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Subject: A level Art  

Rationale on Assessments used: 

In A level art and design, which is wholly assessed by NEA, the student’s grade 

is  based on the portfolio only, which includes the ‘personal study’, whether or 
not it has been completed. Students will not be penalised if, due to 
circumstances beyond their control, they were unable to complete their portfolio. 

The NEA has been assessed using the same assessment criteria, however the 

quantity of completed art pieces may be less for some students due to school 
closure. Students have been assessed on what they have completed as 

evidence. This reflects the fact that students have not had the same amount of 
time available to them to work on these art pieces and use art resources due to 
school closure.  

A level art incorporates three major elements: supporting studies, practical 
work, and a personal study. Supporting studies and practical work comprise a 
portfolio of development work and outcomes based on themes and ideas 

developed from personal starting points.  The personal study will be evidenced 
through critical written communication showing contextual research and 

understanding.  

Reasonable adjustments have been made for students with disabilities or SEND 

needs. 

 

 
Assessment grades considered: 

Invigilated, blind 

marked and 
moderated 

Invigilated 

assessment 
NEA (if 

appropriate) 
Subject 

common 
assessment/ 
Teacher 
assessment 

N/A 
 
  

N/A  Moderated NEA: 
Practical Work (Art 
Portfolio)  
Moderated NEA: 
Personal Study 
(Art Essay)  

N/A 

 
Assessment Objectives included in the Specification which have not be 
attempted as part of the assessment data described above: 

All assessment objectives have been assessed. The Assessment Objectives are 

interrelated and are as follows: 

• AO1: Develop ideas through sustained and focused investigations 
informed by contextual and other sources, demonstrating analytical and 
critical understanding. 

• AO2: Explore and select appropriate resources, media, materials, 
techniques and processes, reviewing and refining ideas as work develops. 
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• AO3: Record ideas, observations and insights relevant to intentions, 
reflecting critically on work and progress. 

• AO4: Present a personal and meaningful response that realises intentions 
and, where appropriate, makes connections between visual and other 

elements. 

• The Personal Study assesses: Use of written communication and specialist 
terminology and the ability to express complex ideas. 

 
Ensuring Fair Treatment 

The work the students have produced for their portfolio reflects tasks that students 
would normally undertake in preparation for the qualification. All NEA work has 

been marked by one member of staff and moderated by another. Therefore marks 
have been agreed by two teachers. Students have been ranked students by result 
and then moderated levels awarded, by applying the Grade Descriptors from JCQ. 

 

Objectivity – final grades are awarded by at least two members of staff in the 
subject area and most often the Subject/Faculty Leader and a class 
teacher.  These grades go through a process of quality assurance and agreement 

with the SLT line manager, Headteacher and ultimately CEO. External moderation 
has been carried out in partnership with Aylesbury High School. 

 
Awarding final Grade 

The grade that a student achieved most recently is likely to be more representative 
of student performance, although there may be exceptions.  We will make a 

holistic judgement for each student and their performance on a range of evidence, 
applying the Grade Descriptors from JCQ. When the most recent grades achieved 

are not representative of student performance, we will make a holistic/best fit 
judgement  – the grade achieved most consistently (i.e. more often than not) will 
be awarded unless the student’s personal circumstances make it reasonable that 

some assessments better reflect the standard at which they are performing.  For 
students whose evidence is inconsistent the average grade across the evidence 

will be awarded. 
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Subject: A-level Computer Science 

Rationale on Assessments used: 

A-level computer science students have much of the specification content, 

although some topics have only been covered during remote learning. The topics 
which have been covered remotely, or not covered, are indicated later in this 
document. 

The NEA has been largely completed, although a significant proportion has been 

completed during remote learning which will have disadvantaged some students 
to a certain extent, for reasons explained later.  

The usual contribution of each element is shown below: 

H446/01: Computer Systems: 40% on a final examination. 

H446/02: Computational thinking, algorithms and programming: 40% on a final 

examination 

H446/03: Programming project: 20%  

 
With regards to the written examination all assessment objectives have been 
tested.  

Reasonable adjustments have been made for students with disabilities or SEND 

needs. 

 

Assessment grades considered: 

Invigilated, 

blind marked 
and moderated 

Invigilated 

assessments 
NEA (if 

appropriate) 
Subject common 

assessment/ 
Teacher 
assessment 

Blind marked 
and moderated 

Year 13 tests in 
March 2021 

(Combined Unit 
1 and Unit 2)  
 
Blind marked 
and moderated 

Year 13 tests in 
May 2021 

(Combined Unit 
1 and Unit 2).  

Year 12 end of 
year exam 

(postponed until 
the start of year 

13 due to remote 
learning). 

The students 
complete a 

programming 
project as a non-

exam 
assessment.  
 
This would 
normally 

comprise 20% of 
the final 

assessment. 
  

Year 13 ’50-minute 
tests’ sat February 

2021 during remote 
learning 
 
In class 

assessments 
completed during 
years 12 and 13 

(including three 
weekly tests, some 

sat remotely) 
 
Student learning 
records for 
completed units. 
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Evidence of student 

work on revision 
platforms (Seneca 
Learning and 

SmartRevise) may 
be considered to 

support grading.  
 
Assessment Objectives included in the Specification which have not be 
attempted as part of the assessment data described above: 

All of the assessment objectives will be tested: 

• AO1: Demonstrate knowledge and understanding of the principles and 

concepts of computer science, including abstraction, logic, algorithms and 
data representation 

• AO2: Apply knowledge and understanding of the principles and concepts 

of computer science including to analyse problems in computational terms 
• AO3: Design, program and evaluate computer systems that solve 

problems, making reasoned judgements about these and presenting 
conclusions 

It is intended to keep the relative contributions of each assessment objective as 

close as it would have been in the normal course of events, as shown in the 
following table. 

  

 
In terms of the units making up the specification, the following have been 

included in scope for the invigilated, blind marked and moderated assessments: 

Unit Included in 
assessments 

Notes: 

H446/01: Computer Systems 

1.1 The 

characteristics of 
contemporary 
processors, input, 

output and storage 
devices 

Y 
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1.2 Software and 
software development 

Y 
 

1.3 Exchanging data Y 1.3.4 Web technologies has only 

been covered during remote learning 

1.4 Data types, data 
structures and 

algorithms 

Y 1.4.1 Data Types has only been 
covered during remote learning 
 
Excluding 1.4.3 Boolean Algebra 

which has not been covered at the 
time of the assessment. 

1.5 Legal, moral, 

cultural and ethical 
issues 

N Not covered at the time of the 

assessment 

H446/02: Computational thinking, algorithms and programming 

2.1 Elements of 
computational 

thinking 

Y 
 

2.2 Problem solving 
and programming 

Y 
 

2.3 Algorithms Y Excluding 2.3.1 f (standard 

algorithms) which has only been 
taught remotely. 

H446/03 or 04: Programming project 

3.1. Analysis of the 
problem 

Y All students are expected to have 
completed all elements of this 

section.  

3.2 Design of the 
solution 

Y All students are expected to have 
completed all elements of this 
section. 

3.3 Developing the 
solution 

Y (as far as 
completed) 

As software development requires 
access to specialist software in some 
cases, and this phase was largely 

done during remote learning, some 
students may have been adversely 

affected by not having the 
appropriate software tools available.  

3.4 Evaluation Y (as far as 
completed) 

This section is dependent on the 
successful completion of the previous 

section. 
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Evaluation of the non-exam assessment 

Students had a final submission date for their non-exam assessment prior to 
Easter. At this point, it is anticipated that some students will have completed 

their projects, whilst others will still have work to complete.  

The approach that will be taken to assessing the work will be as follows: 

1. Assess all completed sections against the marking criteria. 
2. Assess incomplete sections against the marking criteria where evidence 

has been provided. Use this assessment as an indication of where the 
section would have been assessed, had they been completed. 

3. Any incomplete sections will be an extrapolation from the quality of the 
work completed to date. 

For any incomplete projects, the assessment will therefore be a judgement of 

where the final completed project would have scored, had the student had the 
opportunity to fully complete it, based on the work submitted. 

Ensuring Fair Treatment 

A range of evidence from across the course has been used.  

 
 

1. Year 12 end of year exam (postponed until the start of year 13 due to 

remote learning) consisted of past paper AS and A-level exam questions. 
2. The March 2021 assessment used a selection of questions from the 

November 2020 AS and A-level papers.  

3. Exam board materials released on 31-03-2021 were used for the May 2021 
assessments (all questions taken from A-level papers). 

Blind marking has been employed in the assessments in March and May as well 

as rigorous moderation processes.  These assessments and those throughout the 
course reflect the sorts of questions and tasks that students would normally 

undertake in preparation for the qualification. Students have been ranked by result 
and then moderated levels awarded, applying the Grade Descriptors from JCQ. 

Objectivity – final grades are awarded by at least two members of staff in the 
subject area and most often the Subject/Faculty Leader and a class 

teacher.  These grades go through a process of quality assurance and agreement 
with the SLT line manager, Headteacher and ultimately CEO.   

 
Awarding final Grade 

The grade that a student achieved most recently is likely to be more representative 
of student performance, although there may be exceptions.  We will make a 

holistic judgement for each student and their performance on a range of evidence, 
applying the Grade Descriptors from JCQ.  When not the most recent grades 

achieved are not representative of student performance, we will make a 
holistic/best fit judgement  – the grade achieved most consistently (i.e. more often 
than not) will be awarded unless the student’s personal circumstances make it 

reasonable that some assessments better reflect the standard at which they are 
performing.  For students whose evidence is inconsistent the average grade across 

the evidence will be awarded. 
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Subject: A level Product Design 

Rationale on Assessments used: 

In A level Product Design, which is usually assessed by 50% NEA and 50% 

exam, the student’s grade is based on the NEA and their performance in prior 
trial exams and assessments.  

The NEA has been assessed using the amended assessment criteria from the 

exam board, however the quantity and quality of practical work may differ for 
some students due to school closure and has been taken into account as a 
cohort. Students have been assessed on what they have completed as evidence. 

This reflects the fact that students have not had the same amount of time 
available to them to work on their NEA and use practical resources and facilities 

due to school closure.  

Reasonable adjustments have been made for students with disabilities or SEND 

needs. 

 

Assessment grades considered: 

Invigilated, blind 
marked and 

moderated 

Invigilated 
assessment 

NEA (if 
appropriate) 

Subject 
common 

assessment/ 
Teacher 

assessment 

Blind marked and 
moderated Year 

13 tests in: 
•  March 2021 

(unseen 2020 
paper) (AO3 & 

AO4) 
• May 2021 (a 

paper DFO has 
made, that 

the students 
have not seen 

before from 

sample 
questions) 

(AO3 & AO4) 

• Year 12 end of 
year exam 

(postponed until 
the start of year 13 

due to remote 

learning).AO3 & 
AO4) 

• Year 13 ’50-minute 

tests’ sat February 
2021 during 
remote learning 

(Gform created 
from unseen AS 

level 2018 & 19 

papers) (AO3 & 

AO4) 

  

Moderated 
NEA (AO1, 

AO2, AO3) 

 
 
• End of topic 

assessments 
(AO4) 

 
Assessment Objectives included in the Specification which have not be 
attempted as part of the assessment data described above: N/A 
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All assessment objectives have been taught and assessed. The Assessment 
Objectives are as follows: 

• AO1: Identify, investigate and outline design possibilities to address needs 

and wants  

• AO2: Design and make prototypes that are fit for purpose  

• AO3: Analyse and evaluate –  

•design decisions and outcomes, including for prototypes made by 

themselves and others  

•wider issues in design and technology  

• AO4: Demonstrate and apply knowledge and understanding of –  

•technical principles  

•designing and making principles 

 
Ensuring Fair Treatment 

A range of evidence from across the course has been used. 

