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When assessing student work it is a requirement of the specification that teachers provide 
evidence of how and why marks have been awarded against the NEA assessment criteria 
(A-level Geography 7037 page 49 section 5.5 Annotation). This helps to facilitate the 
standardisation of marking within the centre and enables the moderator to check the 
application of the assessment criteria to the marking. 

Students' investigations must be internally assessed by centres and, where appropriate, the 
marks awarded should be internally standardised. Teachers are required to record separate 
levels and marks for each area of the mark scheme in the spaces provided on the marking 
grid, to total the overall mark in the box provided and to make an overall summative 
comment about the work. Teacher comments will help the moderator see, as precisely as 
possible, where the students have met the assessment criteria. 

Work can be annotated using either or both of the following approaches: 

• key pieces of evidence flagged throughout the work by annotation in the margin or
embedded in the text

• summative comments on a cover sheet, referencing precise sections or pages in the
work.

Annotation must be used, in addition to information on the CRF, to explain how marks were 
applied in the context of any additional assistance given to the student. 

Comments on how marks have been awarded should: 

• be clear and unambiguous

• be appropriate to the nature and form of the work

• use phrasing from the mark scheme to indicate clearly to the moderator how the student
has met the assessment criteria. This applies to the annotations that are written on the
work and to the comments on the marking grid included with the CRF.

This document offers guidance to teachers when it comes to completing the Candidate 
Record Form (CRF), mark sheet and annotating student work. You will find examples 
of annotated work, and example CRFs with commentary to demonstrate good 
practice. 

https://filestore.aqa.org.uk/resources/geography/specifications/AQA-7037-SP-2016.PDF


 

    

 

Advice on annotation of student work 
Teachers may use abbreviations and brief comments to provide evidence of the areas and 
strands of the mark scheme eg 1a Research question identified, 1a Secure link to 
specification 1b Limited literature review 1b Inconsistent theoretical context. There is no 
expectation that annotations go into details that include the reasons why marks are awarded. 

At the end of each section of the work a summative level for the relevant area and strand of 
the mark scheme should be indicated eg 1a Level 3+ 1b Level 2-. Plus and minus symbols 
may be used to indicate if the level awarded is close to the top or bottom of the level. 

In some cases more than one area or strand of the mark scheme might appear on the same 
page. For instance, in a methodology table there may be evidence of two aspects of 
methodology (2a, 2b), as well as some evaluative comments (3b or 4b) or reference to the 
ethical dimension (4b). 

It is not recommended to state a level next to a specific item such as an individual 
presentation or analytical technique.  

For the purpose of moderation, avoid the use of adjectives and descriptions that are not 
linked to the mark scheme. For instance, making comments such as ‘outstanding work’, 
‘excellent description’ or ‘superb presentation’ is not helpful in justifying the marks awarded. 
Teachers may wish to add a brief comment on some or all the annotations, but this is not 
essential. 
 

Example of annotation of student work 
The following piece shows part of an investigation report with sample annotations linked to 
the mark scheme. As per the guidance outlined above, these annotations use abbreviations 
to indicate where different aspects of the marking criteria are being address.  

Note that the levels awarded are indicated at the end of each section only (Introduction and 
methodology). It is not usually helpful to place levels intermittently through the study. For 
some criteria, evidence may be found in different parts of the written report, particularly for 
strands such as 2c (implementation of chosen methodologies), 3c (application of knowledge, 
theory and concepts), 4a (ability to write up field results and include a range of presentation 
methods) and 4b (evaluation, wider context and understanding of ethical dimension). 

 
  



1a 
Relevant 
link to 
spec 

1a 
Research 
question 
with 3 
objectives 

4a  
Evidence of 
sequence 
and 
organisation 



 

    

 

 

1b    
Theoretical 
context 

1b  
Clear  
locational 
context  



 

    

 

 

 

1b  
Relevant 
literature 
sources 
support 
theoretical 
context 

1b  
Clear 
referencing 
of sources 

 



 

    

 

 

1b 
Thorough 
literature 
review-
wide range 
of sources 



 

    

 

Commentary 

1a Level 4 - Link to specification clearly stated. Research question effectively identified.    

