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Example 1 - Task 1

Moderator’s comments
This is an interesting piece, written by a speaker of Kenyanese. The writing is consistently
appropriate for a presentation, with an opening that will engage the audience. The tenor of the talk
is academic. It is well structured and signposted, moving coherently from topic to topic, illustrated
where appropriate by examples. The final part of the talk is a useful recap that links the topic to
other, possibly more familiar international varieties of English.
Moderator’s marks
AO1: The writing is fluent and the text is coherent and controlled. The material used is appropriate
for the topic and the audience. There are some inaccuracies that suggest the writer does not have
English as a first language, but these may be seen as examples of the variety he is describing.
Mark: 4
AO4: The writing is confident, and clearly written for the format. The style is appropriate and
sustained, but occasionally, the text misses opportunities for audience engagement.
Mark: 15
Overall: 19/24

Example 2 – Task 1

Moderator’s commentary:
The article focuses on relevant aspects of linguistics, glosses lightly where appropriate, and uses one
familiar example as an exemplar of the topic in general. The article is witty and entertaining, and is
appropriate for the intended audience and format. It is coherent – the moves from topic to topic are
clearly linked, and it opens and closes well.
Marks
AO1: The writing is fluent, confident, coherent and controlled. The material used is appropriate for
topic, audience and format.
Mark

6

AO4: The style is sustained, and the style is sustained and appropriate for the audience and format.
Mark: 18
Overall: 24/24

Example 3 – Task 1

Moderator’s commentary
This article is written for ‘a French language magazine.’ This presumably means a magazine aimed at
students of French. It is structured like an article, with a headline that engages the audience with a
controversial point, and it opens and closes in a way that is appropriate for the audience and format.
It loses its way in the body of the article, focusing almost entirely on French grammar and moves
away from a style appropriate for an article. It isn’t always coherent, with long, rather unstructured
sections. There are also too many errors in written English and expression.
Moderator’s marks
AO1: The writing is generally clear, but the sentence structure is not fully controlled. The material
selected is generally appropriate for audience, topic and format. This piece is borderline between
bands 1 and 2.
Mark

3

AO4: The candidate is generally aware of the requirements of the chosen format. Style is
appropriate but is not fully sustained. This is also borderline between bands 2 and 3.
Mark

10

Overall 13/26

Example 4 – Task 2

Moderator’s commentary
This investigation is an example of a candidate making good use of the language environment in
which he lives to investigate an aspect of this. This is a confident piece of research that the
candidate has developed from his own interests and observations. The data he provides gives
fascinating insight into the way English is developing in one African country.
The scope of the investigation is appropriate, and his hypothesis, structured as an if/then
hypothesis, gives him a clear structure for his research. He identifies appropriate concepts and
analyses relevant key constituents with rigour and accuracy. The theoretical underpinning is implied
rather than explicit. The candidate clearly understands the role of lingua francas and the
sociolinguistic significance of English in Kenya, though there is little direct reference to theory.
Sometimes the comparisons do not reflect current UK English usage, but this is acceptable for
someone who is not exposed to UK English on a day to day basis. The points he makes remain valid.

The phonological analysis could have been supported by phonological, or if appropriate, phonetic,
transcription.
This is an interesting investigation in which the candidate has had to work with little support from
previous research. The conclusions are drawn directly from his analysis, and he makes no
unsupported claims, even though his findings lead him to disagree with a previous study of Kenyan
English.
Moderator’s marks
AO1: The research method is adapted from dialect studies, and it is applied accurately. The findings
are supported by useful exemplification, the analysis is rigorous and accurate.
Mark

8

AO2: The area of research is clearly defined and supported by discussion of relevant concepts and
issues. The investigation uses linguistic approaches which are carried out rigorously and the
conclusions relate directly to the analysis. The candidate is aware of the significance of the findings,
and is aware of ways in which this research could be improved and developed.
Mark

14

AO3: The candidate demonstrates a good understanding of the contextual issues that are relevant to
this research area and to his data and analyses them using the appropriate key constituents. The
discussion of pragmatics is underdeveloped, but the investigation is close to the maximum word
limit.
Mark

15

AO4: The candidate is confident in his use of linguistic approaches, particularly his selection and
analysis of key constituents.
Mark
Overall