The work the students have produced for their NEA reflects tasks and 
understanding that students would normally undertake for this part of the 
qualification, with the exception of limited practical work due to Covid restrictions. 

All NEA work has been marked by one member of staff and moderated by another. 
Therefore marks have been agreed by two teachers. Students have been ranked 

by result and then moderated levels awarded. Consistent Grade Boundaries have 
been applied to moderated work that have been taken from the Autumn series 
2019. 

The May assessments were fully based on a paper created by DFO from questions 

that were supplied by the OCR exam board in 2018 as a sample paper because 
(with the new specification in 2017) past papers did not exist at that point. These 

questions are included in the material released from the exam board: A level 
Product Design has only two past papers available and questions from 2019 and 
2020 had already been used in our November and March assessments. The 

material released from the exam board were questions taken from 2018(sample)-
2020.    

Blind marking has been employed in the assessments in March and May and 

moderated by the other teacher. These assessments and those throughout the 
course reflect the sorts of questions and tasks that students would normally 

undertake in preparation for the qualification. Questions have been unseen and 
revision topic guidance and activities has been issued to all students. The same 
revision resources and opportunities have been used in both classes. 

Objectivity – final grades are awarded by two members of staff in the subject area 

and most often the Subject/Faculty Leader and a class teacher.  These grades go 
through a process of quality assurance and agreement with the SLT line manager, 

Headteacher and ultimately CEO.  

Awarding final Grade 
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The grade that a student achieved most recently is likely to be more representative 
of student performance, although there may be exceptions.  We will make a 

holistic judgement for each student and their performance on a range of evidence, 
applying the Grade Descriptors from JCQ  When the most recent grades achieved 

are not representative of student performance, we will make a holistic/best fit 
judgement  – the grade achieved most consistently (i.e. more often than not) will 
be awarded unless the student’s personal circumstances make it reasonable that 

some assessments better reflect the standard at which they are performing.  For 
students whose evidence is inconsistent the average grade across the evidence 

will be awarded. 

----------------------------------- 

 

 

Subject: A level English Literature  

Rationale on Assessments used: 

The assessments used all conform to standard examination formats and have all 
been marked using the standard examination mark schemes. As the mark 

scheme is holistic, all components assessed cover all of the Assessment 
Objectives in the required depth/balance. Both examination sides of the course 

(Paper 1: Tragedy and Paper 2: Political and Social Protest Writing) are covered 
based on what has been taught in sufficient depth, and both pieces of completed 
NEA are included. 

Reasonable adjustments have been made for students with disabilities or SEND 

needs. 

 

Assessment grades considered: 

Invigilated, 
blind marked 
and 

moderated 

Invigilated 
assessments 

NEA (if 
appropriate) 

Subject common 
assessment/ 
Teacher assessment 

March 2021 
• PSPW 

Section 

C 
• Tragedy 

Section 

C 
May 2021 

• Tragedy 
Section 
A 

• PSPW 
Section 

B 

  

Sept 2020 
• Tragedy 

Section 

A 
• PSPW 

Section 

C 

• Prose NEA 

completed 
• Poetry 

NEA 
completed 

Oct 2019 
• Othello Section A 

Oct 2019 

Jan 2020 
• Othello Section A 

Oct 2019 

March 2020 
• Othello end of unit 

Section B Feb 
2020 

Jan 2021 
• Section C 

(Salesman) 

Feb 2021 
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• Section C 

(Keats/Salesman) 
March 2020 

• Section C 

(Keats/Salesman) 

 
Feb 2021 

• Paper 1 Section C: 

50 minute test 
• Paper 2 Section C: 

50 minute test 

 
Assessment Objectives 

Paper 2: Section A has not been assessed (not taught in sufficient depth due to 
closure/lockdown). Paper 1, Section A, B, C and Paper 2 Section B and C and the 
NEA, were all taught to completion and assessed. All Assessment Objectives are 

covered in each exam component; as such, all Assessment Objectives have been 
taught and assessed in all assessment components outlined in the table above: 

AO1: Articulate informed, personal and creative responses to literary 

texts, using associated concepts and terminology, and coherent, accurate 
written expression. 

AO2: Analyse ways in which meanings are shaped in literary texts. 

AO3: Demonstrate understanding of the significance and influence of the 

contexts in which literary texts are written and received. 

AO4: Explore connections across literary texts. 

AO5: Explore literary texts informed by different interpretations. 

 
Ensuring Fair Treatment 

A range of evidence from across the course has been used. For assessments taking 

place after their release, pre-release materials have been used where possible 
(PSPW Section A). It was not feasible to use the pre-release materials for Tragedy 

Section A, because the questions on offer had already been formally used during 
the duration of the course and some are already included in other evidence 
columns. For this, we have used a different question, comparable to those in the 

pre-release pack. 

Blind marking has been employed in the assessments in March and May as well 
as rigorous moderation processes.  These assessments and those throughout the 

course reflect the sorts of questions and tasks that students would normally 
undertake in preparation for the qualification. 

• First Phase: standardisation - Head of Faculty selects three scripts 

(roughly reflecting grade A*, A, B). All markers independently mark these 
three scripts. Department then has a 30 minute discussion, in which marks 
are compared and the agreed standard is set, with the guidance of the Lead 

Marker (Head of Faculty). The marking tolerance is also set at this point 
(+/- 2 raw marks) 
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• Second Phase: moderation - all markers then mark their batch of 25 
random scripts to the agreed standard. The Lead Marker then moderates 

three scripts from each marker (top, middle and bottom), making any 
necessary instructions for adjustment based on marking that falls outside 

of the agreed tolerance. 
• Third Phase: when all scripts are marked and moderated by the second 

phase, the year group is listed in rank order and the Lead Marker spot 

checks a random selection of scripts (10-15), paying particular attention to 
scripts that fall at the top and bottom of JCQ Grade Descriptors. 

Adjustments are made if patterns outside of tolerance are noticed, returning 
to the second phase for any individual marker. 

Objectivity – final grades are awarded by at least two members of staff in the 

subject area and most often the Subject/Faculty Leader and a class 
teacher.  These grades go through a process of quality assurance and agreement 
with the SLT line manager, Headteacher and ultimately CEO.  Teachers of 

individual students submit evidence and the school’s leaders award final grades. 

 

 

Awarding final Grade 

The grade that a student achieved most recently is likely to be more representative 
of student performance, although there may be exceptions.  We will make a 

holistic judgement for each student and their performance on a range of evidence, 
applying the Grade Descriptors from JCQ  When not the most recent grades 

achieved are not representative of student performance, we will make a 
holistic/best fit judgement  – the grade achieved most consistently (i.e. more often 
than not) will be awarded unless the student’s personal circumstances make it 

reasonable that some assessments better reflect the standard at which they are 
performing.  For students whose evidence is inconsistent the average grade across 

the evidence will be awarded. 

------------------------------------------------------------ 
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Subject: A Level Dance 

Rationale on Assessments used: 

A level dance students have covered the whole of the specification content. The 

NEA has been assessed using the same criteria, however the duration of the 

pieces may be shorter for some students due to school closure. Students have 

been assessed on what they have completed as evidence. This reflects the fact 

that students have not had the same amount of time available to them to work 

on these dance pieces due to school closure. With regards to the written 

examination all assessment objectives have been tested.  

Reasonable adjustments have been made for students with disabilities or SEND 

needs. 

 

Assessment grades considered: 

Invigilated, blind 

marked and 

moderated 

Invigilated 

assessment 

NEA (if 

appropriate) 

Subject common 

assessment/ 

Teacher assessment 

● Blind marked 

and 

moderated 

Year 13 tests 

in March 

2021 (A03 

and A04) 

● Blind marked 

and 

moderated 

Year 13 tests 

in May 2021 

(A03 and 

A04) 

 

Year 13 Trial 

Exams 

(October 

2020) (A03 

and A04) 

Moderated 

NEA’s: Solo 

Performance, 

Quartet and 

Choreography 

(A01 and A02) 

 

● February 2021 

50 minute 

remote tests. 

(A03 and A04) 

● “Rooster” 

Section A 

questions (A04 

and A04) 

● Robert North 

Essay (A03 and 

A04) 

● Rambert Essay 

(A03 and A04) 

● Larbi essay (A03 

and A04) 

● Sutra Essay 

(A03 and A04) 

● IDSIB Essay 

(A03 and A04) 

● Larbi Year 12 

Essay (A03 and 

A04) 
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Assessment Objectives included in the Specification which have not be 

attempted as part of the assessment data described above: 

All of the assessment objectives will be tested: 

● AO1: Perform dance through the application of physical, technical, 

interpretative and performance skills. 

● AO2: Create dance applying choreographic skills to communicate artistic 

intention. 

● AO3: Demonstrate knowledge and understanding of performance and 

choreography from different periods and genres. 

● AO4: Critically appreciate and assess performance and choreography 

through making analytical, interpretive and evaluative judgements. 

 

Ensuring Fair Treatment 

A range of evidence from across the course has been used. Exam board released 

materials were used for the May Blind marked and moderated assessments.  

Blind marking has been employed in the assessments in March and May as well 

as rigorous moderation processes.  These assessments and those throughout the 
course reflect the sorts of questions and tasks that students would normally 

undertake in preparation for the qualification. All NEA work has been marked by 
one member of staff and moderated by another. Therefore marks have been 

agreed by two teachers.  Students have been ranked by result and then moderated 
levels awarded, by applying the Grade Descriptors from JCQ. 

 

Objectivity – final grades are awarded by at least two members of staff in the 

subject area and most often the Subject/Faculty Leader and a class teacher.  

These grades go through a process of quality assurance and agreement with the 

SLT line manager, Headteacher and ultimately CEO.  Teachers of individual 

students submit evidence and the school’s leaders award final grades. 

