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Comprehension

General comments

The changes to this paper were relatively minor but it is to be

hoped that the variety provided by the introduction of two passages was

appreciated by the candidates. The extra ten minutes allowed this year

certainly seem to have given candidates plenty of time for both passages and only a very small minority failed to complete the paper. Question 13, the vocabulary question, was a little less well done than usual, particularly by the strongest candidates, but this was probably due more to the testing nature of some of the words selected rather than the lack of choice provided this year. Of the other question,1(a) and 10(b ), which both required the selection of specific words , proved to be relatively straightforward, as did Questions 3 and 7, which could be answered by judicious lifting from the text. Inferential question such as 1 (b), 9 and 12 were probably the most demanding and only the strongest candidates scored full marks here. 'Own word' questions - 2 and 5 - were generally well answered this apart from the second part of Question 2, as noted below. Question 14 was handled relatively well by the majority of candidates and very few scored fewer than half the marks available for content. The vast majority made some effort to write in their own words and fewer exhibited a high level of stylistic skills: their mastery of sentence structure, linking devices and precise use of original vocabulary made 
their answers a pleasure to read.
Comments on specific questions

Passage A

Question 1

(a) No candidates offered more than one word than here and the

vast majority correctly selected the word' boasts' to that the

computers 'seem proud of what they can do'. A few lost the mark

by careless copying - 'boast' - and even fewer suggested'

amazingly' as the right answer.

(b) The requirement here was to realize that the 'mountain top'

image stresses that remoteness is no obstacle. Answers which

implied distance or isolation, such as 'no matter how faraway, or

remote, we are' were rewarded. The many answers which

suggested merely that technology had made it possible to log on

'wherever we are' were concentrating on the universality of

technology rather than the inaccessibility of mountains, and lost

the mark accordingly. 'Rural' and 'deserted' were common

incorrect attempts to describe inaccessible areas.

Question 2

In this, the first answer where ' own words' are called for, most candidates

realised that 'consequence' and 'contemplate' were the words that required

substitution. While the majority coped with consequence - suggesting '

result' , 'outcome' or effect ' -- 'contemplate' ('consider' or, more simply

'think about') defeated many, who often rendered it as 'happen' or similar;

many answers were along these line: 'a result that they do not wish often to

experience ', which would have scored just one of the two marks on offer.

Question 3

This was a reasonably straightforward question which could be answered

most simply by lifting 24 - ' the efficiency of their work suffers' - but more

expensive answers such as ' in trying to do too much at once they get things

wrong' were also acceptable. Another commonly correct answer suggested

that ' they were unable successfully to do several thing at a time'; those who

omitted the word ' successfully' failed to score the mark here. Incorrect

answers typically merely defined 'multi - tasking' , without going on to

analyse its results.

Question 4

In this quest ion, candidates were required to weigh up and analyse line 24 27

and gauge the author' s distrust of over ... quick responses. Correct

answers included 'he mistrusts answers which are too quick because they

lack carefully thought ' and 'he thinks students who answers too quickly are

liable to be wrong' or ' are not necessarily intelligent ' . Answers which stated

baldy that these students were wrong or were 'not intelligent' , without the

qualification, failed to score here, as did those who merely lined lines 24 25

(' Speed of thinking . is often confused with intelligence itself' ) without

bringing out the ;criticism' which the author is making A few candidates

thought' , erroneously, that those who answered quickly were either arrogant

or that they simply pretended to know the answer when, in fact, they did not.

An even smaller number thought that these students used a computer to

obtain the right answer quickly.

The three key ideas lie in lines 33- 34. It is the 'gentler pace' and 'familiar

pattern' which make our ancestors' lives seems attractive, together with lack

of 'multi-tasking ' , and candidates could select any two of these three ideas

to score full marks here. However, they were required to use their own

words, and sizeable minority lost marks by relying on 'pace' and ' pattern ' in

their answers. The best responses showed an understanding of the fact that

life was calmer or less hurried and had a fixed order or routine. Most of

those who selected the 'multi - tasking' option offered the correct

interpretation, that our ancestors were able to concentrate on one thing at a time.

