
Assessment Plan & Record – Wolverhampton Girls’ High School 
Department: Art and Design & Technology Subject: Art A-Level 
Assessment Evidence Form 
 

   Component 1: Personal Investigation   

Assessment Type Access 
Arrangements 
in place 

AO1 AO2 AO3 AO4  Level 
of 
Control  
H, M, L 

Sept 2020 
mock  

5 hr 
practical 

n/a   ✓ ✓ H 

Jan 2021 
mock 

5 hr 
practical 

n/a ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ H 

Portfolio NEA 
(component 1) 

n/a ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ L 

Present and 
select 

practical n/a    ✓ M 

3000 word 
essay 

Class work 
with final 2 
hour control 

n/a ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ L 

 
Teachers reviewed the additional assessments (Summer 2021) and identified if they were better than any retrospective assessment evidence. 
If this was the case, then additional assessments alone were used as the basis for determining the grade.  
If this was not the case, then the evidence was broadened to try to gain a greater feel for the student’s ability, e.g. if the mock grades were 
higher than the additional assessments. Each subject’s assessments were given different levels of priority in this process based on the 
relevance and rigour of the available evidence. The priority for this subject is shown below. Teachers then worked their way through this wider 
range of evidence in order to determine a candidate’s grade. 
 
How assessments have been used to determine TAG’s 
Additional assessment 1 and 2 cannot be assessed as standalone work. The time was allocated to allow for selection of further work as 
stipulated by AQA for component 1 (Personal Investigation) and becomes part of the larger body of work to be marked holistically. 
 



Assessment Plan & Record – Wolverhampton Girls’ High School 
Department: BIOLOGY Subject: BIOLOGY A Level 
Assessment Evidence Form 
 

Code     Component, Unit or topic:  
AS topics 

Component, Unit or topic:  
A2 topics 

Component, Unit or topic: 
Required practical 
components 

  

BIO1  Assessment Type Access 
Arrangements 
in place 

AO1 AO2 AO3  AO1 AO2 AO3  AO1 AO2 AO3  Level of 
Control  
H, M, L 

BIO2  Sept ’20 
mock 
examination 

Mock 
examination 

Y Y Y Y      Y Y Y  H 

BIO3  December 
’20 mock 
examination 

Mock 
examination 

Y     Y Y Y  Y Y Y  H 

BIO4  Post Easter 
additional 
assessment 
1 

In class 
common 
assessment 

Y Y Y Y      Y Y Y  H 

BIO5  Post Easter 
additional 
assessment 
2 

In class 
common 
assessment 

Y Y Y Y      Y Y Y  H 

BIO6  Post Easter 
additional 
assessment 
3 

In class 
common 
assessment 

Y     Y Y Y  Y Y Y  H 

BIO7  Biological 
molecules 
Nov ‘19 

In class 
common 
assessment 

Y – pupils 
were given 
the 
opportunity 
to have extra 
time 

Y Y Y          H 



BIO8  Cell 
structure 
Nov ‘19 

In class 
common 
assessment 

Y – pupils 
were given 
the 
opportunity 
to have extra 
time 

Y Y Y      Y Y Y  H 

BIO9  DNA, ATP 
and water 
Dec ‘19 

In class 
common 
assessment 

Y – pupils 
were given 
the 
opportunity 
to have extra 
time 

Y Y Y      Y Y Y  H 

BIO10  Transport 
across cell 
membranes 
Dec ‘19 

In class 
common 
assessment 

Y – pupils 
were given 
the 
opportunity 
to have extra 
time 

Y Y Y      Y Y Y  H 

BIO11  Genetic 
information 
March ‘20 

In class 
common 
assessment 

Y – pupils 
were given 
the 
opportunity 
to have extra 
time 

Y Y Y       Y Y  H 

BIO12  Immunity 
Feb ‘20 

In class 
common 
assessment 

Y – pupils 
were given 
the 
opportunity 
to have extra 
time 

Y Y Y          H 

 
 
Teachers reviewed the additional assessments (Summer 2021) and identified if they were better than any retrospective assessment evidence. 
If this was the case, then additional assessments alone were used as the basis for determining the grade.  



If this was not the case, then the evidence was broadened to try to gain a greater feel for the student’s ability, e.g. if the mock grades were 
higher than the additional assessments. Each subject’s assessments were given different levels of priority in this process based on the 
relevance and rigour of the available evidence. The priority for this subject is shown below. Teachers then worked their way through this wider 
range of evidence in order to determine a candidate’s grade. 
 

Explain the priority grouping of the assessments. 
Students would have expected to have improved from AS and the beginning of A2. If a grade was difficult to determine then BIO3, was used 
as 4th priority assessment as this was A2 content and shows that the candidate can apply knowledge in more complicated situations.  But 
because this assessment was completed in Dec it did not have as much weighting as the AA’s.  BIO2, AS Sept mock, was then used as 5th 
priority assessment if a grade was difficult to determine.  Both BIO2 and 3 were conducted under JCQ regulations in school.  Other class 
assessments were conducted in test conditions and were only used in exceptional circumstances. 
 

 



Assessment Plan & Record – Wolverhampton Girls’ High School 
Department: Business, Economics & Psychology Subject: Business 
Assessment Evidence Form 
 

   Component, Unit or topic: 
Theme 1 

Component, Unit or topic: 
Theme 2 

Component, Unit or topic: 
Theme 3 

Component, Unit or topic: 
Theme 4 

  

