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INTRODUCTION 

 

This booklet contains a selection of candidates’ examination scripts submitted for the November 2003 AS and A 
Level Urdu examination. The aim of the booklet is to show teachers how Paper 2, Reading and Writing, is 
marked.  Teachers should note that marks on the scripts are raw marks and not percentages. 

 

 

 

PAPER 2: READING AND WRITING 

 

Two passages in Urdu are set which deal with related themes. 
 
Candidates are expected to answer specific and general comprehension questions; and to respond to a task 
requiring summary/comparison of issues raised in both passages.  Urdu is used for all questions and answers. 
 
Passages are chosen which were written during the last twenty years, and reflect the international scene: 
 

• the two passages taken together do not exceed 750 words 
 

• on the first passage, the first two tests (5 marks each) are concerned with vocabulary recognition and 
grammatical manipulation; there is then a series of comprehension questions (15 marks for content; 5 
for quality of language) 

 

• on the second passage, there are comprehension questions (15 marks for content; 5 for quality of 
language) 

 

• the last question requires candidates to write about 140 words drawing information from both passages 
and adding their own opinions (10 marks for items drawn from the texts; 5 for personal response to the 
material; 5 for quality of language). 
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QUESTION PAPER NOVEMBER 2003 
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MARK SCHEME 
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Quality of language grid: accuracy (for Questions 3, 4, 5(i) and 5(ii)) 

 

5 Very good 
Consistently accurate.  Only very few errors of minor significance.  Accurate use of more complex 
structures (verb forms, tenses, prepositions, word order). 

4 Good 
Higher incidence of error than above, but clearly has a sound grasp of the grammatical elements in 
spite of lapses.  Some capacity to use accurately more complex structures. 

3 Sound 
Fair level of accuracy.  Common tenses and regular verbs mostly correctly formed.  Some problems  
in forming correct agreement of adjectives.  Difficulty with irregular verbs, use of prepositions, 

2 Below average 
Persistent errors in tense and verb forms.  Prepositions frequently incorrect.  Recurrent errors in 
agreement of adjectives. 

0–1 Poor 
Little or no evidence of grammatical awareness.  Most constructions incomplete or incorrect. 
Consistent and repeated error. 

 
The 5 marks for the quality of language will be awarded globally for the whole performance on each set of 
answers.  With regard to length, a concise answer containing all mark-bearing components for content is 
scored on the full range of marks for language, i.e. length does not determine the quality of language mark.  
An answer scoring 0 for content cannot score any language marks, and the total available on the whole set of 
answers will therefore be affected.  The final total for language will be reduced on the following scale: 

Answer(s) worth 2 or 3 scoring 0: reduce final assessment by -1  
Answer(s) worth 4 or 5 scoring 0: reduce final assessment by -2  
Answer(s) worth 6 or 7 scoring 0: reduce final assessment by -3  
Answer(s) worth 8 or 9 scoring 0: reduce final assessment by -4 
 
Note: A minimum of 1 mark for quality of language should be awarded if there are any content marks at all (i.e.  
0 language marks only if 0 content marks). 
 
Questions 3 and 4 have 15 marks for content (see likely responses on pages 6 – 7) and 5 marks for language 
using the grid above making a total of 20 marks. 
 

Question 5 has 10 marks for items drawn from the texts, 5 marks for personal response to the material using 
the grid below and 5 marks for quality of language using the grid above. 
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Response to the text grid (for Question 5(ii)) 
 
Mark like a mini-essay according to the variety and interest of the opinions and views expressed, the response to 
the original text stimulus and the ability to express a personal point of view.  Further, more detailed guidance for 
particular questions will be given to Examiners. 
 

5 Very Good 
Varied, relevant and interesting ideas, showing an element of flair and imagination, a capacity to 
express a personal point of view. 

4 Good 
Not the flair and imagination of the best candidates, but still shows an ability to express a range of 
ideas, maintain interest and respond to the issues raised. 

3 Sound 
A fair level of interest and ideas.  May concentrate on a single issue, but there is still a response to 
ideas in the text. 

2 Below Average 
Limited range of ideas; rather humdrum.  May disregard the element of response to the text, and write 
a largely unrelated free-composition. 

1 Poor 
Few ideas to offer on the theme.  Banal and pedestrian.  No element of personal response to the text.  
Repeated error. 
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Script 1 
 

Question 1 Max. 5 5

Question 2 Max. 5 4

Question 3 Max. 15 + 5 = 20 13 + 4 = 17

Question 4 Max. 15 + 5 = 20 12 + 4 = 16

Question 5  Max. 10 + 5 + 5 = 20 6 + 5 + 4 = 15

Total Max. 70 57

 
 
Section 1 
 
Question 1 
 
The candidate scored all of the five marks available.  All the sentences clearly demonstrated the meaning of the 
selected words. 
 
