GCSE Geography Pilot – Short Course (2389/01)

Coursework Report to Centres Summer 2004 

This pilot GCSE has been a steep learning curve for all concerned.  It is to the credit of all those involved, both staff and candidates, that this report is able to identify some excellent practice and provide some positive feedback for future cohorts.

The coursework submitted by Centres spanned the full mark range and displayed some innovative and very successful approaches, reflecting well the spirit and ethos of the new course.  The majority of the work submitted was appropriate, as was the application of the Assessment Objectives.

The specification encourages a range of presentation formats ‘including presentations, poems, posters, video, oral, reflective journals, thinking skills tasks, fieldwork data collection sheets, research tasks, group work reports, extended writing, cartoons.’
  There was a wide range of tasks submitted, ranging from video evidence and PowerPoint presentations to more traditional written tasks.  As staff become more familiar and confident with the new specification it is likely that that a more comprehensive range of approaches will be seen both between and, indeed within, Centres.

It was most useful to have sight of the pupil instruction sheets for each of the coursework pieces.  This enabled the Moderator to fully understand the context of the work and allowed the moderation process to run smoothly.  All Centres are to be encouraged to include these with their sample in future years.

The specification states that ‘candidates should complete three pieces of internally assessed work.  Each piece of work should relate to one of the three themes of the specification and should be an integral part of the teaching 

programme.’
  All centres adhered to these instructions, although some candidates completed more than one piece for some of the themes.  There is no real problem with candidates working in this way, but ‘where more than one piece of work is completed, candidates and teachers should select one item from each theme in the short course for inclusion in the portfolio.’

The topic areas that were covered reflected the interests of staff and candidates alike.  The data collection tended to be carried out within Theme 1, although some evidence of successful work within Theme 3 was also evident.  It is very important when carrying out group investigations that the work of an individual candidate is clearly defined from that of the rest of the group, particularly if access to the higher bands of AO2 and AO3 are to be realised.  Some candidates wrote up group investigations in an almost identical manner which consequently made it very difficult for them to achieve the higher mark bands.  However, there was evidence of some excellent coursework where candidates displayed their initiative very effectively.  This was particularly so in the production of individual questionnaires or data collection sheets and this is to be encouraged.

It is useful if one of the three pieces of work allowed candidates to clearly display their knowledge.  Centres that encouraged their candidates to carry out a detailed analysis of an extreme environment or a topical local issue, for example, had little problem in awarding top band marks in AO1.  It is worth noting that sharing the general slant of the Assessment Objectives with candidates may help them to focus their own mind when completing their work.  This can then allow them to improve their overall performance.

Centres generally marked the work accurately, although there was some problematic over-marking of analysis in AO3(i).  In order to access the higher mark band candidates must display skills, approaches and techniques that are more complex.  It is this one word that should help Centres discriminate between candidates.  The use of basic, one-sentence descriptive comment does not constitute the required complexity, and equally it is difficult to give maximum credit for work that has quite obviously been very closely guided by staff.  Candidates need to be given the opportunity to select their own approaches, process the geography, and then evaluate their findings and methods; it is helpful if this is clearly communicated in their work.  The use of statistical analysis is beneficial here, but it is not an essential element to achieve the highest marks.  A few candidates included information that had been indiscriminately taken from the Internet; credit can only be given if the geography is then utilised in some way.  

Most candidates presented their work in a form that suited its purpose, and as stated earlier it is hoped that with greater expertise that this will continue to develop in future cohorts.  

Where more that one teacher is involved in the assessment process it is vital that internal moderation is carried out.    This was evident in the majority of Centres, but it should be agreed practice in all.  Such a process can help to avoid the need for mark adjustments by the moderator.  Equally, all marks awarded by staff are subject to the moderation process, so it is not advisable to share these with students prior to results.

Administratively the moderation process ran very smoothly.  However, there were some common errors, namely:

· Sending incorrect MS1 documentation to the Moderator.  The top copy should go to Cambridge, the middle copy to the Moderator and the yellow, bottom copy is retained by the Centre.

· Arithmetical errors when adding up candidate marks or when transposing them between the work and the MS1.

· Entering Zero or Absent on the MS1.  Zero means that work has been submitted but has no geographical value, whereas absent means that the candidate has submitted no work.

The first moderation process for this GCSE has produced some very promising results.  Centres, and candidates, are to be congratulated for the manner in which they have embraced this new approach to Geography.  Centres should take encouragement from this and aim to develop their approaches so that future candidates at least maintain the standard set this year.

Justin Woolliscroft  23 July 2004
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