Assessment Type Access 
Arrange-
ments in 
place 

AO1 AO2 AO3 AO
4  

AO1 AO2 AO3 AO
4 

AO1 AO2 AO3 AO4 AO1 AO
2 

AO
3 

AO
4 

Level of 
Control  
H, M, L 

End of 
Theme 1 
test - 
3/2/2020 

In-class 
assessment 

Yes ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓             H 

End of 
Theme 2 
test - 
19/6/2020 

In-class 
assessment 

Yes     ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓         M 

End of 
Theme 3 
test - 
29/1/2021 

In-class 
assessment 

Yes         ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓     H 

September 
2020 mock 
exam 

Mock exam N/A ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓         H 

December 
2020 mock 
exam 

Mock exam N/A     ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓     H 

Additional 
assessment 
1 - 
30/4/2021 

In-class 
assessment 

N/A ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓             H 

Additional 
assessment 

In-class 
assessment 

N/A     ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓         H 



2 - 
14/5/2021 

Additional 
assessment 
3 - 
25/5/2021 

In-class 
assessment 

N/A         ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓     H 

 
Teachers reviewed the additional assessments (Summer 2021) and identified if they were better than any retrospective assessment evidence. 
If this was the case, then additional assessments alone were used as the basis for determining the grade.  
If this was not the case, then the evidence was broadened to try to gain a greater feel for the student’s ability, e.g. if the mock grades were 
higher than the additional assessments. Each subject’s assessments were given different levels of priority in this process based on the 
relevance and rigour of the available evidence. The priority for this subject is shown below. Teachers then worked their way through this wider 
range of evidence in order to determine a candidate’s grade. 
 

Explain the priority grouping of the assessments; 
The three additional assessments were given priority when setting TAGs. The December 2020 mock examination was used as the next level of priority. 

This assessed Themes 2 and 3 including all assessment objectives. This was a rigorous examination out of a possible 100 marks. 

 

 



Assessment Plan & Record – Wolverhampton Girls’ High School 
Department: Chemistry  Subject: Chemistry KS5 
Assessment Evidence Form 
 

   Physical  Organic  Inorganic    

Assessment Type Access 
Arrangements 
in place 

AO1 AO2 AO3 AO4  AO1 AO2 AO3 AO4 AO1 AO2 AO3 AO4 Level 
of 
Control  
H, M, L 

Assessment 1 
Y12 
September 
mock  

 Mock 
examination 

Y Y Y Y  Y Y Y  Y    H 

Assessment 2 
Y13 Dec Mock  

Mock 
examination 

y Y Y Y  Y Y Y      H 

Assessment 3 
Kp and Rates 
test  
November  

Common 
Assessment  

y Y Y Y          H 

Assessment 4 
Carbonyls and 
Aromatic 
Chemistry  
November  

Common 
Assessment 

y Y Y Y          H 

Assessment 5 
Acids and 
Bases and RP 
1  

Common 
Assessment 

Y Y Y Y          H 

Assessment 6 
Organic and 
Structure and 
Bonding  

Common 
Assessment  

Y Y Y   Y Y       H 

Assessment 7 Common 
Assessment  

Y Y Y Y      Y Y   H 



Kinetics, Rates 
and 
Periodicity  

 
Teachers reviewed the additional assessments (Summer 2021) and identified if they were better than any retrospective assessment evidence. 
If this was the case, then additional assessments alone were used as the basis for determining the grade.  
If this was not the case, then the evidence was broadened to try to gain a greater feel for the student’s ability, e.g. if the mock grades were 
higher than the additional assessments. Each subject’s assessments were given different levels of priority in this process based on the 
relevance and rigour of the available evidence. The priority for this subject is shown below. Teachers then worked their way through this wider 
range of evidence in order to determine a candidate’s grade. 
 
 

Explain the priority grouping of the assessments; 
The three-summer assessment were of equal priority  

The mock spring for A level was used as priority 2. 

Other assessments were then used if required. 

 

 
 

 



Assessment Plan & Record – Wolverhampton Girls’ High School 
Department:  Classics Subject:  A level Classical Civilisation 
Assessment Evidence Form 
 
AO1 – Demonstrate knowledge and understanding of: 

• literature, visual/material culture and classical thought 

• how sources and ideas reflect, and influence, their cultural contexts 

• possible interpretations of sources, perspectives and ideas by different audiences and individuals. 
AO2 – Critically analyse, interpret and evaluate literature, visual/material culture, and classical thought, using evidence to make substantiated judgements and produce 
coherent and reasoned arguments 
 
Control definitions: 
H (High) – formal mock, closed book, students spaced in exam venue 
M (Medium) – formal assessment, closed book but with notes sheet, students in classroom 
L (Low) – formal assessment, open book, students online, not visible at all times 

 
   World of the Hero Greek Theatre Love and Relationships  

Assessment Type Access 
Arrangements in 

place 

AO1 
 

AO2 AO1 AO2 AO1 
 

AO2 Level of 
Control 
H, M, L 

Assessment 1 September 
assessment 

Y ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓   H 

Assessment 2 October Greek 
relationships HW 

essay 

N     ✓ ✓ L 

Assessment 3 December 
assessment 

Y ✓ ✓   ✓ ✓ H 

Assessment 4 February 20-m essay 
on gods and fate 

N ✓ ✓     M 

Assessment 5 Ovid summer 
assessment 

Y     ✓ ✓ M 

Assessment 6 Frogs summer 
assessment 

Y   ✓ ✓   M 



Assessment 7 Aeneid summer 
assessment 

Y ✓ ✓     M 

 
Teachers reviewed the additional assessments (Summer 2021) and identified if they were better than any retrospective assessment evidence. 
If this was the case, then additional assessments alone were used as the basis for determining the grade.  
If this was not the case, then the evidence was broadened to try to gain a greater feel for the student’s ability, e.g. if the mock grades were 
higher than the additional assessments. Each subject’s assessments were given different levels of priority in this process based on the 
relevance and rigour of the available evidence. The priority for this subject is shown below. Teachers then worked their way through this wider 
range of evidence in order to determine a candidate’s grade. 
 