Awarding final Grade 

The grade that a student achieved most recently is likely to be more representative 

of student performance, although there may be exceptions.  We will make a 

holistic judgement for each student and their performance on a range of evidence, 

applying the Grade Descriptors from JCQ.  When not the most recent grades 

achieved are not representative of student performance, we will make a 

holistic/best fit judgement  – the grade achieved most consistently (i.e. more often 

than not) will be awarded unless the student’s personal circumstances make it 

reasonable that some assessments better reflect the standard at which they are 

performing.  For students whose evidence is inconsistent the average grade across 

the evidence will be awarded. 
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----------------------------------------------------------------------- 

Subject: A Level Drama and Theatre 

Rationale on Assessments used: 

A Level drama and theatre students have covered Component 1 (Theatre 

Workshop), Component 2 (Text in Action) and the following set texts from 

Component 3 (Text in Performance): Pre-1956 (Machinal) and Post-1956 

(Accidental Death of an Anarchist). The other set text (The Curious Incident of 

the Dog in the Night-Time) was briefly studied in part; however, the completion 

and depth of analysis was impacted by the lockdowns.  

The NEA has been assessed using the same criteria, however, the duration of 

the pieces may be shorter for some students due to school closure. Students 

have been assessed on what they have completed as evidence. This reflects the 

fact that students have not had the same amount of time available to them to 

work on these drama pieces due to school closure. With regards to the written 

examination, all assessment objectives have been tested.  

Reasonable adjustments have been made for students with disabilities or SEND 

needs. 

Assessment grades considered: 

Invigilated, blind 

marked and 

moderated 

assessments 

(2021) 

Invigilated 

assessments 

NEA (if 

appropriate) 

Subject common 

assessment/ 

Teacher 

assessment 

Blind marked and 

moderated Year 13 
tests in March 2021 

(A03 and A04) 

 

Blind marked and 
moderated Year 13 

tests in May 2021 
(A03 and A04) 

 

 

Year 13 Trial 

Exams (October 
2020) (A03 and 

A04) 

Moderated NEA’s:  

Incomplete 

Component 1 
reinterpretation 

performances, parts 
A-B-C of the 
Creative Log (AO1 

and AO2) 

Monologue 

performances (Year 

13) (AO1 and AO2) 

Incomplete devised 

performances, 

sections 1 and 2 of 

Process Report (AO1 

and AO2) 

 

Assessment Objectives included in the Specification which have not be 

attempted as part of the assessment data described above: 
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All of the assessment objectives will be tested: 

AO1: Create and develop ideas to communicate meaning as part of the theatre 

making process, making connections between dramatic theory and practice 

AO2: Apply theatrical skills to realise artistic intentions in live performance 

AO3: Demonstrate knowledge and understanding of how drama and theatre is 

developed and performed 

AO4: Analyse and evaluate their own work and the work of others. 

Ensuring Fair Treatment 

A range of evidence from across the course has been used. Exam board released 

materials were used for the May Blind marked and moderated assessments.  

Blind marking has been employed in the assessments in March and May as well 

as rigorous moderation processes. These assessments and those throughout the 
course reflect the sorts of questions and tasks that students would normally 
undertake in preparation for the qualification. All NEA work has been marked by 

one member of staff and moderated by another. Therefore marks have been 
agreed by two teachers.  Students have been ranked by result and then moderated 

levels awarded, by applying the Grade Descriptors from JCQ. 

 

Objectivity – final grades are awarded by at least two members of staff in the 

subject area and most often the Subject/Faculty Leader and a class teacher.  

These grades go through a process of quality assurance and agreement with the 

SLT line manager, Headteacher and ultimately CEO.  Teachers of individual 

students submit evidence and the school’s leaders award final grades. 

Awarding Final Grades 

The grade that a student achieved most recently is likely to be more representative 

of student performance, although there may be exceptions.  We will make a 

holistic judgement for each student and their performance on a range of evidence, 

applying the Grade Descriptors from JCQ. When not the most recent grades 

achieved are not representative of student performance, we will make a 

holistic/best fit judgement  – the grade achieved most consistently (i.e. more often 

than not) will be awarded unless the student’s personal circumstances make it 

reasonable that some assessments better reflect the standard at which they are 

performing.  For students whose evidence is inconsistent the average grade across 

the evidence will be awarded. 

-------------------------------------------------------------- 
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Subject: A Level Music 

Rationale on Assessments used: 

A Level music students have covered Unit 1 (Performing), Unit 2 (Composing) 

and the following units and set works from Unit 3 (Listening and Appraising): 

AoS 1 - Vocal Music (Bach and Mozart), AoS 4 - Popular Music and Jazz (Beatles, 

Bush and Pine) and AoS 5 - Fusions (Debussy and Familia Valera Miranda). 

Other set works were studied in part; however, the completion and depth of 

analysis was impacted by the lockdowns.  

The NEA has been assessed using the standard NEA criteria, however the 

duration of performances and compositions may be shorter for some students 

due to school closure. Students have been assessed on what they have 

completed as evidence. This reflects the fact that students have not had the 

same amount of time available to them to work on these pieces due to school 

closure. With regards to the written examination all assessment objectives have 

been tested through listening and appraising questions.  

Reasonable adjustments have been made for students with disabilities or SEND 

needs. 

 

Assessment grades considered: 

Invigilated, blind 

marked and 

moderated 

Invigilated 

assessment 

NEA (if 

appropriate) 

Subject common 

assessment/ 

Teacher assessment 

● Blind marked and 

moderated Year 

13 trial exams in 

March 2021 (AoS 

1, 4 and 5) 

● Blind marked and 

moderated Year 

13 trial exams in 

May 2021 (AoS 1, 

4 and 5) 

Year 13 Trial 

Exams 

(September 

2020) (AoS 1- 

6, whole 

specification 

tested) 

● Marked and 

moderated 

solo 

performance 

(unit 1), 

highest of 7 

assessments 

● Marked and 

moderated 

composition 

(unit 2), 

highest of 3 

assessments 

● 50 minute tests 

1 & 2 controlled 

online (AoS 1, 4 

and 5, Feb 

2021) 

● 3 weekly test on 

dictation and 

theory (Feb 

2020) 

● 3 weekly test on 

Mozart and 

Portman (Jan 

2020) 

● Petals Essay 

(March 2020) 
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● Pine Essay (May 

2020) 

● Stravinsky and 

Berlioz 

Introductions 

(February 2021) 

 

Assessment Objectives included in the Specification which have not be 

attempted as part of the assessment data described above: 

For the final invigilated written tests in March and May we have focused on AoS1 

(Vocal Music), AoS4 (Popular Music and Jazz) and AoS5 (Fusions), as these were 

the works taught in school. AoS 2 (Instrumental Music), AoS3 (Film Music) and 

AoS 6 (New Directions) therefore, have not been tested as these were taught 

remotely, not in sufficient depth or not covered at all.  

Students will be assessed on AO3 (vocabulary and stylistic awareness) through 

the listening and essay questions, and AO4 (appraising, comparing and 

contrasting) through the essay questions. 

All Assessment Objectives are covered in each exam component; as such, all 

Assessment Objectives have been taught and assessed in all assessment 

components outlined in the table above: 

● AO1: Interpret musical ideas through performing, with technical and 

expressive control and an understanding of style and context 

● AO2: Create and develop musical ideas with technical and expressive 

control and coherence 

● AO3: Demonstrate and apply musical knowledge 

● AO4: Use analytical and appraising skills to make evaluative and critical 

judgements about music 

Ensuring Fair Treatment 

A range of evidence from across the course has been used. Exam board released 

materials were used for the May blind marked and moderated assessments.  

Blind marking has been employed in the assessments in March and May as well 

as rigorous moderation processes. These assessments and those throughout the 

course reflect the sorts of questions and tasks that students would normally 

undertake in preparation for the qualification. 

All NEA work has been marked by one member of staff and moderated by another. 

Therefore marks have been agreed by two teachers. Students have been ranked 
by result and then moderated levels awarded by applying the Grade Descriptors 

from JCQ. 

 

Objectivity – final grades are awarded by at least two members of staff in the 

subject area and most often the Subject/Faculty Leader and a class teacher.  
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These grades go through a process of quality assurance and agreement with the 

SLT line manager, Headteacher and ultimately CEO.   

Awarding final Grade 

The grade that a student achieved most recently is likely to be more representative 

of student performance, although there may be exceptions.  We will make a 

holistic judgement for each student and their performance on a range of evidence, 

applying the Grade Descriptors from JCQ.  When not the most recent grades 

achieved are not representative of student performance, we will make a 

holistic/best fit judgement  – the grade achieved most consistently (i.e. more often 

than not) will be awarded unless the student’s personal circumstances make it 

reasonable that some assessments better reflect the standard at which they are 

performing.  For students whose evidence is inconsistent the average grade across 

the evidence will be awarded. 

---------------------------------------------------------------- 
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Subject: French A level 

Rationale on Assessments used: 

A level French students have covered the whole of the specification content 

apart from 'Aspects of political life-politics and immigration.' The assessments 

used all conform to standard examination formats and have all been marked 

using either the mark schemes provided by the exam board for questions set in 

past exams or, when questions have had to be created, mark schemes that 

follow these conventions. Reasonable adjustments have been made for students 

with disabilities or SEND needs. 

 

Assessment grades considered: 

Invigilated, 

blind marked 
and 

moderated 

Invigilated 

assessment 
NEA (AQA sees 

speaking exam 
as NEA) 

Subject common 

assessment/ 
Teacher assessment 

March 2021 
• Paper 1 

(excludin
g 

listening) 
 (AO2, AO3) 
May 2021 

• Paper 2 

('Au 
revoir les 
enfants'- 

1 hour in 
exam 

session, 
'Bonjour 
tristesse- 

1 hour in 
lesson) 

(AO3, 
AO4)  

Sept 2020 
• Full 

AS  exa
m (AO1, 

AO2, 
AO3, 

AO4)  

• Paper 3 

speaking 
(card+ 
IRP) 

assessed 
in March. 

Opportunit
y to take 

again in 
May 
(AO1, 

AO2, AO3, 
AO4)  

• 50 minute tests 

February  (listeni
ng 2019, essay 
on BT) (AO1, 

AO3) 
• Three week test 

(Feb 2021, 
translation to and 

from language) 
• Listening résumé 

(AO1, AO3)  

• Reading résumé 
(AO2, AO3) 

• Timed essay BT 
(AO3, AO4) 

• Translation to 

French (AO3) 
• Translation to 

English (AO3) 

 
Assessment Objectives 

All assessment objectives have been covered as indicated 

AO1: understand and respond: 

• in speech to spoken language including face-to-face interaction 

• in writing to spoken language drawn from a variety of sources. 

AO2: understand and respond 

• in speech to written language drawn from a variety of sources 
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• in writing to written language drawn from a variety of sources 

AO3: Manipulate the language accurately, in spoken and written forms, using a 
range of lexis and structure. 

AO4: Show knowledge and understanding of, and respond critically and 
analytically to, different 

aspects of the culture and society of countries/communities where the 
language is spoken. 

 

Ensuring Fair Treatment 

A range of evidence from across the course has been used. For the May 

assessments, the questions on 'Au revoir les enfants' and 'Bonjour tristesse' were 
taken from the exam board released materials. 

Blind marking has been employed in the written assessments in March and May 
as well as rigorous moderation processes.  These assessments and those 

throughout the course reflect the sorts of questions and tasks that students would 
normally undertake in preparation for the qualification. 

