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All Candidates' performance across questions

Question Title N Mean S D Max Mark F F Attempt %
1 2433 21.4 7.3 40 53.5 100
2 341 21.8 8.2 40 54.5 14
3 588 21.9 7.3 40 54.8 24.2
4 367 22.9 7.8 40 57.3 15.1
5 542 22.5 8.2 40 56.3 22.3
6 592 20 7.7 40 49.9 24.3
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Sticky Note
Usually the question number

Sticky Note
The number of candidates attempting that question

Sticky Note
The mean score is calculated by adding up the individual candidate scores and dividing by the total number of candidates. If all candidates perform well on a particular item, the mean score will be close to the maximum mark. Conversely, if candidates as a whole perform poorly on the item there will be a large difference between the mean score and the maximum mark. A simple comparison of the mean marks will identify those items that contribute significantly to the overall performance of the candidates.However, because the maximum mark may not be the same for each item, a comparison of the means provides only a partial indication of candidate performance. Equal means does not necessarily imply equal performance. For questions with different maximum marks, the facility factor should be used to compare performance.

Sticky Note
The standard deviation measures the spread of the data about the mean score. The larger the standard deviation is, the more dispersed (or less consistent) the candidate performances are for that item. An increase in the standard deviation points to increased diversity amongst candidates, or to a more discriminating paper, as the marks are more dispersed about the centre. By contrast a decrease in the standard deviation would suggest more homogeneity amongst the candidates, or a less discriminating paper, as candidate marks are more clustered about the centre.

Sticky Note
This is the maximum mark for a particular question

Sticky Note
The facility factor for an item expresses the mean mark as a percentage of the maximum mark (Max. Mark) and is a measure of the accessibility of the item. If the mean mark obtained by candidates is close to the maximum mark, the facility factor will be close to 100 per cent and the item would be considered to be very accessible. If on the other hand the mean mark is low when compared with the maximum score, the facility factor will be small and the item considered less accessible to candidates.

Sticky Note
For each item the table shows the number (N) and percentage of candidates who attempted the question. When comparing items on this measure it is important to consider the order in which the items appear on the paper. If the total time available for a paper is limited, there is the possibility of some candidates running out of time. This may result in those items towards the end of the paper having a deflated figure on this measure. If the time allocated to the paper is not considered to be a significant factor, a low percentage may indicate issues of accessibility. Where candidates have a choice of question the statistics evidence candidate preferences, but will also be influenced by the teaching policy within centres.
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Section A:  Comparative Textual Analysis

Answer the following compulsory question.

1. This question is based on all three texts which follow.

 Text A:
 The poem Impression du Matin by Oscar Wilde (1854-1900). The French title means 

‘Impression of the Morning’. Wilde was an admirer of the artist Whistler whose paintings 
include Nocturne in Blue and Gold: Old Battersea Bridge and Harmony in Gray and Green.

 Text B:
 From the first chapter of the novel, Saturday by Ian McEwan, published in 2006. The central 

character, Henry Perowne, a neurosurgeon, wakes in the middle of a February night and 
observes the view from the bedroom window of his London home.

 Text C:
 The opening section of the article, Maybe it’s because I’m a Londoner which appeared in The 

Guardian in March 2009.

Using integrated approaches, compare and contrast the presentation of London in Texts 
A – C.

In your response, you should analyse and evaluate how the different contexts and purposes 
of the texts influence linguistic choice. You should also consider how effective each text 
is in developing its ideas.



(1164-01)

4

Text A: Impression du Matin by Oscar Wilde

 The Thames nocturne of blue and gold
 Changed to a Harmony in gray:
 A barge with ochre-coloured hay
 Dropt from the wharf: and chill and cold

 The yellow fog came creeping down
 The bridges, till the houses’ walls
 Seemed changed to shadows, and St. Paul’s
 Loomed like a bubble o’er the town.

 Then suddenly arose the clang
 Of waking life; the streets were stirred
 With country waggons: and a bird
 Flew to the glistening roofs and sang.

 But one pale woman all alone,
 The daylight kissing her wan hair,
 Loitered beneath the gas lamp’s flare,
 With lips of flame and heart of stone.

Text B: from Saturday by Ian McEwan

He leans forward, pressing his weight onto his palms against the sill, exulting in the emptiness 
and clarity of the scene. His vision – always good – seems to have sharpened. He sees the paving 
stone mica glistening in the pedestrianised square, pigeon excrement hardened by distance and 
cold into something almost beautiful, like a scattering of snow. He likes the symmetry of black 
cast-iron posts and their even darker shadows, and the lattice of cobbled gutters. The overfull litter 
baskets suggest abundance rather than squalor; the vacant benches set around the circular gardens 
look benignly expectant of their daily traffic – cheerful lunchtime crowds, the solemn studious 
boys from the Indian hostel, lovers in quiet raptures or crisis, the crepuscular drug dealers, the 
ruined old lady with her wild, haunting calls. Go away! She’ll shout for hours at a time, and squawk 
harshly, sounding like some marsh bird or zoo creature.

Standing here, as immune to the cold as a marble statue, gazing towards Charlotte Street, 
towards a foreshortened jumble of scaffolding and pitched roofs, Henry thinks the city is a success, 
a brilliant invention, a biological masterpiece – millions teeming around the accumulated and 
layered achievements of the centuries, as though around a coral reef, sleeping, working, entertaining 
themselves, harmonious for the most part, nearly everyone wanting it to work. And the Perownes’ 
own corner, a triumph of congruent proportions; the perfect square laid out by Robert Adam 
enclosing a perfect circle of garden – an eighteenth century dream bathed and embraced by 
modernity, by street light from above, and from below by fibre-optic cables, and cool fresh water 
coursing down pipes, and sewage borne away in an instant.

