself indicate the use of primary source material. Conversely, Centres can encourage their 
candidates to be confident in the knowledge they acquire from their ‘reading’ of visual as well as 
written primary source material, and apparently simple observations should not be discounted: 
for example, ‘This picture of a mosaic from Rome tells me that there were different kinds of 
gladiator with different weapons. The one on the left …’ etc.  
 
In an entry that is generally of a high standard, there is naturally differentiation between 
candidates, especially on these criteria. Some candidates produce work of a very high standard 
on the principle of starting from primary source material: the sources of their factual content are 
primary and well referenced, and secondary sources are used appropriately to reinforce a point 
or provide a wider context. In outstanding pieces of coursework, candidates do not only 
reference their sources but add notes explaining exactly what they have learned from a source, 
or, in the case of empathy pieces, how they have used the information in their work. On the 
other hand, some candidates do not use enough primary source material, or use it purely as 
illustration. Others do not include references to indicate where they have derived factual content 
from primary source material, so that it cannot be credited as such. However, teachers’ 
comments suggest that candidates are increasingly guided in the direction of greater use of 
integrated primary source material, and that this skill is regarded as a valuable and important 
aspect of coursework.  

 16



Report on the Components taken in June 2007 

AC3 Organisation (4 marks) 
Most work shows signs of being planned with paragraphs and a conclusion, and many pieces 
have an introduction setting out what the scope of the work is to be. Most candidates include a 
bibliography, but they do not always include all the websites they have used, laying themselves 
open to suspicion of malpractice (see further below). 
 
Length continues to be a problem, and particularly so this year when the word limit is reduced to 
2000 words. Notice was given of the change in 2005 and full details are in the revised 
specification distributed to Centres in hard copy in 2005, yet a number of Centres were taken by 
surprise. Teachers are reminded that Centres must use the current specification. Marks have not 
been deducted this year specifically for length and in general excessive length is one factor 
among several that are included in this Assessment Criterion, such as structure and relation of 
structure to title (see the Markscheme). However, submitting work that is overlength breaks the 
coursework regulations and Centres are advised that in 2008 any piece of work that is more than 
5% overlength will be submitted to the Malpractice Team for further action. This action will be 
required by moderators of all subjects, not just Latin and Greek. 
 
AC4 Understanding and Evaluation (14 marks) 
Candidates generally score well on this criterion, and there are no longer Centres that believe 
that the assessment of Understanding and Evaluation is restricted to the conclusion. Most 
candidates include some kind of comment or reason for their section of material, and the best 
candidates reveal their understanding also by recognising the bias of some authors or the 
incompleteness of our evidence for certain aspects of the ancient world (for example, the lack of 
information about women produced by women). Modern comparison is often well used, and as 
last year, there were few cases where the modern element was out of proportion to the ancient 
one. In general modern comparison is more effective when it emerges from the context than 
when it is included in the title and can acquire excessive prominence. 
 
A few candidates scored highly on this criterion through describing practical work they had 
undertaken. While this can be a good approach for the enthusiast with the necessary time and 
skills, such work should not be regarded as indispensable: it is very labour-intensive, and marks 
cannot be awarded for the quality of the artefact, only for the sources and factual content it is 
based on and observations that form evidence of understanding and evaluation. 
 
As in previous years, many candidates who submitted empathy pieces scored well on this 
criterion. Again, marks are not awarded for the standard of creative writing (often very high) but 
for the factual content and use of primary source material (generally well integrated and clearly 
referenced out in notes, as indicated above on AC1 and 2), as the basis for their understanding 
and evaluation.   
 
Quality of Written Communication (2 marks) 
Almost all candidates scored the two marks available for this criterion which is common to 
coursework in all subjects. A few Centres tended to mark candidates down for slight lapses, 
which should not be penalised given the small allocation of marks for this criterion. 
 
Oral Coursework 
The oral coursework option, taken by very few candidates, has been withdrawn under the new 
specification.  
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Marking 
The marking of the coursework is of a high standard. The teachers’ comments are a valuable 
and much-appreciated part of the process of moderation, and are evidence for marking that is 
thorough, consistent and an accurate reflection of the criteria often internally moderated. The 
comments also show that Centres are using the new Markscheme which is encouraging and it is 
to be hoped that the Markscheme will be a contribution to the principles and priorities that make 
coursework a distinctive form of assessment. The marking of very few Centres required 
adjustment, and comments in the individual Centre reports indicate where marking could be 
brought more into line with the criteria and Markscheme. 
 
