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Moderator’s Commentary 

This is a very strong submission including two highly effective texts.  The journalism interview is an 

exceptionally well-written piece.  The tone is informal and colloquial (‘what’s to get?’) but entirely 

appropriate.  Further evidence of journalistic skill is the way the facts and statistics about game shooting 

are deftly and skilfully brought into the text without losing the reader’s interest.  The ending of the 

piece is masterful and shows that the candidate has real journalistic flair. 

The Dramatic Monologue is also an extremely effective piece of writing.  The speaker has a distinctive 

voice which creates the impression of a person with a specific social and cultural background.  The 

candidate knows how dramatic irony works and as the monologue unfolds the audience becomes 

increasingly aware of the bleakness and desperation which lies behind the character’s apparent jollity. 

The use of vocabulary typical of a British teenage girl dramatise the girl’s vulnerability and bring out the 

poignancy of her situation.   The only criticism that might be levelled is that the candidate could have 

given more thought to the actual staging of the monologue. 

The commentaries vary in achievement.  The commentary on the interview is a perceptive overview of 

the creative process giving an insightful account of how the piece was constructed.  The commentary on 

the monologue is a model of precision and brevity.  It is almost a tutorial in how to create character 

through speech representation, commenting on a range of key constituents including lexis, grammar, 

register and paralinguistic features.  The only place it falls short is that it doesn’t make any specific 

reference to stimulus texts which is a requirement for A02 in the commentary. 

Moderator’s marks 

AO1: 5+5 =10 

AO2: 5+5 =10 

AO4: 20+19 =39 

Commentary:  

AO1:10 + AO2: 7=17 

Total: 76 
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Moderator’s commentary 

The interview has some of the characteristics of a piece of journalism.  The subject is presented from a 

particular perspective as an apprentice stand-up comic.  The interviewee’s speech is largely represented 

by indirect means, through summary, although there is one instance of a direct quote.  There is an 

attempt to suggest the personality of the subject by direct comment and detailed description, ‘looking 

quite nervous as she twiddled her bracelet’.  The writing is coherent although there are some lapses and 

some awkward phrases. 

The monologue creates a convincing spoken voice and a believable character.  There is a clear narrative 

shape with the reason for the speaker’s confused condition not revealed until the end showing 

awareness of genre.  The piece would have benefited from more consideration of setting and how the 

pieced might be performed (there’s only one brief stage direction). 

Commentaries 

              The candidate uses linguistic vocabulary accurately in the commentaries although the comments are not 

very sophisticated.  There is also informed discussion of the choices made and the reasons for them.  

However, there is no mention of stimulus texts.  The commentaries best match the descriptors for the 

second band for both A01 and A02. 

Moderator’s marks 

A01: 3+ 4=7 

A02: 3+ 3=6 

A04: 11+14 =25 

Commentaries: 

A01: 6 + A02: 6 = 12 

Total: 50 
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Moderator’s commentary 

The journalistic piece has some strengths.  The interviewee is introduced appropriately and given a 

context.  The fact that the interview will focus on the subject’s military experience is clearly signposted 

by the detail about the tattoo, making it evident to the reader what aspect of this person’s life is going 

to be explored in the piece.  There is a mixture of direct quotation and summary and the reader is given 

a sense of the mood of the interviewee through inquits ‘He explained bluntly’ and reference to facial 

expressions ‘a smile spread across Tony’s face’.  However, the expression is often stilted and awkward.  

The piece as a whole relies very heavily on direct quotation, some of which might have been more 

effectively delivered through reported speech.  The structure of the piece, with the long condensed 

biography crammed into the penultimate paragraph, seems haphazard.   

The monologue demonstrates a failure to grasp the nature of the genre that is being employed.  This 

piece is a ‘blow by blow’ internal monologue of a person who is stuck in an airport.  It includes dialogue 

with other characters.  There is no sense that this piece could be performed either on stage or on film.  

Nor is there any sense of a distinct ‘character’.  There is therefore only rudimentary knowledge and 

control of genre conventions.   However, there is an attempt to reproduce some elements of a spoken 

voice. 

The commentaries use only limited linguistic vocabulary and give a very generalised and over simplified 

explanation of linguistic choices. 

Moderator’s marks 

A01: 2+ 2=4 

A02 :3+ 1=4 

A04 :10+5=15 

Commentary: 

A01:3 + A02:3 

Total: 29 

 