An habitual observer of his own moods, he wonders about this sustained, distorting euphoria.

 Printed with permission from Ian McEwan

© WJEC CBAC Ltd.
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Text C: from an article by Nicholas Lezard in The Guardian

Maybe it’s because I’m a Londoner
I love my city, but I hate it too. So I am equally pleased and distressed that Americans have turned 
London into a verb.

Last year the New Yorker incorporated a new term into one of its restaurant reviews: ‘Londoned’. 
A news report this week confirmed its spread. ‘Londoned’ means –well, the Urban Dictionary is 
rather good on this kind of thing, so here is their definition: “A stateside expression for being 
overrated, overpriced and underwhelming.” Example: “By the time the day was over I had been 
truly londoned.” (One notes that lower-case “l”.) It also suggests you look at the following related 
terms: “screwed, ripped off, overrated, overpriced, underwhelming”.

Let me, before I go any further, get one thing straight: I am a Londoner. I was born here, I have 
lived about 95% of my life here, I continue to do so, and when I take my children to the top of 
Primrose Hill and show them the staggering cityscape, I tell them: “that’s yours. That’s your city. 
And it’s the greatest city in the world.” At which point I murmur: “After New York, of course.” 

These days, I am fortunate to live closer to its heart than I ever have, in W1: right in there, in its 
clotted heart. I love it. I also love London. But I love it in the way you love a mangy, decrepit old 
dog that you’ve had since your childhood. It is a love born of loyalty and deep familiarity. Its breath 
is rotten. Its fur is falling out in clumps. It walks so slowly it takes you an hour to get to the corner 
shop. It drools and has scant control over its bodily functions. But it’s your dog. Seen by someone 
else, though, it’s a pathetic, poignant disaster.

London started dying when they got rid of most of the red phone boxes and then, later, the 
Routemaster; this much is indisputable. When you no longer care about your street furniture, 
appreciate what made your town beautiful and unique, then you can no longer be considered a 
competent caretaker. And the collapse of the infrastructure has become a leitmotif so familiar we 
hardly even notice it. Take the council policy that any spare money has to be spent by the end of 
the financial year. This makes driving in London in March a no-no. Cones and emergency traffic 
lights go up to bugger the traffic around, but look carefully as you inch past: chances are there will 
be no hole behind them. You know what they’re doing? They’re londoning you.

 © Guardian News & Media Ltd, 2009

© WJEC CBAC Ltd.



Sticky Note
Moves on to Text C and makes a reasonable comparison regarding meaning.

Sticky Note
More secure discussion of Text B.

Sticky Note
Secure comment on meaning AO2.

Sticky Note
Better on meaning AO2.

Sticky Note
Attempt comparison but not developed. AO3.

Sticky Note
General comments which are broad and lack substance.

Sticky Note
Lacks clarity. AO2.

Sticky Note
Vague comments, but attempting to engage with language.

Sticky Note
AO1 Incorrect terminology.

Sticky Note
AO1 Terminology.

Sticky Note
Clear AO2, but should use terminology to support comment.

Sticky Note
Accurate, but basic overview.



Sticky Note
Information given in the text.

Sticky Note
AO2 Understands character's viewpoint.

Sticky Note
AO1 Terminology.

Sticky Note
AO2 Sound discussion.

Sticky Note
AO3 Compares language.

Sticky Note
AO1 Terminology.

Sticky Note
Incorrect terminology.

Sticky Note
AO3 Attempts comparison.

Sticky Note
Accurate AO2.

Sticky Note
Essay improves as it progresses.  Secure on meaning of Text C.

Sticky Note
Accurate terminology AO1.



ebbswm
Sticky Note
AO1 Response is fairly well expressed with clear evidence of integrated study.Candidate could have used more sophisticated terminology in their response. Band 3 -AO2 More secure understanding of Texts B and C.  Analysis needs development in a number of places. Band 3-AO3 Adopts a fairly linear approach, which limits the amount of comparison.  Some sensible contextual references.  Band 3 -This essay was awarded a mark of 22/40 placing it in the lower half of Band 3.

Sticky Note
Accurate comment at the end.

Sticky Note
General understanding, but this could be developed much further.



Sticky Note
Candidate attempts a comparative approach, but has so far focused comparison only on Texts B and C.

Sticky Note
Sentence mood AO1.

Sticky Note
Identifies narrative stance, but this should be supported by appropriate reference to the text.

Sticky Note
Again, tries to engage in comparison.

Sticky Note
Candidate makes some sensible points of comparison.

Sticky Note
Reasonable on meaning.

Sticky Note
Misapplied terminology.

Sticky Note
Accurate on audience.

Sticky Note
Identifies poetic terminology, but does little with the analysis.

Sticky Note
Requires evidence.

Sticky Note
Incorrect terminology.

Sticky Note
General, but accurate overview of all three texts.



Sticky Note
AO1 Reasonably well expressed with evidence of integrated study.  Some errors with terminology, but also accurately applies some more complicated terms. Band 2+AO2 Clear grasp of basic meaning of all three texts.  Less secure perhaps on Text A.Band 2+AO3  Candidate makes clear attempt to compare throughout, especially on Texts B and C.Again, less secure in discussion of Text A.  Band 2+This response was awarded 20/40, placing it at the very top of Band 2.

Sticky Note
Analysis of Text C is unconvincing here.

Sticky Note
Could discuss the effect of this in greater detail.

Sticky Note
Accurate terminology AO1.