Explain the priority grouping of the assessments; 
 
Highest to lowest:   

• AAs, with AA3 having the greatest significance for the reasons above 

• Mock December – more recent mock covering World of Hero / Love & Relationships 

• Mock September – less recent mock covering World of Hero / Greek Theatre 

• 20 mark World of Hero Gods and Fates commentary in class 

• 30 mark Greek Relationships essay set as a homework  
 
 

 



Assessment Plan & Record – Wolverhampton Girls’ High School 
Department: Computing Subject: A Level Computer Science 
Assessment Evidence Form 
 

    Paper 1   Paper 2  NEA  

Code Assessment Type Access 
Arrangements in 
place 

AO1 AO2 AO3 AO1 AO2 AO3 AO1 AO2 AO3 Level of Control  
H, M, L 

CP1 September 
2020 Mock 
Exam 

mock 
examination 

Yes  ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓     H 

CP2 SLRs 1-9 
Throughout 
course 

In class 
assessment 

Yes  ✓ ✓       L 

CP3 SLRs 10-23 
Throughout 
course 

In class 
assessment 

Yes    ✓ ✓     L 

CP4 NEA Project 
(Just early 
stages) Feb 
2021 

In class 
assessment 

Yes  ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓   ✓ ✓ M 

CP5 December 
2020 Mock 
Exam 

mock 
examination 

Yes  ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓     H 

CP6 Additional 
Assessment 1 - 
29/04/21 

In class 
assessment 

Yes  ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓     H 

CP7 Additional 
Assessment 2 - 
13/05/21 

In class 
assessment 

Yes  ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓     H 

CP8 Additional 
Assessment 3 - 
24/05/21 

In class 
assessment 

Yes  ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓     H 

 



Teachers reviewed the additional assessments (Summer 2021) and identified if they were better than any retrospective assessment evidence. 
If this was the case, then additional assessments alone were used as the basis for determining the grade.  
If this was not the case, then the evidence was broadened to try to gain a greater feel for the student’s ability, e.g. if the mock grades were 
higher than the additional assessments. Each subject’s assessments were given different levels of priority in this process based on the 
relevance and rigour of the available evidence. The priority for this subject is shown below. Teachers then worked their way through this wider 
range of evidence in order to determine a candidate’s grade. 
 

Explain the priority grouping of the assessments: 
Additional Assessments were used as the first priority. Students in this subject would expect to improve their analysis and evaluation skills as 

the examinations draw near and the breadth of their knowledge increases.  

Mock examinations were then used as the next level of priority when required. These assessed a full range of knowledge and were 
conducted under JCQ regulations in school. 
 

 



Assessment Plan & Record – Wolverhampton Girls’ High School 
Department: Business, Economics & Psychology Subject: Economics 
Assessment Evidence Form 
 

   Theme 1 & 3 - microeconomics Theme 2 & 4 - macroeconomics    

Assessment Type Access 
Arrangements 
in place 

AO1 AO2 AO3 AO4  AO1 AO2 AO3 AO4 Level 
of 
Control  
H, M, L 

September 
Mock Exam 

mock 
examination 

N/A ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓     H 

September 
Mock Exam 

mock 
examination 

N/A     ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ H 

Additional 
Assessment 1 

In class 
assessment 

Yes ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓     H 

Additional 
Assessment 2 

In class 
assessment 

Yes     ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ H 

Additional 
Assessment 3 

In class 
assessment 

Yes ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ H 

Monetary 
Policy 
Assessment 

In class 
assessment 

N/A     ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ H 

Paper 2 Data 
Response 

In class 
assessment 

N/A     ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ H 

Japan macro 
further 
questions 

In class 
assessment 

N/A     ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ H 

Role of 
financial 
sector essay 

In class 
assessment 

N/A     ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ L 

 
Access arrangements were not required in earlier assessments. 
 



Teachers reviewed the additional assessments (Summer 2021) and identified if they were better than any retrospective assessment evidence. 
If this was the case, then additional assessments alone were used as the basis for determining the grade.  
If this was not the case, then the evidence was broadened to try to gain a greater feel for the student’s ability, e.g. if the mock grades were 
higher than the additional assessments. Each subject’s assessments were given different levels of priority in this process based on the 
relevance and rigour of the available evidence. The priority for this subject is shown below. Teachers then worked their way through this wider 
range of evidence in order to determine a candidate’s grade. 
 

Explain the priority grouping of the assessments; 
Additional Assessments were used as the first priority. Students in this subject would expect to improve their analysis and evaluation skills as 

the examinations draw near and the breadth of their knowledge increases.  

Mock examinations were then used as the next level of priority when required. These assessed a full range of knowledge (including Section 

A) and were conducted under JCQ regulations in school. Other assessments were conducted in test conditions and could be used when 

required to support decisions after this priority. Econ 8 (finance essay) was used only as a final decider as it was completed remotely. 

 

 



Assessment Plan & Record – Wolverhampton Girls’ High School 
Department: English Subject: English Literature A Level 
Assessment Evidence Form 
 
 
 

    Comparative and Contextual 
Study 

Shakespeare and Poetry Pre 1900 NEA   

ELIT1  Assessment Type Access 
Arrangements 
in place 

AO1 AO2 AO3 AO4 AO5 AO1 AO2 AO3 AO4 AO5 AO1-5 Level of 
Control  
H, M, L 

ELIT1 September 
2020 Mock 

Mock 
examination 

N/A      Y Y Y Y Y  H 

ELIT2 November 
2020 Mock 

Mock 
examination 

N/A Y Y Y Y        H 

ELIT3 Additional 
Assessment 
1 – April 
2021 

In class 
assessment 

Yes Y Y Y Y        H 

ELIT4 Additional 
Assessment 
2 – May 
2021 

In class 
assessment 

Yes Y Y Y         H 

ELIT5 Additional 
Assessment 
3 – May 
2021 

In class 
assessment 

Yes      Y Y Y Y   H 

ELIT6 NEA NEA N/A           Y M 

ELIT7 American 
unseen 
extract 
timed 
January 
2021 

In class 
assessment 

N/A Y Y Y         H 



ELIT8 American 
discursive 

In class 
assessment 

N/A      Y Y Y Y   H 

ELIT9 Chaucer 
Malfi Timed 

In class 
assessment 

N/A      Y Y Y Y   H 

 
 
Teachers reviewed the additional assessments (Summer 2021) and identified if they were better than any retrospective assessment evidence. 
If this was the case, then additional assessments alone were used as the basis for determining the grade.  
If this was not the case, then the evidence was broadened to try to gain a greater feel for the student’s ability, e.g. if the mock grades were 
higher than the additional assessments. Each subject’s assessments were given different levels of priority in this process based on the 
relevance and rigour of the available evidence. The priority for this subject is shown below. Teachers then worked their way through this wider 
range of evidence in order to determine a candidate’s grade. 
 

