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FOREWORD

This booklet contains reports written by Examiners on the work of candidates in certain papers. Its contents
are primarily for the information of the subject teachers concerned.
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TAMIL

GCE Ordinary Level

Paper 3206/01

Composition

General comments

The overall performance of candidates was good. There were some candidates who displayed a good range
of vocabulary but were relatively weak in their spelling, which reduced their overall marks. A small number of
candidates were weak across a broad range of skills.

Comments on specific questions

Question 1

The majority of candidates attempted Question 1 (a) — the letter; the remaining candidates chose
Question 1 (b) — the dialogue. Both of these were generally attempted well.

(a) Good answers were characterised by a varied use of vocabulary and sentence structure. All
candidates used an appropriate format and style for the letter, with appropriate letter headings and
sign off. Spelling was a significant weakness in most responses; even stronger candidates
sometimes made errors when spelling relatively simple words, for example:

using Loss instead of the correct Loese); using LosTsd instead of the correct LossoTed; USING DIMIFH 06V
instead of the correct ik sian: using 2 a6y instead of the correct 2 _swrey: using susvi&In S
instead of the correct susmidlm gy; using Gsmgiliy instead of the correct @a&n@ﬂu.

The main confusions occurred with the use of the following letters in the incorrect form:
1. 60 — 600l — [b 2.0 —6r—1p 3.7 —M.

(b) Candidates who answered the dialogue question wrote well using an appropriate structure and
style in their responses. There were generally fewer spelling errors in these responses.

(c) Very few candidates chose to answer this question.
Question 2

A wide range of marks was achieved on most questions answered. Candidates appeared to have managed
their time well and understood the rubrics correctly.

(a) Strong candidates wrote fluently, giving interesting and precise descriptions of the film’s storyline
using a wide range of vocabulary and types of sentences. Weaker candidates tended to make
omissions in their descriptions, for example one candidate did not give any indication of the film’s
main plot in his writing. All candidates made errors in spelling, to greater and lesser extents.

(b) Candidates answering this question displayed a wide range of abilities, from the very weak
candidates who had significant problems structuring sentences, to strong candidates who were
able to give clear and coherent accounts of their favourite sports and why they appealed.

(c) Very few candidates chose to answer this question.

(d) The few candidates who answered this question focused predominantly on personal accounts of
the effects of war on their lives, with less emphasis on the wider effects. These accounts were
generally clear and interesting, with good use made of a variety of vocabulary and a mix of simple
and comnolind sentences. Snellina errors brouaht down the overall level of marks.
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Paper 3206/02

Language Usage and Reading Comprehension

General comments

The overall performance was very good, with candidates picking up more of the available marks for the
translation than the comprehension.

Most candidates demonstrated a reasonable understanding of the meaning of the passage in their
responses. Questions 11 and 12 proved the most difficult for candidates, many of whom did not understand
some of the vocabulary used in the passage. Spelling was less of an issue in the comprehension section as
candidates were able to use the words from the passage.

Candidates appeared to have used their time appropriately and understood the rubrics.

Comments on specific questions

Section A
Question 1

This question was generally well answered with appropriate use of sentence structure and vocabulary in
English.

Question 2

This question was generally well answered. Grammar and vocabulary were of a high standard, with
meaning conveyed accurately in most cases. Spelling was the main weakness in this question with stronger
candidates also making errors in their writing.

Section B

Questions 2, 3, 4, 8 and 10 were answered correctly by most candidates. Candidates tended to gain partial
marks for Questions 11, 13 and 14.

The commonest errors made on the questions were as follows:

Question 11

Many candidates were unable to grasp the notion of internal windows overlooking a central courtyard.
Question 13

Stronger candidates were generally able to pick up both marks here. Weaker candidates made the point that
the architect had gone on to design the parliament buildings, but did not pick up on the fact that the hotel had
provided a model for his work.

Question 14

Only the strongest candidates were able to give three reasons why the architect’s buildings may not have
been useful to commoners. Most other candidates gained 1 or 2 marks here.

Question 12

This question was poorly answered in general.
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Summary

Candidates would benefit from improving their spelling. Here are some of the commonest errors m

Incorrect spelling

G meva 6060
H60D WIS 6

G muwimed

QL emLo
&6UEM6T

& 6501 6007 & Hl6v;
2606V
Ql6usD6LS B Me»
Qg TWTE 62t % 61T
gm0 Oyt
EUABT(LLD

o L NG (LpLD &6Mh B
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Correct spelling

G meiTs 6fMev

HLPM WIH 60

G mwef
QuTmIemLD

& 6UN6V

& 607601 & l6»

_eirerm

Olsueiteng smev

Qs Nwing 6uit % 6iT
QFme0HGmest
86110l BIEHLD
2 MEFTSH(LPLD &6Vb Bl
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