1b Level 4 - Comprehensive, balanced and relevant literature review, fully referenced. 
Theoretical context well understood. Locational/comparative context shown. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1a 
Research 
hypothesis 
identified, 
with clear 
rational for 
study 



 

    

 

 

 

 
 

 

2b 
Explanation 
of methods 
relevant to 
investigation 

2a 
Justification 
of methods 

4b  
Evaluation of methods, pros 
and cons 



 

    

 

 
 

2b 
Detailed K and U of 
methods 
 
2a  
Sampling type and 
size indicated  

2a  
Well reasoned 
justification 
linked to title 

4b  
Clear evaluation of methods 
 
3b  
Ref to sampling reliability 



 

    

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

2b 
Detailed 
explanation 
of method  

2a  
Justification 
of method  

4b  
Evaluation of method 
 
3b  
Aware that sample size and type 
may not be representative 



 

    

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

2b 
Explanation of 
method 

2a  
Thorough 
justification 

4b  
Evaluation of method 

2a Level 4 - Detailed use of approaches. Justification for each method (8) stated clearly. 
Sampling strategies are indicated.  
 
2b - Level 3+ Clear demonstration of K and U of methods relevant to investigation. 
 
2c - Level 4 (see later evidence). All techniques followed up. Data is of good quality and 
relevant to investigation.  

 

 



 

    

 

Guidance on awarding marks and completion of CRF mark sheet 
for teachers 
 
To meet Ofqual’s qualification and subject criteria students and teachers must complete and 
sign the CRF. Teachers must ensure that a CRF is provided with each student’s 
investigation. 
 
As well as annotating the work, teachers should make a summative comment for each area 
of the mark scheme on the CRF. 
 
Teachers must show clearly how marks have been awarded against the assessment criteria 
in the specification. Teacher comments must help the moderator see where students have 
met the assessment criteria. They should: 

• record comments on the CRF 

• check that the correct marks are written on the CRF and that the total is correct. 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
There are a total of 60 marks available for 7037/C: Geographical investigation. A mark 
should be awarded for each of the four areas of the mark scheme and added together to 
reach a total out of 60 marks based on the following procedure. 
 
There are four levels of achievement for each assessment criterion. Each area of the mark 
scheme is divided into either two or three criteria. Area 1 has two criteria whereas the other 
areas have three. When assessing the work, the teacher should identify the level for each 
individual criterion based on the descriptors in the mark scheme. When this has been 
determined, a decision must be taken on whether the work is placed at the ‘bottom’, ‘middle’ 
or ‘top’ of this mark range. A mark can then be confidently awarded. It may be helpful to 
indicate the position in the level using + and – symbols.  
 
An overall level is then produced for the area of the mark scheme, taking into account the 
levels awarded for individual criteria. This is converted into a mark.  For example the teacher 
may assess Area 1a as Level 2+ and Area 1b as Level 3. Therefore the overall Level for 
Area 1 is Level 3-. Using the mark allocations in the mark scheme the student is awarded 6 
marks.  
 
It is possible that students may achieve very different levels for each criterion of the mark 
scheme. For instance a student may develop an effective research question which is fully 
linked to the specification (Area 1a Level 4) but the literature review may only be partially 
relevant and theoretical context inconsistently stated (Area 1b Level 2). Levels are allocated 
according to the degree of competency demonstrated for each criterion individually, which 
have equal weighting in each area. The marking should be on a ‘best fit’ principle. If a 
student’s work meets all criteria in a particular level this should be awarded the top mark in 
the level. An answer does not have to meet all the requirements of a level descriptor before 

Students’ investigations must be internally-assessed by centres, and annotated to 
indicate how and why marks have been awarded. Where marking has been carried out 
by more than one teacher in a centre, there must be a process of internal 
standardisation carried out to ensure that there is a consistent application of the 
assessment criteria. This helps to ensure fairness, accuracy and reliability. 

 

 



 

    

 

being placed in that level. The extent to which it meets all of the requirements of a level 
descriptor will determine its placement within that level. Note the uneven number of marks in 
each level.  
 
The mark scheme should be applied positively. Students must be rewarded for what they 
have shown they can do rather than being penalised for omissions. All the marks on the 
mark scheme are designed to be awarded. Teachers should award full marks if deserved 
and should be prepared to award zero marks if the student’s response is not worthy of credit 
according to the mark scheme. 
 
In addition to the levels and marks given on the marking grid, teachers should make 
comments on each area of the mark scheme in the right-hand box of the mark sheet, 
justifying or supporting the marks awarded. This may be a summative comment for each of 
the four areas of the mark scheme or may be split into the individual criteria. See the 
example below for illustration of this process. This is the mark sheet for the same projects 
used above exemplifying guidance on annotation. 
  



