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Examiner's Report 
 
Q1. No Examiner's Report available for this question 
 
Q2. There were many correct answers with most of the correct answers coming from having drawn a two-
way table. Those that did not draw a two-way table tended to make errors along the way and write a series 
of calculations all over the page such that it was difficult to follow what they were trying to do. 
 
Q3. Forgetting the 23, 27, 29 Putting same numbers in different sectors 
 
Q4. Many candidates placed the majority of the numbers in the correct sections; this question was well 
answered. 
 
Q5. No Examiner's Report available for this question 
 
Q6. No Examiner's Report available for this question 
 
Q7. No Examiner's Report available for this question 
 
Q8. Most students approached this question by adding 9 minutes many times to 6.45 and then adding 12 
minutes to 6.45. There were some arithmetic errors found when using this approach. Those that were able 
to do this accurately tended to get the correct answer of 7.21 am. Some students approached this by trying 
to find the LCM of 9 and 12 but many of these who found the LCM was 36 then failed to add this on to 
6.45 am. 

 Q9. The main difficulty with this question was confusion between factors and multiples with lists of the 
factors of 8 and 12 leading to the HCF rather than LCM. Many candidates drew factor trees to identify prime 
factors but then gave 2 or 4 as the final answer. Venn diagrams were often well used to identify the LCM 
from the prime factors in the union. 

 
 
Q10. The vast majority of candidates knew what to do to answer this question and recorded their method 
clearly in the working space. Most candidates were awarded all three marks. A further few candidates 
demonstrated a correct method but did not give the correct answer because they were unable to calculate 
either 200 ÷ 5 or 40 × £1.50 correctly. These candidates scored two marks. Some weaker candidates 
multiplied 200 by 1.50 or 5 by 1.50.  
 
Q11. A large number of students had no method to start this question at all. Rather than starting by listing 
multiples of 4 and 5 many just chose random numbers or multiples of 2 and 3. 
 
Q12. This question was generally well answered, with the vast majority of candidates deciding on the 
correct operation to use. 
 
Q13. Part (a) was well understood although many candidates were confused over the place value and the 
units of their answer. The correct answer was 44730 rupees but it was common to see 447.30 or other 
incorrect statements of place value or even £ instead of rupees. Units were not essential but if units were 
given they had to be correct. 
 
(This paper was sat before the 500-rupee note was withdrawn.) 
 
In part (b), some candidates found 44874 rupees, but again, many introduced a decimal point where it 
was not appropriate. Very few candidates realised that only 44500 rupees could be purchased due to the 
availability of only 500-rupee notes. 
 


