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General Marking Guidance


All
candidates
must
receive
the
same
treatment. Examiners must mark the first candidate in
exactly the same way as they mark the last.

Mark schemes should be applied positively. Candidates
must be rewarded for what they have shown they can do
rather than penalised for omissions.

Examiners should mark according to the mark
scheme not according to their perception of where the
grade boundaries may lie.

There is no ceiling on achievement. All marks on the
mark scheme should be used appropriately.

All the marks on the mark scheme are designed to be
awarded. Examiners should always award full marks if
deserved, i.e. if the answer matches the mark
scheme. Examiners should also be prepared to award zero
marks if the candidate’s response is not worthy of credit
according to the mark scheme.

Where some judgement is required, mark schemes will
provide the principles by which marks will be awarded and
exemplification may be limited.

When examiners are in doubt regarding the
application of the mark scheme to a candidate’s response,
the team leader must be consulted.

Crossed out work should be marked UNLESS the
candidate has replaced it with an alternative response.
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Sentences testing grammatical knowledge
This part of the paper is marked out of fifteen.
2 marks per sentence
2 X 5 = 10 marks
Deduct ½ mark for each minor error.
(15)
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Mwalimu ni mkali kwa wanafunzi wake.

(2)
Mark

Jana nilimtembelea mjomba / baba mkubwa wangu
katika mji wa Mombasa.

(2)
Mark

Tulipomwona mgeni tulimkaribisha.

(2)
Mark

Kwa nini treni/ gari moshi huzitegemewi
hivyo/sana?

Kama ukija kesho, tutampigia simu mama

(2)
Mark
(2)

Question 2 – Translation into Swahili
Marks are awarded for transmission and quality of language, using the following
assessment criteria grids.
Transmission
No language worthy of credit.
Only the very basic points are transmitted successfully with some very
straightforward sections totally misunderstood. The style is often incomprehensible.
Communication is frequently impaired.
Only the more straightforward and concrete points are transmitted successfully.
Very little or no awareness of nuance and/or idiom. Several sections totally
misunderstood. The style is incoherent with communication impaired at times.
The main points, usually narrative and concrete, are conveyed successfully for the
most part, although problems are encountered with more complex language.
Inference, nuance and idiom transmitted successfully on occasions. Some passages
misunderstood and attempts at rephrasing only partially successful. The style is not
always coherent.
A generally very competent rendering of the original text with grasp of most detail,
nuance and idiom. Some passages, usually more complex, misinterpreted. Some
successful attempts at rephrasing. The style is generally pleasing.
Excellent transmission skills with clear grasp of detail. Excellent transfer of
inference, nuance and idiom. Pleasant to read.

Mark

Quality of language
No language worthy of credit.
A very high incidence of basic error in all aspects of grammar, syntax and
morphology. Basic lexis and structures appropriate to the task are unknown. No
awareness of tense concept/time sequence. Large sections totally misunderstood.
Communication impaired. Very little worthy of credit.
Some inaccuracies in basic grammar, although narrative sections, usually short and
straightforward, are in general correct. Lexis and structures appropriate to the task
restricted with some often quite basic items unknown. At times some fairly basic
problems with tense concept/time sequence. Use of given adjectives and/or
adverbial phrases occasionally evident, though these are likely to be only partially
successful. Often quite difficult to follow.
Largely accurate when using simple, short phrases: incidence of error increases in
more complex language. Lexis and structures appropriate to the task tend to be
adequate, with several items unknown. Some use of given adjectives and/or
adverbial phrases with some degree of success. About half of what is written should
be free of major errors. Not always easy to read.
A high level of accuracy overall, however with occasional basic errors, usually in
more complex language. Uses a wide range of lexis and structures appropriate to
the task with occasional lapses. Grasp of tense concept/time sequence generally
secure, although occasional lapses are evident. Pleasant to read for the most part.
A very high level of accuracy with only minor errors. Confident use of a wide range
of lexis and structures appropriate to the task. Excellent grasp of tense
concept/time sequence. Very pleasant to read overall, although not necessarily
faultless.
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Je unakumbuka mara ya kwanza ulipokwenda
mahali ambapo ulifurahia / jivinjari sana? Basi
mimi ninakumbuka safari yangu ya kwanza
sehemu inayoitwa ‘Funland’. Nilienda na wazazi
wangu na dada yangu mdogo. Kwa kawaida mimi
ni mvivu na huchukia kuamka asubuhi mapema;
lakini siku hiyo niliamka kabla ya yeyote katika
familia yangu. Niliwahimiza / harakisha wote
wajitayarishe ili tuwe watu wa kwanza kufika huko.
Tulikunywa chai/ kula kifungua kinywa. Nilikula
mayai, mkate na bilauri moja ya maziwa ya baridi.
Dada yangu mdogo alikula/ kunywa uji na wazazi
wangu walichagua kahawa na matunda.
Tulipowasili nilishangaa jinsi palivyokuwa pazuri.
Kwanza kulikuwa na vikombe vikubwa sana
vilivyozunguka katika miduara. Tuliingia /
tulipanda ndani ya vikombe hivyo na wote
tulicheka kwa furaha wakati tulipoviendesha.
Halafu kulikuwa na treni ambazo zilikwenda juu na
chini na hakuna aliyejua wakati gani /lini
zingesimama. Baadaye tukaendesha magari ya
mashindano na kuyafanya yagongane. Mwisho wa
siku miguu yangu iliuma sana, lakini sikujali kwani
hiyo ilikuwa siku nzuri kuliko zote maishani
mwangu. Ninayo hamu / ninashindwa kusubiri
kurudi huko tena hivi karibuni!
NIlipowaambia wanafuzi wenzangu kuhusu safari
hii, mmoja wao alisema, “Ndiyo!
Tutakapotembelea Funland, tutaenda moja kwa
moja kwenye milima ya kutisha na magari ya
mashindano / haraka. Hatutapoteza muda wetu
katika michezo ya kitoto.” Ninahisi/ ninasikia
furaha nikiwazia / nikifikiria kuwepo ‘Funland’
wakati wa safari yetu ya shule ijayo.