 

    

 

Sample Mark sheet with teacher comments 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Area Level Overall 
level Mark Comment 

Area 1. Introduction and 
preliminary research 
10 marks 
 
(a) To define the research 

questions which underpin field 
investigations (AO3) 

 

 

4 

4 10 

1a. Effective research title 
taken directly from the 
specification on global systems, 
with clear rationale. The link to 
the specification is clearly 
stated in the aims (p2) and 
developed further eg on p6. 
Level 4                                        
1b.Comprehensive, balanced 
and relevant literature review, 
fully referenced in footnotes eg 
p4, p5 and bibliography p 27. 
Theoretical context is well 
understood and fully stated. 
Locational/comparative context 
shown clearly on p3.  Level 4 

(b) To research relevant literature 
sources and understand and 
write up the theoretical or 
comparative context for a 
research question  (AO3) 

 
4 

Area 2. Methods of field 
investigation 
15 marks 
(a) To observe and record 

phenomena in the field and 
devise and justify practical 
approaches taken in the field 
including frequency/timing of 
observation, sampling, and 
data collection approaches 
(AO3) 

 

4 

4- 13 

2a. 8 different techniques used 
to gather data, including some 
secondary methods. 
Justification for each method is 
fully stated in the method table, 
and generally linked back to 
title. Sampling strategies are 
indicated and justified eg 
random sampling for EQS, 
stratified sampling for 
questionnaires. Size of sample 
and frequency of observation is 
indicated for most surveys. 
Detailed use of approaches. 
Thorough justification of 
methodology Level 4 

2b. Clear demonstration of 
Knowledge and Understanding 
relevant to the investigation. 

(b) To demonstrate practical 
knowledge and understanding 
of field methodologies 
appropriate to the investigation 
of human and physical 
processes (AO3) 

 

3+ 

Title of investigation: Polish immigration promotes stability, growth and development in 
Lincoln’s Park and Abbey wards 

Marks must be awarded in accordance with the instructions and criteria in the specification. 

 



 

    

 

(c) To implement chosen 
methodologies to collect 
data/information of good 
quality and relevant to the topic 
under investigation (AO3) 

 4+ 

Some methods are explained 
fully, but others have missing 
details eg EQS, p8, 
questionnaires, photos p7. 
Rationale for questions is 
shown in appendix - annotation 
of field survey sheets. Level 3+  

2c. All techniques are followed 
up and implemented. Data is of 
good quality and relevant to the 
investigation Level 4+ 

Area 3. Methods of critical 
analysis 
20 marks 

 
(a) To demonstrate knowledge 

and understanding of the 
techniques appropriate for 
analysing field data and 
information and for 
representing results, and show 
ability to select suitable 
quantitative or qualitative 
approaches and to apply them 
(AO3) 

 

4 

4 20 

3a. A wide range of techniques 
is used, including land use 
maps of Polish areas p12, pie 
charts eg p13, 18, 23 dot maps, 
p13, isoline maps p14, located 
proportional circles p15, bar 
graphs p15, 16, located bars 
p18, 19, located proportional 
circles p 20, 22, choropleth 
map p 20, word cloud p20, 
radar graphs p22, dispersion 
graph p23. Some statistical 
analysis. Thorough ability to 
select suitable methods for 
analysis and presentation.                         
3b.Results are fully 
interrogated. Each set of results 
is considered and links made 
between data sets. Data is 
thoroughly manipulated and 
reasons given. Some 
recognition of limitations of 
sample size eg p26 email 
survey. Level 4                              
3c. Links are made with 
theoretical context throughout, 
with further references to 
literature eg p21. Effective 
application Level 4     

(b) To demonstrate the ability to 
interrogate and critically 
examine field data in order to 
comment on its accuracy 
and/or the extent to which it is 
representative, and use the 
experience to extend 
geographical understanding 
(AO3) 

 

4 

(c) To apply existing knowledge, 
theory and concepts to order 
and understand field 
observations (AO2) 

4 

 
  



 

    

 

 

Area Level Overa
ll level Mark Comment 

Area 4. Conclusions, evaluation 
and presentation 
15 marks 

 
(a) To show the ability to write up 

field results clearly and logically, 
using a range of presentation 
methods.  (AO3) 

 

