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Introduction

This document has been prepared by the Chief Examiner and Principal Moderator; it is designed
to be used as a feedback tool for centres in order to enhance teaching and preparation for
assessment. It is advised that this document is referred to when planning delivery and when
preparing candidates for City & Guilds Technical assessments.

This report provides general commentary on candidate performance in both the synoptic
assignment and theory exam. It highlights common themes in relation to the technical aspects
explored within the assessment, giving areas of strengths and weakness demonstrated by the
cohort of candidates who sat assessments in the 2025 academic year. It will explain aspects
which caused difficulty and potentially why the difficulties arose.

The document provides commentary on the following assessments:

7907-503 Level 2 Painting and Decorating — Theory exam
o March 2025 (Spring)
7907-004 Level 2 Painting and Decorating — Synoptic Assignment
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Qualification Grade Distribution

The approximate grade distribution for this qualification is shown below:

7907-20 2025

Grade Distribution
57%

26%

15%

I

Pass Merit Dist Dist*

Percentage of Candidates achieving
Grade

Grades

Please note City & Guilds will only report qualification grades for candidates who have achieved
all of the required assessment components, including Employer Involvement, optional units and
any other centre assessed components as indicated within the Qualification Handbook. The
grade distribution shown above could include performance from previous years.
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Theory Exam
Grade Boundaries and Distribution

Assessment: 7907-503
Series 1: March 2025 (Spring)

Below identifies the final grade boundaries for this assessment, as agreed by the awarding

panel.
Total marks available m

Pass mark 25
Merit mark 34
Distinction mark 43

The graph below shows the distribution of grades and pass rates for this assessment.

7907-503 March 2025
Grade Distribution

86%

47%

30%

10%

Percentage of Candidates
achieving Grade

Pass Merit Dist Pass Rate

Grades
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Assessment: 7907-503
Series 2: June 2025 (Summer)

Below identifies the final grade boundaries for this assessment, as agreed by the awarding

panel:
Total marks available m

Pass mark 25
Merit mark 34
Distinction mark 43

Due to the low volume of candidate submissions, City & Guilds has not published the Chief
Examiner's commentary, grade distribution, or pass rate data for this series.
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Chief Examiner Commentary

Assessment component: 7907-503
Series 1: March 2025

This 60-question exam paper was set in a multiple-choice format, assessing Units 201, 202, 203,
and 204 from the 7907-003/503 Level 2 Painting and Decorating qualification handbook. A
mixture of AO1 (recall), AO2 (understanding), and AO4 (applied knowledge) questions were
used across the breadth of the units examined.

Overall, the paper performed well and was similar to last years. The assessment was deemed
comparable to previous series in terms of demand, and the grade boundaries reflected this
consistency.

Most candidates demonstrated good levels of recall and understanding across the paper.
Questions based on applied knowledge seemed to provide more of a challenge to candidates in
this series.

Candidates demonstrated good knowledge where questions focused on theoretical learning that
was reinforced through practical sessions, particularly in relation to health and safety regulations
and the application of paint coatings. Other areas where candidates performed strongly include:

e Principles of Construction:
Most candidates were able to correctly respond to questions about the types of
construction work being undertaken and the organisations responsible for producing
goods and materials used on construction sites.

e Access Equipment:
In this unit, most candidates successfully identified access equipment from images and
responded well to questions regarding factors to consider when:

o Erecting different types of access equipment in given scenarios.
o Selecting appropriate access equipment for specific tasks.

¢ Preparation of Surfaces for Decoration:
Candidates showed strong knowledge and understanding of timber and timber sheets
this series. Most were able to:

o Identify a type of timber sheet based on its description.
o Identify the process used to prepare a new timber door.
o Select the appropriate primer to prevent a specified timber defect.

Additional areas of strong performance in this unit included:

o Identifying a paint defect from an image.
o Selecting the correct wallpaper removal processes.
o ldentifying the correct method used to prepare a previously painted surface.

o Application of Surface Coatings:
In this unit, most candidates correctly identified materials used to protect items in
domestic and commercial areas, as well as the safety considerations when using a liquid
paint remover in a commercial setting. Other well-performed areas in this unit included:

o Understanding new technologies and their use in painting and decorating.
o Knowledge of proper storage and cleaning of tools and materials.
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Areas of the examination where candidates demonstrated weaker knowledge and understanding
included questions related to the properties of paint coatings. Most candidates were unable to
correctly answer questions on thixotropic coatings or coalescence. Other areas of weak
performance included:

¢ Preparation of Surfaces for Decoration:
Candidates showed limited understanding of trowel-finished surfaces. Most were unable
to identify a specific physical property of a trowel-finished surface or recognise a defect
based on its description. Additionally, performance was poor for questions related to
the removal of defective paint coatings, where most candidates were unable to:

o Understand when a specified paint removal process should be used.
o Identify what a particular paint removal process is designed to remove.

o Application of Surface Coatings:
Candidates struggled with questions on types of coatings and defects. Most were unable
to correctly recall the common cause of a specified post-application defect. Additionally,
many candidates were unable to identify the correct type of paint finish based on its
sheen level.

