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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 Language Paper 2: Child Language (9EN0/02).

• 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 The candidate uses the opening paragraph to make a reference to the question 
and to make some general reference to theory. Following this context is 
developed by noting that the tests are produced in school/community of 
practice (AO3) but the habit (seen throughout this response) of making a 
general reference to theory and then putting information in brackets does not 
allow the candidate to show developed understanding and so they are not 
showing aspects of level 4. This is illustrated on the second page with the 
unclear reference to ‘Coulthard IRF’ where the link between this and the 
comment ‘writing without guidelines / receiving feedback is not clear. However, 
the candidate is showing some clear understanding (AO2), examples are 
useful (AO1) and the discussion is focussed (AO1).  

On the third page, the candidate shows an ability to discuss relevant examples 
of spelling (AO1 and AO3). Although the discussion shows ‘clear’ 
understanding, it would be expected that candidates reaching level 4 would 
use the IPA to discuss reliance on or independence from phonology and they 
do not speculate as to why a child may use a phonetic approach and so is not 
able to move from mid-Level 3. As this section progresses, there are mentions 
of imperatives and past tense forms, showing some clear understanding of 
language features (AO3) but these are not developed and beyond the 
reference to school, links to the precise context (function etc) are sparse so far 
and the candidate has drifted from the question into a general developmental 
response and this limits AO3 awarding. 

The focus on grammar is developed on the fifth side and there is evidence of 
accurate terms (AO1), relevant examples (AO1) and some further clear 
knowledge of language features (AO3) with some links to context implied 
through the mention of ‘function or meaning’ (AO3). This grammatical focus 
does turn into a bit of a feature spotting list and interesting areas such as 
Jacob’s use of interrogatives are not explored. 

Summary 

AO1/2: The candidate shows mid-Level 3 by applying relevant methods of 
analysis to the data with clear examples for each of their points. Ideas are 
structured logically and there is clear use of terminology. Although the 
reference to key theorists are somewhat underdeveloped, overall this response 
illustrates a candidate who has clear understanding of concepts and issues 
that underpin literacy development. 

AO3: The candidate scores at the top of level 2. Although they make reference 
to a number of language features these are not always linked specifically to the 
context of the pieces (as directed by the question) and context tends to be 
described rather than explained. Using language features but not linking 
explicitly to context is contained within the Level 2 mark description.   

AO1 and AO2 - Level 3: 16 marks 

AO3 – Level 2: 6 marks 
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Script 
number 

Examiner commentary and mark 

Script 2 After a brief introduction, the candidate makes reference to Kroll (AO2) and 
although the relevance is not explained, the writer does show some 
understanding of the influence of school (AO2 and AO3). Although the section 
on drawing and graphology is relevant in showing some common practices 
within school, the candidate lets this dominate their response and comments 
on general graphology do not allow students to demonstrate their more 
advanced skills.  

The section on grammar shows some clearer focus and rewardable skills 
although development is narrow. Accurate terms are used, for example 
‘imperative’ (AO1) and there is mention of ‘genre’ (AO3) and examples (A01). 
The mention of discourse markers (AO3) is valid but the candidate misses an 
opportunity to explain why these are a desirable feature of this genre showing 
a level 2 approach. This is similar for the mention of pronouns. The candidate 
is showing only general understanding by describing construction of meaning 
(‘make the text more suitable’) rather than explaining it. 

For the final section the response moves onto spelling. There is a lack of 
transition between sections, but ideas are generally expressed clearly (AO1). 
There is some confusion in this section and a particular interesting point about 
‘resolutions’ is lost as is a point that seems to imply that the child is more 
focussed on meeting the genre demands than accurate spelling 

Summary 

AO1/2: The general nature of the analysis and the limited range of points 
covered implies ‘general understanding’. Although there is some limited 
relevant language analysis much sits within recall. Ideas are generally 
organised and expressed with clarity and although there is little terminology it is 
generally accurate. Basic concepts and issues (such as Vygotsky and Kroll) as 
are applied but it tends to be summarised 

AO3: The candidate tends to note or describe some aspects of context without 
explaining. They show some knowledge of language features such as aspects 
of grammar, phonology and graphology but these are not developed. This 
means that mid-Level 2 is most appropriate.  

