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Section B 
 
Each question is considered separately
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Question 2 
 
This question required candidates to provide the name of a thorned plant. 
 
Stronger candidate responses named a suitable plant, the most commonly named 
plants being /ǊŀǘŀŜƎǳǎ ƳƻƴƻƎȅƴŀ ƻǊ wƻǎŀ ǊǳƎƻǎŀΦ  
 
Weaker candidate responses 
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Question 3 
 
In this question candidates were required to list three types of stakeholders that could 
be involved in a community growing project. 
 
Strong candidate responses demonstrated a clear understanding of the range of 
stakeholders that could be involved, including: 
 

 volunteers 
 local government/local council 
 the National Lottery or other major funders 
 local businesses 

 
Weaker candidate responses failed to demonstrate the level of knowledge appropriate 
at Level 2. Some candidates stated, for example, the public or charities, while other 
candidates suggested local councillors, the local council and social services, all of 
which are examples of the local council, and so only one mark was awarded, unless 
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Question 4 
 
This question assesses candidate’s knowledge of how horticultural practices can 
support the environment and ecosystems and the creation of habitats in both Topics 3 
and 4. 
 
Part a) required candidates to state three environmental benefits of community 
wildlife gardens. 
 
Strong candidate responses stated: 
 

 the creation of habitats 
 the mitigation of water run off 
 the conservation of endangered species. 

 
Candidate responses that stated mitigating the effects of climate change, along with 
the improvement of urban environments, for example through the cooling use of 
plants were fully credited.  
 
Weaker candidate responses often stated one or two benefits, but often repeated 
points, for example stating the creation of habitat as benefit 1, but then stating the 
provision of nesting spaces or food for pollinators as second or third benefits. The 
definition of habitat encompasses the provision of food and shelter and so these were 
not considered to be sufficiently distinct to be credited with marks. 
 
In part b) all candidate responses that stated a UK BAP species were credited with a 
mark. Some candidates however lost marks by naming species that are not listed as 
UK BAP species indicating gaps in knowledge. 
 
Part c) of the question required candidates to describe a habitat that could be created 
within a wildlife garden to meet the requirements of the named BAP species. All 
correct responses were credited with one mark for stating the habitat with the second 
mark available being awarded for a developed point, as the command word was 
‘describe’. Many weaker candidate responses were insufficiently detailed to be 
awarded a second mark. Other weaker candidate responses gave inaccurate or 
incorrect information, for example the provision of tree canopy for a dormouse nest. 
This species nests at 1.2 – 1.5m and so tree canopy is not an appropriate habitat. 
 
The final part of the question required candidates to apply their knowledge of food 
webs, by stating how the presence of their named species could affect the garden 
food web. Candidates who discussed appropriate primary/secondary/tertiary 
consumers were awarded full marks. Weaker candidate responses were often 
incorrect, or only partially correct, for example stating that hedgehogs would eat 
pollinators. Other responses only stated what the named species consumed, rather 
than considering its role as prey in the food web.  
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Question 5 
 
 
This question required the candidate to define the term ecosystem services. 
 
Very few candidates were able to offer a full definition of ecosystem services 
demonstrating a significant gap in knowledge for this important term. Candidates 
should be able to offer full definitions of terms contained within the Qualification 
Specification to be able to demonstrate basic knowledge and understanding 
consistent with AO1. 
 
Candidates who understood that ecosystem services benefit people, provided strong 
answers in this part of the question. Suitable ecosystem services provided could 
include: 
 

 water run off or flood alleviation 
 the promotion of healthy soils 
 photosynthesis 
 mental wellbeing 
 tourism 
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Question 8 
 
Part a) of this question required candidates to name the horticultural technique that 
had been applied to the cultivation of plants in the provided image. 
 
Strong candidate responses correctly identified the technique as topiary. 
 
Weaker candidate scripts either offered no response or an incorrect response. 
 
Part b) of this question required candidates to state the century in which this 
technique was introduced to British gardens. Correct candidate responses stated the 
17th century. The most common incorrect response being the 18th 
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Section C 
 
Section C candidate responses are graded against the assessment ladder, which is on 
the next page of this report. Candidates and centres are advised to review the ladder 
as this indicates how the assessment decisions are made, when grading long form 
responses. 
 

Candidate performance in Section C ranges from those candidates who: 
 

 were prepared to produce long form responses 
 carefully planned their answers, including key points 
 approached the question logically 
 shared horticultural knowledge that was technically correct and to the 

required depth of knowledge for Level 2 
 demonstrated a full and holistic knowledge of the topic areas and 

Qualification-wide outcomes. 
 

through to candidates who: 
 

 produced very short responses which did not provide the required level of 
depth and breadth 

 provided responses which were unplanned and unstructured 
 provided responses that gave a framework, but which did not provide the 

required level of detail 
 picked up on certain words in the question, and wrote all they knew about 

these words, rather than answering the question. 
 