Explain the priority grouping of the assessments. 
Elit 3, 4 and 5 were the first priority with Elit 1 and 2 then used as these were the mock examinations. Different assessments were then used 
where different skills required evaluation. 

 



Assessment Plan & Record – Wolverhampton Girls’ High School 
Department: MFL Subject: A-level French 
Assessment Evidence Form 
 

   Paper 1 – Listening – Reading 
Translation – Theme 1 & 2 & 3 

Paper 2 - Writing 
Essay on the Book / Film 

Paper 3 
Speaking 

  

Assessment Type Access 
Arrangements 
in place 

AO1 AO2 AO3 AO4  AO1 AO2 AO3 AO4 AO1 AO2 AO3 AO4 Level 
of 
Control  
H, M, L 

September 
Assessment  

In class 
Assessment 

N/A ✓ ✓ ✓          H 

December 
Mock exam 

mock 
examination 

N/A ✓ ✓ ✓          H 

October 
Assessment 
Essay  

In class 
Assessment 

N/A       ✓ ✓     H 

May 21 
Essay 
Assessment 

In class N/A       ✓ ✓     H 

May 21 
Reading + 
Translation 
to English 
Assessment 

In class N/A ✓ ✓ ✓          H 

May 21 
Listening + 
Translation 
to French 
Assessment 

In class N/A ✓ ✓ ✓          H 

May 21 
Speaking 
Assessment 

At school N/A         ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ H 



Teachers reviewed the additional assessments (Summer 2021) and identified if they were better than any retrospective assessment evidence. 
If this was the case, then additional assessments alone were used as the basis for determining the grade.  
If this was not the case, then the evidence was broadened to try to gain a greater feel for the student’s ability, e.g. if the mock grades were 
higher than the additional assessments. Each subject’s assessments were given different levels of priority in this process based on the 
relevance and rigour of the available evidence. The priority for this subject is shown below. Teachers then worked their way through this wider 
range of evidence in order to determine a candidate’s grade. 
 

Explain the priority grouping of the assessments; 
Additional assessments were used as the priority assessments.  The Speaking assessment was used next since this would have been an 

integral part of the exam. Then I used the December A Level mock exam and last the September AS exam. 

 The assessments were used from Sept to May - as the course progressed the candidates acquired more knowledge and more skills. Other 

assessments were conducted in test conditions and could be used when required to support decisions after this priority. All assessments 

used for evidence were conducted in class. 

 

 



Assessment Plan & Record – Wolverhampton Girls’ High School 
Department: Geography Subject: Geography 
Assessment Evidence Form 
 

    Component, Unit or topic: 
Physical Geography (paper 
1) 

Component, Unit or topic: 
Human Geography (paper 2) 

Component, Unit or topic: 
Geographical Debates (paper 
3) 

  

Assessment 
Code 

Assessment Type Access 
Arrangements 
in place 

AO1 AO2 AO3  AO1 AO2 AO3  AO1 AO2 AO3  Level 
of 
Control  
H, M, L 

GEOG1 September  
2020 Mock 
Exam 

mock 
examination 

Yes ✓ ✓   ✓  ✓  ✓ ✓   H 

GEOG2 

 
December 
2020 Mock 
Exam 

mock 
examination 

Yes ✓  ✓  ✓ ✓ ✓  ✓ ✓   H 

GEOG3 

 
NEA Dec 
2020- April 
2021 

Non 
examined 
assessment 

N/A   ✓    ✓    ✓  M 

GEOG4 

 
Additional 
Assessment 2 
May 2021 

In class 
assessment 

Yes ✓ ✓ ✓          H 

GEOG5 

 
Additional 
Assessment 3 
May 2021 

In class 
assessment 

Yes     ✓ ✓ ✓      H 

 
Teachers reviewed the additional assessments (Summer 2021) and identified if they were better than any retrospective assessment evidence. 
If this was the case, then additional assessments alone were used as the basis for determining the grade.  
If this was not the case, then the evidence was broadened to try to gain a greater feel for the student’s ability, e.g. if the mock grades were 
higher than the additional assessments. Each subject’s assessments were given different levels of priority in this process based on the 
relevance and rigour of the available evidence. The priority for this subject is shown below. Teachers then worked their way through this wider 
range of evidence in order to determine a candidate’s grade. 



Explain the priority grouping of the assessments; 
Grade determinations were made based on establishing which assessments would be given the most weighting. As per JCQ guidance this 

was based on the most recent (Geog 4 and Geog 5), these also represented the majority of the taught curriculum. The NEA was then used as 

priority 2 (Geog 3) as this is worth 20%. 

 

The mock examinations include elements of papers 1, 2 and 3 and were set equally as priority 3 (Geog 1 and 2). These were used if and 

when additional data was required to determine between grades. 

 

 



Assessment Plan & Record – Wolverhampton Girls’ High School 
Department: History, Sociology and Politics  Subject: History A’level  
Assessment Evidence Form 
 