Sticky Note
Candidate could discuss this further.

Sticky Note
Interesting connection, but 'clang' is not a verb here.

Sticky Note
A reasonable point and comparison, but this could have been developed in greater detail.

Sticky Note
AO1 Terminology.



Sticky Note
Mature analysis and discussion. AO2.

Sticky Note
Comparative phrases 'signpost' the candidate making connections between the texts.  

Sticky Note
Discussion supported by additional terminology.

Sticky Note
Thoughtful analysis. AO2.

Sticky Note
Comparative point at start of paragraph.Effective organisation.

Sticky Note
Sophisticated application of terminology.

Sticky Note
Effective, comparative and purposeful overview.

Sticky Note
Attitudes and values of character established.

Sticky Note
Begins to compare from the start AO3.

Sticky Note
Accurate and relevant contextual point AO3.



Sticky Note
Perceptive on meaning AO2.

Sticky Note
AO2 Sensible on meaning.  Clearly understands all three texts.

Sticky Note
Terminology AO1.

Sticky Note
Accurate on sentence mood.

Sticky Note
Response is very well organised.

Sticky Note
Very well expressed.

Sticky Note
AO2 Probes language.

Sticky Note
Poetic form.

Sticky Note
AO3/AO1  Perceptive.



Sticky Note
AO3 Continues to make purposeful and productive comparisons.

Sticky Note
Perceptive.

Sticky Note
Original interpretation.  Interesting discussion.

Sticky Note
Accurate on terminology AO1.

Sticky Note
Productive connection AO3.

Sticky Note
Imagery AO1.

Sticky Note
Again, the candidate probes meaning through an exploration of language.



Sticky Note
AO3 Highly comparative approach.  Productive and purposeful.  Band 4+.Response was awarded 39/40, placing it at the top of Band 4.

Sticky Note
AO1 Highly sophisticated and mature range of terminology.  Very well expressed and organised throughout.  Band 4+AO2  Sensitive and perceptive discussion and analysis throughout the response. Band 4+

Sticky Note
Accurate. AO1.

Sticky Note
Identifies structure, but could explore significance of this further.

Sticky Note
Poetic features.

Sticky Note
Terminology is discussed in relation to meaning throughout the response.  Highly effective integrated approach.

Sticky Note
Imagery AO1.



(1164-01)

6

© WJEC CBAC Ltd.

Section B:  Reviewing Approaches

You will need a ‘clean’ copy (no annotation) of the set text which you have studied for this section in 
order to answer one of the following questions.

Answer one of the questions below.

Your response must include:

• sustained	reference	to	your	chosen	set	text;

• comparative	reference	to	at least one other text which you have studied as part of the English
Language and Literature course or selected for wider independent study.

Either,

2. Consider the influences of narrators and narrative voices in the texts you have studied.

In your response you must use integrated literary and linguistic approaches and consider the
significance of contextual factors.



Sticky Note
Reasonable comment on meaning and attitude.  AO2.

Sticky Note
Should identify classmate and could compare to wider reading here.

Sticky Note
Identifies nature of bias in first person narration.

Sticky Note
Reasonable comment, but requires textual support and terminology.

Sticky Note
Awkward expression.  Lacks clarity.

Sticky Note
General comments on attitude and values of narrator, but lacks precision and terminology.

Sticky Note
General overview, but addresses issue of narrators.



ebbswm
Sticky Note
AO1 Some evidence of key integrated approaches.  Reasonable expression.  Band 2+AO2 Fairly straightforward discussion.  General and vague in places. Band 2AO3 Brief reference to wider reading.  Some engagement with question.Awarded 18/40 placing it in the top half of Band 2.

Sticky Note
Uses terminology, but comments are vague and general.

Joseph
Sticky Note
Needs closer focus on the question.

Sticky Note
Misses opportunity to use terminology here.

Sticky Note
AO1 Terminology with brief analysis AO2.

Sticky Note
Some accurate comments regarding narrative voice, but candidate needs to develop analysis.

Sticky Note
Reasonable AO2.

Sticky Note
Accurate, but fairly general comments.

Sticky Note
AO3 Wider reading and discussion of tone.
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Section B:  Reviewing Approaches

You will need a ‘clean’ copy (no annotation) of the set text which you have studied for this section in 
order to answer one of the following questions.

Answer one of the questions below.

Your response must include:

• sustained	reference	to	your	chosen	set	text;

• comparative	reference	to	at least one other text which you have studied as part of the English
Language and Literature course or selected for wider independent study.

5. Discuss how human faults and failings are presented in the texts you have studied.

In your response you must use integrated literary and linguistic approaches and consider the
significance of contextual factors.



Sticky Note
Reasonable reference, with accurate terminology identified.  

Sticky Note
Very broad contextual point.

Sticky Note
Terminology AO1.

Sticky Note
General discussion.

Sticky Note
Expression slip.

Sticky Note
Attempts contextual discussion, with limited success.

Sticky Note
Basic engagement with question.

Sticky Note
Very general discussion, bordering on narration.

Sticky Note
Verb here.

Sticky Note
Again, whilst this is correct the candidate needs to be far more specific in their discussion.

Sticky Note
Candidate should place discussion in context.  This is too brief.



Sticky Note
AO1 Evidence of some key features if integrated study.  Expression is generally accurate, but there are slips.  Basic sense of organisation.  Band 2.AO2 Candidate engages with texts on a straightforward level.  There are too many broad and general comments and analysis is not developed in sufficient detail.  Band 2 -AO3 Brief and fairly unconvincing references to wider reading.   Lacks contextual references to support analysis and discussion.  Band 2This response was awarded 13/40 placing it in the lower half of Band 2.