4+ 

4 14 

4a. A well structured 
investigation, based on a 
single research question. 
The report covers all 
aspects of the enquiry 
route, and includes several 
appendices. Wide range of 
presentation methods, 
effectively embedded in the 
report. Level 4.                                                
4b. Each method is 
systematically evaluated, 
although the account 
occasionally strays into 
suitability of presentation 
techniques rather than 
reflecting on whole 
investigation. Suggestions 
for improvement or further 
research not explicitly 
stated. Limited comment on 
validity of conclusions. 
Ethical dimension not 
considered separately, but 
issues incorporated in 
discussions of methodology 
and interpretation. Methods 
evaluated in methodology 
table p7-10. Secure 
evaluation and reflection on 
the fieldwork investigation. 
Level 3+                                  
4c. Clear connections 
made with initial research 
question. Conclusions 
strongly supported by 
evidence, Thorough and 
coherent conclusions 
drawn, relating results to 
wider context.  

(b) To evaluate and reflect on 
fieldwork investigations, explain 
how the results relate to the wider 
context and show an 
understanding of the ethical 
dimensions of field research.  
(AO3) 

 

3+ 

(c) To demonstrate the ability to write 
a coherent analysis of fieldwork 
findings in order to answer a 
specific geographical question 
and to do this drawing effectively 
on evidence and theory to make a 
well-argued case. (AO3) 

 

4+ 

 Total 
(60 marks) 57  

 
  



 

    

 

The Candidate Record Form 

The CRF is an important means of confirming the authenticity and independence of a 
student’s work. It should be:      

• submitted with a student’s investigation 

• signed by both the teacher and the student 

• fully completed. 

Guidance on completing the CRF proposal form for teachers 

The proposal form must be completed by the students and checked by the teacher prior to 
the student beginning their investigation. 

1 The title should ideally have both a locational and theoretical context. Sometimes the final 
wording of the title may emerge a little later.  

2 Link to specification. This section offers evidence that the central theme has a solid and 
real connection to some content within the specification, ideally using numbers and page 
references in the specification to show the linkage. Quite often there are links to more than 
one theme in the specification. 

3 Questions/hypotheses make the decision as to whether the investigation will be based 
on questions or hypotheses. Ensure that these are manageable and achievable. Avoid 
subdividing the study into too many questions. Sometimes a successful investigation can be 
based on a single question or hypothesis. 

4 The focus section provides brief details about the theoretical background and the location 
/spatial area in which the investigation will take place. Justify why a particular site and area 
has been chosen in relation to the title or theme of investigation.  

5 Methodology. In this part of the form the student should outline sampling strategies and 
ideally link the proposed methods to the sub questions or hypotheses listed in section 3. It is 
essential to obtain a fair and representative sample as well as one which can be analysed. 
Ensure that the methods are pertinent to the investigation. 

Teacher approval 

It is essential that the teacher comments on the proposal and provides general advice before 
the student starts to collect data for the investigation. Often work is submitted where no 
guidance is provided at all to the students. 

It is fine to: ask general questions, indicate if the study is over-ambitious or unclear, check 
health and safety, ensure the study is at the right scale, is linked to the specification content, 
is feasible and realistic, can be completed in the available time, and will give sufficient data. 
It is important to take the opportunity at this stage to reduce breadth and advise against 
potentially very long studies. The programme of data collection should be appropriate to the 
investigation and have the potential to yield sufficient data commensurate with the 
requirements of a 4000 word study. Avoid making specific recommendations eg about the 
wording of hypotheses or specific sources of secondary data in line with the regulations.  



 

    

 

The teacher must respond to the initial proposal by indicating one of the following: approved, 
approved subject to amendment, or not approved. If the study is approved, the student may 
go ahead with the investigation without making any changes to the plan. If it is approved 
subject to amendments, the student should follow the advice of the teacher in making the 
recommended changes to the plan before proceeding (although it is not necessary to 
resubmit the proposal). If the proposal is not approved, the CRF should be resubmitted with 
a new plan.  

If changes are subsequently made to an approved plan it is good practice for the student to 
state these changes in the report. For example, if a new method is introduced or a planned 
method dropped, this can be explained in the methodology section of the report.  

Note that the proposal form is a way of managing changes and adaptations within the 
investigation, and is not an exact blueprint. It may be necessary to revise and review this 
through the various stages within the route to enquiry. In some cases the number of 
methods, sampling strategies and even the number of hypotheses may alter as the student 
reflects on the task in hand.  

