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Subject:
Standard:

Outstanding Scholarship

Art History

93301

Total score: 21

Q

Score

Marker commentary

06

Highly developed visual analysis was evident, particularly in
the Van Gogh work, and communication was mature and
confident. The question required support or refutation of the
given statement and a clearer stance on this along with more
attention to context would have enhanced this result.

07

Well-developed understanding of contexts was integrated
with highly developed visual analysis in this fluently written
and sophisticated discussion. A strong focus on the question
with Millet, less so in Fragonard although analysis and context
here were strong. Analysis in Kollwitz, while relevant, was less
specific.

08

A confident introduction to some of Gayford’s main points,
adding a little context along the way. The response then
actively engaged with Gayford’s ideas, critically interpreting
and evaluating — agreeing with and challenging —in a
discussion supported with thoughtfully and independently
selected evidence.