Question 2 

 

The candidate scored four out of five marks. The antonym for the last word ‘josh’ should have been ‘hosh’ 

 

Question 3 

 

(a) The candidate answers this part very well making two clear points relevant to the question i.e. that 
animal fights originated in Europe and there was fighting of animals against animals and animals against 
humans. It was concisely put.  

 
(b) The candidate scores three marks, as he gave three points. Ghaziuddin Haidar, Nawab of Lukhnow, had 

European friends who introduced him to the ‘sport.’ 
 

(c) Three marks were clearly scored here for the necessary conditions: the elephant must be in ‘mast’, 
because if not he wouldn’t attack, and a rope bound him from head to tail. If he had mentioned the 
mahout’s prodding with the ankus full marks would have been obtained.  

 
(d) The candidate answered this question very well there being three possible outcomes – elephant 

submits, elephant is killed or elephant runs away. 
 
(e) The candidate gave an appropriate title for the passage so got 2 marks. 
 
 
Quality of Language 
 
The language is consistently accurate, has only a few minor errors and includes the use of complex structures.  
The candidate scores four marks because there was a little too much use of words and phrases from the text, 
especially in answers (c) and (d). 
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Section 2 
 
Question 4 
 
(a) This question required two points to be made. Fans can recognise as soon as the bull enters the ring 

and which farm he was reared on. The candidate makes them so gets 2 marks. 
 
(b) The candidate scored a full two marks, by noting that the bull should be wild and inexperienced. 
 
(c) Four marks were awarded.  The candidate successfully identifies all the necessary points. 
 
(d) The candidate does not answer this very well, failing to mention that the bull was killed because 

otherwise he would probably kill the bullfighter! The extra point here is that the bull has gained 
experience! 

 
 
(e) The candidate answered the two parts of this question correctly indicating that the nobles were getting 

killed and that a law was passed that a bull could fight only once, but did not mention that this was in 
response to a threat from the Pope, and also inexplicably mentioned Mughals (in Spain?) 

 
Quality of Language 
 
Again the candidate showed a sound grasp of the grammatical elements and used complex structures but there 
should have been more effort to use ‘his own words’.  The candidate scored four out of five. 
 
Question 5 
 
The candidate is asked to write comparing the animal fights as noted in both the texts.  Ten marks were awarded 
for any 10 relevant points.  
 
In addition, 5 marks were awarded for a personal response to the topic and a further 5 marks for the quality of 
language. 
 
The combined length should be about 140 words and this candidate was within the limit.  
The first part was satisfactorily answered. However, the candidate merely summarised what was in the 
passages, rather than compare and contrast, so got only 6 marks out of 10.  In the second part, the personal 
response showed a good level of interest and range of ideas and scored 5 out of 5.  The language was 
excellent, accurate and at times complex and scored four marks. 
 
Overall the candidate scored 57 out of 70 marks, which is the equivalent of an A standard.  The candidate 
obviously understood the texts and comprehension questions fully and was able to analyse, synthesise and 
make deductions from the texts.  The summary and personal response were good whilst the quality of language 
was excellent. 
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Script 2 
 

Question 1 Max. 5 4

Question 2 Max. 5 3

Question 3 Max. 15 + 5 = 20 12 + 4 = 16

Question 4 Max. 15 + 5 = 20 9 + 3 = 12

Question 5  Max. 10 + 5 + 5 = 20 8 + 4 + 4 = 16

Total Max. 70 51

 
 
Section 1 
 
Question 1 
 
The candidate scored four of the five marks available.  The sentence for the word ‘ta’aqub’ did not demonstrate 
the meaning of the word. 
 
Question 2 

 

The candidate scored three out of five marks. The antonym for the word ‘urooj’ should be ‘zawaal’, not a 
sentence or a phrase. The antonym for the word ‘josh’ should have been ‘hosh’ 

 

Question 3 

 

(a) The candidate answers this part very well making two clear points relevant to the question i.e. that 
animal fights originated there and that there was fighting of animals against animals and animals against 
humans. It was concisely put.  

 
(b) The candidate scores three marks, as he gave three points. Ghaziuddin Haidar, Nawab of Lukhnow, had 

European friends who introduced him to the ‘sport.’ 
 

(c) Three marks were clearly scored here for the necessary conditions: the elephant must be in ‘mast’, to 
make him attack, and a rope bound him from head to tail. If he had mentioned the mahout’s prodding 
with the ankus full marks would have been obtained.  

 
(d) The candidate answered this question very well there being three possible outcomes – elephant 

submits, elephant is killed or elephant runs away. 
 