Question 6

This question required very careful reading and therefore proved to be rather

testing. Answers were divided between those who appreciated that ' shaving'

implied 'only a little' and those who assumed that journeys by car must, by

definition, shave a lot of time. The best answers stated succinctly that the

time saved was so small as to be almost insignificant while a few lost the

mark by including material from earlier in the sentence and comparing the

speed of cars with that of 'ultra - fast, supersonic passenger aeroplanes. '

Passage B

Questions 7

Most candidates recognized that it was Zang' s powerful build which made

the coach think that he was a 'promising athlete' , However, a sizeable

number went on to add that he could be ' ruthless' or 'determined to win by

any means, foul or fair' , which lost them the mark. It is clear from the word

'but' which follows, and the fact that he 'needed a lesson' , that these

characteristics represented a liability rather than a mark of potential.

Question 8

The essence of the coach ' s lesson is the foul by Chris in retaliation Zang's

attempted foul. A surprising number of candidates simply said that Chris

fouled Zang stopped him winning the race. The best answers were short and

to the point: 'Chris elbowed Zang in the stomach for fouling him first' or 'he

retaliated to Zang' s foul by elbowing him in the stomach ' .

Question 9

The first mark available for this question could be earned either by pointing

out Zang' s realization of why he had been taught a lesson or his shame at his

actions . and most candidates scored here. The second mark proved rather

more difficult to attain; it required a description of what those actions were:

i.e. he had tried to foul Chris first or he always been the one who committed

fouls. Too many answers were too vague, referring to Zang 's ' reactions',

'mistakes' or 'cheating', thus failing to score, while a significant number

thought, quite wrongly, that he was sorry he had not won, or that he realized

that he had disappointed his coach and might therefore not be selected to run

in future.

Question 10
(a) The words which led the coach to fear that Zang was once again

in the grip of his 'destructive demon ' were mostly correctly identified as ' frenzied energy' as the two words, although the question wording clearly asked for two separate words, while a small number offered ' victory as one of the words.

(b) The key elements in the first part of this answer focus on Zang's Speed, which was too fast to take the bend safely, while the mark could be earned by pointing out another contributory factor – that he was on the outside of the track at this point, which made his speed potentially even more dangerous. A failure to mention the bend, which was clearly crucial, denied candidates both marks for this question, thus penalizing those who merely copied the words

'were going too fast to take it safely' . A minority of candidates believed that Zang had run outside the track rather than on the outside of it.

Question 11

It was the suddenness or speed of Zang' s reactions which was suggested by

'jerked back ' , as the vast majority of candidates recognized. Incorrect

answers offered 'Zang remembered the lesson which coach had taught him'

or something while he was running'. without recognising the abruptness

inherent in the words.

Question 12

This question was generally not well answered, partly because the force of

the words 'explain fully' were too often not appreciated. They required

candidates to weigh up, in the first instance , what it was that Zang did to

achieve ' victory over himself i.e. he made sure he did not foul his opponent,

and then go on to explain what made this ' especially creditable' . This could

be done in one of two ways, either by pointing out that he could have lost the

race or by a reference to his overcoming the desire to win at all costs. Many

candidates lost marks here by simply writing that he had overcome his

demons' , without explaining what these ' demons' were, and others lost

precision in referring to 'cheating' and ' fair play' rather than identifying

Zang's ruthlessness or his propensity to commit a foul on another runner in

order to win.

Question 13

This vocabulary question was rather different in that, while candidates were,

as usual, required to give synonyms for five words selected from the text,

this year they were given no choice. While most were happy that ' Impact meant 'effect' or 'influence', 'banished' meant 'eliminated' or ' removed' and

'angle' meant 'point of view' or 'perspective', the other two words caused

considerable more difficulty. 'Primitive' was often taken, incorrectly, to

mean 'backward' or 'traditional' instead of 'basic' or 'simple' and very few

understood the significance of 'effectively'. Only the very ablest candidates

score full marks for this question.

