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Introduction 

• The purpose of this pack is to provide teachers and students with some examples of 
responses to A level English Literature Paper 1: Language Variation (9EN0/01).

• The responses in this pack were taken from the Summer 2019 summer examination 
series. The questions papers and mark schemes can be found on the Pearson website 
here.

• In this pack, you will find a sample of responses; examiner commentaries and marks.

• If you have any enquiries regarding these materials or have any other questions about 
the course, please contact our subject advisor team on 03330 164120 or via here.

https://qualifications.pearson.com/en/qualifications/edexcel-a-levels/english-language-2015.coursematerials.html#filterQuery=Pearson-UK:Category%2FExam-materials
https://support.pearson.com/uk/s/qualification-contactus
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Script 
number 

Examiner commentary and mark 

Question 1 

Script 1 An effective response, well written and expressed with consistent use of 
terminology and understanding of concepts and methods. The candidate 
demonstrates knowledge when analysing connections across the data and 
discussing the complexities of Text A and B’s experiences of discrimination.  
The candidate’s strength is in the comparison between both Text A and Text B 
recognising their struggles against societies perceptions of their 
gender/disability. They use discriminate examples from the text and compare 
connections across both data sets effectively discussing gender, instrumental 
power and identifying that they are both using their platform to create change 
and inspire others.   
 
It scores low Level 5 as there were some minor errors with terminology and 
misjudged analysis of accent. Comments regarding the use of contractions 
reflecting lower socio-economic status demonstrated misunderstanding and 
would have been better linked to informality and creating a conversational tone 
as opposed to the ‘crumbling castle ‘theory.  
 
Level 5: 26 marks 

Script 2 An effective response, well written and expressed with good use of terminology 
and understanding of concepts and methods. The candidate demonstrates 
knowledge when analysing connections across the data and discussing the 
complexities the interviewees experiences of discrimination and oppression. 
The candidate engages in interesting discussion regarding how the 
interviewees are both symbols of representation and have been discriminated 
against for things that are out of their control.  

They comment on a range of features including predicators and adverbials and 
apply gender theory relevantly to Malala recognising her empowerment within 
her role. They use discriminate examples from the text and compare 
connections across both data sets effectively explaining the impact of word 
choices on the audience such as using ‘bullies’ instead of peers to emphasise 
the targeted aggression towards Mitte. 

Level 4: 23 marks 
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Script 
number 

Examiner commentary and mark 

Script 3 A controlled response selecting clear examples to analyse and compare across 
both texts. The script meets all criteria for Level 3, using accurate terminology 
and demonstrating clear understanding engaging in analysis of the contextual 
factors and how the interviewees presents identity.  

The script achieves in Level 3 due to perceptive comments regarding 
pragmatics and how the texts convey unity and strength against adversity. 
They also select strong features such as modified noun phrases and passive 
sentences although they miss opportunities to develop their analysis with the 
latter. Relationship with audience is also addressed citing synthetic 
personalisation although their analysis of pronouns is overly long.  

This could have been reduced allowing time for further analysis of other 
features. Theoretical analysis is applied relevantly but briefly. This response 
would benefit from a greater range of features and lacks the discriminate 
approach for Level 4. 

Level 3: 18 marks 

Script 4 This is a low level 3 response using clear examples to support discussion on 
identity. They identify clear connections across the data such as the 
interviewees functions to spread a message and develop a close rapport with 
audiences, gaining sympathy by relating to their struggles.  

The response is logically structured with a clear focus on identity and links 
features to contextual factors such as the use of semantic fields to convey the 
fight for education. There is limited analysis of more complex features and 
theoretical application which weakens the response.  

They address each text equally and show clear understanding of function and 
audience but lack the complexity of higher performing candidates who explore 
the pragmatics within the texts. 

Level 3: 14 marks 

Script 5 This script shows a basic general understanding of the text. The candidate 
identifies connections across the data such as supportive families, overcoming 
obstacles as well as an understanding of the functions to encourage others and 
convey positive representations of disability.  

However, there is no terminology featured within the response nor a direct 
reference to contextual factors demonstrating little understanding of the 
complexities within the data resulting in discussion which is limited and 
undeveloped. 

Level 2: 7 marks 

  



 

32 

 

 

 

 

Exemplar Scripts – Section B – 
Question 2 

  



 

33 

Script 6 

 

 



 

34 

  



 

35 

 

 

 



 

36 

 
  



 

37 

 

 

  



 

38 

 

 

 



 

39 

Script 7 

 

 



 

40 

 
 

 

  



 

41 

 
 

 

  



 

42 

  



 

43 

 

  



 

44 

Script 8 

 

 



 

45 

 

 

 

  



 

46 

 

  



 

47 

 
  



 

48 

 
 

Script 9 



 

49 

 

 

 

  



 

50 

 

 

 



 

51 

  



 

52 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Exemplar Scripts Commentaries – 
Section B – Question 2 

  



 

53 

Script 
number 

Examiner commentary and mark 

Question 2 

Script 6 An effective response which uses discriminating examples from the 
text to apply a detailed analysis of language change over the time.  
The candidate goes into detail regarding the lexical and grammatical 
features demonstrating the different functions of each text. They 
effectively compare similarities within the text exploring reasons for 
the features discussed for example linking the increase of relative 
clauses in Text D to the advancements in nutritional to provide 
scientific knowledge about food.  

The response is balanced with equal focus of both sets of data and is 
not overloaded with historical information which can digress from 
linguistic analysis focused on the functions and audience.  For AO3 
the candidate demonstrates an understanding of societal changes on 
lexical variation when discussing the abstract ideas of food in Text C 
and the progression in health education in Text when describing the 
consequences of certain foods on mental health.  Their analysis 
covers a range of features, good use of terminology and discriminate 
language choices.  

There are some missed opportunities for critical application which 
allows for a mark within Level 4. 

Level 4: 22 marks 

Script 7 This is a comprehensive response which shows some clear 
understanding and some clear relevant application. It scores mid- 
Level 3 as it demonstrates knowledge of historical features and 
compares relevant lexical, semantic and grammatical features across 
both texts.  

They do identify connections across texts which demonstrate changes 
in society regarding religion, travel and writing to persuade supporting 
their points with examples from the text.  

Level 3: 18 marks 
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Script 
number 

Examiner commentary and mark 

Script 8 This response meets all the descriptors for Level 2 and achieves in 
lower Level 3. The candidate applied relevant methods of language 
analysis commenting on lexis and orthography in both texts.  

They show understanding of historical factors on language use 
referencing standardisation and changes within nutrition. They have 
an awareness of function identifying the use of rhetorical questions 
and synthetic personalisation to engage the reader.  

They miss some opportunities to develop their points with greater 
complexity such as exploring the stereotypical comfort foods to relate 
to the reader.  Terminology is utilised and the candidate shows clear 
understanding and does identify connections across text.  

A greater range of features with developed analysis would allow for 
more marks. 

Level 3: 14 marks 

Script 9 A limited response which demonstrates some understanding of the 
historical factors which impacted on orthography such as 
standardisation and the printing press.  

They attempt comparison between the texts with some general 
comments on sematic fields and rhetorical questions. Further features 
identified relate to punctuation and there is limited exploration beyond 
historical factors to focus on functions audience and changes within 
society.  

Overall, this response demonstrates general understanding and 
requires an analysis of greater range of features to produce a more 
developed response. 

Level 2: 7 marks 

 


