
Task 1: Annual Reports (Application) 
Commentary on candidate evidence 

The evidence for these candidates has achieved the following marks. 
Component.   

Candidate A evidence 

Candidate A commentary 

The response shown received 0 marks. The candidate failed to address the key 

point of this area of the project, which is to analyse the usefulness of information 

contained within an annual report to a specific stakeholder. The candidate makes 

a general point about the letter demonstrating appreciation but fails to link the 

relevance or importance of this to the stakeholder in question, ie the employee. 

Candidate B evidence 

Candidate B commentary 

The response shown received 1 mark. The candidate correctly cited evidence 

from the report and linked this to a legitimate concern which the stakeholder 

(employee) would have regarding job security. However, the remainder of this 

extract received no further marks. The candidate failed to address the key point 

of this area of the project, which is to analyse the usefulness of information 

contained within an annual report to a specific stakeholder. The candidate’s 

response here linked back to the impact on the employer rather than the 

employee. 
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Candidate C evidence 

Candidate C commentary 

The response shown received 3 marks. The candidate correctly cited evidence 

from the report and linked this to a legitimate issue which the stakeholder 

(employee) may have regarding his or her employment. Using statistical evidence 

to reinforce the point being made re: gender inequalities and the potential 

reputational damage/loss of employee motivation was particularly good in this 

case. 
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Candidate D evidence 

Candidate D commentary 

The response shown received 0 marks. The candidate did attempt to make 

some links between the information in the report and the chosen stakeholder 

(employee) but was not successful because he or she confused competence with 

leadership/promotion ambitions. Additionally, the second point on the CEO letter 

of thanks was deemed to be too simplistic for Advanced Higher level. There 

appeared to be no acknowledgement of the scale of operation as the analysis 

came across as if the business in question was small in scale with a few 

employees. 
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Task 2: International Accounting 
Standards (Application) 
Commentary on candidate evidence 

The evidence for these candidates has achieved the following marks. 
Component.   

Candidate A evidence 

Candidate A 

The response shown received 0 marks. The candidate failed to demonstrate an 

understanding of how the requirements of the standard had been applied by the 

chosen company. 

Candidate A commentary 

The response shown received 0 marks. The candidate failed to demonstrate an 

understanding of how the requirements of the standard had been applied by the 

chosen company. 

Candidate B evidence 

Goodwill is shown in the first column of the table. It is important this is shown 

separately from the other type of intangible assets as it’s covered under IRS10 and not 

IAS38.   Excluding goodwill, the report separates the remaining intangible assets 

into the following four categories: software, development costs, programme and 

customer-related, and other. It allows the company to explain how they have treated 

each of the categories in turn. In this way they have demonstrated their compliance 

with IAS38. More specifically, software is shown split between licensed acquired and 

development costs. All license costs are capitalised whereas, only certain development 

are capitalised with the remainder being expensed. (d) 

Candidate B commentary 

The extract shown received 3 marks. The candidate correctly cited evidence 

from the report and clearly linked this to the requirements of the standard being 

investigated. 
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Candidate C evidence 

Candidate C commentary 

 

The response shown received 2 marks. The candidate correctly cited evidence 

from the report and clearly linked this to the requirements of the standard being 

investigated. However, the extract also includes areas where no marks were 

awarded. In this case the candidate moved away from the project requirements, 

choosing to analyse the importance of the information presented. This was 

extraneous to this section of the project. 
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Candidate D evidence  

 

Candidate D commentary  

 

The response shown received 2 marks. The candidate correctly cited evidence 

from the report and clearly linked this to the requirements of the standard being 

investigated. 
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