   Unit 1 E Russia in the Age of 
Absolutism and Enlightenment  

Unit 2S The Making of Modern 
Britain  

Unit 3 Coursework    

Assessment Type Access 
Arrangements 
in place 

AO1 AO2 AO3 AO4  AO1 AO2 AO3 AO4 AO1 AO2 AO3 AO4 Level 
of 
Control  
H, M, L 

September 
mock 
examination  

Mock 
examination  

Y ✓  ✓ N/A ✓ ✓      N/A H 

December  
mock 
examination  

Mock 
examination 

Y ✓  ✓ N/A ✓ ✓      N/A H 

Additional 
Assessment 1 
on source and 
interpretation 
skills  

In class 
assessment  

Y   ✓ N/A  ✓      N/A H 

Additional 
Assessment 2 
essay on 
Britain  

In class 
assessment 

Y    N/A ✓       N/A H 

Additional 
Assessment 3 
essay on 
Russia  

In class 
assessment 

Y ✓   N/A        N/A H 

NEA Coursework  N/A    N/A     ✓ ✓ ✓ N/A L 

Homework 
essay on 
Catherine the 
Great  

Completed 
at home  

N/A ✓   N/A        N/A L 



Timed essay 
on British 
History 1992-
1997  

Completed 
in timed 
conditions 
at home  

N/A    N/A ✓       N/A L 

 
Teachers reviewed the additional assessments (Summer 2021) and identified if they were better than any retrospective assessment evidence. 
If this was the case, then additional assessments alone were used as the basis for determining the grade.  
If this was not the case, then the evidence was broadened to try to gain a greater feel for the student’s ability, e.g. if the mock grades were 
higher than the additional assessments. Each subject’s assessments were given different levels of priority in this process based on the 
relevance and rigour of the available evidence. The priority for this subject is shown below. Teachers then worked their way through this wider 
range of evidence in order to determine a candidate’s grade. 
 

Explain the priority grouping of the assessments; 
 
Additional Assessments were used as the first priority. Students in this subject would expect to improve their skills as the examinations draw 

near and the breadth of their knowledge increases.   

NEA were then used as the next level of priority when required. These were completed as required by AQA.  
We then reviewed mocks. These assessed a full range of knowledge and were conducted under JCQ regulations in school.  
The other assessments were there as a reference if we did not have data for particular students but were not needed. The control for these 
was considerably less strong, as both were completed in remote circumstances.  
 
 

 



Assessment Plan & Record – Wolverhampton Girls’ High School 
Department:  Classics  Subject: A Level Latin 
 
Assessment Evidence Form 
 
AO1 – demonstrate knowledge and understanding of Latin language 
AO2 – demonstrate knowledge and understanding of Latin literature  
AO3 – critically analyse, evaluate and respond to Latin literature 
 
Control definitions: 
H (High) – formal mock, closed book, students spaced in exam venue 
M (Medium) – formal assessment, closed book but with notes sheet, students in classroom 
L (Low) – formal assessment, open book, students online, not visible at all times 

 
   Language Prose Literature Verse Literature  

Assessment Type Access 
Arrangements 

in place 

AO1 AO2 AO3 AO2 AO3 Level of Control 
H, M, L 

Assessment 1 September assessment Y ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ H 

Assessment 2 October unseen translation 
(Owen p76 – 8 lines)  

N ✓     M 

Assessment 3 November unseen translation 
(Owen p82 – 8 lines) 

N ✓     M 

Assessment 4 December assessment Y ✓ ✓  ✓ ✓ H 

Assessment 5 Tacitus summer assessment Y  ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ M 

Assessment 6 Horace summer assessment Y  ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ M 

Assessment 7 Language summer assessment Y ✓     M 

 
Teachers reviewed the additional assessments (Summer 2021) and identified if they were better than any retrospective assessment evidence. 
If this was the case, then additional assessments alone were used as the basis for determining the grade.  



If this was not the case, then the evidence was broadened to try to gain a greater feel for the student’s ability, e.g. if the mock grades were 
higher than the additional assessments. Each subject’s assessments were given different levels of priority in this process based on the 
relevance and rigour of the available evidence. The priority for this subject is shown below. Teachers then worked their way through this wider 
range of evidence in order to determine a candidate’s grade. 
 

How assessments have been used to determine TAGs 

Explain the priority grouping of the assessments; 
 

Highest to lowest: 

• Additional Assessments 

• December and September mocks: we bore in mind that the December mock was heavily weighted towards a verse unseen 

translation (50% in the mock, but only 12.5% of the total A2 grade), the most difficult part of the course 

• Unseen translation (November) - without tailored prep 

• Unseen translation (October) - with tailored prep 

 

 



Assessment Plan & Record – Wolverhampton Girls’ High School 
Department: Mathematics Subject:   A level Further Maths 
Assessment Evidence Form 
 

   Pure Mathematics Decision Mathematics Mechanics   

Assessment Type Access 
Arrangements 
in place 

AO1 AO2 AO3 
 

AO1 AO2 AO3 AO1 AO2 AO3 Level of 
Control  
H, M, L 

Assessment 1 Mock 1 n/a ✓ ✓ ✓       H 

Assessment 2 Common 
Assessment 

n/a ✓ ✓ ✓       H 

Assessment 3 Homework n/a    ✓ ✓ ✓    L 

Assessment 4 Homework n/a    ✓ ✓ ✓    L 

Assessment 5 Online 
Common 
Assessment  

n/a ✓ ✓ ✓       M 

Assessment 6 Common 
Assessment 

n/a       ✓ ✓ ✓ H 

Assessment 7 Mock 2 n/a       ✓ ✓ ✓ H 

Assessment 8 In Class 
Assessment 

n/a ✓ ✓ ✓       H 

Assessment 9 In Class 
Assessment 

n/a       ✓ ✓ ✓ H 

Assessment 
10 

In Class 
Assessment 

n/a    ✓ ✓ ✓    H 

 
Teachers reviewed the additional assessments (Summer 2021) and identified if they were better than any retrospective assessment evidence. 
If this was the case, then additional assessments alone were used as the basis for determining the grade.  
If this was not the case, then the evidence was broadened to try to gain a greater feel for the student’s ability, e.g. if the mock grades were 
higher than the additional assessments. Each subject’s assessments were given different levels of priority in this process based on the 
relevance and rigour of the available evidence. The priority for this subject is shown below. Teachers then worked their way through this wider 
range of evidence in order to determine a candidate’s grade. 