Sticky Note
Basic sense of conclusion.

Sticky Note
Better on terminology here, but analysis is weak.

Sticky Note
Terminology AO1.

Sticky Note
Needs explaining and developing.

Sticky Note
Wider reading AO3.

Sticky Note
Discussion here lacks any real depth or analysis.

Sticky Note
Some range on core text.



Sticky Note
Well expressed AO1.

Sticky Note
Accurate discussion of character in relation to meaning and the question. AO2.

Sticky Note
Mature terminology. AO1.

Sticky Note
Direct and assertive.  Mature approach.

Sticky Note
Confident expression.

Sticky Note
Contextual reference linked to meaning.

Sticky Note
Clear focus from the start.



Sticky Note
AO1 Very well expressed.

Sticky Note
Lovely discussion.  AO2.

Sticky Note
AO2 Sophisticated and perceptive discussion.

Sticky Note
AO1 Sophisticated terminology.

Sticky Note
Mature exploration of character in relation to question.

Sticky Note
AO1 Terminology.

Sticky Note
Lacks a little clarity here.

Sticky Note
Character attitude and values.

Sticky Note
AO1 Sentence mood and type.



Sticky Note
Throughout, the candidates incorporates a highly effective and organised integrated approach.

Sticky Note
Perceptive AO1 and AO2.

Sticky Note
AO1 Terminology.

Sticky Note
Mature and sophisticated discussion of character.  Candidate clearly understands text.

Sticky Note
AO1 Accurate terminology.

Sticky Note
Connects character attitude with pertinent contextual point.  Very sophisticated. 



Sticky Note
Again, tries to make purposeful links between the texts.

Sticky Note
Accurate AO1.

Sticky Note
Thoughtful connections.  Very effective.

Sticky Note
Mature comments.

Sticky Note
AO3 Purposeful contextual discussion of wider reading.

Sticky Note
Wider reading AO3.

Sticky Note
Thoughtful probing of characterisation.



Sticky Note
AO1 Highly effective expression and organisation.  Sophisticated and mature range of terminology.  Band 4+AO2 Sensitive, assured and confident discussion of meaning.  Band 4+AO3 Productive and purposeful references to wider reading.  Astute comments on context.  Band 4+This response was awarded 39/40 placing it at the top of Band 4.

Sticky Note
Thoughtful and personal response.

Sticky Note
Productive use of wider reading in comparison to core text.

Sticky Note
Highly effective connection between texts.

Sticky Note
AO1 Sentence mood.

Sticky Note
AO3 Additional wider reading.  Good range and context.
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SECTION A: Comparative Textual Analysis 
(40 marks) 


 
The ratio of the three AOs for Section A is: 
 
AO1: 1                 AO2: 2                AO3: 2 
(8 marks)             (16 marks)          (16 marks) 
 
Content-specific band descriptors 
 
Band 1 (Marks 1-10) 
 
AO1  Band 1 responses will show little or no evidence of linguistic and literary study and will 
be characterized by a lack of analysis. Any approach used will be inaccurate or very basic. 
Any terminology used will be at a simple level (e.g. alliteration, exclamation marks) or not 
supported by textual evidence. Written expression may lack accuracy and clarity, with errors 
in sentence control, vocabulary and spelling. 
 
AO2  Some very obvious distinguishing features of the texts may be identified, perhaps by 
repeating parts of the rubric. Comments on genre will be very limited or inaccurate. Expect 
confusion over the meaning of some or all of the texts. There is unlikely to be any accurate 
focus on detail in the texts. 
 
AO3  Band 1 responses will show very limited, if any, evidence of comparison or contrast. 
The response may be organized in a simple linear form. Parts of the rubric may be copied 
into the answer. Contextual comment will be inaccurate, unconvincing or very simple. 
Note: Band 1 responses are characterized by limited understanding of text and context, lack 
appropriately used terms and basic, often inaccurate expression. 
 
Band 2 (Marks 11-20) 
 
AO1  Expect some use of basic terms (e.g. simile, interrogative) with more range and 
accuracy in upper Band 2. Basic word classes or lexical sets may be identified, but with 
inaccuracies, sketchy evidence or unconvincing analysis in lower Band 2. Some appropriate 
literary or linguistic approaches or concepts may be used, more selectively in upper Band 2, 
but analysis of purpose and impact is likely to be uneven. Written expression may be basic 
but increasingly accurate. There may be technical errors but meaning is generally clear. 
 
AO2  Responses will show a straightforward understanding of meaning in all three texts 
although explanations are likely to lack thoroughness. Some key features of language and 
form (e.g. pronouns, rhyme, sentence mood) will be identified and supported by quotation, 
with more precision in upper Band 2. There will be some meaningful focus on detail, 
although analysis will vary in quality. 
 
AO3  In lower Band 2 some simple comparative points will be made. Expect some echoing 
of the rubric and discussion of more obvious features of content. Upper Band 2 responses 
will include reasonable links and distinctions such as references to time factors (e.g. archaic 
features ) although the approach is likely to be descriptive. In lower Band 2, contextual 
points may include sweeping generalizations and stereotypes related to age, gender, class 
or education. In upper Band 2 there will be more reasonable points about relationships 
between context and style and developing understanding of the different purposes of texts. 
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Band 3 (Marks 21-30) 
 
Note: Responses without clear and sustained evidence of integrated study i.e. the use 
of appropriate literary and linguistic terms, cannot achieve higher than a mid Band 3 
mark (25) even if the response has other indications of quality. 
 