Attach the approved version of the CRF to the work, there is no need to submit earlier 
versions where the student proposal was not approved. Where internal standardisation has 
produced more than one mark, only the definitive agreed result should be submitted.  

The title and proposal form must be completed independently. Very similar or identical titles 
may result from discussion or collusion between students. Those with similar aims can 
collaborate on sampling and data collection and share data, but the work cannot be teacher 
directed. Students should also avoid producing formulaic work with similar presentation and 
analytical techniques, outcomes and evaluations. 

  



 

    

 

Sample Candidate Record Form  

The following CRF demonstrates some aspects of good practice.  

1. The title has an evaluative focus, and include both a locational and theoretical context. 
2. The link to the specification is specific, with the relevant numbers and page references, 

and a short rationale or justification. 
3. There are no more than three sub questions or hypotheses. These are all closely 

connected to the title. If a hypothesis-testing framework is adopted, the hypotheses are 
capable of being tested based on evidence collected. 

4. The focus indicates why the area chosen is suitable for carrying out the investigation. 
5. The proposed methods are all linked to the sub questions or hypotheses. Sampling type 

and size are stated. 
6. Teacher approval provides some realistic advice and makes recommendations relating 

to scale and manageability. 
 

Note however that this is not the only effective approach that can be used. The investigation 
may be based on a single hypothesis or research question. Indeed some enquiries are more 
suited to this approach.  

Further examples of students’ NEAs with completed CRFs are available on e-AQA as part of 
our feedback course materials. 

  



 

    

 

 
 

NEA proposal 
To be completed by the candidate 
 
Investigation 
title 

How effective are coastal management strategies in protecting the coastline at 
Torcross and Slapton Sands, Devon? 

   
How the title links to the specification content 
3.1.3.2 Systems and processes - Sources of energy in coastal environments: winds, waves 
(constructive and destructive), currents and tides. Low energy and high energy coasts.                                                                   
Geomorphological processes: weathering and erosion.                                                                                                 
3.1.3.3 Coastal landscape development. Origin and development of landforms and landscapes of 
coastal deposition…barrier beaches. Factors and processes in their development. Recent and 
predicted climatic change and potential impact on coasts                                                                                                                     
Coastal systems and landscapes (3.1.3.2) and coastal landscape development (3.1.3.3) are both 
relevant, as the investigation will consider how the local landscape has evolved and progressed 
inland over time.         . 3.1.3.4 Coastal management - Traditional approaches to coastal flood and 
erosion risk: hard and soft engineering.  Sustainable approaches to coastal flood risk and coastal 
erosion management: shoreline management/integrated coastal zone management                                                                                                                                                                 
Coastal management (3.1.3.4) also provides a suitable link to the title, as the local council has 
invested millions of pounds in recent years to reinforce the coastal defences and ensure that access 
along the A379 is maintained.  

 
Planned investigation hypothesis or question/sub-questions 

1 –To what extent has the coastline of Slapton changed in the past 30 years?                                                                                       
2 - How well is the coast managed for protection against powerful storm waves?                                                                 
3 - Are the coastal management strategies sustainable?                                                                                                                 

 
Investigation focus – indication of how the enquiry will enable the candidate to address the 
investigation title and explore the theme in relation to the chosen geographical area 
Slapton Sands is a shingle barrier beach located on the south Devon coast running between Strete 
in the north and Torcross in the south. The Slapton coastline is experiencing increased erosion and 
destruction due to more extreme weather. The area is vulnerable to south westerly gales. Because 
of a rise in seasonal storms, the A379 road has been battered by destructive waves, including those 
associated with storm Emma. The local government and South Hams Council have spent millions on 
the re-development of the link in recent years. However, if the storm damages the road again, it may 
not be rebuilt and the South West’s largest freshwater lake and nature reserve behind the bar could 
be destroyed. I will be analysing how the beach has changed over the past 30 years, and assess the 
extent to which the coastal management and defences are efficient and sustainable in protecting 
Slapton Sands from seasonal storms and damage. The investigation will consider three places that 
are different in terms of coastal management. Torcross has two coastal defences, recurved sea wall 
and rip rap. Along Slapton sands, protecting the A379 has shingle bastions, and Strete gate has soft 
engineering of sand/shingle piling                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                    