12
49/56

Example 5 – Task 2

Moderator’s commentary
The title of this investigation suggests that this is going to take a general approach, analysing the
language with no clear research question. However, the candidate has a clearer focus, using the
research question ‘How and why does speech in sitcoms diverge from accepted conventions in order
to be humorous?’
The candidate believes that humour is created in sitcoms partly when the dialogue diverges from
‘normal’ speech. She plans to look at two sitcoms, one recent, one ten years old to see if there are
any differences in the way the dialogue is used to create humour. This is an interesting area for an

investigation, though the candidate really needs to define more clearly what she means by ‘normal.’
She uses pragmatics and discourse for her analysis, but doesn’t show real awareness of linguistic
research into comedy that may have suggested other approaches to her.
She focuses her data, using two sitcoms ten years apart, and focusing on characters seen in fan
forums as the most popular. The time element is not helpful. Given the range of sitcoms available,
she is not in a position to comment on language change in humour as a factor from such a small
collection of data, and in the end, does not. Her decision to focus on one character from each sitcom
keeps the data within manageable limits, though her selection of the characters is not based on a
statistically valid sample.
The main body of her analysis focuses on pragmatic analysis, specifically Grice’s conversational
maxims. Many candidates have difficulties understanding Grice’s theories, and tend to apply these
maxims incorrectly. In this case, the analysis is good, and the candidate uses these to good effect.
She looks briefly at face theory, but this is not expanded upon. The section on lexis and semantics
does not add much to the investigation. It might have been better to expand the pragmatic analysis
and look at this in more depth.
Her conclusions are drawn from her analysis, and in her evaluation, she recognises the limitations of
her analysis and her data.
Moderator’s marks
AO1: This investigation is fluently and accurately written. The candidate uses a research
methodology that mostly achieves her aims. The writing is fluent and the analysis is accurate. Her
evaluation represents the achievement of the investigation.
Mark

8

AO2: She uses general linguistic theory that is appropriate for her investigation, but she would
benefit from more use of theories relating to language and humour. She uses Grice effectively, but
does not recognise the limitations of this. There are indications in her analysis that other aspects of
pragmatic theory may be useful, but these are not pursued.
Mark

9

AO3: She is aware of the context of the language under investigation, and analyses it using
pragmatics with accuracy and some rigour. She is aware of bias caused by the collection methods
and discusses these briefly in her evaluation.
Mark

11

AO4: She has devised a way of analysing her chosen data with some effectiveness. There is evidence
of some independence of thought and is reasonably open-minded about her data and her theories.
Mark
Overall

9
37/56

Example 6 – Task 2

Moderator’s commentary
The effect of translation on meaning is a very interesting area for analysis, and several students
tackled this topic, producing some rigorous and interesting analysis at the top end of the
achievement range. This candidate had decided to identify differences in French and English syntax.
This is a far less challenging topic that the very complex one of meaning and translation. The level of
achievement is likely to be limited, but the nature of the task gives the candidate a very clear
framework within which to work.
The candidate analyses and explains the differences between the two languages as represented by a
range of sentences. These have been taken from a language teaching book and are not the
candidate’s own choice. The analysis identifies several differences between the two languages,
though the candidate makes some errors in her analysis. (The corrections made in the text are the
teacher’s not the candidate’s.) If she could have moved her analysis on to demonstrate how these
differences may affect meanings in translations, this would have been a much more effective
investigation.
The conclusions are weak, because the investigation does not, in the end, lead to any real findings.
The evaluation shows a lack of awareness of the weaknesses of this investigation.
The candidate has identified a research question, selected data to allow her to answer this, analysed
the data using appropriate key constituents and come to some conclusions that relate to the
analysis. Overall, though, the investigation is weak, partly because the focus of this piece is limited.
In her Task 1, the candidate speculates about the ways in which these differences in language
structure may deter people from learning French. If she could have devised a methodology, this may
have been a better focus for this piece.
Moderator’s marks
AO1: The candidate devises a methodology and applies it with some accuracy. There are some lapses
in accuracy in the analysis and the writing.
Mark

5

AO2: She has some limited awareness of the significance of her results. She applies her linguistic
knowledge with some accuracy, and shows some awareness of linguistic theories and issues.
Mark

6

AO3: She shows a limited awareness of context and uses the relevant key constituents with some
accuracy.
Mark

6

AO4: She offers some explanation and support for choices made, and has completed a piece of
research that, within its limitations, represents an appropriate investigation.
Mark

6

Total 23/56