(25)

Question 3– Translation into English
Marks are awarded for transmission and quality of language, using the following
assessment criteria grids.
Transmission
No language worthy of credit.
Only the very basic points are transmitted successfully with some very
straightforward sections totally misunderstood. The style is often incomprehensible.
Communication is frequently impaired.
Only the more straightforward and concrete points are transmitted successfully.
Very little or no awareness of nuance and/or idiom. Several sections totally
misunderstood. The style is incoherent with communication impaired at times.
The main points, usually narrative and concrete, are conveyed successfully for the
most part, although problems are encountered with more complex language.
Inference, nuance and idiom transmitted successfully on occasions. Some passages
misunderstood and attempts at rephrasing only partially successful. The style is not
always coherent.
A generally very competent rendering of the original text with grasp of most detail,
nuance and idiom. Some passages, usually more complex, misinterpreted. Some
successful attempts at rephrasing. The style is generally pleasing.
Excellent transmission skills with clear grasp of detail. Excellent transfer of
inference, nuance and idiom. Pleasant to read.

Mark

Quality of language
No language worthy of credit.
A very high incidence of basic error in all aspects of grammar, syntax and
morphology. Basic lexis and structures appropriate to the task are unknown. No
awareness of tense concept/time sequence. Large sections totally misunderstood.
Communication impaired. Very little worthy of credit.
Some inaccuracies in basic grammar, although narrative sections, usually short and
straightforward, are in general correct. Lexis and structures appropriate to the task
restricted with some often quite basic items unknown. At times some fairly basic
problems with tense concept/time sequence. Use of given adjectives and/or
adverbial phrases occasionally evident, though these are likely to be only partially
successful. Often quite difficult to follow.
Largely accurate when using simple, short phrases: incidence of error increases in
more complex language. Lexis and structures appropriate to the task tend to be
adequate, with several items unknown. Some use of given adjectives and/or
adverbial phrases with some degree of success. About half of what is written should
be free of major errors. Not always easy to read.
A high level of accuracy overall, however with occasional basic errors, usually in
more complex language. Uses a wide range of lexis and structures appropriate to
the task with occasional lapses. Grasp of tense concept/time sequence generally
secure, although occasional lapses are evident. Pleasant to read for the most part.
A very high level of accuracy with only minor errors. Confident use of a wide range
of lexis and structures appropriate to the task. Excellent grasp of tense
concept/time sequence. Very pleasant to read overall, although not necessarily
faultless.
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I often buy a newspaper when I come out of
school. I have been doing this for a year now. I
believe that I now have more scope on current
affairs/news. For instance, yesterday I read about
a scientist who let bees sting him repeatedly, on
25 different locations on his body.
His intention was to find out which area of the
body is the most painful to get stung. After a
number of weeks, having been stung more than a
thousand times by more than one hundred and
fifty different types of bees, he discovered that the
nose is the most painful area. After this discovery,
he was awarded a special prize titled the ‘Ig
Nobel’. I must say, I laughed a lot when I read
about this.
I remember being stung by a bee in my ear a long
time ago. It was in the morning and I was the first
student to arrive at school. I went to our school
toilet. There was a bee in there and I may have
scared it since it stung me. I shouted immediately
and ran out of the toilet. I did not go to find any
teacher; I ran all the way home. When I got home
I found my grandmother listening to the radio. As
soon as she saw my red ear she rushed to put ash
on it. I later returned to school as the pain stopped
after a few minutes. When I remember my
encounter with that bee, I am certain that I would
not have wanted to be that scientist.
I know that honey bees are fierce when provoked;
for example they will sting if someone tries to take
their honey. And these days, with population
growth in towns and diseases, honey bees face
threats daily and their numbers are going down.
Since we all love honey, we must find ways to
make them feel secure.