AO1 and AO2 - Level 2: 12 marks 

AO3 – Level 2: 5 marks 
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Script 
number 

Examiner commentary and mark 

Script 3 This response is similar to the previous but scores more highly because although it is 
still not developed, it does cover a greater range. 

The first comment on name spelling is valid and shows understanding of key aspects 
of literacy development (AO2), but the relevance of Clay is not explained. This habit of 
just noting theory continues in the next section, where the candidate does not explain 
how Goodman is relevant to function. Although underdeveloped, these mentions do 
allow the candidate to show general understanding.  

The candidate takes a text by text approach (one of many valid approaches) and while 
there are valid points, this section feels more like an overview and there are only a few 
examples used. There is more detail when the candidate begins to link some ideas to 
context (AO3) such as ‘imperatives’.  

The coverage of text C shows some similar characteristics but again does focus on a 
particular language feature – first person pronouns. Rather than a link to context and 
the appropriateness of this for the given task, the candidate discusses only as 
developmental issue with links to Bellugi and does not acknowledge that it is likely that 
the child will have transferred this from her spoken language. This limited range of 
features continues into the next piece of data where graphology is discussed. This is 
certainly a valid feature of literacy but does not really allow the candidate to display 
their skills and it is not tied into the question. 

There is slightly more focus for text D when the candidate discusses the different 
pronouns that Sophie used in her instructions. They do not develop this point or create 
a stronger link to context, before being distracted by spelling. The spelling analysis is 
quite general and not firmly linked to concepts and issues. 

This candidate’s ability to spot relevant features continues in the section on future 
tense but again the candidate has not tied this into context and is making only a 
developmental comment which implies level 2 characteristics. The response becomes 
a bit of an accurate feature list at this point with further mentions of pronouns and 
spellings. Understanding is evident but it is not developed enough to stretch 
comfortably into Level 3, but it is more convincing than the second standardisation 
script. The final section makes further potentially interesting but undeveloped 
observations on how the formality of the text may lead to more careful language use. 
While this is certainly plausible and links to the context of the piece, the language 
features mentioned are not exemplified. 

Summary 

AO1/2: The candidate is able to apply relevant methods to the data but the lack of 
development in much of this response prevents the student from leaving the bottom of 
level 3. The ideas are structured logically, and this lifts the response somewhat. 
Terminology is used and is accurate. AO2 shows further borderline application but 
there is some indication of aspects of clear knowledge.   

AO3: The candidate’s limited specific links to context and relatively narrow range of 
language features mean that a level 2 mark is most appropriate.  

AO1 and AO2 - Level 3: 14 marks 

AO3 – Level 2: 6 marks 
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Script 
number 

Examiner commentary and mark 

Script 4 The first section of his response shows only general understanding with 
aspects of a descriptive approach. Much time is taken up at the start by 
describing the data and labelling the data as multi-modal is not really accurate. 
The candidate does apply a term associated with spelling development with 
‘conventional spelling’ (AO2) but this is not explained or exemplified and is not 
holy accurate. The final comment in this initial section about the teacher input 
causing an error is potentially interesting and shows some understanding of the 
teacher’s role but how the child’s spelling becomes more phonetic and why this 
should be is not detailed.  

The fairly descriptive approach continues for the second text and much time is 
taken in describing the data. There is some clear attempt to consider genre 
(AO3) with references to lists and instructions but there is an error in the 
application of terminology here (up until this point there has been little 
terminology). 

The spelling section is more convincing. There is a clear focus on specific 
examples and although the writer gets a little bogged down there is evidence of 
understanding of the type of approaches children may take when learning to 
spell (AO2).  

The response finishes with a look at Text D. Again, some valid features, in this 
case future tense, are identified and exemplified (AO1) and there is a tentative 
link to context (AO3). 

 

AO1/2: This candidate just sits inside Level 2 although there are some level 1 
aspects. Although the range is limited, the candidate recalls methods of 
language analysis and ideas are expressed with some clarity. Very little 
terminology is used and there are errors. Ideas are expressed with some 
clarity. Knowledge of concepts and issues is quite limited and there are some 
aspects of a descriptive approach but the section on spelling is slightly more 
focussed. 

