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Achievement Achievement with Merit Achievement with Excellence
Analyse specified aspect(s) of studied 
visual or oral text(s), supported by 
evidence.

Analyse specified aspect(s) of studied 
visual or oral text(s) convincingly, 
supported by evidence.

Analyse specified aspect(s) of studied 
visual or oral text(s) perceptively, 
supported by evidence.

Check that the National Student Number (NSN) on your admission slip is the same as the number at the 
top of this page.

You should answer ONE of the essay questions in this booklet.

Check that this booklet has pages 2–12 in the correct order and that none of these pages is blank.

YOU MUST HAND THIS BOOKLET TO THE SUPERVISOR AT THE END OF THE EXAMINATION.
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TOTAL

Excellence

E7

No part of the candidate evidence in this exemplar material 

may be presented in an external assessment for the purpose 

of gaining credits towards an NCEA qualification.









  

Excellence exemplar 2016 

Subject: English Standard: 91099 Total score: E7 

Q 
Grade 
score 

Annotation 

5 E7 

The candidate sees the character (Imortan Joe) as part of a wider 
regime, and analyses the negative side of Imortan Joe and the impact 
of the regime on society as evidence of that negative side of his 
character. (The question in fact allows more than one character and 
markers accepted wide definition of that.)  

All the examples are linked to show the negative impact is objectifying 
people and not treating people as individuals. This is in fact a more 
sophisticated argument than many made in response to this question – 
the candidate could have chosen more obvious features of 
characterisation (costume, dialogue), but has worked with more subtle 
examples. 

The last paragraph is a bit clunky and doesn’t finish the argument well, 
but the response as a whole is a solid Excellence. Where the candidate 
does particularly well is in the “engagement with the text”, showing 
insight into the purpose and crafting of the text. 

 


