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Scholarship 2025
English

Time allowed: Three hours 
Total score: 24

ANSWER BOOKLET

Check that the National Student Number (NSN) on your admission slip is the same as the number at the 
top of this page.

You should write THREE essays in this booklet, one from each section in Question Booklet 93001Q.

Begin each essay on a new page. Write the section, and the number of your chosen statements in 
Sections B and C, at the top of the page.

Check that this booklet has pages 2–24 in the correct order and that none of these pages is blank.

Do not write in the margins ( ). This area will be cut off when the booklet is marked.

YOU MUST HAND THIS BOOKLET TO THE SUPERVISOR AT THE END OF THE EXAMINATION.
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SUPERVISOR’S USE ONLY

Draw a cross through the box ( )  
if you have NOT written in this booklet
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SCHOLARSHIP EXEMPLAR

No part of the candidate’s evidence in this exemplar material 
may be presented in an external assessment for the purpose 

of gaining an NZQA qualification or award.













 



Scholarship 
 

Subject:  English 
Standard:  93001 
Total score: 15 

Q Score Marker commentary 

1 05 

Texts A and B are explored in a controlled, measured way with 
comparison of how the writers treat nature. The response 
answered the question with a degree of success. The candidate 
demonstrated understanding of the comedic value of Hamel’s 
poem but also appreciate the sense that Hamel is discussing and 
celebrating a wider view of nature. The response did not see the 
texts in a binary way, but saw both writers dealing with the 
concept of nature as something to cherish and yet treat seriously. 
It considered Text A with a valid argument and drove a clear 
analysis throughout. The response was critical in its voice but a 
little straightforward at times.  
For a higher grade, the response required more synthesis and a 
woven argument between each text would have been valuable.  

2 05 

This response demonstrated a clear understanding of the short 
story genre as an entity in its own right. The response is intelligent 
in its presentations and uses of texts, with interwoven references 
that show an awareness of how meaning is shaped through form 
as well as content. While stronger synthesis across texts would 
have strengthened the response, each paragraph engaged with 
the statement with reasonable accuracy and maintained a clear 
line of argument throughout, resulting in a competent and well-
controlled response at this level. 

3 05 

In this response both parts of the statement, joy and pain, were 
addressed in a connected and meaningful way, with the response 
treating them as interlocking rather than opposing ideas. The 
response demonstrated a secure and confident understanding of 
the texts, which were used purposefully and clearly to support and 
sustain the central thesis. Ideas were developed coherently, with 
textual discussion consistently reinforcing the argument rather 
than distracting from it, resulting in a controlled and convincing 
response. 
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