AO3: Limited links are made between specific language features and context 
but the few instances there are enough to lift the candidate to the top of Level 1 

AO1 and AO2 - Level 2: 8 marks 

AO3 – Level 2: 3 marks 
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Script 
number 

Examiner commentary and mark 

Script 5 This script can be compared to Script 2 and 3 as it is similar in its content. This 
candidate groups the texts together for comment (another valid approach) and 
begins with comment on the role of the teacher which shows both 
understanding of a key issue but also the environment in which the texts were 
produced. Although the term ‘pragmatics’ is not applied accurately, the writer 
shows an understanding of positive reinforcement and the importance of 
scaffolding (AO2). Although this section shows understanding of 
developmental issues, it does not address the type of texts the children are 
producing. 

The grouping approach continues with a section on phonetic spelling. Basic 
terms are used with accuracy (e.g. substitution) and there is clear 
exemplification (AO1). In the following paragraph, the candidate speculates 
that wider environment can affect children’s spelling and so starts to show 
some clear understanding of this issue. To be more developed into secure 
level 3 (or above) this section would have needed a link to context and the use 
of the IPA to explore sound and spelling links. There are some links to context 
at the end of this section, but the exploration is limited to mention of ‘numbered 
lists’ rather than specific language features.  

The final section deals with text F. The notion that this child is less dependent 
on teacher feedback shows further understanding of the development process, 
but the spelling analysis lacks some development. It would have been 
appropriate here to discuss some of the words the child can spell. Context is 
slightly more developed with the comments on genre, but again specific 
language features are lacking. The final comment on ‘xxx’ again shows a 
candidate who understands that literacy can be affected by external factors – it 
is a shame that they did not contrast this with the expected formality of a letter 
to a queen.  

Summary 

AO1/2: Although the language analysis shows aspects of a Level 2 approach, 
ideas are structured logically, and the candidate uses clear examples. 
Terminology is also quite limited but accurate where used. The candidate sits 
on the level 2/3 border for AO1. AO2 is slightly more assured and shows some 
clear understanding of relevant concept and issues – enough to tip the 
response into Level 3.  

AO3: The candidate shows general understanding. With the exception of 
spelling, the candidate uses quite a narrow range of language features and 
seldom ties these specifically to context. The candidate has largely ignored the 
question and produced a developmental response which does not cover the 
genre and the type of language features used to achieve this resulting in mid-
Level 2 achievement.  

AO1 and AO2 - Level 3: 13 marks 

AO3 – Level 2: 5 marks 
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Script 
number 

Examiner commentary and mark 

Script 6 The candidate begins by showing a general understanding of theories 
associated with the support of a child during the development of their literacy 
but there is no reference to the data until the bottom of the first page. The 
candidate’s initial comments are around directionality which are valid but do not 
stretch the candidate or allow them to use developed terminology or language 
features and as a feature is difficult to move beyond the descriptive. The 
written expression in this first section is accessible but a little clumsy at times. 

The candidate looks at spelling in the next section, but the analysis is largely 
descriptive and shows some uncertainty in application and the candidate offers 
no real explanation apart from Thomas ‘not being able to spell properly’. At the 
end of this section, there seems to be some awareness of the importance of a 
child’s experiences and environment but there is no linguistic terminology used 
to explore these instructions.  

The final two sections show the same descriptive approach. The candidate 
offers a simple sentence count but does not develop this and there is little 
sense of the type of language the child is producing. The final section mentions 
capital letters and offers a vague comment about punctuation. 

Summary 

AO1/2: Knowledge of methods of analysis is limited and the range of 
terminology is similarly very limited. Ideas are organised with some clarity but 
there is a limited range of examples. Some basic concepts and issues are 
summarised, but overall knowledge appears to be limited. 

AO3: there are a limited number of language features covered and the links 
between these and construction of meaning are minimal. 