AO1  In lower Band 3 terminology will be used sensibly, although the range may be narrow. 
Expect reliable identification of key literary and linguistic features and more purposeful 
selection of approaches for the different texts. Upper Band 3 responses will use a range of 
terms with increasing precision and confidence. Expression will be increasingly competent 
and fluent, although there may be some technical inaccuracies in lower Band 3. More 
confident lines of argument will be pursued and clear organization will be increasingly 
evident. 
 
AO2  There will be clearer and more convincing links between style and meaning with some 
competent explanation and interpretation, especially at the top of the band. Expect some 
convincing phrase and sentence level analysis and increasingly detailed appreciation of key 
stylistic techniques. Analysis will be supported by accurate quotation. Understanding of text 
and subtext will be generally sound and treatment of the texts increasingly thorough. 
 
AO3  In lower Band 3 there will be some sensible comment on key similarities and 
differences between texts (e.g. audiences, purposes, attitudes). Points on contextual factors 
will be sound, although there may be some oversimplification. In upper Band 3 the linking of 
texts will be increasingly thoughtful and perceptive and there will be clear understanding of 
the influence of contextual factors (e.g. time period, genre and audience expectations.) 
Expect some thoroughly comparative approaches towards the top of the band. 
 
Band 4 (Marks 31-40) 
 
AO1  Band 4 responses will be fluent, coherent and well-argued with clear organization and 
good analytical vocabulary. A wide range of terms will be used including those related to the 
most demanding concepts (e.g. syntax, metre, grammatical features, non-standard 
features). Approaches and concepts will be purposefully selected according to the texts. 
 
AO2  Expect mature readings of the texts with confident understanding of the most 
demanding texts and sections. Analysis of language use will be clear and sustained, with 
detailed appreciations of nuance, tone and subtext. There will be some convincing 
discussion of genre and form (e.g. relationship between poetic form and meaning.) 
 
AO3  Band 4 responses will feature astute links between texts. These will go beyond content 
and form to explore style, attitudes and contexts. Expect some well-informed analysis of 
more demanding contextual factors (e.g. literary movements, historical events) as well as a 
perceptive awareness of audience, purpose and genre. 
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Additional notes 
 
Text A  Impression du Matin 
 


The poem offers a series of impressions set on and around the Thames in the early hours of the 
morning, shifting into dawn. Period detail of the ‘country waggons’ and ‘gas lamp’ shows it is 
realistic. The focus on visual detail and the inclusion of colours in the first two verses indicates 
the connection with painting as well as the lexical echoes from Whistler’s titles. The absence of 
opinion leaves the scenes open to interpretation – picturesque, peaceful, eerie. Verse 3 is more 
vigorous as day starts to replace night, so that the woman in verse 4 appears incongruous, 
perhaps sad, tawdry or a symbol of another side of city life. It is implied that she is a prostitute, a 
contentious issue in Victorian England. Her presentation allows room for both sympathy and 
condemnation. Accept any well-supported reading. 
 


N.B. Candidates are not expected to know about Whistler’s work, beyond the information 
given. 
 


Form and Structure 
 


 four quatrains 


 iambic tetrameter 


 abba cddc rhyme, each verse self-contained 


 three end-stopped quatrains 


 enjambment lines 4-5 for the movement of the fog 


 caesuras in verses 1-2 assist slow pace 


 chronology – moves into early morning 


 three scenic descriptions and a portrait 
 
Grammar and syntax 
 


 third person 


 omniscient speaker (‘heart of stone’) 


 past tense 


 declarative mood throughout 


 long compound-complex declarative in verses 1-2 


 foregrounded contrastive conjunction opening verse 4 


 parallel phrasing in final line 
 
Lexis, imagery and phonology 
 


 impact of French title 


 intertextual references to Whistler 


 proper nouns – geographically specific 


 musical lexis ‘nocturne and ‘Harmony’ 


 lexical set of colours/colour adjectives ‘blue’, ‘gold’, ‘gray’, etc. 


 lexical set of the river/concrete nouns ‘barge’, ‘wharf’, ‘bridges’ 


 syndetic pair of tactile adjectives ‘chill and cold’ 


 atmospheric continuous dynamic verb ‘creeping’ 


 sibilance in lines 6-7 


 simile ‘like a bubble’- floating in the mist 


 adverb ‘suddenly’ to help increase pace 
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 onomatopoeia ‘clang’ 


 dynamic verbs ‘stirred’, ‘flew’ and ‘sang’ 


 bird symbolising freedom/nature/new day 


 long pre- and post-modified noun phrase ‘one...alone’ 


 consonance on the ‘l’ phoneme in this phrase 


 determiner ‘one’ emphasising solitude 


 adjectives ‘pale’ and ‘wan’ 


 connotations of the verb ‘kissing’ 


 choice of verb ‘loitered’ 


 adverbial  of place ‘beneath...flare’ 


 iambic rhythm on the four nouns in the final line. 
 
 
Text B: Saturday 
 
In this extract McEwan explores an unusual quiet moment in his protagonist’s life, firmly 
establishing the setting as well as his character’s observant habits and capacity for 
imagination. As a lone observer of the empty night scene, Henry is comforted and inspired 
by his neighbourhood, recalling its daytime variety. This leads to a more general 
appreciation of the whole city as a remarkable phenomenon. And in his own square, the 
architecture of the past is not only preserved but enhanced by the technology of the present. 
McEwan has given Henry a profession implying both academic achievement and material 
success, confirmed by his living in the ‘perfect square’; the reader can expect him to take an 
analytical and introspective approach. The concluding sentence of the extract suggests that 
his current optimism is atypical and transient. 
 
