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Commentary on candidate evidence

Candidate 1

The evidence for this candidate has achieved 12 marks for the Writing element of this Course
Assessment component.

The candidate was awarded 12 marks because across the three categories, content, accuracy
and language resource, the response is best described by the pegged mark descriptor for a 12.

Overall the candidate copes fairly well with the predictable bullet points, but does not deal fully
with the two unpredictable bullet points. Despite the limited use of detailed language, the job
application has been addressed fairly competently.

Verbs are generally used correctly, but are limited and rather repetitive. The writing consists of
more correct than incorrect contents.

From a language resource point of view, the candidate uses basic and brief sentences.
Moreover, there are some errors in vocabulary and structures. For example, “FHIEFth ¥ IE

B RIAEE. BT - Ft i © RSB - BHRERFGE - 125 0E.

Candidate 2

The evidence for this candidate has achieved 20 marks for the Writing element of this Course
Assessment component.

The candidate was awarded 20 marks because across the three categories, content, accuracy
and language resource, the response is best described by the pegged mark descriptor for a 20.

The content is comprehensive and all 6 bullet points are fully addressed. Overall, this piece of
writing comes over as a competent, well thought out response to the task. It reads naturally as
the candidate is providing some additional information.

Minor errors in spelling do not detract from the overall very good impression.

From a language resource point of view, the candidate uses a comprehensive range of verbs
such as “¥#&, L£%, 23 U W B iZs) BRI, THET, FEE, A5 43
fHE - WL, BE4”. There is a good range of tenses. Verb formation is overall good. For
example, the candidate expresses the past tense with a variety of subjects and a length of time
correctly “FTHEHRX, ITET—1EHP. Inaddition, the candidate handles the future tense
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and the degree complement well, such as “&##&{R4¥". There are other inaccuracies in
structures such as “RI AT ki — 5 ) LIVIE » H—DNIMNEIET—1 28 ; " However, overall,
when reading this job application, the candidate gives an overall very good impression with
very nice sentences such as “FBIZHES .. -ﬁ‘ﬂ’ﬁﬁﬂt-ﬁ‘ﬂﬂl@ BHEHLSERTE BE—

THEHEERY. HAEEREMERIF. FEERERI NS -
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Candidate 3

The evidence for this candidate has achieved 20 marks for the Writing element of this Course
Assessment component.

The candidate was awarded 20 marks because across the three categories, content, accuracy and
language resource, the response is best described by the pegged mark descriptor for a 20.

The content is comprehensive and all 6 bullet points are fully addressed. Overall this piece of writing
comes over as a competent, well thought out response to the task. It reads naturally as the candidate is
providing some additional information.

Minor errors in spelling do not detract from the overall very good impression.

From a language resource point of view, the candidate uses a comprehensive range of verbs and
adjectives such as “¥#&, LT, %2, 42> > wi Fk - Jilp > TMET > & BW ME &%
There is a good range of tenses. The verbs formation is overall good. For example, the candidate
expresses past tense with an amount of subjects and a length of time correctly “t T UERLZE G,
T TEL%H » T/E T4 » 7. In addition, the candidate handles the future tense and the degree
complement well, such as “&##31R47”. There are other inaccuracies in structures such as “— £ #i% ]
SRR L FERM T TEAEER T & WEIETHEE...”, but overall, when reading this job
application, the candidate gives an overall very good impression, with very nice sentences such as “F 1R
EWIMES XN LAF 5 FBat = hscE sl AEAERRA TR M

Candidate 4

The evidence for this candidate has achieved 8 marks for the Writing element of this Course Assessment
component.

The candidate was awarded 8 marks because across the three categories, content, accuracy and
language resource, the response is best described by the pegged mark descriptors for an 8.

Overall the application is not being addressed evenly and there is insufficient use of detailed language.
Three quarters of the writing are covering the first three bullet points.

Verbs are generally used correctly, but are limited and rather repetitive.

From a language resource point of view, the candidate uses basic and brief sentences. Moreover, there
are some errors in vocabulary and structures. For example, “Fe2+8% : AL EH » R ITMEFzzh+

O BRAEFHEGIEN » BN EREEHE - .
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