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ENGLISH AS A SECOND LANGUAGE

Papers 0510/01 and 0510/02
Reading and Writing
(Core and Extended)

General comments

The majority of the candidates seemed to have responded well to the papers and found the tasks well within
their capabilities. Weaker candidates did not always complete the paper, with Exercises 4, 5, 6 and 7 being
omitted. However, with the inception of the new format papers, many more candidates are managing their
time well and completing the paper, completing exercises in full and obeying the rubric requirements.
Unfortunately, a number of candidates still failed to read the questions carefully, particularly with respect to
interrogatives - What? Why? How? - this caused some confusion to weaker candidates.

In weaker centres low scores only were achieved, but across the whole cohort the marks ranged widely. A
lot of candidates struggled with the rigours of the Extended tier and may have been better entered for Core
tier. There was also a significant minority who were very able and coped extremely well, almost at first
language level.

Punctuation is weak in many centres and poor spelling has denied candidates marks this session,
particularly in Exercise 1 and Exercise 3. Handwriting is still a concern from certain centres. Handwriting
which is not clear or legible will result in lower marks if the Examiners are unable to understand what is being
conveyed. Clear handwriting and good presentation aid effective communication.

Candidates from most centres seemed to have been well prepared for the updated version of
Reading/Writing papers, and candidates appeared to know what was expected of them, even if, in the stress
of the test itself, they did not perform as they would have wished.

Some candidates are still ignoring the instruction not to write in the Examiner's margin, which makes the
Examiners’ work more difficult. There are usually blank pages for candidates to use if they run out of space.

Exercise 1: Keep Your Car Alive

This was a very accessible first exercise with most candidates gaining some marks. Questions (a), (d) and
(9) (i) (Extended) were the most frequently correct answers.

Question (a) Almost always answered correctly by the majority even if spelling was sometimes incorrect
(this was not penalised). Most wrote a sentence lifting from the text.

Question (b) Many achieved the mark here but some candidates omitted the second part of the answer
‘trying to protect’.

Question (c) Many wrote about the leather ‘cracking’ which was incorrect. Other candidates correctly
answered the question.

Question (d) ‘Brake gently’ was the most frequent of the answers given. Some candidates lost the mark by
misspelling ‘break’.

Question (e) Some candidates mentioned the oil sitting at the bottom of the engine, others correctly
identified one of the options in the mark scheme.

Question (f) This posed a problems for a number of candidates. Many re-iterated the idea of oil sitting at the
bottom of the engine or, if they did correctly identify rust as the problem, they failed to relate it correctly to the
question being asked.
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Question (g) (Extended only). Better candidates mentioned that the problem was with tyres in bad condition
and nearly all identified the danger connected to this. Some did identify the fact that there would be
increased fuel usage but wrong answers just mentioned extra costs without explaining how these would be
caused.

Exercise 2: Snakes

Most candidates found this exercise more challenging than the previous one. The most able did well and
dealt with the questions effectively but weaker candidates struggled with the text, the graph and the
questions. The additional Extended level questions were quite challenging and discriminated well.

Question (a) Many candidates got the right answer. A few candidates wrote 'to play music to cobras to
make small children rise out of baskets', indicating that either the candidates did not understand the question
or did not check their answers.

Question (b) Again this was challenging for some who wrote incorrectly about the snake charmers’ lack of
ability to attract crowds or that they were finding it difficult to live.

Question (c) A number of candidates failed to realise that the question included the word, ‘originally’ and
therefore answered with Salenager rather than Bengal. Those who had read the question carefully did get it
right.

Question (d) A lot of candidates had difficulties finding the correct information on the graph and instead
answered from the text, giving a meaningless lift, ‘the profession of wildlife television programmes and films’.
There were some odd spellings of ‘experts’ even though it appeared in the stimulus.

Question (e) A comparison was rarely made. Expression such as ‘600 rupees more’ often appeared. In the
Core paper many candidates did not read the question properly and gave answers which referred to the last
40 or 20 years. Others gave a list of numbers (some correct and some incorrect) without qualifying what they
were.

Question (f) Most candidates identified the right information but often repeated the same idea in two
different ways, thereby losing one mark.

Question (g) Generally well answered, with candidates giving a variety of correct answers from the mark
scheme options.

Question (h) Weaker candidates were unable to spot the 'negative' attitude of the snake charmers and
some responded with the attitude of the younger generation instead.

Question (i) (Extended only) Weaker candidates were unable to find four details and tended to repeat
material in previous questions. Stronger candidates did manage to find some points but only a few gained
full marks.

Exercise 3: Charity work application (Extended)

Performance on the form-filling exercise was uneven with some candidates doing very well and others
making careless mistakes or not understanding precise requirements. More preparation needs to be done to
encourage candidates to read the instructions very carefully. This is not a difficult exercise per se but there is
much room for improvement.





