Question 14

Candidates were required to summarise the ways in which technology has

brought disadvantages and advantages to people's working lives and

behaviour, and the majority of candidates scored reasonably well here. Most

candidates achieved the required one hundred and fifty words with a mere

handful dropping below one hundred.

The passage advance in clear staged and most candidates understood how

the groups of ideas were linked logically. The disadvantages are all clearly

described in paragraphs 3,4, and 5 apart from the pollution cause by the

motor car, which appears in paragraph 7. Almost all candidates realized that

the hurry and impatience we experience in our lives are disadvantages, and

they then went on to score further points by giving examples of some of the

cause of the causes of our impatience ~ the slowness of lift. Doors to open

and of computers to access the internet. The majority also understood that

'speed' also affected our clothing, in that we desired to dress so that we

could achieve the 'right look' in the shortest possible time, although some

wasted valuable words describing the clothes in considerable detail.

Paragraph 4 went on to explain how our obsession with time- saving leads us

to act computers in attempting to perform several tasks at the same time and

most candidates saw the disadvantage inherent here, that our efficiency is

damaged. Those who merely wrote of our efficiency's being 'affected' lost

the mark for this point. Most candidates appeared to understand that those

who think fast are too often credited with an intelligence they may not

possess. In paragraph 5, we are told that we have not really benefited from

the time saved because we have become incapable of relaxing properly, a

point clearly understood by the majority, but only a very few candidates saw

that the loss of our imaginative faculties was a further disadvantage.

The advantages were, on the whole, less clearly understood. In the work of

some the weaker candidates a certain amount of irrelevant description of the

relative simplicity of our ancestors' lives sometimes intruded at this stage,

and they then tended to jump to the end of paragraph 6, often quoting

verbatim the last sentence ; 'Modem machinery has freed people from that

primitive existence '. Patently, without some description of the farmers' lack

of technology, this point made no sense and was not rewarded. The very best

candidates wrote ' in releasing them from working with their hands, or with

primitive tools, modem technology had made their lives much easier ', gaining all three content marks available here. In paragraph 7, it was evident that some candidates failed to understand 'tedious', saying simply that work in factories was 'easier'. but most score a mark for pointing out that machines had taken over the boring, monotonous task hitherto performed by human beings. Many of the weaker candidates resorted to copying 'dull, repetitive tasks' here, without attempting to find their own words to describe them. Those who then went on to quote further - ' the computer... has brought major advantages in printing processes' scored no mark here for this generalization because it was the speed of printing which was the point here and lack of physical work involved. Those who merely referred to 'printing machines' rather than 'computer printers' also denied themselves the mark since printing is not a modern phenomenon but has been in existence since the late Middle Ages. The final advantage mentioned in this paragraph refers to the way the motor car has improved journeys by road, and many candidates also picked up a mark at this point for the innate disadvantage of the motor car - its contribution to pollution . The very best candidates included this, more appositely, with their list of technology's disadvantages. Those who, in an attempt to avoid using the word 'car' used 'vehicle ' instead, lost the mark for precision; 'motor vehicle ' permissible.

Most candidates made some attempt to use their own words a significant number managed this very effectively. Occasionally an attempt to substitute a text word produced unfortunate results such as: ' speed of thinking is befuddled (confused) with intelligence' and the madness (obsession) with saving time'. Idiomatic expressions were very well applied, e.g. ' they no longer let their imagination run wild' , 'gone are the days.. ." and words such as 'simultaneously' had clearly been understood. In general, spelling, punctuation and syntax were accurate - although there was some careless copying in evidence, especially 'motor car', 'modern' and 'repetitive '.

Where were weaknesses these were often associated with agreements between subject and verb, e.g. 'work in factories are’, 'machinery have ..’ and also of tenses. As the passage is referring to the current state of affairs, it was written largely in the present tense. However, some of the less able candidates employed the past tents throughout while others continued with the present tense even when referring to the lives of our ancestors. Other errors occurred where prepositions were used incorrectly e.g. 'cars were demanding for more roads' and they were obsessed in or of saving time.