The two criteria on which the marking is most frequently over generous are AC1 and AC2. In the 
case of AC1, a lot of factual content is not sufficient on its own to gain the highest marks without 
fulfilling the other aspects of the criterion, such as the need for referencing. Similarly, on AC2, 
illustrations and allusions to primary source material are not sufficient on their own to score high 
marks: marks should be awarded according to how far the primary source material has been 
integrated as a source of factual content. See the summary above in the sections on AC1 and 
AC2, and the Markscheme setting out bands of marks as guidance.  
 
Suspected malpractice 
The problem of plagiarism in coursework continues to have a high profile. The importance of the 
Centre Authentication Form reflects the Centre’s responsibility to supervise coursework 
effectively and minimise opportunities for malpractice.  
 
Good practice at all stages is the best defence.  
• Coursework titles should be directed towards tasks that are manageable and focused. 
• Candidates should have confidence in their own research and skills. 
• Centres must ensure candidates understand what constitutes cheating: copying sections 

from websites and books without indicating direct quotes, acknowledging their sources or 
including all sources of material, both primary and secondary, in their bibliography.   

• Candidates whom the Centre suspects of copying should be challenged by the Centre, 
not simply flagged up in comments on work submitted for moderation. 

 
Suspect work that reaches the Moderator has to be reported for suspected malpractice. For 
more guidance on avoiding and recognising malpractice, see the coursework guidance for 
Centres posted on the Latin and Classical Greek pages of the OCR website.  
 
Centres should be aware that if they give their candidates excessive guidance (‘scaffolding’), 
resulting in ‘cloned’ coursework, this is also malpractice. Guidance given by the majority of 
Centres appears to support candidates but also allows them scope to do their own work, but 
Centres should be aware of the dangers of guidance that is too detailed or prescriptive, thereby 
reducing the natural differentiation in outcome. 
 
Administration 
Centres co-operate with the procedures for administering coursework and the paperwork 
involved. Including the correct documents, properly filled in, and following the instructions for 
sending coursework make an invaluable contribution to the smooth running of the process. 
Centres are reminded that private candidates are not allowed to submit coursework. A 
“private candidate” is one who has entered for a qualification through a centre without 
attending a course of study provided by that centre. Additionally, the Latin and Classical 
Greek specifications state 'internally assessed work should be completed during the 
course of normal curriculum time' p.25.  
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Conclusion 
The shorter word-limit has not had a major effect on the scope of the coursework submitted, but 
is perhaps an incentive to be selective and concise. As in previous years, the Moderators have 
been encouraged by the standard of the work submitted and the engagement with the 
Roman/Greek world it implies. They remain confident that coursework offers a rewarding and 
distinctive form of assessment that extends candidates’ knowledge, develops their ability to 
handle and evaluate primary source material, and gives them the satisfaction of selecting and 
presenting content in a form they have chosen themselves. Keeping these objectives in view 
and encouraging candidates to take pride in achieving them through their own efforts can offer 
the most effective means of curbing malpractice. 
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General Certificate of Secondary Education  
Classical Greek 1941 

June 2007 Assessment Session 
 

Component Threshold Marks 
 

Component Max Mark A B C D E F G U 

01 Paper 1 100 77 68 55 45 34 24 14 0 

02 Paper 2 60 44 37 31 26 21 16 11 0 

03 Paper 3 40 28 25 22 18 15 12 9 0 

04 Paper 4 40 28 25 21 18 15 12 9 0 

05 Coursework 40 32 28 24 20 16 12 8 0 
 

Syllabus Options 
 

Option A (01, 02, 03) Max 
Mark 

A* A B C D E F G U 

Overall Threshold 
Marks 

200 170 149 128 108 89 70 52 34 0 

Cumulative 
percentage in Grade 

 67.2 86.8 95.4 98.3 99.2 99.9 100 100 100 

 
The total entry for the examination was 928. 
 

Option B (01, 02, 04) Max 
Mark 

A* A B C D E F G U 

Overall Threshold 
Marks 

200 170 149 128 107 88 70 52 34 0 

Cumulative 
percentage in Grade 

 39.5 71.1 84.9 89.5 92.8 97.4 99.3 100 100 

 
The total entry for the examination was 155. 
 

Option C (01, 02, 05) Max 
Mark 

A* A B C D E F G U 

Overall Threshold 
Marks 

200 175 153 131 110 90 71 52 33 0 

Cumulative 
percentage in Grade 

 42.6 70.4 88.0 93.5 97.2 98.1 100 100 100 

 
The total entry for the examination was 108. 
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Overall 
 

 A* A B C D E F G U 

Cumulative Percentage in 
Grade 

61.4 83.2 93.4 96.7 98.2 99.4 99.9 100 100 

 
The total entry for the examination was 1191. 
 
Statistics are correct at the time of publication. 
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