Principal Assessor Report 2002

Assessment Panel:

Gaelic

Qualification area

Subject(s) and Level(s)
included in this report

Gàidhlig Higher

Statistical information: update
Number of entries in 2001
Pre appeal
Post appeal

65

Number of entries in 2002
Pre appeal
Post appeal

71

General comments re entry numbers
The number of candidates being presented for the examination showed a slight increase. This is due to the
continued growth in Gaelic medium education, and it is anticipated that the numbers will continue to show
an increase in the coming years. Numbers have risen from 44 in the year 2000 to 71 in 2002. This trend is
very encouraging.

General comments
There were no outstanding candidates in the 2002 examination but there was a high number of good or very
good candidates. At the lower end of the mark range there were some extremely poor candidates scoring
very low marks. This causes some concern as there is a marked difference between the marks received in the
external examination and the marks gained in the talk, folio and report. Some of the candidates must have
done very well to have passed their unit assessment judging by their performance in the external
examination.
The course design is allowing some extremely poor candidates to pass their Gàidhlig Higher because of the
weighting of the elements. Candidates scoring 20/90 in the external examination are passing because they
have scored well in the submitted coursework and the talk element. I would recommend that this issue is
considered during the National Qualifications Review.
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Grade boundaries at C, B and A for each subject area included in the report
Upper A
Grade A
Grade B
Grade C

-

85%
70%
60%
50%

General commentary on grade boundaries
Notional percentage cut-offs for each grade
Question papers and their associated marking schemes are designed to be of the required standard and to meet the
assessment specification for the subject/level concerned.
For National courses the examination paper(s) are set in order that a score of approximately 50% of the total marks for all
components merits a grade C (based on the grade descriptions for that grade), and similarly a score of 70 % for a grade A.
The lowest mark for a grade B is set by the computer software as half way between the C and A grade boundaries.

Comments on grade boundaries for each subject area
There is no reason to deviate from the standard boundaries awarded for grades. The general degree of
difficulty for the examination was in line with that of previous years.
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Comments on candidate performance
General comments
Folio
The general response of candidates was good, and showed an improvement on performance in previous years.
There was evidence of a wider range of texts read and this is gratifying. Candidates are giving more detailed
responses with an awareness of writers techniques and critical terminology. Full evaluation of texts and
personal reaction are more evident as well.
There are still some centres concentrating on one or two texts for the folios and there is an over reliance on
teachers notes with the same points/quotes being produced by all candidates.
There are one or two candidates who retell the story/poem etc without comment. At Higher Level this is not
satisfactory. Some candidates were penalised indirectly for producing folios which were too short.
Report
The overall quality of reports submitted was good. Most were based on well chosen topics, were well
researched and the final product was attractively presented. These reports showed evidence of detailed
research and analysis, include graphics, relevant documentation, bibliographics, CD's, tapes, pictures etc.
A few candidates are still submitting reports lacking in detail and depth. Some capable candidates are
penalised as a consequence of choosing superficial topics which do not provide the scope for detailed research,
investigation and analysis. If centres read course documentation carefully this problem would be overcome.
The number of poor reports in 2002 was fewer than in 2001.
Paper I Reading
The overall response of candidates was reasonably good. What is required in this paper is interpretation, and
some candidates still rely on 'copying' too much from the text in an attempt to answer questions. They will be
penalised for this. Although the language in the passage was straightforward questions demanded some
understanding of the concepts and some found this difficult - question eight/question six - although there were
some good responses.
A wider range of marks than in previous years and this was also the case in Paper II and Paper III.
Paper II - Writing
The overall response of candidates was average. The standard of response was not as good in 2001 as it was in
2000, and the standard was poorer this year than it was in 2001. This is a major cause for concern. As in
previous years candidates are too often let down by basic errors - bad spelling, lack of fluency, and
grammatical inaccuracies. Most candidates chose questions 1, 4 and 5. Many candidates wrote about 'Slàinte'
but their essays were not related to health in any way. The standard of written work in the exam component
was markedly poorer than the standard of written work in the report.

4

Paper III Listening
The listening was very well done by the majority of candidates although the paper was slightly more difficult
this year. This was reflected in the range of marks but one would have to question marks of 2/30 and 5/30.
How did they pass unit assessments?
Candidates lacking fluency struggled with certain words in the passage - Sìnich, toradh, neo-thruaillte, luchdglèidhteachais. These are words often used on the Gaelic news, and candidates at Higher Level should have a
knowledge of some of these words.
It would be advisable to make use of sources such as newspaper articles, news on radio, etc.
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Recommendations
Feedback to centres
Folio
Candidates must ensure that their responses are personal and do not rely on teachers notes. Retelling of the
story/poem etc is not acceptable. Please refer to the general comments on the folio. Make sure that
candidates meet the minimum number of words required.
Report
Reports must be the product of a year’s detailed research and investigation. Topics chosen should allow
candidates adequate scope in order to meet the course criteria. Please refer to course documentation and the
general comments section. There are still some able candidates being penalised for submitting superficial
reports; evidence of support material is also important.
Paper 1 Reading
Candidates must attempt to answer questions in their own words. Interpretation is required, simply quoting
parts of the passage is not sufficient.
Paper II Writing
Grammar, spelling and fluency require attention. There were some very poor essays.
Paper III Listening
It would help candidates greatly if they were to listen to the Gàidhlig news on radio. It would expose them to
the type of language used in the listening passages.

Feedback to centres from Senior Moderator, on Talk
Candidates’ performance was generally very good.
It is recommended that the following feedback be relayed to centres:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Interviews/talks should not exceed the times specified
Teachers should not intervene except when necessary
In Gàidhlig Higher, candidates should deal with their chosen topic first, and then speak about general matters
In Gàidhlig Higher, there should not be an extended talk by candidates, but a conversation between the candidate and
the teacher
On some tapes there was evidence of reading
Teachers should identify candidates, and, if possible submit a separate tape for each candidate – if this is not possible,
a gap should be left between candidates’ performances.

The attention of centres should be drawn to the rule regarding the reading of scripts and the use of notes.
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