(e) The candidate gave an appropriate title for the passage, but rather too basic so got 1 mark. 
 
Quality of Language 
 
The language is consistently accurate, has only a few minor errors and includes the use of complex structures.  
The candidate scores four marks because there was a little too much use of words and phrases from the text, 
especially in answers (c) and (d). 
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Section 2 
 
Question 4 
 
(a) This question required two points to be made. Fans can recognise as soon as the bull enters the ring 

which farm he was reared on. The candidate did not make them so gets 0 marks. 
 
(b) The candidate scored a full two marks, by noting that the bull should be wild and inexperienced. 
 
(c) Four marks were awarded.  The candidate successfully identifies all the necessary points. 
 
(d) The candidate does not answer this very well, mentioning only that the bull was killed because otherwise 

he would probably kill the bullfighter. 1 mark only. The real point here is that the bull has gained 
experience. 

 
(e) The candidate answered two parts of this question correctly indicating that a law was passed that a bull 

could fight only once and did mention that this was in response to a threat from the Pope. She did not 
mention why so got only 2 marks. 

 
Quality of Language 
 
Again the candidate showed she was able to write accurate Urdu but there should have been more effort to use 
‘her own words’. Because she scored 0 marks for one question the maximum available was four and this 
candidate scored three. 
 
Question 5 
 
The candidate is asked to write comparing the animal fights as noted in both the texts.  Ten marks were awarded 
for any 10 relevant points.  
 
In addition, 5 marks were awarded for a personal response to the topic and a further 5 marks for the quality of 
language. 
 
The combined length should be about 140 words and this candidate was in the limit.  
 
The first part was well answered, so got 8 marks out of 10. 
 In the second part, the personal response showed a good level of interest and range of ideas and scored 4 out 
of 5.  The language was accurate and scored four marks. 
 
Overall the candidate scored 51 out of 70 marks, which is the equivalent of a B standard.  The candidate 
obviously understood the texts and comprehension questions more than satisfactorily and was able to analyse, 
synthesise and make deductions from the texts more than adequately.  The summary and personal response 
were good whilst the quality of language was very good. 
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Script 3 
 

Question 1 Max. 5 4

Question 2 Max. 5 2

Question 3 Max. 15 + 5 = 20 8 + 3 = 11

Question 4 Max. 15 + 5 = 20 9 + 3 = 12

Question 5  Max. 10 + 5 + 5 = 20 6 + 5 + 4 = 15

 
Total 

 
Max. 70 44

 
 
Section 1 
 
Question 1 
 
The candidate scored four of the five marks available.  The sentence for ‘tamasha’ did not clearly demonstrate 
the meaning of the word. 
 
Question 2 

 

Here, the candidate scored only two out of five marks. Although the antonyms for ‘asli’ and ‘fateh’ were correct, 
they were incorrectly spelt, at Advanced Level accuracy is a requirement. 

 

Question 3 

 

(a) The candidate answers this part satisfactorily but made no mention of the fact that that there were 
different types of fighting. 

 
(b) The candidate scores three marks, as he gave three points. Ghaziuddin Haidar, Nawab of Lukhnow, had 

European friends who introduced him to the ‘sport.’ 
 

(c) Two marks only were scored here for the necessary conditions: The candidate did not mention that ‘a 
rope bound him from head to tail’ or ‘the mahout’s prodding with the ankus.’  

 
(d) The candidate answered this question only two possible outcomes – elephant submits or elephant is 

killed. (no running away.) 
 
(e) The candidate did not suggest any appropriate title for the passage so got 0 marks. 
 
 
Quality of Language 
 
The language is accurate and has only a few minor errors and includes the use of complex structures.  The 
candidate scores three marks because there was a little too much use of words and phrases from the text, and 
no marks for Question (e), so maximum was four marks. 
 
 

www.theallpapers.com



 

28 

Section 2 
 
Question 4 
 
(a) This question required two points to be made. Fans can recognise as soon as the bull enters the ring  & 

which farm he was reared on. The candidate did not make them so gets 0 marks. 
 
(b) The candidate scored a full two marks, by noting that the bull should be wild and inexperienced. 
 
(c) Two marks were awarded.  The candidate made no mention of the one and only person who looks after 

a bull. 
 
(d) The candidate does not answer this very well, mentioning only that the bull was killed because otherwise 

he would probably kill the bullfighter. The real point here is that the bull has gained experience. 
 
(e) The candidate answered three parts of this question correctly indicating that a law was passed that a 

bull could fight only once and did mention that this was in response to a threat from the Pope. Because 
the candidate wrote that hundreds of people ‘log’ were killed, instead of nobles ‘umra’, only 3 marks 
were awarded. 

