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Unseen [67]: this was a decent stab at a hard passage. The student needed some prompting
and verbal help (e.g. asked about “itum” and “vecordiae”). There was some uncertainity (e.g.
on “obviam ire”) and (mostly minor) mistakes e.g. “contenti”o; intially didn’t recognize
result clause; initial mistranslation of “priusquam” as “first”; initially didn’t recognize “quo”
as a purpose clause

Seen [72]:

The student showed good understanding of the seen passage and could accurately identify
and explain cases and reasons for them (some errors: e.g. on dative dependent on “grata’)
Sensible comments were made on style e.g. on verbs at the start and Sallust’s “bon mot”.