 
Planned methodology – indication of qualitative and/or quantitative techniques including primary 
and, if relevant, secondary data collection techniques. Indication of the planned sampling strategy or 
strategies 
Sub question 1. a. Use of OS maps and historical and contemporary photographs to show changes 
in the shape of the coastline over time, especially the effects of storm damage (primary and 
secondary, qualitative)                                                                                                                                      
b. Measurement of wave energy, frequency and size, repeated on 3 occasions during autumn and 
winter (primary, quantitative).                                                                                                                                                                                        



 

    

 

Sub question 2 a. Beach profiling to show how effective coastal management is at Torcross in 
protecting the coast and preventing longshore drift . These profiles may show where the beach is 
more vulnerable and whether infrastruture behind is adequately protected. Systematic sampling 
every 200 metres. (Primary, quantitative). b. Field sketching and drawing of coastal profiles at 
Slapton, Strete and Torcross (qualitative)  c. Secondary data from several previous years’ fieldwork 
to show how the beach profiles have changed (quantitative)                                                                                                                                                                              
Sub question 3. a. Bi-polar survey which assess positives and negatives of the management to 
decide whether it is sustainable and appropriate for the area. Minimum of 8 surveys (primary, 
qualitative).                                               b. Questionnaire aimed at locals and visitors focusing on 
attitudes towards coastal management and sustainability (primary, qualitative). c. Research online, 
including published Shoreline Management Plans and and environmental Reports on feasibility of 
coastal management strategies (secondary, qualitative). 

 
Data collection: ☒ Individual ☒ Group  
 
To be completed by the teacher 
 

Teacher approval for the investigation or details of any necessary amendments that need to be 
made before approval can be given 
The title is a promising one as it has an evaluative question and a clear purpose. The sub questions 
are related to the theme of the investigation and generally in a logical sequence, although there may 
be some overlap. You have selected a suitable location to carry out your study and have given much 
thought to the planning of the enquiry. There is a balance of qualitative and quantitative data. The 
proposals for data collection are quite ambitious -you are planning 8 methods- and I see that you will 
need to revisit the sites on more than one occasion. You have ticked both group and individual data 
collection. Please indicate which techniques are being completed as part of a group. Are you sure 
that you can answer all 3 questions using the proposed methods? Judging effectiveness and 
sustainability may be challenging and it will be important to have sufficient relevant data to be able to 
make evaluative judgements. It is good that you are comparing with previous surveys, maps and 
photographic images (secondary data), so that changes over time may become apparent. Sampling 
strategies are indicated for some techniques but are not clear for all methodologies. 

 
☐ Approved ☒ Approved subject to the implementation of 

amendments above 
☐ Resubmission 

required 
 
Full name Click here to enter text. 
   

Teacher signature.  Date Click here to enter a date. 
   

  



 

    

 

Annotated Candidate Record Form 

 
 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

The title includes a 
locational and 
theoretical context. 
The question prompts 
evaluation and 
requires a judgement 
to be made.  

Three relevant areas 
of specification content 
are stated, with 
rationale for the links 
to the proposed 
investigation.  

The student poses 
three sub-questions 
that require an 
evaluative approach. 
They are logically 
linked in sequence 
and are all connected 
to the title. 

The student explains 
why the area chosen 
is suitable for carrying 
out the investigation. 
The geographical 
context is justified in 
relation to the 
investigation title. 

The various data 
collection methods are 
linked to the sub 
questions, with a balance 
between qualitative and 
quantitative techniques. 
Sampling strategies and 
size are indicated for 
some, but not all, 
methods. The distinction 
is made between primary 
and secondary research 
methods. 



 

    

 

 

The teacher 
provides suitable 
feedback on the 
proposal and 
conditionally 
approves the plan 
for investigation. 
Attention is drawn 
to the ambitious 
nature of the data 
collection 
programme and the 
challenge of 
collecting high 
quality pertinent 
data that answers 
each of the sub 
questions. 
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Marked Papers
7737-1 36 marks Q3 Q7 Redacted

Lorem ipsum dolor sit amet, consectetur adipiscing elit, sed do 
eiusmod tempor incididunt ut labore et dolore magna aliqua. Ut 
enim ad minim veniam, quis nostrud exercitation ullamco laboris 
nisi ut aliquip ex ea commodo consequat. Duis aute irure dolor in 
reprehenderit in voluptate velit esse cillum dolore eu fugiat nulla 
pariatur. Excepteur sint occaecat cupidatat non proident, sunt in 
culpa qui officia deserunt mollit anim id est laborum.
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