
Commentary on candidate evidence 

Milton Community Centre 
Tasks/Duties 

Candidate 1 

The candidate was awarded 3 out of 3 marks. 

Candidate 2 

The candidate was awarded 3 out of 3 marks. They also had 3 other marks that 

could have been awarded, but they already had full marks. 

Candidate 3 

The candidate was awarded 3 out of 3 marks. 

Electronic communication 

Candidate 1 

The candidate was awarded 3 out of 3 marks. 

Candidate 2 

The candidate was awarded 3 out of 3 marks. 
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Candidate 3 

The candidate was awarded 2 out of 3 marks. They were not awarded the mark for 

blogs because it is a repeat of the second point, ‘talk about’ and ‘write about’ is too 

similar. 

Candidate 4 

The candidate was awarded 2 out of 3 marks. They were not awarded the mark for 

blogs because it is a repeat of the second point, ‘talk about’ and ‘write about’ is too 

similar. 

Sources of information 

Candidate 1 

The candidate was awarded 3 out of 3 marks.  

Candidate 2 

The candidate was awarded 3 out of 3 marks. They attained 2 marks for the second 

response, and the third response was a repeat. 

Candidate 3 

The candidate was awarded 2 out of 3 marks. The third response was too vague 

Candidate 4 

The candidate was awarded 2 out of 3 marks. The third response was too vague. 
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