AO1 and AO2 - Level 1: 5 marks 

AO3 – Level 1: 2 marks 

Script 7 The initial comment on Text A is clearly expressed in an appropriate register 
and the comment regarding the coupling of image and language shows clear 
understanding of the earlier stages of literacy. The formation of letters is dealt 
with ion a suitably brief sentence. Although the next section where the 
candidate describes the word classes used in the sentence doesn’t really go 
anywhere, it does show that the candidate can use terminology. 

The candidate’s efficient and clear style (AO1) is illustrated in the next section 
that discusses imperatives and a discourse marker (AO3). The candidate 
demonstrates their understanding of key concepts (AO1) by speculating about 
environmental influences and the possible links to behaviourist approaches 
and there is a link to context by mentioning the genre of the text. At higher 
levels, it would be expected that candidates would discuss issues such as why 
features such as ‘now’ are needed in this type of data and what it shows about 
the child’s understanding of the genre. 

There is further illustration of a more controlled application in the next section 
on spelling. The candidate links the child’s ability to spell to their spoken 
language and uses a theorist as support (AO2), but a single example is a little 
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Script 
number 

Examiner commentary and mark 

narrow. Unlike candidates at lower levels, there is a link through to the context 
and the fact that this would not hinder audiences understanding (AO3). 

This candidate begins their next section by contrasting the older child’s set of 
instructions with Text B. The question does not ask for comparisons but doing 
so is a valid approach and could offer a degree of sophistication to the 
response. Again, discourse markers are identified, but to move further into 
level 4 the candidate should have considered their effect on the audience. The 
candidate does however consider where/how the child would have developed 
these and in doing so shows understanding of issues that underpin literacy 
(AO2) 

The following section shows many of the same character tics. The genre of the 
text is mentioned alongside a reference to Rothery. Although brief, the 
candidate’s comment linking the adjective use to the audience needs shows an 
ability to explain the construction of meaning in the data, but it is a shame that 
the notion of ‘chronology’ is not explored. 

It would seem that the candidate is aware of the need to explore language 
features from a number of levels as they target lexis in the next part of the 
response. They understand the influence of the environment and link this 
clearly to two of the pieces of data. Examples are plentiful and convincing.  

A limitation of this response is a slight tendency to feature spot as seen in the 
next paragraph with comments on pronouns and auxiliaries. Although the 
candidate may have been better focusing on the use of interrogatives, the final 
comment in this section is a convincing and well expressed link to context. 

The candidate completes their response with a brief focus on the influence of 
the teacher comments. Although the section is very brief, the writer discusses 
both negative and positive comments and examples are clear. 

Summary 

AO1/2: this candidate shows Level3/4 borderline characteristics. The analysis 
is relevant and often controlled with some clear examples and clear use of 
terminology (although the range is a little limited). The structure of the 
response shows some control and is in an appropriate register. There is clear 
understanding and application of relevant concepts and issues. 

AO3: The candidate explains construction of meaning in the data and is careful 
to make links between language features and aspects of context. 

AO1 and AO2 - Level 4: 19 marks 

AO3 – Level 3: 9 marks 
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Script 
number 

Examiner commentary and mark 

Script 8 The opening section shows a controlled structure with carefully chosen language 
(AO2) which makes the candidate’s ideas highly accessible. A suitably brief overview 
of graphology is supplied and references to the teacher and name spelling start to hint 
at understanding issues that underpin the development of literacy.  

The candidate is able to link the use of imperatives in two of the texts to their function 
(AO3) and a range of examples from two texts are used to support the discussion 
(AO1). Like other candidates, the writer of this response spots the discourse marker 
but this writer offers a brief explanation showing a more developed ability to link 
language features to the function of the writing. Although not required by the question, 
the candidate contrasts the texts and speculates as to why there may be a difference 
in approaches (AO2). Throughout this section, the structure remains controlled with an 
appropriate register and style (AO1). 

The discussion of the interrogatives in Text F is more convincing than the brief 
mention in Script 7. The candidate notices that some have ‘a follow up answer’ while 
others are more ‘rhetorical’, showing a slightly more discriminating approach but they 
do not comment on their suitability for this type of writing/audience. Like Script 5, this 
candidate comments on the use of ‘xxx’ but this is more developed. The speculation 
about its origin is more detailed as it specifically references electronic language as a 
potential influence (AO2), and the candidate explains that this is not usual for this type 
of addressee (AO3). The candidate moves into more discriminating territory when they 
note that the child is able to use both formal and informal forms. 

