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Commentary on candidate 
evidence 
The candidate evidence has achieved the following marks for each question. 
 
Question 1(a) 
Candidate 1 – 3 out of 10 marks 
Although the candidate makes several limited points (highlighted) about materials 
and manufacturing the level and detail of the answer places it in the bottom band.  
The candidate has demonstrated limited knowledge and understanding of the 
subject matter and the reference to materials and manufacturing is also limited.  
There is no reference to external factors and limited description to the changes in 
the product. 
 
Candidate 2 – 6 out of 10 marks 
Although most of the points made by the candidate in this answer are limited, 
they do demonstrate a wider knowledge and understanding of the subject matter 
than Candidate 1. The candidate also refers to a range of external factors, such 
as global warming and the refugee crisis. It should be noted that this answer has 
used several products to illustrate the points made. The range of points made 
allows this answer to be placed in the middle band. More detail would be required 
to move the answer to the top band. 
 
Question 1(b)  
Candidate 1 – 2 out of 4 marks 
The candidate makes several points (highlighted) about the impact of new and 
emerging technologies. The level and detail of the answer places it at the bottom 
of the middle band. 
 
Candidate 2 – 4 out of 4 marks  
The candidate makes several points (highlighted) about the impact of new and 
emerging technologies. Specific technologies are clearly identified and the impact 
of each is described. This answer is awarded full marks. 
 
Question 1(c)  
Candidate 1 – 2 out of 4 marks  
The candidate makes two valid points, which are highlighted in the response. 
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Candidate 2 – 2 out of 4 marks  
The candidate makes two valid points, indicated by ticks in the response. The 
first point is too vague and was not awarded a mark. 
 
Question 1(d)  
Candidate 1 – 3 out of 4 marks  
The candidate covers both positive and negative impact on society, this places it 
at top of middle band. There is some repetition throughout the answer, and 
further examples or more depth would be required to move it to the top band. 
 
Candidate 2 – 3 out of 4 marks  
The candidate covers both positive and negative impact on society, this places it 
at the top of the middle band. There is some repetition throughout the answer, 
and further examples or more depth would be required to move it to the top band. 
 
Question 1(e)  
Candidate 1 – 4 out of 4 marks  
This candidate clearly identifies designers and features and characteristics of 
their work. Full marks were awarded. 
 
Candidate 2 – 0 out of 4 marks  
This candidate does not address the question. No marks were awarded. 
 
Question 1(f)  
Candidate 1 – 2 out of 4 marks  
The candidate identifies the product and some of the features which have been 
influenced by ergonomics. The answer is brief and quite generic and can only be 
awarded marks at bottom of middle band. 
 
Candidate 2 – 3 out of 4 marks  
The candidate identifies the product and some of the features which have been 
influenced by ergonomics. The answer is gives clear, specific examples 
(highlighted) and can be awarded marks at top of middle band. There is no 
reference to manufacture which is required for a top band award. 
 
Question 2(a)  
Candidate 1 – 2 out of 4 marks  
The candidate correctly outlines two issues (highlighted) which influenced the 
choice of material. 
 
Candidate 2 – 2 out of 4 marks  
The candidate correctly outlines two issues (ticked) which influenced the choice 
of material. Note that the candidates’ comments on the bolts receive no marks as 
there are no bolts visible in the product. 
 
Question 2(b)  
Candidate – 3 out of 3 marks  
The candidate makes three valid points explaining why vacuum forming was 
chosen over injection moulding. 
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Candidate 2 – 0 out of 3 marks  
The candidate does not address the question. 
 
Question 2(c)  
Candidate 1 – 3 out of 5 marks  
The candidate demonstrates just enough knowledge and understanding of how 
models may have been used to get into middle band. There is not the detail of 
use of model to develop product to allow more marks. 
 
Candidate 2 – 3 out of 5 marks  
The candidate demonstrates just enough knowledge and understanding of how 
models may have been used to get into middle band. There is not the detail of 
use of model to develop product to allow more marks. 
 
Question 3(a)  
Candidate 1 – 0 out of 5 marks  
The candidate does not address the question. 
 
Candidate 2 – 0 out of 5 marks  
The candidate did not provide a response to this question. 
 
Question 3(b)  
Candidate 1 – 2 out of 4 marks  
The candidate makes two valid points (highlighted). 
 
Candidate 2– 1 out of 4 marks  
The candidate makes one valid point. 
 
Question 3(c)  
Candidate 1 – 2 out of 4 marks  
The candidate identifies and gives a brief description of two marketing methods 
which places it at bottom of middle band. A more detailed description, a wider 
answer or more specific to the Sea Voice would have generated more marks. 
 
Candidate 2 – 2 out of 4 marks  
The candidate identifies and gives a very brief description of two marketing 
methods which places it at bottom of middle band. A more detailed description or 
more examples would have generated more marks. 
 
Question 4(a)  
Candidate 1 – 4 out of 6 marks  
The candidate refers to the location and gives several influences on the Gravity 
Light and was awarded marks at the top of the middle band. More detail, for 
example, use of sand, ease of maintenance, etc would have moved it to the top 
band.  
 
Candidate 2 – 3 out of 6 marks  
The candidate refers to the location and gives several influences on the Gravity 
Light and was awarded marks in the middle band. This answer is slightly less 
detailed and was awarded marks at the bottom of the middle band. 
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Question 4(b)  
Candidate 1 – 1 out of 4 marks  
The candidate demonstrates a lack of understanding of JIT but has enough to sit 
in bottom band. 
 
Candidate 2 – 1 out of 4 marks  
The candidate shows limited knowledge and understanding of JIT but has 
enough to sit in bottom band. 
 
Question 4(c) 
Candidate 1 – 2 out of 4 marks  
The candidate outlined two valid steps, indicated by ticks in the response. 
 
Candidate 2 – 1 out of 4 marks  
The candidate outlined one valid step. 
 
Question 5(a)  
Candidate 1 – 3 out of 4 marks  
The candidate states three valid reasons (highlighted) in the answer. 
 
Candidate 2 – 2 out of 4 marks  
The candidate outlined two valid reasons, indicated by ticks in the response. 
 
Question 5(b)  
Candidate 1 – 2 out of 4 marks  
The candidate gives some very generic statements which do not address the 
question. However, there is demonstration of enough knowledge and 
understanding to place answer at bottom of middle band. 
 
Candidate 2 – 1 out of 4 marks  
The candidate demonstrates limited knowledge and understanding and sits in 
bottom band. 
 
Question 5(c)  
Candidate 1 – 2 out of 4 marks  
One mark was awarded for identifying method and one mark for feature. 
 
Candidate 2 – 0 out of 4 marks  
The candidate did not provide a response to this question. 
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