 

Explain the priority grouping of the assessments; 
 
Additional Assessments were first priority.   
Mock results were then reviewed 
Earlier in class assessments then used as priority 3 

 



Assessment Plan & Record – Wolverhampton Girls’ High School 
Department: Mathematics Subject:   A level Maths  
Assessment Evidence Form 
 

    Pure Maths Mechanics Statistics   

Code Assessment Type Access 
Arrangements 
in place 

AO1 AO2 AO3 AO1 AO2 AO3 AO1 AO2 AO3 Level 
of 
Control  
H, M, L 

Math1 Assessment 1 Mock 1 Yes ✓ ✓ ✓       H 

Math2 Assessment 2 Common 
Assessments 
(Pure) 

No ✓ ✓ ✓       M 

Math3 Assessment 3 Mock 2 Yes ✓ ✓ ✓       H 

Math4 Assessment 4 Pure 1 Yes ✓ ✓        H 

Math5 Assessment 5 Mechanics Yes    ✓ ✓ ✓    H 

Math6 Assessment 6 Statistics Yes       ✓ ✓ ✓ H 

 

Teachers reviewed the additional assessments (Summer 2021) and identified if they were better than any retrospective assessment evidence. 
If this was the case, then additional assessments alone were used as the basis for determining the grade.  
If this was not the case, then the evidence was broadened to try to gain a greater feel for the student’s ability, e.g. if the mock grades were 
higher than the additional assessments. Each subject’s assessments were given different levels of priority in this process based on the 
relevance and rigour of the available evidence. The priority for this subject is shown below. Teachers then worked their way through this wider 
range of evidence in order to determine a candidate’s grade. 
 

Explain the priority grouping of the assessments; 
AA were priority as they were end of course exams.  Mock from December (Assessment 3) was looked at if further evidence was needed.  

Math 1 and 2, were lowest priority.  

 



Assessment Plan & Record – Wolverhampton Girls’ High School 
Department: PE 
      Subject: A Level Physical Education 
Assessment Evidence Form 
 

    Component, Unit or 
topic: Physiological 
Factors affecting 
performance (01) 

Component, Unit or 
topic: 
Psychological factors 
affecting performance 
(02) 

Component, Unit or 
topic: 
Social Cultural issues in 
physical activity and 
sport (03) 

Performance 
in Physical 
Education 
(04) 

  

Code Assessment Type Access 
Arrangements 
in place 

AO1 AO2 AO3 AO4  AO1 AO2 AO3 AO4 AO1 AO2 AO3 AO4 A04 Level of 
Control  
H, M, L 

PE1 September 20 
mock examination 

Mock 
examination 

Yes ✓ ✓ ✓  ✓ ✓ ✓  ✓ ✓ ✓   H 

PE2 December 20 
mock examination 

Mock 
examination 

Yes ✓ ✓ ✓  ✓ ✓ ✓  ✓ ✓ ✓   H 

PE3 NEA Practical 
performance 

Participation 
and log 
book 

N/A             ✓ H 

PE4 NEA  - Evaluating 
and analysing 
performance for 
improvement 

Verbal 
Coursework 

Yes ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 

 
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 

 
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 

 
✓ M 

PE5 Additional 
assessment 1: 
Essay Question 

In class 
assessment 

Yes ✓ ✓ ✓           H 

PE6 Additional 
Assessment 2 -
Individual 
differences and 
groups and teams 

In class 
Assessment 

Yes     ✓ ✓ ✓       H 

PE7 Additional 
Assessment 3 – 
Ethics and 
deviance and 
Commercialisation 
and media 

In Class 
Assessment 

Yes         ✓ ✓ ✓   H 

 



Teachers reviewed the additional assessments (Summer 2021) and identified if they were better than any retrospective assessment evidence. If this was the 
case, then additional assessments alone were used as the basis for determining the grade.  
If this was not the case, then the evidence was broadened to try to gain a greater feel for the student’s ability, e.g. if the mock grades were higher than the 
additional assessments. Each subject’s assessments were given different levels of priority in this process based on the relevance and rigour of the available 
evidence. The priority for this subject is shown below. Teachers then worked their way through this wider range of evidence in order to determine a 
candidate’s grade. 
 

Explain the priority grouping of the assessments;  

The 3 additional assessments and completed and internally moderated NEA were used to determine the TAGs. These were the most recent and followed 

suggestions by JCQ as the priority to allow students to showcase what they ‘can’ do.  

Historical data was available should there be any difficulties determining grades, such as the Mock Examination. 

 

 



Assessment Plan & Record – Wolverhampton Girls’ High School 
Department: Physics Subject: Physics GCE 
Assessment Evidence Form 
 

   Component, Unit or topic: 
Paper 1 

Component, Unit or 
topic:  Paper 2 

Component, Unit or topic: 
paper 3 

  

Assessment Type Access 
Arrangements 
in place 

AO1 AO2 AO3  AO1 AO2 AO3 
 

AO1 AO2 AO3 
 

Level of 
Control  
H, M, L 

Assessment 1 SUMMER ASSESSMENT 1 Y    Y Y Y    H 

Assessment 2 SUMMER ASSESMENT 2 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y    H 

Assessment 3 SUMMER ASSESSMENT 3 Y Y Y Y    Y Y Y H 

Assessment 4 DECEMBER MOCK Y    Y Y Y Y Y Y H 

Assessment 5 September MOCK Y Y Y Y       H 

Assessment 6 SHM and circular motion 
topic test (September 2020) 

Y Y Y Y       H 

Assessment 7 Electric fields topic test 
(November 2020) 

Y    Y Y     H 

Assessment 8 Evidence for the nucleus 
(November 2020) 

y    Y Y     H 

 
Teachers reviewed the additional assessments (Summer 2021) and identified if they were better than any retrospective assessment evidence. 
If this was the case, then additional assessments alone were used as the basis for determining the grade.  
If this was not the case, then the evidence was broadened to try to gain a greater feel for the student’s ability, e.g. if the mock grades were 
higher than the additional assessments. Each subject’s assessments were given different levels of priority in this process based on the 
relevance and rigour of the available evidence. The priority for this subject is shown below. Teachers then worked their way through this wider 
range of evidence in order to determine a candidate’s grade. 
  



Explain the priority grouping of the assessments: 
Additional assessments (1,2,3) have been the main source for all students.  Grade checked against assessment 4 then others if necessary.  
 