For the written exams, all exams were marked both by GAM and VMK to ensure 

consistency. For the speaking assessment, it was clearly not possible for GAM to 
mark them without knowing who the candidate was. VMK marked them without 
direct knowledge of the candidates' identity. 

Awarding final Grade 

The grade that a student achieved most recently is likely to be more representative 
of student performance, although there may be exceptions.  We will make a 
holistic judgement for each student and their performance on a range of evidence, 

applying the Grade Descriptors from JCQ.  When not the most recent grades 
achieved are not representative of student performance, we will make a 

holistic/best fit judgement  – the grade achieved most consistently (i.e. more often 
than not) will be awarded unless the student’s personal circumstances make it 
reasonable that some assessments better reflect the standard at which they are 

performing.  For students whose evidence is inconsistent the average grade across 
the evidence will be awarded. 

------------------------------------------------------------ 
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Subject: Spanish A level 

Rationale on Assessments used: 

The assessments used all conform to standard examination formats and have all 

been marked using either the mark schemes provided by the exam board for 

questions set in past exams or, when questions have had to be created, mark 

schemes that follow these conventions. Reasonable adjustments have been 

made for students with disabilities or SEND needs. 

 

Assessment grades considered: 

Invigilated, 
blind 

marked 
and 

moderated 

Invigilated 
assessment 

NEA (AQA sees 
speaking exam 

as NEA) 

Subject common 
assessment/ 
Teacher assessment 

March 

2021 
• Paper 

1 

 (AO1, AO2, 
AO3) 
May 2021 

• Paper 
2  

 “El 
laberinto del 

Fauno” 1 
hour in 

exam 
conditions 

(AO3, 

AO4)  

Sept 2020 
• Full 

AS  exam 
(AO1, 

AO2, 
AO3, 

AO4)  

• Paper 3 

speaking 
(card+ IRP) 
in April. 

Opportunity 
to take 

again in 
May 
(AO1, AO2, 

AO3, AO4)  

• 50 minute tests 

February  (listening 
2019, essay on 
LCdBA) (AO1, 

AO3) 
• Listening summary 

(AO1, AO3)  
• Reading summary 

(AO2, AO3) 

• Timed essay on 
literature (AO3, 

AO4) 
• Translation to 

Spanish (AO3) 
• Translation to 

English (AO3) 

 
Assessment Objectives 

All assessment objectives have been covered as indicated 

AO1: understand and respond: 

• in speech to spoken language including face-to-face interaction 

• in writing to spoken language drawn from a variety of sources. 

AO2: understand and respond 

• in speech to written language drawn from a variety of sources 

• in writing to written language drawn from a variety of sources 

AO3: Manipulate the language accurately, in spoken and written forms, using a 

range of lexis and structure. 
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AO4: Show knowledge and understanding of, and respond critically and 
analytically to, different aspects of the culture and society of 

countries/communities where the language is spoken. 

 
Ensuring Fair Treatment 

A range of evidence from across the course has been used. For the May 

assessments, the questions on 'Au revoir les enfants' and 'Bonjour tristesse' were 
taken from the exam board released materials. 

Blind marking has been employed in the written assessments in March and May 

as well as rigorous moderation processes.  These assessments and those 
throughout the course reflect the sorts of questions and tasks that students would 

normally undertake in preparation for the qualification. 

For the written exams, all exams were marked both by GAM and VMK to ensure 
consistency. For the speaking assessment, it was clearly not possible for GAM to 
mark them without knowing who the candidate was. VMK marked them without 

direct knowledge of the candidates identity. 

Awarding final Grade 

The grade that a student achieved most recently is likely to be more representative 
of student performance, although there may be exceptions.  We will make a 

holistic judgement for each student and their performance on a range of evidence, 
applying the Grade Descriptors from JCQ.  When not the most recent grades 

achieved are not representative of student performance, we will make a 
holistic/best fit judgement  – the grade achieved most consistently (i.e. more often 
than not) will be awarded unless the student’s personal circumstances make it 

reasonable that some assessments better reflect the standard at which they are 
performing.  For students whose evidence is inconsistent the average grade across 

the evidence will be awarded. 

------------------------------------------ 
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Subject: A Level Biology 

Rationale on Assessments used: 

A-level Biology students have covered most of the specification content. Topics 
not covered include topics in Module 6: Populations and Sustainability and 

Patterns of Inheritance (specification points 6.1.2, 6.3.2) covered in part but not 
finished. As a result, these are the only topics that have not been included in the 
assessment evidence. All other topics from Module 1-5 and part of Module 6 

have been assessed and used as evidence in awarding TAGs. All assessments 
consist of past OCR A-level Biology exam questions. 

Reasonable adjustments have been made for students with disabilities or SEND 
needs. 

Assessment grades considered: 

Invigilated, 
blind marked 

and moderated 
assessments 
(2021) 

Invigilated 
assessments 

NEA (if 
appropriate) 

Subject common 
assessment/ 

Teacher 
assessment 

• Blind 
marked and 

moderated 
Year 13 
tests in 

March 2021 
(AO1, AO2, 

AO3) 
• Blind 

marked and 
moderated 
Year 13 

tests in 
May 2021 

(AO1, AO2, 
AO3)  

  

  

 

 
• Year 13 

Trial Exams 

(September 
2020) 

(AO1,AO2, 
AO3)  

 n/a  A-level Topic tests  
• Cells (Y12) 

• Biomol1 (Y12) 
• Biomols 2 (Y 

12) 

• Membranes 
(Y12) 

• Nucleic Acids 
(Y12) 

• Cell Div (Y12) 
• Enzymes (Y12) 
• Exchange 

(Y12) 
• Comm disease 

(Y12) 
• Comm disease 

2 (Y12) 

• Transport 
(Y12) 

• Class and evo 
(Y12) 

• Biodiv (Y12) 

• Excretion (Y13) 
• Respiration 

(Y13) 
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• Photosynthesis 
(Y13) 

• Nervous and 
Animal (Y13) 

• Hormonal 
Control (Y13) 

 
 

• 50-minute 

tests (February 
2021)  

  

Assessment Objectives: All assessment objectives have been assessed. 

• AO1: Demonstrate knowledge and understanding of scientific ideas; 
scientific techniques and procedures. 

• AO2: Apply knowledge and understanding of scientific ideas; scientific 

enquiry, techniques and procedures. 
• AO3: Analyse information and ideas to: interpret and evaluate; make 

judgments and draw conclusions; develop and improve experimental 
procedures. 

  

Ensuring Fair Treatment 

A range of evidence from across the course has been used.  Exam board released 

materials were used in the May 2021 assessment. 

Blind marking has been employed in the assessments in March and May as well 
as rigorous moderation processes.  These assessments and those throughout the 

course reflect the sorts of questions and tasks that students would normally 
undertake in preparation for the qualification. Samples of 2021 exam papers were 

moderated by the chemistry department to check that the mark schemes were 
applied consistently and fairly. Students have been ranked by result and then 
grades awarded using the Grade Descriptors issued by JCQ. The descriptors have 

been applied to moderated work as part of the standardisation and moderation 
process. The answer commentaries and grading exemplification documents 

provided by OCR were used as part of the moderation process to ensure 
consistency when awarding grades across the department. 

Objectivity – final grades are awarded by at least two members of staff in the 

subject area and most often the Subject/Faculty Leader and a class 
teacher.  These grades go through a process of quality assurance and agreement 

with the SLT line manager, Headteacher and ultimately CEO.  Teachers of 
individual students submit evidence and the school’s leaders award final grades. 

 

Awarding Final Grades 
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The grade that a student achieved most recently is likely to be more representative 
of student performance, although there may be exceptions.  We will make a 

holistic judgement for each student and their performance on a range of evidence, 
applying the Grade Descriptors from JCQ.  Staff will make an appropriate or 

reasonable exercise of academic judgement for each student.   When not the most 
recent grades achieved are not representative of student performance, we will 
make a holistic/best fit judgement  – the grade achieved most consistently (i.e. 

more often than not) will be awarded unless the student’s personal circumstances 
make it reasonable that some assessments better reflect the standard at which 

they are performing.  For students whose evidence is inconsistent the average 
grade across the evidence will be awarded. 

--------------------------------------------- 
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Subject: A Level Chemistry 

Rationale on Assessments used: 

A Level Chemistry students have covered the entire specification content. 
Specification points assessed were those covered during in-class teaching, so as 

not to discriminate against students who found lockdown and remote learning 
challenging. All assessments consist of past AQA Chemistry exam questions and 
AQA pre release material. 

Reasonable adjustments have been made for students with disabilities or SEND 
needs. 

Assessment grades considered: 

Invigilated, blind 
marked and 

moderated 
assessments 

(2021) 

Invigilated 
assessments 

NEA (if 
appropriate) 

Subject common 
assessment/ 

Teacher 
assessment 

• Blind marked 

and moderated 
Year 13 tests in 

March 2021 
(AO1, AO2, 
AO3) 

• Blind marked 
and moderated 

Year 13 tests in 
May 2021 

(AO1, AO2, 
AO3)  

Year 13 Trial 

Exams 
(September 

2020) (AO1,AO2, 
AO3) 

 N/A 
• A-Level 

Topic tests: 
-Ch19 and 

19 (Y13) 
-Ch 20 
(Y13) 
-Ch 22 
(Y13) 
-Ch 23 
(Y13) 
-Ch 24 
(Y13) 
-Ch 27 

(Y13) 
-Ch 28 and 

29 (Y13) 
-Ch 30 
(Y13) 
- Ch 
31(Y13) 
-Ch32 and 
33 (Y13) 
- Topic Test 

1 (Y12) 
- Topic Test 

2 (Y12) 
- Topic Test 
3 (Y12) 
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- Topic Test 
4 (Y12) 
- Topic Test 
5 (Y12) 
- Topic Test 
6 (Y12) 

 
 

• 50-minute 

tests 
(February 

2021) 

Assessment Objectives: All assessment objectives have been assessed. 

• AO1: Demonstrate knowledge and understanding of scientific ideas, 

processes, techniques and procedures. 
• AO2: Apply knowledge and understanding of scientific ideas, processes, 

techniques and procedures: 

- in a theoretical context 

- in a practical context 

- when handling qualitative data 

- when handling quantitative data. 

• AO3: Analyse, interpret and evaluate scientific information, ideas and 
evidence, including in relation to issues, to: 

- make judgements and reach conclusions  

- develop and refine practical design and procedures. 

 

Ensuring Fair Treatment 

A range of evidence from across the course has been used. Exam board released 

materials were used in the May 2021 assessment. 

Blind marking has been employed in the assessments in March and May as well 
as rigorous moderation processes.  These assessments and those throughout the 

course reflect the sorts of questions and tasks that students would normally 
undertake in preparation for the qualification. Samples of 2021 exam papers were 

moderated by the Y13 Chemistry teachers to check that the mark schemes were 
applied consistently and fairly. Students have been ranked by result and then 
grades awarded using the Grade Descriptors issued by JCQ. The descriptors have 
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been applied to moderated work as part of the standardisation and moderation 
process. The answer commentaries and grading exemplification documents 

provided by AQA were used as part of the moderation process to ensure 
consistency when awarding grades across the department. 