The next section on Text C begins with a statement that shows a clear focus on the 
question and the task is linked to a theorist the candidate has studied, although it is a 
shame that they do not discuss the language features employed to give the text this 
structure. The discussion of adjectives is accurate and clearly exemplified but not a 
clearly linked to context as they could be and the link to chronology here is not wholly 
convincing. The section finishes with a brief comment on tense, which while not as 
explicit in terms of context as it could be, shows clear ability to link language features 
and context (AO3) 

The final section shows a close focus on context in Text E by discussing the auxiliary 
‘will’. 

Summary 

AO1/2: This candidate was awarded towards the top of Level 4. The analysis is 
controlled and supported with the use of discriminating examples. The response is 
controlled with aspects of sophisticated structure and has an appropriate register and 
style. There is clear application of a discriminating range of concepts and issues to the 
data. 

AO3: The candidate is careful to focus on the question which leads them to make a 
number of discriminating comments on construction of meaning. Relevant links 
between language features and context are made throughout the response.  

AO1 and AO2 - Level 4: 23 marks 

AO3 – Level 4: 11 marks 
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number 

Examiner commentary and mark 

Script 9 The main part of this candidate’s response begins with a comment that clearly 
ties a language feature to context (AO3) and employs the ZPD theory to 
support their discussion on spelling in the first text (AO2). The discussion is 
expanded into Text B where the candidate is able to use the IPA to show the 
sound spelling links (although there is a minor error in IPA use as there is no 
/c/). However, the candidate is able to show some detailed knowledge of 
concepts and issues by briefly referencing the phonics teaching approach and 
they note that the spelling does not affect the audience’s ability to understand 
(AO3). The discussion is expanded through the selection of two discriminating 
examples from text D. The candidate notes that these could be caused by 
regional accent and by implying that this is another effect of the phonic 
teaching system shows further detailed understanding.  The candidate finishes 
their spelling section by discussing the final text and focuses on both standard 
and non-standard spelling. The reasons they give show some critical 
understanding and they usefully employ terms such as ‘high frequency’. The 
section concludes with a comment which ties the spelling features into the 
question asked and the context of the pieces (AO3) 

In the next section there is an interesting mention of government targets for 
literacy which is a potentially productive reason to explain the tasks children 
are set in school (AO2) and although it does not add a great deal, it is pleasing 
to see the candidate back this up with their own personal experience.; The 
candidate notes the field specific lexis and implies that this is a result of their 
spoken language development. The lexical discussion is well supported with 
discriminating references to linguists the candidate has studied (AO2), 
including the interesting point about considering a child’s background 
knowledge when setting school tasks. As this discussion moves into text C, 
three point are given in succession about adjectives, imperatives and modal 
verbs. The terminology is accurate and linked to context and a theorist. 
Although these could have been developed further there is a clear focus on the 
question in this section.  

This candidate turns their attention to punctuation and avoids the overly 
descriptive approach taken by candidates in lower Levels by exploring patterns 
of use and by considering the teacher feedback (AO2) and by contrasting the 
features shown by the children at different ages. As in the previous sections, 
the expression is sophisticated, and the discussion is well supported with 
examples (AO1) 

In the final section, the candidate again makes reference to government targets 
and introduced further accurate and relevant terminology and examples with 
the discussion of adverbials. This discussion is taken further when the 
candidate considers how this relates to the education process and the 
environment (AO2) 

 

Summary 
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Script 
number 

Examiner commentary and mark 

AO1/2: This response shows a critical analysis with sustained examples. The 
expression and structure are sophisticated (even when exam conditions are 
considered) and terminology is accurate and appropriate. There is clear 
application of a wide range of concepts and issues to the data and many of 
these are evaluative in nature 

AO3: The candidate references a range of accurate and relevant language 
features and consistently links these to context.  

 

AO1 and AO2 - Level 5: 27 marks 

AO3 – Level 5: 13 marks 

 