 

 



Assessment Plan & Record – Wolverhampton Girls’ High School 
Department: History, Sociology and Politics  Subject: Politics  
Assessment Evidence Form 
 

   Paper 1 Government and 
Politics of UK  

Paper 2 Government and Politics 
of USA and comparative  

Paper 3 Political Ideas    

Assessment Type Access 
Arrangements 
in place 

AO1 AO2 AO3 AO4  AO1 AO2 AO3 AO4 AO1 AO2 AO3 AO4 Level 
of 
Control  
H, M, L 

September 
mock 
examination  

Mock 
examination  

Y ✓ ✓ ✓ N/A ✓ ✓ ✓     N/A H 

December 
mock 
examination  

Mock 
examination  

Y    N/A     ✓ ✓ ✓ N/A H 

Additional 
Assessment 
One: US 
based   

In class 
assessment  

Y    N/A ✓ ✓      N/A H 

Additional 
Assessment 
Two UK based  

In class 
assessment 

Y  ✓ ✓ ✓ N/A        N/A H 

Additional 
Assessment 
Three. US/UK 
based.  

In class 
assessment 

Y     N/A ✓ ✓ ✓     N/A H 

Homework 
Essay 
completed on 
US/UK during 
remote period  

Completed at 
home in 
remote 
circumstances  

N/A     N/A ✓ ✓ ✓     N/A L 

 



Teachers reviewed the additional assessments (Summer 2021) and identified if they were better than any retrospective assessment evidence. 
If this was the case, then additional assessments alone were used as the basis for determining the grade.  
If this was not the case, then the evidence was broadened to try to gain a greater feel for the student’s ability, e.g. if the mock grades were 
higher than the additional assessments. Each subject’s assessments were given different levels of priority in this process based on the 
relevance and rigour of the available evidence. The priority for this subject is shown below. Teachers then worked their way through this wider 
range of evidence in order to determine a candidate’s grade. 
 
 

Explain the priority grouping of the assessments; 
 

Additional Assessments were used as the first priority. Students in this subject would expect to improve their skills as the examinations draw 

near and the breadth of their knowledge increases.  

Mock examinations were then used as the next level of priority when required. These assessed a full range of knowledge and were 

conducted under JCQ regulations in school. The final assessment was only intended to be used for any students who had gaps, as it was 

completed remotely. This was not needed.  

 



Assessment Plan & Record – Wolverhampton Girls’ High School 
Department: Psychology, Business Studies and Economics Subject: Psychology  
Assessment Evidence Form 
 

   Component, Unit or topic: Paper 1 
(Introductory Topics in Psychology) 

Component, Unit or topic: Paper 2 
(Psychology in Context) 

Component, Unit or topic: Paper 3 
(Issues and Options in Psychology) 

  

Assessment Type Access 
Arrangements in 
place 

AO1 AO2 AO3 AO4  AO1 AO2 AO3 AO4 AO1 AO2 AO3 AO4 Level of 
Control  
H, M, L 

Yr 13 Additional 
Assessment 1 
(April 2021) 

In class 
assessment 

Y X X X N/A    N/A    N/A H 

Yr 13 Additional 
Assessment 2 
(May 2021) 

In class 
assessment 

Y    N/A X X X N/A    N/A H 

Yr 13 Additional 
Assessment 3 
(May 2021) 

In class 
assessment 

Y    N/A    N/A X X X N/A H 

Yr 13 Paper 2 
Mock 
(December 
2020) 

Mock 
examination 

N/A    N/A X X X N/A    N/A H 

Yr 13 Paper 1 
Mock 
(September 
2020) 

Mock 
examination 

N/A X X X N/A    N/A    N/A H 

Yr 12 Spring 
Common 
Assessment 
(Spring Term 
2020) 

In class 
assessment 

N/A X X X N/A    N/A    N/A H 

Yr 12 Autumn 
Term Essay on 
the Biological 
Approach 
(Autumn Term 
2019) 

Essay 
completed 
without 
notes 

N/A    N/A X  X N/A    N/A M 



 
Teachers reviewed the additional assessments (Summer 2021) and identified if they were better than any retrospective assessment evidence. 
If this was the case, then additional assessments alone were used as the basis for determining the grade.  
If this was not the case, then the evidence was broadened to try to gain a greater feel for the student’s ability, e.g. if the mock grades were 
higher than the additional assessments. Each subject’s assessments were given different levels of priority in this process based on the 
relevance and rigour of the available evidence. The priority for this subject is shown below. Teachers then worked their way through this wider 
range of evidence in order to determine a candidate’s grade. 
 

Explain the priority grouping of the assessments; 
The three additional assessments were looked at in the first instance to determine a grade. Then the two year 13 mock exams (PSYCH4 and 

PSYCH5) were consulted to supplement evidence as needed. These mock exams were full paper mock exams (Paper 1 and Paper 2). 

The Paper 2 mock was especially relevant to supplement knowledge of research methods when students fell short in Additional Assessment 

2 (PSYCH2). The year 12 (PSYCH6 and PSYCH7) assessments were given less weight as they were significantly easier (one essay + one short 

test using short answer questions). 

 

 



Assessment Plan & Record – Wolverhampton Girls’ High School 
Department: Religious Studies Subject: Religious Studies OCR A-Level  
Assessment Evidence Form 
 

   Philosophy of 
Religion 

Religious Ethics Developments in 
Christian Thinking 

  

Assessment Type Access 
Arrangements 
in place 

AO1 AO2 AO1 AO2 AO1 AO2 Level 
of 
Control  
H, M, L 

Dec Mock 2020 Mock exam N/A ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ H 

Sept Mock 2020 Mock exam N/A ✓ ✓   ✓ ✓ H 

Additional 
Assessment 1 

In class assessment N/A ✓ ✓     H 

Additional 
Assessment 2 

In class assessment N/A   ✓ ✓   H 

Additional 
Assessment 3 

In class assessment N/A     ✓ ✓ H 

Religious Language 
Essay (Autumn Y13) 

In class assessment N/A ✓ ✓     H 

Moral Principles 
Essay (Summer 
Y12) 

Homework N/A     ✓ ✓ L 

 
Teachers reviewed the additional assessments (Summer 2021) and identified if they were better than any retrospective assessment evidence. 
If this was the case, then additional assessments alone were used as the basis for determining the grade.  
If this was not the case, then the evidence was broadened to try to gain a greater feel for the student’s ability, e.g. if the mock grades were 
higher than the additional assessments. Each subject’s assessments were given different levels of priority in this process based on the 
relevance and rigour of the available evidence. The priority for this subject is shown below. Teachers then worked their way through this wider 
range of evidence in order to determine a candidate’s grade. 
 