Objectivity – final grades are awarded by at least two members of staff in the 
subject area and most often the Subject/Faculty Leader and a class 
teacher.  These grades go through a process of quality assurance and agreement 

with the SLT line manager, Headteacher and ultimately CEO.  Teachers of 
individual students submit evidence and the school’s leaders award final grades. 

Awarding Final Grades 

The grade that a student achieved most recently is likely to be more representative 
of student performance, although there may be exceptions.  We will make a 

holistic judgement for each student and their performance on a range of evidence, 
applying the Grade Descriptors from JCQ.  Staff will make an appropriate or 

reasonable exercise of academic judgement for each student.   When not the most 
recent grades achieved are not representative of student performance, we will 
make a holistic/best fit judgement  – the grade achieved most consistently (i.e. 

more often than not) will be awarded unless the student’s personal circumstances 
make it reasonable that some assessments better reflect the standard at which 

they are performing.  For students whose evidence is inconsistent the average 
grade across the evidence will be awarded. 

----------------------------------------------------------- 
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Subject: A Level Physics 

Rationale on Assessments used: 

A Level Physics students have covered the majority of the specification content. 

Topics ‘Oscillations’ and ‘Thermodynamics’ were unable to be completed so were 

not assessed at all. 

Specification points assessed focused on those covered during in-class teaching, 
so as not to discriminate against students who found lockdown and remote 

learning challenging. All major assessments (trial exams, the March and May 
papers) consist of past Edexcel Physics exam questions and Edexcel pre-release 

material. Some topic tests and three-weekly tests consist of questions based on 
past paper materials, such as Kerboodle assessment materials. 

Reasonable adjustments have been made for students with disabilities or SEND 

needs. 

Assessment grades considered: 

 
Invigilated, blind 

marked and 
moderated 

Invigilated 

assessment 
NEA (if 

appropriate) 
Subject 

common 
assessment/ 
Teacher 
assessment 

• Blind marked and 
moderated Year 
13 tests in March 

2021 (AO1, AO2, 
AO3) 

• Blind marked and 
moderated Year 
13 tests in May 

2021 (AO1, AO2, 
AO3)  

Year 13 Trial 
Exams 
(September 

2020) (AO1,AO2, 
AO3) 

n/a A-Level Topic 
tests: 
3-weekly test 1 

(Y12) 
3-weekly test 2 

(Y12) 
3-weekly test 3 
(Y12) 
3-weekly test 4 
(Y12) 
3-weekly test 5 
(Y12) 
Electric fields 

(Y13) 
Magnetic fields 

(Y13) 
Nuclear and 
particle physics 

(Y13) 
Nuclear 

radiation (Y13) 
Space (Y13) 
50-minute tests 

(February 2021) 
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Assessment Objectives: All assessment objectives have been assessed. 

• AO1: Demonstrate knowledge and understanding of scientific ideas, 

processes, techniques and procedures. 
• AO2: Apply knowledge and understanding of scientific ideas, processes, 

techniques and procedures: 

- in a theoretical context 

- in a practical context 

- when handling qualitative data 

- when handling quantitative data. 

• AO3: Analyse, interpret and evaluate scientific information, ideas and 
evidence, including in relation to issues, to: 

- make judgements and reach conclusions  

- develop and refine practical design and procedures. 

 

Ensuring Fair Treatment 

A range of evidence from across the course has been used. Exam board released 

materials were used in the May 2021 assessment. 

Blind marking has been employed in the assessments in March and May as well 
as rigorous moderation processes.  These assessments and those throughout the 

course reflect the sorts of questions and tasks that students would normally 
undertake in preparation for the qualification. Samples of 2021 exam papers were 

moderated by the Y13 Physics teachers to check that the mark schemes were 
applied consistently and fairly. Students have been ranked by result and then 

grades awarded using the Grade Descriptors issued by JCQ. The descriptors have 
been applied to moderated work as part of the standardisation and moderation 
process. The answer commentaries and grading exemplification documents 

provided by AQA were used as part of the moderation process to ensure 
consistency when awarding grades across the department. 

Objectivity – final grades are awarded by at least two members of staff in the 
subject area and most often the Subject/Faculty Leader and a class 
teacher.  These grades go through a process of quality assurance and agreement 

with the SLT line manager, Headteacher and ultimately CEO.  Teachers of 
individual students submit evidence and the school’s leaders award final grades. 

 

Awarding Final Grades 
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The grade that a student achieved most recently is likely to be more representative 
of student performance, although there may be exceptions.  We will make a 

holistic judgement for each student and their performance on a range of evidence, 
applying the Grade Descriptors from JCQ.  Staff will make an appropriate or 

reasonable exercise of academic judgement for each student.   When not the most 
recent grades achieved are not representative of student performance, we will 
make a holistic/best fit judgement  – the grade achieved most consistently (i.e. 

more often than not) will be awarded unless the student’s personal circumstances 
make it reasonable that some assessments better reflect the standard at which 

they are performing.  For students whose evidence is inconsistent the average 
grade across the evidence will be awarded. 

--------------------------------------- 
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Subject: A Level  Mathematics Edexcel 

Rationale on Assessments used: 

The assessments used all conform to standard examination formats and 

standard. They have all been marked using the standard examination mark 
schemes. We have almost covered the curriculum covering nearly all strands. 
We have ensured that the depth of the questions assess to the highest level. 

Reasonable adjustments have been made for students with disabilities or SEND 

needs. 

 

 
Assessment grades considered: 

Invigilated, blind 

marked and 
moderated 

Invigilated 

assessment 
NEA (if 

appropriate) 
Subject common 

assessment/ 
Teacher 
assessment 

 
Trial Exam (May 
2021) 
Trial Exam (March 

2021) 
 
  

 
Trial AS Exam 
(September 
2020) 

 
 
Remote Assessment 
Feb 21 - 50 min 
online test  

 
Assessment Objectives in the September  trial we assessed all of the AS 
specification content . In the March and May assessments following having 

studied a substantial part of the A2 curriculum, we have ensured that we have 
assessed Differentiation, Trigonometry and Integration. We also have assessed a 

sample of the applied part of the course. We have assessed to ensure that we 
reflect the level and depth of the course, including the challenge. 

A representative sample of the assessment objectives have been assessed.  

Ensuring Fair Treatment 

A range of evidence from across the course has been used.   

We have used questions sourced from different exam series: 

September Trials 2020 used questions from the AS exam series June 2019 and 

the grade boundaries are reflected by this series, with adjustments to account for 
variation in questions. 

March Final Assessments 2021 used questions from the International A-Level 

Edexcel exam series Oct 2020 and Jan 2021, A-Level June 2018 and from the 
Edexcel exam bank produced for the new maths course.  Grade boundaries are 
reflected by this series with slight adjustments.  The questions from the 

International A-Level are comparable with the A-level (both have been marked by 
our examiner) 
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May Final Assessments 2021 used questions from the exam bank of issued 
questions.  

The remote assessment February 2021 sourced its material from the A-Level 

Maths Oct 2020 exam series . We monitored this assessment with Cameras and 
use of senso.  

 
Procedure for final assessments 

Maths teachers blind marked a selection of the scripts using the mark schemes 
from the examination board, Edexcel. We had ongoing discussions about applying 

the mark scheme throughout. For moderation purposes, each teacher had a 
sample of  scripts marked by a second marker, we also had the expertise of an 

Edexcel A Level marker within the department to refer to with queries and 
clarifications. The moderator met to discuss the marking and any inconsistencies 
found were applied to the whole set of scripts.  

Blind marking was employed in the assessments in March and May as well as 

rigorous moderation processes.  These assessments and those throughout the 
course reflect the sorts of questions and tasks that students would normally 

undertake in preparation for the qualification. Students have been ranked by result 
and then moderated levels awarded. Grade boundaries have been awarded with 
reference to the boundaries available in the last few years. 

Objectivity – final grades are awarded by at least two members of staff in the 
subject area and most often the Subject/Faculty Leader and a class 
teacher.  These grades go through a process of quality assurance and agreement 

with the SLT line manager, Headteacher and ultimately CEO.   

Awarding final Grade 

The grade that a student achieved most recently is likely to be more representative 
of student performance, although there may be exceptions.  We will make a 

holistic judgement for each student and their performance on a range of evidence, 
applying the Grade Descriptors from JCQ.  When not the most recent grades 

achieved are not representative of student performance, we will make a 
holistic/best fit judgement  – the grade achieved most consistently (i.e. more often 
than not) will be awarded unless the student’s personal circumstances make it 

reasonable that some assessments better reflect the standard at which they are 
performing.  For students whose evidence is inconsistent the average grade across 

the evidence will be awarded. 

---------------------------------------------- 
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Subject: A Level  Further Mathematics Edexcel 

Rationale on Assessments used: 

The assessments used all conform to standard examination formats and 

standard. They have all been marked using the standard examination mark 

schemes. We have covered the curriculum for the core part of the course. We 

have also completed the Decision module. We have completed a proportion of 

the applied modules. We have ensured that the depth of the questions assess to 

the highest level. Reasonable adjustments have been made for students with 

disabilities or SEND needs. 

 

 
Assessment grades considered: 

Invigilated, 

blind marked 
and moderated 

Invigilated 

assessment 
NEA (if 

appropriate) 
Subject common 

assessment/ 
Teacher 
assessment 

 
Trial Exam (May 

2021) 
Trial Exam 

(March 2021) 
 
  

 
Trial Exam AS 

Further Maths Core 
Grade (September 

2020) 

 
 
End of topic stats 

and mechanics A-
level papers - 

invigilated in class 
 
Remote/In-class 
Assessment Feb 21 - 
50 min online test 
 
Trial Maths Exam 

(May 2021) 
Trial Maths Exam 

(March 2021)  
 
Assessment Objectives in the September  trial we assessed all of the AS 
specification content . In the March assessments we assessed areas of the core 
compulsory specification as well as their chosen modules. In the May 

assessments they were assessed solely on the compulsory core area of the 
course. We have thoroughly assessed the compulsory part of the course, 

especially differential equations and complex numbers, and we have assessed 
the option modules partially, but those assessments reflect the level and depth 
of that content.  

A representative sample of the  assessment objectives have been assessed.  

Ensuring Fair Treatment 

A range of evidence from across the course has been used.   

We have used questions sourced from different exam series: 
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September Trials 2020 used questions from the AS exam series June 2019 and 
the grade boundaries are reflected by this series, with adjustments to account for 

variation in questions. 

March Final Assessments 2021 used questions from the International A-Level 
Edexcel exam series Oct 2020 and Jan 2021, A-Level June 2018 and from the 

Edexcel exam bank produced for the new maths course.  Grade boundaries are 
reflected by this series with slight adjustments.  The questions from the 

International A-Level are comparable with the A-level (both have been marked by 
our examiner) 

May Final Assessments 2021 used questions from the exam bank of issued 
questions.  