 
Quality of Language 
 
Again the candidate showed she was able to write accurate Urdu but there should have been more effort to use 
‘her own words’. Because she scored 0 marks for one question the maximum available was four and this 
candidate scored three. 
 
Question 5 
 
The candidate is asked to write comparing the animal fights as noted in both the texts.  Ten marks were awarded 
for any 10 relevant points.  
 
In addition, 5 marks were awarded for a personal response to the topic and a further 5 marks for the quality of 
language. 
 
The combined length should be about 140 words and this candidate was in the limit.  
 
The first part was satisfactorily answered, so got 6 marks out of 10. 
 In the second part, the personal response showed a high level of interest and range of ideas and scored 4 out 
of 5.  The language was accurate and scored four marks. 
 
Overall the candidate scored 44 out of 70 marks, which is the equivalent of a C standard. The real problem lay in 
the response to the grammatical questions, where 4 marks out of 10 were lost. Failing to score on two questions 
in Parts 3 and 4 also reduced this candidate’s score.  The candidate obviously understood the texts and 
comprehension questions satisfactorily and was able to make deductions from the texts adequately.  The 
summary and personal response and the quality of language were good. 
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Script 4 
 

Question 1 Max. 5 3

Question 2 Max. 5 3

Question 3 Max. 15 + 5 = 20 6 + 2 = 8

Question 4 Max. 15 + 5 = 20    6 + 2 = 8

Question 5  Max. 10 + 5 + 5 = 20 6 + 3 + 3 = 12

 
Total 

 
Max. 70 44

 
 
Section 1 
 
Question 1 
 
The candidate scored three of the five marks available.  The sentence for ‘mast’ and ‘ta’aqub’ did not clearly 
demonstrate the meaning of those words. 
 
Question 2 

 

Here, the candidate scored only three out of five marks. The antonym for ‘harif’ is ‘dost’ or ‘sathi’ and for ‘josh’ 
the best one is ‘hosh’. 

 

Question 3 

 

(a) The candidate answers this part satisfactorily but made no mention of the fact that that there were 
different types of fighting. 

 
(b) The candidate scores zero marks, because the question is not answered. There is no mention of ‘how it 

became popular. 
 

(c) One mark only was scored here for the necessary conditions: The candidate only mentioned that ‘a rope 
bound him from head to tail.’  

 
(d) The candidate answered this question well and scored 3 marks. 
 
(e) The candidate did not suggest any appropriate title for the passage so got 0 marks. 
 
 
Quality of Language 
 
The language is more than adequate but the candidate scores only two marks because there was a little too 
much use of words and phrases from the text, and no marks for Questions (b) or (e), so maximum was three 
marks. 
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Section 2 
 
Question 4 
 
(a) This question required two points to be made. Fans can recognise as soon as the bull enters the ring & 

which farm he was reared on. The candidate did not make them so gets 0 marks. 
 
(b) The candidate scored no marks, He did not mention that the bull should be wild and inexperienced, only 

that it should possess special qualities. 
 
(c) Two marks were awarded.  The candidate made no mention of the one and only person who looks after 

a bull. 
 
(d) The candidate does not answer this very well, mentioning only that the bull was killed because otherwise 

he would probably kill the bullfighter. The real point here is that the bull has gained experience. 
 
(e) The candidate answered three parts of this question correctly indicating that a law was passed that a 

bull could fight only once because hundreds of nobles ‘umra’, were killed, but did not mention that this 
was in response to a threat from the Pope. Because the candidate wrote that only two marks were 
awarded. 

 
Quality of Language 
 
Again the candidate showed he was able to write accurate Urdu but there should have been more effort to use 
‘his own words’. Because he scored 0 marks for two questions the maximum available was three and this 
candidate scored two. 
 
Question 5 
 
The candidate was asked to write comparing the animal fights as noted in both the texts.  Ten marks were 
awarded for any 10 relevant points.  
 
In addition, 5 marks were awarded for a personal response to the topic and a further 5 marks for the quality of 
language. 
 
The combined length should be about 140 words abut this candidate was well over the limit.  
 
The first part was satisfactorily answered, so got 6 marks out of 10. 
 In the second part, the personal response the candidate gave an opinion and reasons and scored 3 out of 5.  
The language was accurate and scored four marks. 
 
Overall the candidate scored 34 out of 70 marks, which is the equivalent of an E standard. The real problem lay 
in the candidate failing to score on FOUR questions in Parts 3 and 4, which consequently reduced this 
candidate’s score for linguistic accuracy.  The candidate did not understand the texts and comprehension 
questions satisfactorily and was therefore unable to make appropriate deductions from the texts.  The summary 
and personal response and the quality of language were good. 
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