Explain the priority grouping of the assessments 
Additional assessments have been used to determine TAGs, with these being the most update opportunity for students to demonstrate 

what they know and can do presently. They were also designed so that students have been assessed on all assessment objectives and all 

formal papers (Philosophy, Ethics and Developments in Christain Thinking). Following a review of additional assessments as the priority data, 

RS6 and RS1 were considered as they were the next most recent assessments, with RS1 having the advantage of including all papers and 

assessment objectives (Dec mock exam). The progress made from RS2 (Sept mock) to RS1 (Dec mock) to RS6 (timed, in class essay) to AAs 

demonstrates a clear chronological journey of progress for each student, leading to a final justified TAG.  

 

 



Assessment Plan & Record – Wolverhampton Girls’ High School 
Department: MFL Subject: A-level Russian 
Assessment Evidence Form 
 

   Paper 1 – Listening – Reading 
Translation – Theme 1,2,3,4 

Paper 2 - Writing 
Essay on the Book / Film 

Paper 3 
Speaking 

  

Assessment Type Access 
Arrangements 
in place 

AO1  AO2 AO3  AO4  AO1 AO2 AO3 AO4 AO1 AO2 AO3 AO4 Level of 
Control  
H, M, L 

September 
Assessment  
AS exam 

In class 
Assessment 

Yes ✓ ✓ ✓          H 

December  
Mock exam 

Mock  Yes ✓ ✓ ✓          H 

February 
Assessment 
Essay – Play  

At home N/A       ✓ ✓     L 

February 
Assessment 
Essay – Film  

At home N/A       ✓ ✓     L 

March 
Assessment 
Essay – Film  

At home N/A       ✓ ✓     L 

May 21 
Writing 
Assessment 

In class Yes       ✓ ✓     H 

May 21 
Reading 
Assessment 

In class Yes ✓ ✓ ✓          H 

May 21 
Listening + 
translation into 
Russian 
Assessment 

In class Yes ✓ ✓ ✓          H 



May 21 
Speaking 
Assessment 

At school N/A         ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ H 

 
Teachers reviewed the additional assessments (Summer 2021) and identified if they were better than any retrospective assessment evidence. 
If this was the case, then additional assessments alone were used as the basis for determining the grade.  
If this was not the case, then the evidence was broadened to try to gain a greater feel for the student’s ability, e.g. if the mock grades were 
higher than the additional assessments. Each subject’s assessments were given different levels of priority in this process based on the 
relevance and rigour of the available evidence. The priority for this subject is shown below. Teachers then worked their way through this wider 
range of evidence in order to determine a candidate’s grade. 
 

Explain the priority grouping of the assessments: 
Additional assessments were used as the first priority assessments.  After that we used the Speaking assessment since this would have been 

an integral part of the exam had 4 additional assessments been allowed.  The other assessments were used in chronological order (starting 

with the most recent) since as the course progressed the candidates acquired more knowledge and more skills.  The order of importance 

was as follows: the second film essay, the literature essay, the first film essay, the December A Level mock exam, the September AS exam. 

 
 



Assessment Plan & Record – Wolverhampton Girls’ High School 
Department: History, Politics and Sociology  Subject: Sociology  
Assessment Evidence Form 
 

   Paper 1: Education with Theory 
and Methods  

Paper 2: Topics in Sociology  Paper 3: Crime and Deviance with 
Theory and Methods  

  

Assessment Type Access 
Arrangements 
in place 

AO1 AO2 AO3 AO4  AO1 AO2 AO3 AO4 AO1 AO2 AO3 AO4 Level 
of 
Control  
H, M, L 

September 
mock 
examination  

Mock 
examination  

Y ✓ ✓ ✓ N/A ✓ ✓ ✓     N/A H 

December 
mock 
examination  

Mock 
examination 

Y ✓ ✓ ✓ N/A ✓ ✓ ✓  ✓ ✓ ✓ N/A H 

Additional 
Assessment 
One: Crime and 
Deviance  

In class 
assessment  

Y    N/A     ✓ ✓ ✓ N/A H 

Additional 
Assessment 
Two: Media  

In class 
assessment 

Y     N/A ✓ ✓ ✓     N/A H 

Additional 
Assessment 
Three: 
Education and 
Families and 
Households  

In class 
assessment 

Y  ✓ ✓ ✓ N/A        N/A H 

Class 
assessment on 
Labelling and 
Crime/Deviance  

In class 
assessment 

N/A (students 
did not have 
them at time)  

   N/A     ✓ ✓ ✓ N/A M 



Class 
assessment on 
Education.  

In class 
assessment 

N/A (students 
did not have 
them at time) 

✓ ✓ ✓ N/A        N/A M 

 
Teachers reviewed the additional assessments (Summer 2021) and identified if they were better than any retrospective assessment evidence. 
If this was the case, then additional assessments alone were used as the basis for determining the grade.  
If this was not the case, then the evidence was broadened to try to gain a greater feel for the student’s ability, e.g. if the mock grades were 
higher than the additional assessments. Each subject’s assessments were given different levels of priority in this process based on the 
relevance and rigour of the available evidence. The priority for this subject is shown below. Teachers then worked their way through this wider 
range of evidence in order to determine a candidate’s grade. 
 

Explain the priority grouping of the assessments; 
 
Additional Assessments were used as the first priority. Students in this subject would expect to improve their analysis and evaluation skills as 

the examinations draw near and the breadth of their knowledge increases.   

Mock examination was used as next priority assessment as it was completed under test conditions and all access arrangements were in 
place. Some reflection at very end was given to a Year 12 paper, completed under timed conditions. However, this was only if significantly 
different.  
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