In addition to the assessment ladder, candidate responses are also reviewed against 
the criteria set out below: 
 

Indicative content 
 

 Strength of response 
 Integration 
 Horticultural knowledge. 

 
Strength of response: 
 

Strong candidate responses: 
 

 developed a logical argument to answer the question 
 drew 
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Question 1 
 
This question required candidates to discuss the suitability of formal planting in domestic 
garden situations. Candidates were further required to make reference to four key areas: 
 

 appropriate features and plants 
 planting styles 
 maintenance 
 environmental considerations. 

 
Candidates who scored marks in the higher bands: 
 

 followed the four reference points stated in the question. 
 

Appropriate features and plants 
 
 provided a clear understanding of formal gardens’ design principles, such as the use of 

symmetrical layouts, statuary, formal ponds and fountains etc. 
 

Planting Styles: 
 
 Planting style was directly linked to appropriate features and plants, with clear and 

appropriate examples provided, for example the gardens framed through topiarised 
hedging using ¢ŀȄǳǎ ōŀŎŎŀǘŀ or the use of pleached trees to draw the eye.  

 
Maintenance: 
 
 Strong responses demonstrated an advanced understanding not only that 

maintenance requirements of formal gardens are relatively high, but demonstrating 
an understanding of the reasons for this; for example, the requirement for precise 
clipping and weed control.  

 
Environmental considerations: 
 
 Strong responses discussed a wide range of environmental considerations from the 

emissions from machinery operation through to the limited range of plant material, 
the need for order and tidiness, and the impact of these on habitat reduction. 
 
Particularly strong candidate responses at the upper end of the assessment band also 
considered:  
  

 the wider Qualification-wide outcomes, taking their existing knowledge and applying 
this to the question. Examples of this approach included fact-based discussions 
around whether formal planting must always be less sustainable and high 
maintenance. Is fundamental rethinking necessary?  
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Question 2 
 
This question required candidates to explain how plant adaptations allow plants to colonise 
garden areas. Candidates were then further required to discuss the impact of plant 
colonisation on garden maintenance and biodiversity. 
 
Candidates who scored marks in the higher bands: 
 

 fully responded to the requirements of the question 
 related their knowledge of plant adaptations to the colonisation of garden areas 
 explained the advantage and the role of the adaptation in this colonisation process 
 further explored, considered and explained the impact of plant colonisation on garden 

maintenance with specific examples 
 further explored, considered and explained the impact of plant colonisation on garden 

biodiversity with specific named examples 
 considered a broad range of adaptations that allowed for the developed points 

relating to colonisation, maintenance, and garden biodiversity to be considered 
 included both seed and vegetative adaptations, with plant examples  
 gave detailed consideration and analysis, explaining, the role of dehiscent seed 

adaptations of /ŀǊŘŀƳƛƴŜ ƘƛǊǎǳǘŀ to the effective spreading of seed and the 
ephemeral aspects of having to constantly maintain and weed areas 

 discussed the soil seed bank and the concept of dispersal in time, where seed can 
remain dormant in the soil for many years (due to increased C02 levels at lower 
depths) until they are brought to the surface where the oxygen levels are increased 
which, along with light which can trigger germination 

 fully integrated their knowledge of other topic areas into their responses 
 discussed biodiversity relating this aspect of garden management to the value of 

plants as food sources (seed, fruits, nectar) along with wider aspects relating to the 
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Candidates who scored marks in the lower bands: 
 

 provided responses that related to their knowledge, rather than focusing on the 
requirements of the question 

 demonstrated a poor understanding of plant adaptations and the colonisation of 
garden areas, confusing these with general competitive advantage. 

 were unable to explain at the required level of detail, the advantages and the role of 
the adaptations in the colonisation process 

 did not satisfactorily link their response to garden maintenance 
 made general comments with no specific examples to demonstrate knowledge and 

mastery of the topic being considered 
 failed to consider the impact of plant colonisation on garden biodiversity  
 confused concepts such as totipotency with plant adaptations 
 did not provide named plant examples. 
 
It is noted that many candidates did not think through the requirements of the question, 
and consider the basic range of common ‘problems’ gardeners face with ephemeral and 
annual species and their seedbanks, before considering how this might be mitigated by 
adopting minimal cultivation practices, (for example ‘no dig’), mulching etc. To rectify 
these weaknesses, it is recommended that candidates are provided with the opportunity 
to practice and develop their skills when undertaking long form answer questions. 
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 did not consider the wider benefits of working outside 
 did not consider the benefits from volunteering and belonging 
 did not consider the horticulture behind projects, to include what they grow, how they 

grow and how the site is managed 
 made very simple or generalised statements with no explanation or demonstration of 

understanding. 
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A key point missed by many candidates was that our current ideas of how a garden should 
look, particularly with regards to lawns is not sustainable now, let alone if subject to climate 
change. There was also an assumption that the installation of a water butt would provide an 
inexhaustible supply of water e.g. for lawns. 
 
 
 