The remote assessment February 2021 sourced its material from the A-Level 

Maths Oct 2020 exam series . We monitored this assessment with Cameras and 
use of senso.  

 
Procedure for final assessments 

Maths teachers blind marked a selection of the scripts using the mark schemes 
from the examination board, Edexcel. We had ongoing discussions about applying 

the mark scheme throughout. For moderation purposes, each teacher had a 
sample of  scripts marked by a second marker, we also had the expertise of an 

Edexcel A Level marker within the department to refer to with queries and 
clarifications. The moderator met to discuss the marking and any inconsistencies 
found were applied to the whole set of scripts.  

Blind marking was employed in the assessments in March and May as well as a 

rigorous moderation process.  These assessments and those throughout the 
course reflect the sorts of questions and tasks that students would normally 

undertake in preparation for the qualification. Students have been ranked by result 
and then moderated levels awarded. Grade boundaries have been awarded with 
reference to the boundaries available in the last few years. 

Objectivity – final grades are awarded by at least two members of staff in the 
subject area and most often the Subject/Faculty Leader and a class 
teacher.  These grades go through a process of quality assurance and agreement 

with the Headteacher and ultimately CEO.   

Awarding final Grade 

The grade that a student achieved most recently is likely to be more representative 
of student performance, although there may be exceptions.  We will make a 

holistic judgement for each student and their performance on a range of evidence, 
applying the Grade Descriptors from JCQ. When not the most recent grades 

achieved are not representative of student performance, we will make a 
holistic/best fit judgement  – the grade achieved most consistently (i.e. more often 
than not) will be awarded unless the student’s personal circumstances make it 

reasonable that some assessments better reflect the standard at which they are 
performing.  For students whose evidence is inconsistent the average grade across 

the evidence will be awarded. 

-------------------------------------------------------------- 
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Subject: A Level Geography 

Rationale on Assessments used: 

Geography A Level students have completed the core specification in full, 

covering the six content areas outlined in the specification. As such, students are 

receiving a broad range of questions from these content areas, with all 

assessment objectives related to these being included. The only exception to this 

is the NEA, which is not being included in assessments. This is due to the fact 

that the Geography NEA focuses on students collecting and analysing fieldwork 

data. This data collection could not be completed in light of Covid-19 school trip 

and travel restrictions, and so the NEA has been omitted from the assessments 

used to determine grades.  Reasonable adjustments have been made for 

students with disabilities or SEND needs. 

 

Assessment grades considered: 

Invigilated, blind 

marked and 
moderated 

Invigilated 

assessment 

NEA (if 

appropriate) 

Subject common 

assessment/ 
Teacher 

assessment 

March 2021 
Assessment:  

Physical Topics: 
Water & Carbon 

Cycles, Coasts, 
Hazards 
Human Topics: 

Global Governance, 
Changing Places, 

Population & 
Environment 
(AO1, AO2, AO3 all 

examined) 
 

May 2021 
Assessment: 
Physical Topics: 

Water & Carbon 
Cycles, Coasts, 

Hazards 
Human Topics: 
Global Governance, 

Changing Places, 
Population & 

Environment 

September 
2020 Trial 

Exams: 
 

 
Paper 1: Water 
& Carbon 

Cycles, Coasts 
Paper 2: Global 

Governance, 
Changing 
Places 

(AO1, AO2, 
AO3 examined) 

NEA Cancelled - 
no fieldwork 

opportunities 

Remote tests Feb 
2021 

Paper 1: Water & 
Carbon, Coasts, 

Hazards 
Paper 2: Global 
Systems, Changing 

Places, Population & 
Environment 

 
2019-20 
Water & Carbon EoU 

test 
Global Systems EoU 

test 
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(AO1, AO2, AO3 all 
examined)  

 
Assessment Objectives included in the Specification which have not be 

attempted as part of the assessment data described above: 

• The following assessment objectives are NOT assessed as part of the 
contribution to teacher assessed grades: 

o AO3 (some elements only, those related to fieldwork)- investigate 
geographical issues and questions, interpret data. 

 
 

 

Ensuring Fair Treatment 

A range of evidence from across the course has been used. Exam board released 
materials were used for the May Blind marked and moderated assessments.  

Blind marking has been employed in the assessments in March and May as well 

as rigorous moderation processes.  These assessments and those throughout the 
course reflect the sorts of questions and tasks that students would normally 

undertake in preparation for the qualification. All NEA work has been marked by 
one member of staff and moderated by another. Therefore marks have been 
agreed by two teachers.  Students have been ranked by result and then 

moderated levels awarded, by applying the Grade Descriptors from JCQ. 

 

Objectivity – final grades are awarded by at least two members of staff in the 
subject area and most often the Subject/Faculty Leader and a class 

teacher.  These grades go through a process of quality assurance and agreement 
with the SLT line manager, Headteacher and ultimately CEO.  Teachers of 

individual students submit evidence and the school’s leaders award final grades. 

Awarding final Grade 

The grade that a student achieved most recently is likely to be more representative 
of student performance, although there may be exceptions.  We will make a 

holistic judgement for each student and their performance on a range of evidence, 
applying the Grade Descriptors from JCQ. When not the most recent grades 
achieved are not representative of student performance, we will make a 

holistic/best fit judgement  – the grade achieved most consistently (i.e. more often 
than not) will be awarded unless the student’s personal circumstances make it 

reasonable that some assessments better reflect the standard at which they are 
performing.  For students whose evidence is inconsistent the average grade across 
the evidence will be awarded. 

----------------------------------------------------------- 
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Subject: A Level Politics 

Rationale on Assessments used: 

A level politics students have covered all of the specification content for the 
following assessment areas: Government and politics of the UK; and 

Government and politics of the USA. In addition, they have covered the 
specification content for the first two core ideologies featured in the Political 

ideas element, which are liberalism and conservatism. The final element of 
assessment is comparative politics: Students will be prepared to answer 
questions comparing the constitutions of the UK and USA; and the executives of 

the UK and USA. 

The assessments used to determine grades have been chosen to ensure all of 
the specification elements covered (as outlined above) are included. In addition, 

the assessments used attempt to cover the content of both UK and US politics as 
evenly as possible. Finally, the intention is to test the full range of skills in the 

politics syllabus: Short 9 mark answers, 25 mark extract answers, 25 mark 
essay answers and 25 mark comparative answers. Therefore, with regards to the 
assessment objectives, AO1 Knowledge, AO2 Analysis and AO3 Evaluation are all 

covered extensively by the assessments used.  

Reasonable adjustments have been made for students with disabilities or SEND 

needs. 

 

 
Assessment grades considered: 

Invigilated, blind 
marked and 
moderated 

Invigilated 
assessment 

NEA (if 
appropriate) 

Subject common 
assessment/ 
Teacher 

assessment 

March 2021 

Assessment: 
9 markers- 

- UK Referendums 
- UK Political 
Parties 

- US Supreme 
Court 

25 mark extract- 
- UK Electoral 
Reform 

 
May 2021 

Assessment: 
9 markers- 
- US Constitution 

- US Executive 
- Conservatism 

September 2020 

Trial Exams 
Full A-Level Paper 

(Hybrid Paper 1 & 
Paper 2): 
 

9 markers- 
- UK Constitution  

- UK Judiciary  
- UK Electoral 
Systems 

25 mark extract- 
- US Constitution  

25 marker- 
- UK Parliament / 
Devolution  

N/A Remote Tests 

Feb 2021 
Paper 1: 

- UK Parties / PM 
25 marker 
(choice) 

Paper 2:  
- US Supreme 

Court 25 mark 
extract 
 

2020 
3 in-class 

(remote) 
assessments: 
- US Pressure 

Groups 9 marker 
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25 mark 

comparative Q- 
- Constitution / 
Executives 

(choice)   

- US Political 

Parties 9 marker 
- Liberalism 9 
marker 

 
Assessment Objectives included in the Specification which have not be 
attempted as part of the assessment data described above: 

• Whilst some content has not been covered by the students (some 

elements of the Political Ideas and comparative politics topics), ALL 
assessment objectives have been tested by the assessment data. 

 
Ensuring Fair Treatment 

A range of evidence from across the course has been used. Exam board released 
materials were used for the May Blind marked and moderated assessments.  

Blind marking has been employed in the assessments in March and May as well 

as rigorous moderation processes.  These assessments and those throughout the 
course reflect the sorts of questions and tasks that students would normally 

undertake in preparation for the qualification. All NEA work has been marked by 
one member of staff and moderated by another. Therefore marks have been 
agreed by two teachers.  Students have been ranked by result and then 

moderated levels awarded, by applying the Grade Descriptors from JCQ. 

 

Objectivity – final grades are awarded by at least two members of staff in the 
subject area and most often the Subject/Faculty Leader and a class 

teacher.  These grades go through a process of quality assurance and agreement 
with the SLT line manager, Headteacher and ultimately CEO.  Teachers of 

individual students submit evidence and the school’s leaders award final grades. 

Awarding final Grade 

The grade that a student achieved most recently is likely to be more representative 
of student performance, although there may be exceptions.  We will make a 

holistic judgement for each student and their performance on a range of evidence, 
applying the Grade Descriptors from JCQ.  When not the most recent grades 
achieved are not representative of student performance, we will make a 

holistic/best fit judgement  – the grade achieved most consistently (i.e. more often 
than not) will be awarded unless the student’s personal circumstances make it 

reasonable that some assessments better reflect the standard at which they are 
performing.  For students whose evidence is inconsistent the average grade across 
the evidence will be awarded. 

------------------------------------- 
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Subject: A Level Philosophy & Ethics 

Rationale on Assessments used: 

Students have covered the entirety of Components 2 (Philosophy of Religion) 

and 3 (Religion and Ethics). However, Component 1 (Buddhism) was impacted 

considerably by the lockdowns. With much of this component being taught 

online, and without the time to finish teaching this component, the decision was 

made to avoid using this content during invigilated assessments so as not to 

disadvantage the cohort. Moreover, students in Philosophy and Ethics were 

greatly impacted prior to the lockdown by issues of staffing. The fact that no 

data was available on students’ progress on one side of the course for the 

majority of Year 12, it was decided that students may complete additional 

optional timed practice questions on topics of individual choice across all three 

components that could be used to gain further evidence of their ability. All 

Assessment Objectives have been tested. Reasonable adjustments have been 

made for students with disabilities or SEND needs. 

