
Advanced Portfolio Exemplar 3 
 
Set brief 2 – Main task: Teaser trailer; ancillary tasks: poster for the film and a film magazine 
front cover, featuring the film. 
 
The candidate has posted their complete portfolio on their blog (http://crossley-
ameliaa2.blogspot.com ), including the artefacts, which are tagged by subject – but the work would 
have been easier to navigate if the links had been the last entry on the blog and therefore the first 
thing to be seen; currently they are at the bottom. Both moving image and print skills have clearly 
been taught and it is evident from the blog that an appropriate amount of time has been allocated to 
a unit worth 50% of the A2 marks (seemingly four months). The centre’s coversheet assessment 
comments were detailed and focused and greatly aided moderation.   

 

Main task  - 
Film Trailer  

Mid level 3 – 27/40. The centre gave 33/40 (level 4) yet uses the 
descriptor Proficient (level 3) more than Excellent (level 4). Proficient 
is the appropriate descriptor. The second half is much stronger than 
the first. 

 
Camera  
Uses a range of 
often well-
framed shot 
distances and 
angles.  
However, some 
shots are 
loosely framed, 
there’s an over 
reliance on 
unsteady point 
of view 
camerawork 
and zooms are 
heavy-handed. 
A lack of close 
up at key 
moments of 
dialogue. 
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Sound 
Narrator voiceover a good 
device but dialogue is poorly 
recorded and sometimes 
when we expect to hear 
dialogue there is no sound.  
Musical soundtrack 
appropriate (and was 
commissioned by the 
candidate) but masks 
dialogue and little change in 
dynamics 

 

Editing 
Lacks pace at start but 
increases and improves 
towards the end. Usually 
appropriate cuts or dissolves. 
Edited well enough to 
recognise the artefact as a 
trailer but meaning is not 
always apparent (partly due 
to editing and partly due to 
poor sound. Rhythm of 
editing sometimes ‘out’ (the 
shaky out door shots in 
particular are mis-timed). 
Title font lacks imagination 
and end frame lacks impact. 
 

 
 

 
 

 



  Mise en scene 
has often been carefully 
selected and constructed in 
terms of setting, props, 
costume, makeup, figure and 
but lighting is frequently an 
issue. 
 

  

 

 

 

 



Ancillary task 1 - 
poster 

The artefact is marked at low level 3 (7/10) by the Centre but this seems 
slightly generous. A mark of 6/10 is more accurate – a high level 2. 

 
 
Follows 
conventions, with 
main central 
image and 
superimposed 
secondary 
images, title, 
tagline, credit 
block and 
quotes/ratings 
from publications, 
web address  
But… 
Main image and 
film title are out of 
focus; secondary 
images too faint; 
text and image 
not well 
integrated; tagline 
font arguably not 
appropriate (and 
leading certainly 
needs attention) 
 

 



 
Ancillary task 
2 – magazine 
cover 

The Centre’s level 3 mark of 7/10 is in the right level as work is proficient in 
most areas. It would have supported a mark of 8/10, however. 

 
Uses IT 
appropriately 
Follows 
conventions; 
Awareness of 
variety of fonts 
and size 
(although 
more 
consistency 
would be 
better and the 
choice of 
title/masthead 
font could 
have more 
impact); 
accurate 
language and 
register; image 
and text is 
integrated 
although the 
main image is 
grainy and 
slightly 
stretched and 
some of the 
text obscures 
the head); 
photos 
manipulated 
appropriately; 
material is 
appropriate to 
the task set – 
by putting 
them in the 
film strip; mise 
en scene 
selected 
appropriately 

 
 

 



 
 

Planning  Extremely comprehensive research and planning evidenced and rightly receives 
high level 4 (19/20) from the Centre 

Planning is 
excellent, 
including: 
researching 
similar films, 
magazines and 
posters; they 
storyboard the 
film trailer and 
draft their 
magazine and 
poster; draw up 
release forms, 
produced a still 
photo based 
animatic and 
some dummy 
filming for 
audience 
feedback; a 
rough cut. They 
commissioned 
a soundtrack. 
 
They make 
excellent use of 
ICT in the 
presentation, 
including 
embedded 
video and 
image, 
vodcasts, 
Scribd 
 
 
 

        

 



 
 

 

 



 
Evaluation  The Centre is harsh in awarding a top level 3 (15/20). There is sufficient 

evidence for a level 4 mark of 17/20 

 
Each question is 
answered 
separately on 
the blog and by 
a variety of 
techniques 
demonstrating 
some 
excellence in 
the use of ICT.  
It includes text, 
embedded 
video including 
excellent use of 
director’s 
commentary, 
embedded 
image, links to 
comparative 
text; 
Photobucket 
 

 
 

   



 

 

 
 