Form and structure 
 


 omniscient narrator 


 continuous prose 


 visual observation is followed by memories of the daytime square, admiration of the 
city’s success as a whole and recognition of the contributions of past and present 


 final sentence undermines the previous two paragraphs 
 
Grammar and syntax 
 


 third person narrative 


 present tense 


 declarative sentences, some lengthened by use of the dash 


 sharp imperative exclamative – old lady’s voice 


 simple parallelism of ‘He leans...He sees...He likes’ 


 brief parenthesis 


 asyndetic list of daytime visitors to the square ‘cheerful...calls’ 


 tripling of praise for the city ‘a success...masterpiece’ 


 tripling of continuous verbs ‘sleeping...themselves’ 


 syndetic list of modern amenities ‘street light...instant’ 
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Lexis, imagery and phonology 
 


 verb ‘exulting’ establishes attitude 


 syndetic pair of abstract nouns ‘emptiness and clarity’  


 unglamorous concrete nouns ‘excrement’, ‘posts’, ‘litter baskets’, ‘benches’ 


 choice of abstract noun ‘abundance’ over ‘squalor’ 


 choice of adverb ‘benignly’ 


 plural nouns ‘crowds’, ‘boys’, etc. 


 varied pre-modification  for daytime visitors‘ cheerful’, ‘solemn’, ruined’ 


 post-modification of lovers ‘in ...raptures or crisis’ 


 proper noun ‘Charlotte Street’ 


 confident abstract nouns in para. 2  ‘success’, ‘achievements’, ‘triumph’ 


 merging of art and science in the noun phrase ‘biological masterpiece’ 


 parallel phrasing of ‘perfect square and ‘perfect circle’ 


 noun phrase ‘distorting euphoria’ 


 some high register lexis e.g. adjectives ‘crepuscular’, ‘congruent’ 


 proper noun ‘Robert Adam’ assumes reader’s knowledge 


 similes ‘like...snow’, ‘like...creature’, ‘as...reef’ 


 personification of benches as ‘benignly expectant’ 


 symbol of the ruined old lady – the darker side 


 extended image of the reef to suggest density and pace of city life 


 Henry’s scientific approach – regarding the city as a living organism 


 soothing personification of  the syndetic pair of verbs ‘bathed and embraced’ 


 onomatopoeic verb ‘squawk’ for a discordant note 
 
 
Text C:  Maybe it’s because I’m a Londoner 
 
A piece of 21st century journalism apparently provoked by unflattering American usage of 
‘London’ as a new verb. A personal exploration of unconditional love, moving on to 
exasperation, written with an entertaining, humorous slant. Would appeal particularly to 
Londoners but also addresses the theme of loyalty, of defending one’s own against criticism 
from outsiders. The music hall song used for the title suggests more mature readers and 
underlines the subjectivity of the piece. In this section, Lezard, however, manages little in the 
way of defence, targeting council policy as a source of annoyance to residents. 
 
Form and structure 
 


 bold title indicating writer’s attitude 


 emboldened strapline/subtitle expressing his ambivalence 


 continuous prose 


 quotation from the Urban Dictionary and for Lezard’s words to his children 


 second person determiner ‘your city’ italicised in para. 2 


 introduces coinage of verb ‘to london’, followed by the writer’s viewpoint, the nature 
of his love and some of the city’s faults, returning to the coined verb to create 
cohesion and close the section 
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Grammar and syntax 
 


 chiefly first person singular pronoun ‘I’ ; also plural ‘we’ in para. 4 


 second person to address children in para. 2 and the reader elsewhere 


 third person ‘they’ for local government 


 genderless pronoun ‘it’ objectifying the old dog 


 mainly declarative mood 


 compound – complex declarative in para. 2 


 occasional imperatives ‘Let me..’, ‘look carefully’ 


 elliptical interrogative ‘You...doing?’ 


 short simple declarative ‘I love it’ in para.3 


 mainly present tense; some past tense verbs in para. 1 and 4 


 parallelism of ‘I love...I hate’ in subtitle 


 adverbials of time ‘Last year’,’ this week’ to provide immediate context 


 parenthesis in para. 1 


 asyndetic list ‘screwed...underwhelming.’ 


 foregrounded conjunction ‘And’ in para. 2 and 4 


 foregrounded contrastive conjunction ‘But’ in para. 3 
 
Lexis, imagery and phonology 
 


 intertextuality in the title 


 use of opposites in the subtitle 


 verbal filler ‘well’ increases conversational tone 


 proper noun ‘Primrose Hill’ and postcode ‘W1’ 


 admiring noun phrase ‘the staggering cityscape’ 


 second person pronoun and determiner ‘yours...your city’ 


 superlative modifier in ‘the greatest city’ 


 bathos ‘After New York, of course.’ 


 personifying pre-modified noun phrase ‘its clotted heart’, suggesting ill-health 


 lexical repetition of ‘love’ as a verb and a noun 


 multiple modification in ‘mangy, decrepit old dog’ 


 humorous dog analogy developed into extended metaphor 


 emotive abstract nouns ‘loyalty’ and ‘familiarity’ 


 plosive alliteration in noun phrase ‘pathetic, poignant disaster’ 


 personification of ‘London ... dying’ 


 metaphorical use of ‘furniture and ‘caretaker’ 


 mixed register, from higher register nouns ‘infrastructure’, ‘leitmotif’ to expletive 
‘bugger’ 
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SECTION  B:  Reviewing Approaches 
(40 marks) 


 
The ratio of the 3 AOs for Section B is: 
 
AO1: 1                  AO2: 2             AO3: 2 
(8 marks)             (16 marks)        (16 marks) 
 
Responses will be assessed on: 
 


 The quality of the argument expressed 


 The quality of written expression 


 Evidence of synthesizing integrated literary and non-literary approaches 


 Comparative evaluation of contextual factors shaping the production and reception of 
texts 


 The Section B set text studied should receive sustained attention, but candidates 
should make reference to at least one other text studied as part of the course or 
selected for wider independent study.  