 

 
Assessment grades considered: 

Invigilated, blind 

marked and 
moderated 

Invigilated 

assessment 

NEA (if 

appropriate) 

Subject common 

assessment/ 
Teacher 

assessment 

March 2021 
Assessment: 

Component 2: 
Philosophy of 
Religion - Theme 1 

DEF + Theme 2 
ABCDEF (AO2) 

Component 3: 
Religion and Ethics 
- Theme 2 ABF 

(AO2) 
 

May 2021 
Assessment: 

Component 2: 
Philosophy of 
Religion - Theme 3 

ABCDEF (AO1) 
Component 3: 

Religion and Ethics 
- Theme 3 DEF 
(AO1) 

Trial Exams 
Autumn 2020 

Component 2: 
Philosophy of 
Religion - Theme 4 

ABCDEF (AO1 and 
AO2) 

Component 3: 
Religion and Ethics 
- Theme 1 ABCDEF 

(AO1 and AO2)  

N/A Remote Tests Feb 
2021 

Component 2: 
Philosophy of 
Religion - Theme 1 

ABC + Theme 2 DEF 
(AO2) 

Component 3: 
Religion and Ethics - 
Theme 2 CDE (AO2) 

 
2019-20 

Timed practice 
questions: 

Component 1: 
Buddhism AO1 & 
AO2  

Component 2: 
Philosophy of 

Religion AO1 & AO2  
Component 3: 
Religion and Ethics 

AO1 & AO2   
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Assessment Objectives included in the Specification which have not be 
attempted as part of the assessment data described above: 

• Both AO1 (knowledge and understanding) and AO2 (application and 

evaluation) questions have been used as part of the assessment data. 

 
Ensuring Fair Treatment 

A range of evidence from across the course has been used. Exam board released 
materials were used for the May Blind marked and moderated assessments.  

Blind marking has been employed in the assessments in March and May as well 
as rigorous moderation processes.  These assessments and those throughout the 

course reflect the sorts of questions and tasks that students would normally 
undertake in preparation for the qualification. All NEA work has been marked by 

one member of staff and moderated by another. Therefore marks have been 
agreed by two teachers.  Students have been ranked by result and then 
moderated levels awarded, by applying the Grade Descriptors from JCQ. 

 

Objectivity – final grades are awarded by at least two members of staff in the 
subject area and most often the Subject/Faculty Leader and a class 

teacher.  These grades go through a process of quality assurance and agreement 
with the SLT line manager, Headteacher and ultimately CEO.  Teachers of 
individual students submit evidence and the school’s leaders award final grades. 

Awarding final Grade 

The grade that a student achieved most recently is likely to be more representative 
of student performance, although there may be exceptions.  We will make a 
holistic judgement for each student and their performance on a range of evidence, 

applying the Grade Descriptors from JCQ.  When not the most recent grades 
achieved are not representative of student performance, we will make a 

holistic/best fit judgement  – the grade achieved most consistently (i.e. more often 
than not) will be awarded unless the student’s personal circumstances make it 
reasonable that some assessments better reflect the standard at which they are 

performing.  For students whose evidence is inconsistent the average grade across 
the evidence will be awarded. 

---------------------------------------------------------- 
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Subject A Level Business  

Rationale on Assessments used: 

Assessment chosen are based on previous exam questions and have covered the 
types of questions the students would be given in an exam in paper 1, 2 and 3. 

They cover A01, A02, A03 and A04 criteria. The questions cover topics the 
students have been given over the two years of their course. The assessments 
chosen reflect the full range of questions that would appear in the exam papers. 

The assessments are from 1 marks questions to 24 mark questions; case studies 
have been used in some of the questions. The following areas have not 

been  taught due to closure/lockdown: (3.10.2-3.10.4) and (3.7.5 - 3.7.8).   

Reasonable adjustments have been made for students with disabilities or SEND 

needs. 

Assessment grades considered: 

Invigilated, blind 
marked and 

moderated 
assessments 

(2021) 

Invigilated 
assessments 

NEA (if 
appropriate) 

Subject common 
assessment/ 

Teacher 
assessment 

March 2021 
assessment - 3.1.2, 

3.2.3, 3.4.2, 3.5.2, 
3.2.1, 3.4.2, 3.7.2, 

3.2.1, 3.5.2, 3.9.4 - 
A01-A04 

May 2021 

assessment - 3.2.1, 
3.8.1, 3.4.3, 3.9.1, 

3.3.4, 3.6.3, 3.6.2 
and 3.7.2 - A01-A04 

  

  

  

  

Year 12 exam 
unit 1-6 A01-A04 

sat in Sep 2020 - 
100 mark total 

 n/a Perfect Pottery 
case study - 

27/4/20 - 25 
marks total- A01-

A04 

1st 3 week exam in 
Y13 - 3.8   36 

marks total (Nov 
2020)A01-A04 

 
2nd 3 week test - 
in Y13 - 3.8, 3.9.1, 

3.9.2  37 marks 
total (Dec 2020) - 

A01-A04 
 
3 week test 

January - 25 marks 
total  

3.7.2 (AO1-AO4)  
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Assessment Objectives included in the Specification which have not been 
attempted as part of the assessment data described above: 

All assessment objectives have been assessed: 

• AO1: Demonstrate knowledge of terms, concepts, theories, methods and 

models to show an understanding of how individuals and organisations are 
affected by and respond to business issues 

• AO2: Apply knowledge and understanding to various business contexts to 

show how individuals and organisations are affected by and respond to 
issues 

• AO3: Analyse issues within business, showing an understanding of the 
impact on individuals and organisations of external and internal influences 

• AO4: Evaluate quantitative and qualitative information to make informed 

judgements and propose evidence-based solutions to business issues  

Ensuring Fair Treatment 

A range of evidence from across the course has been used.  Exam board released 
materials have been used in the assessment grid above. 

Blind marking has been employed in the assessments in March and May as well 

as rigorous moderation processes.  These assessments and those throughout the 
course reflect the sorts of questions and tasks that students would normally 

undertake in preparation for the qualification. Moderation has taken place in 
Business, internally and externally in partnership with a third party local school – 

ranked students by result and then moderated levels awarded. Consistent Grade 
Descriptors as issued by JCQ have been applied to moderated work as part of the 
standardisation and moderation process. Exemplar material provided by the exam 

board has been taken into consideration as part of the moderation process.  

Objectivity – final grades are awarded by at least two members of staff in the 

subject area and most often the Subject/Faculty Leader and a class 
teacher.  These grades go through a process of quality assurance and agreement 
with the SLT line manager, Headteacher and ultimately CEO.  Teachers of 

individual students submit evidence and the school’s leaders award final grades. 

Awarding Final Grades 

The grade that a student achieved most recently is likely to be more representative 
of student performance, although there may be exceptions.  We will make a 
holistic judgement for each student and their performance on a range of evidence, 

applying the Grade Descriptors from JCQ.  Staff will make an appropriate or 
reasonable exercise of academic judgement for each student.   When not the most 

recent grades achieved are not representative of student performance, we will 
make a holistic/best fit judgement  – the grade achieved most consistently (i.e. 
more often than not) will be awarded unless the student’s personal circumstances 

make it reasonable that some assessments better reflect the standard at which 
they are performing.  For students whose evidence is inconsistent the average 

grade across the evidence will be awarded. 

----------------------------------------------------------------- 
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Subject: A Level Economics  

Rationale on Assessments used: 

Students have completed the A level economics course apart from labour 

economics and looking at the more synoptic element of course needed for Paper 
3.  

Assessments chosen are based on previous exam questions and have covered 

the types of questions the students would be given in an exam in paper 1 and 2. 
They cover A01, A02, A03 and A04 criteria. The questions cover topics the 
students have been given over the two years of their course. The students are 

not completing paper 3 (the synoptic paper) this is because due to the lockdown 
students have not had sufficient time to prepare fully for the synoptic paper. 

However the assessments chosen cover the assessment criteria including 
quantitative skills and range of questions that are usually found in the economics 
papers such as Section A, Section B 5, 8, 10, 12, 15 marks questions and 25 

mark essay questions. The chief examiner has also stated that missing this 
paper would not impact on the determination of students' performance.  

Reasonable adjustments have been made for students with disabilities or SEND 
needs. 

Assessment grades considered: 

Invigilated, blind 
marked and 
moderated 2021 

HC( High control) 

Invigilated 
assessment  

NEA (if 
appropriate) 

Subject common 
assessment/ 
Teacher Assessment 

• Blind marked 

and 
moderated 

Year 13 tests 
in March 
2021 

(A01,A02,A03 
and A04) 

• Blind marked 
and 
moderated 

Year 13 tests 
in May 2021 

(A01,A02,A03 
and A04)  

Year 12 Trial 

Exams  
Theme 1 

and Theme 
2 
(September 

2020) 
(A01,A02, 

A03 and 
A04) 

N/A   

 
• Feb 2021: Remote 

tests, MCQ and 
Data Response. 
Theme 3 and 

Theme 4  
AO1-AO4 

MC( Medium 
Control) 

 

 
• Jan 2021 remote 

tests: Theme 3, 
MCQ and Data 
Response  

A01-A04 
MC  

 
 

• March 19th 2020 
online submission: 



 

Page 46 of 54 
 

Micro economic 

Essay 
Evaluate the case 
for government 

provision of goods 
such as Flood 

Defence Schemes’ 
(A01-A04) 

 

 
• 28th April 2020: 

Poverty and 
Inequality 
Assessment, MCQ 

and data 
response,  A01-

A04 
LC ( Low control) 

 

 
• May 2020: 

Macroeconomic 
essay Fiscal Policy. 
Income tax, in 

2012, France 
announced its 

intention to 
increase its top 

rate of income tax 
from 
46.7% to 75%. 

Evaluate the likely 
macro-economic 

effects of such an 
increase in the 
marginal rate of 

income tax. A01-
A04 

(MC) 

 
Assessment Objectives included in the Specification which have not be 
attempted as part of the assessment data described above: 

None 

Ensuring Fair Treatment 

A range of evidence from across the course has been used.   

Blind marking has been employed in the assessments in March and May as well 

as rigorous moderation processes.  These assessments and those throughout the 
course reflect the sorts of questions and tasks that students would normally 

undertake in preparation for the qualification.  
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For moderation we ranked students by result and then moderated the levels 
awarded. Consistent Grade Boundaries have been applied to moderated work and 

have been taken from the most recent examination series Autumn series 2020. 
Consistent Grade Descriptors as issued by JCQ have been applied to moderated 

work as part of the standardisation and moderation process. Exemplar material 
provided by the exam board has been taken into consideration as part of the 
moderation process.  

Objectivity – final grades are awarded by at least two members of staff in the 
subject area and most often the Subject/Faculty Leader and a class 
teacher.  These grades go through a process of quality assurance and agreement 

with the SLT line manager, Headteacher and ultimately CEO.  Teachers of 
individual students submit evidence and the school’s leaders award final grades. 

External moderation has been carried out in partnership with economics teachers 

at two local schools.  

The economics teacher has attended recent CPD run by the Edexcel exam board 
about assessing students' work/teacher grades.  

 
Awarding final Grade 

The grade that a student achieved most recently is likely to be more representative 
of student performance, although there may be exceptions.  We will make a 

holistic judgement for each student and their performance on a range of evidence, 
applying the Grade Descriptors from JCQ.  Staff will make an appropriate or 

reasonable exercise of academic judgement for each student.   When not the most 
recent grades achieved are not representative of student performance, we will 

make a holistic/best fit judgement  – the grade achieved most consistently (i.e. 
more often than not) will be awarded unless the student’s personal circumstances 
make it reasonable that some assessments better reflect the standard at which 

they are performing.  For students whose evidence is inconsistent the average 
grade across the evidence will be awarded. 

