
Candidate Marks Report
Series : 6 2018
This candidate's script has been assessed using On-Screen Marking. The marks are therefore
not shown on the script itself, but are summarised in the table below.

Centre No : Assessment Code : H567
Candidate No : Component Code : 01
Candidate Name :

Total Marks : 35 / 90

In the table below ‘Total Mark’ records the mark scored by this candidate.
‘Max Mark’ records the Maximum Mark available for the question.

Paper: H567/01

Paper
Total:

35 / 90

Question Total
Mark

/ Max
Mark

1 1 / 1
2 1 / 1
3 1 / 1
4 1 / 1
5 1 / 1
6 1 / 1
7 1 / 1
8 1 / 1
9 0 / 1
10 1 / 1
11 1 / 1
12 1 / 1
13 0 / 1
14 1 / 1
15 1 / 1
16 0 / 1
17 1 / 1
18 0 / 1
19 1 / 1
20 1 / 1
21 1 / 2
22 4 / 15
23 0 / 6
24 3 / 6
25 1 / 6
26a 3 / 3
26b 0 / 2
26c 1 / 1
27a 0 / 4
27b 0 / 3
28a 0 / 5



28b 0 / 2
28c 2 / 2
29 1 / 4
30 2 / 6
31 1 / 3









































Off Page Comments

Item Name Comment
22 A weak and jumbled response but ... RF1 named only RF2. IC(G)

RF3. named only RF4. IC(L) IC(B) Band 4-7 4 marks awarded
21 1 mark as does not have the 'where' (e.g. journey)
28c It is not the observed value, it is the 'calculated value'
23 Nothing creditworthy
29 1 mark as some correct workiings / simplifications shown, but

also some that are incorrect
24 1+2 First point is a weak attempt Second is attempt in context

(NB two weaknesses presented - only the first is credited - using
general marking guidance at front of MS)

27b Not a conclusion that can be made from the range (more like the
mean)

25 Remember that we only mark and credit the frist two points here.
Therefore, just 1 mark here for ref to 'debrief' (as the second point
made) towards the end of the response

30 There is something creditworthy at the beginning and end but
only brief and no context