Performance was also weak for a question related to understanding safety considerations
where most candidates showed limited understanding of the requirements when working
with solvent-borne paint in a small domestic area.

The applied knowledge and understanding questions (AO4) did not perform as well as last year.
Most candidates were unable to correctly respond to the majority of scenario-based questions
related to the preparation and application of surface coatings to metal, timber, and trowel-
finished surfaces. Candidate responses to questions on paint application and post application
defects were mixed.

In conclusion, the exam paper covered a broad and representative range of subject matter from
the qualification handbook. It highlighted strong performance in health and safety and practical
application knowledge and understanding. However, candidate performance would benefit from
centres placing greater emphasis on the technical and theoretical knowledge aspects of the
qualification, particularly focusing on terminology.

In general, candidates appear to favour practical learning, so linking theoretical understanding to
practical activities may help reinforce learning in areas that are less frequently practiced.
Candidates should ensure they fully read and understand all questions before responding,
especially for AO2 (understanding) and AO4 (applied knowledge) style questions. Centres are
encouraged to support their candidates in developing skills to tackle these types of questions
effectively.

Page | 8



Synoptic Assignment

Grade Boundaries

Below identifies the final grade boundaries for this assessment, as agreed by the awarding
panel:

Assessment: 7907-004

Series: 2025
Total marks available m

Pass mark 25
Merit mark 35
Distinction mark 45

The graph below shows the approximate distributions of grades and pass rate for this
assessment:

7907-004 2025
Grade Distribution

97%
41%

32%
25%

Pass Merit Dist Pass Rate

Percentage of Candidates achieving
Grade

Grades
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Principal Moderator Commentary

Overall, the assessment performed well and maintained a consistent level of complexity with
previous years. It encompassed a wide range of practical tasks, including setting out three
decorative panels, hanging wallcoverings, basic brushwork, and the application of decorative
effects each forming an integral part of the synoptic assessment.

The assessment was deemed comparable to previous series in terms of demand, and the grade
boundaries reflected this consistency.

Most candidates demonstrated a good overall standard when completing the decorative tasks.
A few areas emerged that present valuable opportunities for further development:

o Decorative Effects
Techniques such as rag rolling, sponging, and dragging were attempted by most
candidates. While execution varied, this highlights a great opportunity for further practice
to refine technique and achieve a more consistent quality and finish.

e Panel Interpretation
There was noticeable variation in how candidates interpreted the synoptic specification
for the three decorative panels. Supporting candidates in developing a clearer
understanding of the requirements could help ensure more consistent outcomes.

o Brush Skills and Colour Selection
Basic brushwork and paper cutting were generally within tolerance, though consistency
across cohorts varied. In some cases, colour choices resulted in finishes that appeared
less natural or cohesive, suggesting that further guidance in colour theory could be
beneficial.

Throughout the assessment, most candidates completed the planning documentation
reasonably well. However, there were notable instances where the content was weak and brief,
particularly in the method statements and resources list. This indicated a need for better
preparation and a deeper understanding of the assessment requirements. Health and safety
practices across the cohort was good and adequate for the assessment to run safely, reflecting
a solid grasp of necessary precautions and protocols.

The quality of brushwork skills varied across the cohort. While the majority demonstrated a good
standard, this was not consistent throughout. Some candidates showed limited proficiency in
cutting-in, resulting in less polished finishes. With continued development in cutting-in and
overall finish quality, standards can be further elevated.

Wallpapering skills also varied. Several candidates produced high-quality work with minimal
defects, showing strong attention to detail. Others faced challenges with cutting accuracy and
neatness, which can be improved through targeted practice and support.

Candidates showed strengths in several areas, and the assessment highlighted clear
opportunities for growth. To support improved performance and consistency, the following areas
could be prioritised:

Enhancing the clarity and completeness of planning documentation.
Developing brushwork and cutting-in techniques.

Refining decorative effects to achieve more natural and cohesive finishes.
Improving accuracy and precision in wallpaper application.

With focused effort and targeted support in these areas, candidates are well-positioned to
strengthen their performance in future assessments.
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