---------------------------------------------------------------- 

 

 

Subject: A-level History 

Rationale on Assessments used: 

A-level history students have been taught the whole of the specification content 

for units 1 and 2, and about two-thirds for unit 3. With regards to the written 

examinations assessment objectives 1 and 2 have been tested. Section C for 

unit 3 (AO1) was not assessed as this is thematic and the specification content 

had not been sufficiently covered. Section C for unit 1 (AO3) was not assessed 

as students had only had one previous opportunity to practise this unique essay 

style. The NEA has been assessed using the ordinary criteria, however the level 

of completion of the piece may be shorter for some students due to school 

closure, as they had limited access to resources. Students have been assessed 
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on what they have completed as evidence. This reflects the fact that students 

have not had the same amount of resources available to them to work on their 

answer due to school closure. Reasonable adjustments have been made for 

students with disabilities or SEND needs. 

 

Assessment grades considered: 

Invigilated, 

blind marked 

and moderated 

(2021) 

Invigilated 

assessments 

NEA (if 

appropriate) 

Subject 

common 

assessment/ 

Teacher 

assessment 

Year 13 tests in 

March 2021. 

Paper 1: Section 

A/B (AO1) and 

Paper 3: Section 

B (AO1) 

 

Year 13 tests in 

May 2021. Paper 

2: Section A 

(AO1/AO2) 

 

 

 

 

 

September tests 

2020. Paper 1: 

Section A/B 

(AO1). Paper 2: 

Section B (AO2). 

 

March/May tests 

done in school but 

after the 

scheduled 

timetable and the 

work of students 

who completed 

work at home in 

isolation. 

 

Individual 

coursework 

(AO1/3) 

Atlee essay 

(Paper 1)  (AO1) 

 

Women essay 

(Paper 1) (AO1) 

 

Cultural challenge 

sources essay 

(Paper 2) (AO2)  

(AO1) 

 

New Frontier 

essay (Paper 2)  

(AO1) 

 

East Anglia essay 

(Paper 3)  (AO1) 

 

Pendle source 

essay (Paper 3)  

(AO1) (AO2) 

 

February 2021 

tests. Paper 1: 

Section A/B 

(AO1). Paper 3: 

Section B (AO1) 
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March/May tests 

done at home 

 

Assessment Objectives included in the Specification which have not been 

attempted as part of the assessment data described above: 

All assessment objectives have been assessed. 

AO1: Demonstrate, organise and communicate knowledge and understanding to 

analyse and evaluate the key features related to the periods studied, making 

substantiated judgements and exploring concepts, as relevant, of cause, 

consequence, change, continuity, similarity, difference and significance. 

AO2: Analyse and evaluate appropriate source material, primary and/or 

contemporary to the period, within its historical context. 

AO3: Analyse and evaluate, in relation to the historical context, different ways in 

which aspects of the past have been interpreted. 

Ensuring Fair Treatment 

A range of evidence from across the course has been used. Exam board released 

materials have been used in the assessment grid above. 

Blind marking has been employed in the assessments in March and May as well 

as rigorous moderation processes.  These assessments and those throughout the 

course reflect the sorts of questions and tasks that students would normally 

undertake in preparation for the qualification and in most cases were taken from 

specimen and past exam papers. A selection of marked papers have been 

moderated by another teacher. Different teachers moderated others from the 

March to May assessments. Students were also ranked by result and then 

moderated levels awarded. Consistent Grade Descriptors as issued by JCQ have 

been applied to moderated work as part of the standardisation and moderation 

process. Consistent Grade Boundaries have been applied to moderated work and 

have been taken from the most recent examination series Autumn series 2020. 

All NEA work has been marked by one member of staff and a selection has been 

moderated by another, including the highest and lowest scoring. Grade boundaries 

for NEA are not available for 2020, so the 2019 boundaries have been applied. 

Exemplar materials produced by the exam boards have been used as guidance on 

grade boundaries. 

Objectivity – final grades are awarded by at least two members of staff in the 

subject area and most often the Faculty Leader and a class teacher.  These grades 

go through a process of quality assurance and agreement with the SLT line 

manager, Headteacher and ultimately CEO.  Teachers of individual students 

submit evidence and the school’s leaders award final grades. 

 

Awarding final Grade 
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The grade that a student achieved most recently is likely to be more representative 

of student performance, although there may be exceptions.  We will make a 

holistic judgement for each student and their performance on a range of evidence 

applying the Grade Descriptors from JCQ.  Staff will make an appropriate or 

reasonable exercise of academic judgement for each student.   When the most 

recent grades achieved are not representative of student performance, we will 

make a holistic/best fit judgement  – the grade achieved most consistently (i.e. 

more often than not) will be awarded unless the student’s personal circumstances 

make it reasonable that some assessments better reflect the standard at which 

they are performing.  For students whose evidence is inconsistent the average 

grade across the evidence will be awarded. 

---------------------------------------------------------------- 
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Subject:  A level Psychology 

Rationale on Assessments used: 

A level psychology students have covered the whole of the specification content 
with the exception of approximately 60% of the final unit, ‘aggression’ and for 

three of the four Yr13 classes, also either the final one or final two lessons for 
the ‘schizophrenia’ unit.  One class (13A1) has completed the ‘schizophrenia’ 
unit. Both the ‘aggression’ and ‘schizophrenia’ units fall within the Yr13 

psychology option pools meaning that they are not integral to the A level as 
centres have the flexibility to select alternative units from both pools.  

For the current assessments students have been assessed on all eight of the 

compulsory course units covering both years of the A level course, as listed 
below. Students have been assessed on work completed at different stages of 

the course in order to best reflect capability both before and after the remote 
teaching period and students have only been assessed on topics delivered and 
later also reviewed in lessons by class teachers: 

 
 

1. Social influence 

2. Attachment 
3. Biopsychology 

4. Research methods 
5. Memory 

6. Psychopathology 
7. Approaches 
8. Issues and debates   

 

Reasonable adjustments have been made for students with disabilities or SEND 

needs. 

Assessment grades considered: 

Invigilated, 

blind marked 
and 

moderated 
assessments 

(2021) 

Invigilated 

assessments 
NEA (if 

appropriate) 
Subject common 

assessment/ 

Teacher assessment 
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• Blind 
marked, 

invigilated 
and 

moderated 
Year 13 
assessment 

in March 
2021 (AO1, 

AO2 and 
AO3) 

 

 

• Blind 

marked, 
invigilated 
and 

moderated 
Year 13 

assessment 
in May 2021 

(AO1, AO2 
and AO3) 

 

  

  

  

  

• Year 13 trial 
examination 

(all eight 
compulsory 

units) in 
September 
2020 (AO1, 

AO2 and 
AO3) 

 N/a for A 
level 

psychology 

Remote 50 Minute Tests 1 
and 2 - centrally 

controlled through the 
school w/b 22/02/2021. 

AO1/AO2/AO3 all 
assessed.  Section A - 
Social influence (4 marks 

worth of SAQs and one 16 
mark essay); Section B - 

Attachment (4 marks 
worth of SAQs and one 16 
mark essay); Section C - 

Biopsychology (8 marks 
worth of SAQs and one 8 

mark essay); Section D - 
Research methods (12 
marks worth of SAQs and 

one design a study 
extended response 

question worth 12 
marks). 

 
 

Yr12 Checkpoint Test 4 

-  sat in school under 
controlled lesson 

conditions w/b 
27/01/2020. 
AO1/AO2/AO3 all 

assessed.  Section A - 
Attachment (28 marks 

worth of short answer 
questions (SAQs); Section 
B - Research methods (3 

marks worth of SAQs); 
Section C - Social 

influence (16 mark 
essay). 

     

Yr12 Checkpoint Test 6 - 
sat remotely w/b 

18/05/2020 but timed 
sections and closely 
monitored/controlled 

throughout for 
authenticity. 

AO1/AO2/AO3 all 
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assessed.  Section A - 
Memory and 

Psychopathology (20 
evenly split MCQs); 

Section B - Research 
methods (design a study 
extended response 

question worth 12 
marks). 

    

Yr13 Checkpoint Test 1 
-  sat in school under 

controlled lesson 
conditions w/b 

16/11/2020. 
AO1/AO2/AO3 all 
assessed.  Sections A - F: 

48 MCQs covering 
Relationships, Memory, 

Psychopathology, 
Approaches, 

Biopsychology and Issues 
and debates; Section G - 
Research methods 

(design a study extended 
response question worth 

12 marks). 

    

Yr13 Checkpoint Test 2 - 

sat remotely w/b 
18/01/2021 but timed 

during lesson to enhance 
authenticity. 
AO1/AO2/AO3 all 

assessed.  Section A - 
Relationships (10 marks 

of MCQs); Section B - 
Biopsychology (10 marks 
of MCQs); Section C - 

Schizophrenia (5 marks of 
MCQs);  Section D - 

Aggression (5 marks of 
MCQs).   
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Assessment Objectives included in the Specification which have not be 
attempted as part of the assessment data described above: 

All assessment objectives (AOs) have been assessed as all three (AO1/AO2/AO3) 
are integral to the A level psychology course from the outset. The AOs have 

been tested using a variety of the psychology A level command words and the 
full range of question types that would be found across the usual three A level 
examination papers.  

  

Ensuring Fair Treatment 

A range of evidence from across the course has been used. Exam board released 
materials have been used in the assessment grid above. 

Blind marking has been employed in the assessments in March and May as well 

as rigorous moderation processes.  These assessments and those throughout the 
course reflect the types of questions and tasks that students would normally 
undertake in preparation for the qualification and in most cases were taken from 

specimen and past exam papers. A selection of marked papers has been 
moderated by at least one other teacher - in some cases by two other teachers, 

for reliability purposes. Students were also ranked by result and then moderated 
levels awarded. Consistent Grade Descriptors as issued by JCQ have been applied 
to moderated work as part of the standardisation and moderation process.. 

Exemplar materials produced by the exam boards have been used as guidance on 
grade boundaries. 

Objectivity – final grades have been awarded by at least two members of staff in 

the subject area, in all cases the Subject Leader and a class teacher.  These grades 
have gone through a process of quality assurance and agreement with the Faculty 
Leader, SLT line manager, Headteacher and ultimately CEO. Teachers of individual 

students have submitted evidence and the school’s leaders have awarded final 
grades. 

 

Awarding Final Grades 

The grade that a student achieved most recently is likely to be more representative 

of student performance, although there may be exceptions.  We will make a 
holistic judgement for each student and their performance on a range of evidence, 

applying the Grade Descriptors from JCQ.  Staff will make an appropriate or 
reasonable exercise of academic judgement for each student.   When not the most 
recent grades achieved are not representative of student performance, we will 

make a holistic/best fit judgement  – the grade achieved most consistently (i.e. 
more often than not) will be awarded unless the student’s personal circumstances 

make it reasonable that some assessments better reflect the standard at which 
they are performing.  For students whose evidence is inconsistent the average 
grade across the evidence will be awarded. 

 