 
The question provides candidates with an opportunity to reflect on all the texts, contexts, 
issues and concepts studied as part of the course, as well as synthesizing the knowledge, 
understanding and skills gained. 
Look for a well-constructed, well-written, well-supported line of argument. 
 
Content-specific Band Descriptors 
 
Band 1 (Marks 1-10) 
 
AO1  Band 1 responses will show little or no evidence of linguistic and literary study and will 
be characterized by a lack of analysis. Any approach used will be inaccurate or very basic. 
Any terminology used will be at a simple level (e.g. alliteration, exclamation marks) or not 
supported by textual evidence. Written expression may lack accuracy and clarity, with errors 
in sentence control, vocabulary and spelling. There may be problems with understanding the 
question and any line of argument is likely to be confused and unclear. 
 
AO2  References to the set text are likely to be vague and brief or entirely narrative. Any 
attempts at analysis will be inaccurate or simplistic. References to any other texts will lack 
detail, accuracy or relevance. 
 
AO3  Band 1 responses will have little, if any, meaningful comparative comment. 
Organisation is likely to be linear. Contextual understanding will be limited and reliant on 
generalizations or unsupported assertions. 
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Band 2 (Marks 11-20) 
 
AO1  Expect some use of basic approaches with more range and accuracy in upper Band 2.  
Some appropriate literary or linguistic approaches or concepts may be used, more 
selectively in upper Band 2.  Written expression may be basic but increasingly accurate. 
There may be technical errors but meaning is generally clear. There will be some attempt at 
a relevant line of argument, although it may be simple, sketchy or unconvincing. 
 
AO2  Some more obvious meanings in the texts will be understood, with more secure grasp 
of the set text. In lower Band 2, expect reliance on outlines e.g. plot, characterisation and 
basic comments on content, events or relationships. Assertions may be unsupported. In 
upper Band 2 there will be more awareness of features of style and presentation. Expect 
more focus on detail and more sustained textual support in upper Band 2. Some illustration 
should be provided and there will be some accurate engagement with meaning. 
 
AO3  In lower band 2 some simple points of comparison and contrast will be made. These 
are likely to be sketchy and to rely on the most obvious differences and similarities. 
References beyond the set text are likely to be brief or undeveloped. Focus on the question 
may be uneven or unconvincing. Contextual factors may be oversimplified or rely on 
stereotypes. In upper Band 2 expect more purposeful comparative reference and reasonable 
comment on similarities and differences, although comparisons may still be narrow or 
superficial. There will be some straightforward but accurate use of contextual factors. There 
will be clear attempts to focus on the question and organize a relevant argument. 
 
Band 3 (Marks 21-30) 
 
Note: Responses without clear evidence of integrated study i.e. the use of some 
appropriate literary and linguistic approaches, cannot achieve higher than a mid Band 
3 mark (25) even if the response has other indications of quality. 
 
AO1  In lower Band 3 terminology will be used sensibly, although the range may be narrow. 
Expect reliable identification of some key literary and linguistic features and more purposeful 
selection of approaches, especially on the core text. Upper Band 3 responses will use terms 
with increasing precision and confidence. Expression will be increasingly competent and 
fluent, although there may be some technical inaccuracies in lower Band 3. More confident 
lines of argument will be pursued and clear organization will be increasingly evident. 
 
AO2  There will be clearer and more convincing links between style and meaning, especially 
in the core text with some sensible explanation and interpretation, becoming competent at 
the top of the band. Expect sustained reference to the core text, supported by suitable 
quotation with some convincing analysis and increasing appreciation of key stylistic 
techniques. Analysis will be supported by accurate quotation. Understanding of text and 
subtext will be generally sound and treatment of the texts increasingly thorough. 
 
AO3  Expect to find increasingly accurate points of comparison and contrast and a more 
purposeful approach to similarities and differences between the texts. In lower Band 3, there 
will be some sensible use of at least one other text. There will be some clear reference to the 
contextual factors relating to the set text. In upper Band 3 there will be a sound 
understanding of the purposes of the texts and some clear analysis of the influence of 
contextual factors in relation to the question. The key contextual factors relating to the core 
text will be securely understood. There will be sensible focus on the question, relevant 
selection from the core text and some success in framing an argument. 
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Band  4 (Marks 31-40) 
 
AO1  Band 4 responses will be fluent, coherent and well-argued with clear organization and 
good analytical vocabulary. A wide range of terms will be used including those related to the 
most demanding concepts.  Literary and linguistic approaches and concepts will be 
purposefully selected according to the texts. The line of argument will be clear, coherent and 
well-argued. 
 
AO2  Expect mature readings of the texts and material which is well chosen for the question. 
There will be sustained analysis of language use and secure understanding of form and 
genre. A confident understanding of the core text will form the basis of the argument. 
 
