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Part 1: Question 1.  (summary from both texts) [20 ] 

 
Contents (15 marks) 

 
(need to make a topic sentence) 
 

 (Biography) [5 marks] 

 

 

 

 
 

 (Inspiration) [5 marks] 

 

 

 
 

 (Achievement) [5 marks] 
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5 marks for summary style (conciseness, focus, use of own words and spelling) 
 
5 Excellent, effective summary style throughout, focused. Structures and words are well-chosen 

and appropriate, in own words throughout, spelling is very good. Details or unnecessary 
information is not there. 

 

4 Generally good, effective summary style, concise and well-focused, in own words, spellings are 
good. Details or unnecessary information is hardly there. 

 

3 Satisfactory, concise, although occasionally not consistent, reasonably focused and very 
occasional lifting from the texts, spellings are good. May contain unnecessary information. 

 

2 Not very concise, tendency to lose focus, although the passage has been understood, fair chunk 
of lifting, some spelling mistakes. 

 

1 Wrong genres: descriptive or discursive style with lots of candidates' opinion and information, 
frequently unfocused, evidence of lifting is seen throughout, lots of spelling mistakes when trying 
to use own words. 

 
 
Question 2. Write a leaflet to promote conservation of wildlife in Thailand at school by 
introducing Dr. Boonsong Lekagul to your friends 
 
Content (15 marks) 
 

The important of conservation of wildlife 
Dr. Boonsong Lekagul – the first conservationist in Thailand 

- Biography 
- Inspiration 
- Achievement(s) 
- The continuity of his work e.g. the natural museum under his name  

Persuasion – persuade and convince reader to join 
 
Band 1 13–15 A confident and persuasive leaflet – a success 
Candidates make use of material efficiently and effectively. There is a strong element in combing facts 
and opinions which appeal to the reader. Factual language and emotive language are suitable and blend 
in nicely, not didactic. Very convincing and the reader sees the importance of promoting this issue. 
 

Band 2 10–12 Material and ideas integrated well – persuasive 
Candidate is competent, using what is relevant. The leaflet is interesting and developed with a good 
sense of direction, appealing to the reader, though they might not be able to pick up all needed. The 
reader feels that what it is said is valid and makes sense. 
 

Band 3  7–9 Substantial piece of work 
Candidates make use of material substantially, though information and ideas are repeated. The leaflet 
is appealing, but the tone of the language might not be consistent. In other words, either emotions or 
facts are exaggerated or didactic. And as a result, the leaflet can be seen as not quite convincing. 
 

Band 4 4–6 Not quite balance – not persuasive 
Candidates do not use information necessary for the leaflet and can be unconvincing and/or the 
emotion language is put too much, although there is evidence that there is an attempt to convince the 
reader. Or they use language to the point that it can be didactic. 
 

Band 5 1–3 Limited and plain – hardly competent and persuasive 
Candidates do not know how to select information – lots of irrelevant information or lots of opinions 
and facts from candidates themselves. Also, they do not make use of emotive language to a great 
effect. A rather weak leaflet and not at all convincing. 
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Written expression: Persuasive style (5 marks) 
 
5 Very good and there is a sense of coherence throughout the leaflet. The writing is very smooth 

and flowing. Good structures and well-chosen of words. Spelling is excellent. 
 
4 Good and coherent though the organisation can be a little bit confusing. Good structures and use 

of words are good. Spelling is excellent. 
 
3 Fine—the coherence and organisation is substantial though in some places can be confusing or 

just plain. Structures and choice of words are plain and simple. Spelling can interfere the article. 
 
2 Inconsistent in places. Structures and choices of words are plain and some parts can be 

inaccurate. Spelling is rather poor. 
 
1 No coherence due to lack of understanding of how to write this genre. Spelling is bad indeed. 
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Part 2: Question 1. Candidates write a script interviewing the person mentioned in the article 
on the topic of – Relations between Thai and Laos to school friends. [20 marks] 
 
Content (15 marks) 
 
 (a) Emphasise the relations between Thai and Laos and why chose  (Duang 

Deun Boonyawong) 
 (b) her biography: her parents 

- mother Thai and father is Laotian, who was born in Thailand and a renowned Philosopher – 
very close ties to Thailand  

- although studying in Laos, very familiar with Thai cultures 
- working at National University as a Physics lecturer 
- married to a Laotian Diplomat 
- left the teaching job and work with a Japanese NGO on children books in Laos 
- social and cultural critics both in Thailand and Laos 

 (c) her opinions: 
- attitudes that both look down on each other – should be stopped; 
- histories of both countries should be studied correctly so both will understand with goodwill 
- on political fronts – both countries need to make sure not to jeopardize a good diplomatic 

relationship 
- Thailand and Laos are the closest nations – it is important to use culture and language to 

engage in the close ties 
 
Note: Should contain most of the information from above. They do not have to be in order, but 
the script needs to be coherent. 
 
Band 1 13–15 A confident and persuasive script – a success 
Candidates skilfully make use of material from the article, knowing what to ask and allow the 
interviewee to answer and discuss on issues that are relevant. Questions and answers are well put 
and interesting. The script has shown that there is a genuine interest in her. There is a strong element 
in combining facts and opinions successfully and appealing to readers. Readers are convinced or 
persuaded that this is a very well-balanced and very interesting interview indeed. 
 

Band 2 10–12 Material and ideas integrated well – persuasive 
Candidates are competent, using what is relevant from the article. The script is interesting and 
developed with a good sense of direction, appealing to the reader, though the reader might not be 
able to pick up all needed due to lack of some information. However, the reader has been convinced 
that this is a good interview. 
 

Band 3 7–9 Substantial piece of work – possibility of reading 
Candidates make use of material substantially, though information and ideas are either repeated or not 
focused or there is not enough information. The script is overall moderate, and the tone of the language 
can be inconsistent, a bit bitty. Emotional language, in some parts, is put without supporting ideas. And 
as a result, the script can be seen as slightly unconvincing, but the reader has thought about the topic. 
 

Band 4 4–6 Not quite balanced – not persuasive 
Candidates do not use information necessary for the script – do not know how to ask and put answers 
in an interesting manner, hence the script suffers a great deal. It is unconvincing and/or the emotive 
language is put too much, although there is evidence that they have made an attempt to convince the 
reader. Or they use language to the point that it can be didactic. 
 

Band 5 1–3 Limited and plain – hardly competent and persuasive 
Candidates do not know how to select relevant information and the script suffers as a result. 
Candidates do not make use of emotive language to great effect. Lots of opinions and comments from 
the interviewer rather than from the article. A rather weak script and not at all convincing. It does not 
appeal to the reader. 
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Written expression: Persuasive style (5 marks) 
 
5 Very good and very coherent. The writing is very smooth and flowing. Good structures and use of 

words appropriately in terms of style. Spelling is excellent. 
 
4 Good and coherent, although the organisation can be a little bit confusing. Good structures and 

use of words are good. Spelling is excellent. 
 
3 Fine – the coherence and organisation is substantial, although in some places can be confusing 

or just plain. Structures and choice of words are plain and simple. Spelling can interfere with 
understanding. 

 
2 Inconsistent in places. Structures and choices of words are plain and some parts can be 

inaccurate. Spelling is rather poor. 
 
1 Written as a draft and not like a form of interview. No coherence due to lack of understanding of 

how to write this genre. Frequent misspellings. 
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