(25)

Question 4 – Writing (35 marks)
Marks are awarded for communication and content and quality of language,
using the following assessment grid.
Communication and content
No language worthy of credit.
Task generally misunderstood with little relevant information conveyed. Much
ambiguity, confusion and omission. Level of response minimal with only a few
relevant phrases. Communication largely impaired. Time sequences rarely correct.
Largely incomprehensible with the exception of isolated items. Very difficult to
read.
Main points of the task understood but some points totally misunderstood. Some
major omissions with a degree of irrelevance and/or repetition. Level of response
fairly limited with little opinion and justification appropriate to the task. Functions
predominantly in simple, concrete sentences for the most part. Some evidence of
correct time sequences but mostly inconsistent and insecure. Just about
comprehensible overall with, however, a marked degree of ambiguity. Not easy to
read.
Majority of task completed, however, with some significant omissions. There may
be some irrelevance. Goes beyond a minimal response with some expansion of
ideas and straightforward opinion relevant to the task. Time sequences show a
degree of ambiguity at times. Comprehensible overall with some attempt to link
the piece into a coherent whole. Ambiguous in places especially in more ambitious
language. Tends to be somewhat predictable.
Responds to nearly all of the task although there may be some omissions. Some
relevant expansion at times. Provides evidence of description, narration and
opinion as appropriate to the task. Time sequences generally sound with
occasional lapses. A generally well structured piece of writing. A sound attempt
overall to link the piece into a coherent whole with, however, some lapses. May be
a little pedestrian and predictable or somewhat over-ambitious at times.
Responds fully and appropriately to the stimulus with excellent and relevant
expansion. Gives detailed descriptions, expresses and justifies opinions as
appropriate to the task. The time sequence is clear and unambiguous. A coherent
piece of writing which is pleasant to read.
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Quality of language
No language worthy of credit.
A high level of inaccuracy with very frequent and basic errors in grammar, syntax
and morphology. There may be the occasional correct phrase. No awareness of
tense concept/time reference. Vocabulary very basic with little or no evidence of
correct use of basic structures. Communication is severely impaired overall.
Extremely difficult to read.
Accuracy is inconsistent with frequent basic errors in grammar, syntax and
morphology. Simple, short sentences are sometimes correct, but very little
beyond. Range of vocabulary and structure very limited. Use of tense
concept/time reference limited and often inappropriate. Limited success in
attempts at enhancement of fact with adjectives and/or adverbial phrases. Not
easy to read.
Fairly accurate in simple language, however tends to be inconsistent in application
of grammar, syntax and morphology when attempting more complex language.
Range of vocabulary, idiom and structure standard and somewhat predictable.
Some inconsistency in use of tense concept/time reference. Some attempts at
subordination and sentence linking which are only partially successful. Attempts
enhancement of fact with adjectives and/or adverbial phrases with moderate
success. About half of what is written should be free of major errors. Despite
inaccuracies, the basic message is conveyed.
Generally accurate and secure in grammar, syntax and morphology with some
lapses. Accuracy less secure when more complex language is attempted. Uses a
good range of vocabulary, idiom and structure, which are for the most part
appropriate to the task. Attempts at more ambitious structures not always
successful. Generally a secure grasp of tense concept/time reference. Manipulates
language to suit the task at hand, however with some errors. A wide range of
vocabulary, idiom and structure may compensate for a lower level of accuracy.
Generally easy to read despite the errors.
Predominantly accurate: free of all but minor errors in grammar, syntax and
morphology. Uses a wide range of vocabulary, idiom and structure appropriate to
the task with very little or no repetition. Excellent use of tense concept/time
reference. Excellent examples of subordination and appropriate use of more
complex structures. Clear ability to manipulate language with a high degree of
accuracy to suit the purpose. Very pleasant to read, though not necessarily
faultless.
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