AO3  Band 4 responses will make some sophisticated points of comparison and contrast, 
going beyond content and form to consider style, attitudes and contexts. Comparative 
references will be coherently organized with astute links selected to answer the question 
chosen. There will be a perceptive awareness of audience, purpose and genre with a 
confident understanding of the contextual factors relating to the core text. 
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SECTION  B:  Reviewing Approaches 
(40 marks) 


 
The ratio of the 3 AOs for Section B is: 
 
AO1: 1                  AO2: 2             AO3: 2 
(8 marks)             (16 marks)        (16 marks) 
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 The quality of the argument expressed 


 The quality of written expression 


 Evidence of synthesizing integrated literary and non-literary approaches 


 Comparative evaluation of contextual factors shaping the production and reception of 
texts 


 The Section B set text studied should receive sustained attention, but candidates 
should make reference to at least one other text studied as part of the course or 
selected for wider independent study.  


 
The question provides candidates with an opportunity to reflect on all the texts, contexts, 
issues and concepts studied as part of the course, as well as synthesizing the knowledge, 
understanding and skills gained. 
Look for a well-constructed, well-written, well-supported line of argument. 
 
Content-specific Band Descriptors 
 
Band 1 (Marks 1-10) 
 
AO1  Band 1 responses will show little or no evidence of linguistic and literary study and will 
be characterized by a lack of analysis. Any approach used will be inaccurate or very basic. 
Any terminology used will be at a simple level (e.g. alliteration, exclamation marks) or not 
supported by textual evidence. Written expression may lack accuracy and clarity, with errors 
in sentence control, vocabulary and spelling. There may be problems with understanding the 
question and any line of argument is likely to be confused and unclear. 
 
AO2  References to the set text are likely to be vague and brief or entirely narrative. Any 
attempts at analysis will be inaccurate or simplistic. References to any other texts will lack 
detail, accuracy or relevance. 
 
AO3  Band 1 responses will have little, if any, meaningful comparative comment. 
Organisation is likely to be linear. Contextual understanding will be limited and reliant on 
generalizations or unsupported assertions. 
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Band 2 (Marks 11-20) 
 
AO1  Expect some use of basic approaches with more range and accuracy in upper Band 2.  
Some appropriate literary or linguistic approaches or concepts may be used, more 
selectively in upper Band 2.  Written expression may be basic but increasingly accurate. 
There may be technical errors but meaning is generally clear. There will be some attempt at 
a relevant line of argument, although it may be simple, sketchy or unconvincing. 
 
AO2  Some more obvious meanings in the texts will be understood, with more secure grasp 
of the set text. In lower Band 2, expect reliance on outlines e.g. plot, characterisation and 
basic comments on content, events or relationships. Assertions may be unsupported. In 
upper Band 2 there will be more awareness of features of style and presentation. Expect 
more focus on detail and more sustained textual support in upper Band 2. Some illustration 
should be provided and there will be some accurate engagement with meaning. 
 
AO3  In lower band 2 some simple points of comparison and contrast will be made. These 
are likely to be sketchy and to rely on the most obvious differences and similarities. 
References beyond the set text are likely to be brief or undeveloped. Focus on the question 
may be uneven or unconvincing. Contextual factors may be oversimplified or rely on 
stereotypes. In upper Band 2 expect more purposeful comparative reference and reasonable 
comment on similarities and differences, although comparisons may still be narrow or 
superficial. There will be some straightforward but accurate use of contextual factors. There 
will be clear attempts to focus on the question and organize a relevant argument. 
 
Band 3 (Marks 21-30) 
 
Note: Responses without clear evidence of integrated study i.e. the use of some 
appropriate literary and linguistic approaches, cannot achieve higher than a mid Band 
3 mark (25) even if the response has other indications of quality. 
 
AO1  In lower Band 3 terminology will be used sensibly, although the range may be narrow. 
Expect reliable identification of some key literary and linguistic features and more purposeful 
selection of approaches, especially on the core text. Upper Band 3 responses will use terms 
with increasing precision and confidence. Expression will be increasingly competent and 
fluent, although there may be some technical inaccuracies in lower Band 3. More confident 
lines of argument will be pursued and clear organization will be increasingly evident. 
 
AO2  There will be clearer and more convincing links between style and meaning, especially 
in the core text with some sensible explanation and interpretation, becoming competent at 
the top of the band. Expect sustained reference to the core text, supported by suitable 
quotation with some convincing analysis and increasing appreciation of key stylistic 
techniques. Analysis will be supported by accurate quotation. Understanding of text and 
subtext will be generally sound and treatment of the texts increasingly thorough. 
 
AO3  Expect to find increasingly accurate points of comparison and contrast and a more 
purposeful approach to similarities and differences between the texts. In lower Band 3, there 
will be some sensible use of at least one other text. There will be some clear reference to the 
contextual factors relating to the set text. In upper Band 3 there will be a sound 
understanding of the purposes of the texts and some clear analysis of the influence of 
contextual factors in relation to the question. The key contextual factors relating to the core 
text will be securely understood. There will be sensible focus on the question, relevant 
selection from the core text and some success in framing an argument. 
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Band  4 (Marks 31-40) 
 
AO1  Band 4 responses will be fluent, coherent and well-argued with clear organization and 
good analytical vocabulary. A wide range of terms will be used including those related to the 
most demanding concepts.  Literary and linguistic approaches and concepts will be 
purposefully selected according to the texts. The line of argument will be clear, coherent and 
well-argued. 
 
AO2  Expect mature readings of the texts and material which is well chosen for the question. 
There will be sustained analysis of language use and secure understanding of form and 
genre. A confident understanding of the core text will form the basis of the argument. 
 
AO3  Band 4 responses will make some sophisticated points of comparison and contrast, 
going beyond content and form to consider style, attitudes and contexts. Comparative 
references will be coherently organized with astute links selected to answer the question 
chosen. There will be a perceptive awareness of audience, purpose and genre with a 
confident understanding of the contextual factors relating to the core text. 
 









	1: 
	2: 
	5: 


