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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 3: Investigating Language (9EN0/03). 
 

• The responses in this pack were taken from the Summer 2018 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 the English subject advisor team on 
teachingenglish@pearson.com 

  

https://qualifications.pearson.com/en/qualifications/edexcel-a-levels/english-language-2015.coursematerials.html#filterQuery=category:Pearson-UK:Category%2FExam-materials&filterQuery=category:Pearson-UK:Exam-Series%2FJune-2018
mailto:teachingenglish@pearson.com
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Script 1: Question 5 
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Script 2: Question 2 
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Script 3: Question 5 
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Script 4: Question 4
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Script 5: Question 1
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Script 6: Question 3 
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Script 
number 

Examiner commentary and mark 

Script 1 This candidate demonstrates a general understanding (just into Level 2). 
This response moves just past the descriptive and shows some understanding 
of the text and how it represents Scottish English.  
It moves straight into phonological examples that have some merit – some 
points less so. Some features that are indicative of the variety are identified 
with appropriate examples, but terminology and discussion of these are not 
secure. There is confusion about phonology and graphology but there is 
enough language detail to move it beyond the descriptive.  
It shows some awareness of methods of analysis and is mostly clear in 
expression (AO1). There is a nod towards concepts and an attempt to apply it 
to the data (AO2). There is an attempt to describe the construction of meaning- 
with limited success (AO3) 
Level 2: 4 marks 

Script 2 This candidate demonstrates general understanding (Level 2).  

This response misses some key contextual features that causes misreading of 
the writer’s intentions and meaning in places.  

There is attention to audience, but there is little sense that mode and function 
have been understood. The candidate does identify the conversational tone, 
with examples of ‘Dottie’, the comment in parentheses and the rhetorical 
question, but there is a misreading of the rest of the text that means there is 
not much progress in understanding how meaning is constructed.  

There is an understanding of how language analysis should be conducted and 
some clarity in the expression (AO1). There is reference to some basic 
concepts about women’s language and some application to data (AO2). There 
is some success in describing how meaning is constructed (AO3) 
Level 2: 6 marks 

Script 3 This candidate demonstrates general understanding (Level 2).  
This achieves a top Level 2 response in a rather different way. This organises 
and expresses ideas with some clarity (AO1) and presents examples in support 
of the candidate’s understanding of the concepts, issues and features of the 
language variety represented in the text (AO2), but terminology is not 
accurately deployed, the examples chosen are not accurately linked to 
contextual factors to explain how meaning is constructed (AO3).  
There is a problem with the distinction between the phonological and the 
graphological and with the notion that the text is a representation of the dialect. 
Level 2: 6 marks 
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Script 
number 

Examiner commentary and mark 

Script 4 This candidate demonstrates clear relevant application (mid-Level 3). 
This response shows a clear and relevant application of analysis to explain 
construction of meaning.  
This candidate deals well with the macro detail and less well with the micro. 
There are clear points made about the strategies used in charity advertising, 
how power is exerted in the text and this text is compared to examples studied 
previously (AO2). The structure forms a developed argument (AO1). It would 
need expanding to discuss more specific language examples (AO1) and apply 
this more closely to concepts (AO2) in order to move it into Level 4 
Level 3: 8 marks 

Script 5 This candidate demonstrates mostly discriminating controlled application 
(mid-Level 4). 
The candidate here produces a very controlled response that covers a wide 
range of features. There is clear evidence of knowledge of the features 
representative of Caribbean English (AO1) and makes reference to the range 
within this variety and the theories relating to creole languages (AO2). 
There are a few errors, but the candidate deals well with contextual factors 
(AO3) and puts together a coherent response with clear and discriminating 
examples (AO1). 
The response does draw sound inferences about the construction of meaning 
in the text (AO3) and measures it against previously studied examples 
Level 4: 11 marks 

Script 6 This candidate demonstrates a critical and evaluative response (top Level 5) 
This response is well ordered, clearly laying out contextual considerations in 
the opening paragraph and moving through sustained and discriminating 
language examples (AO1).  
Detailed discussion of this limited range of features provides a reasonable 
coverage and says a good deal about this text in the time given. The text is 
usefully compared to the candidate’s own data to draw links to contextual 
features and evaluate the construction of meaning (AO3).  
The precision and detail here is enough to push this to the top mark – there will 
be other route to achieve this, but this has merits enough to award the full 15 
marks. 
Level 5: 15 marks 
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Section B Exemplar Scripts  
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Script 7: Question 7 

 
  



 

29 

  



 

30 

  



 

31 
  



 

32 

  



 

33 

Script 8: Question 7 
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Script 9:  Question 9 
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Script 10: Question 7 
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Script 11: Question 7 
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Script 12: Question 6
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Section B Exemplar Scripts  
Commentaries  

  



 

61 

Script 
number 

Examiner commentary and mark 

Script 7 This candidate demonstrates a descriptive response (Level 1) 
This response sets out a description of the contextual features that is generally 
accurate, but references concepts and theories that are not really understood - 
and as the candidate notes, are outdated.  
These are not applied methodically to the text and there is little use of 
terminology (AO1) and there are misunderstandings and technical lapses. 
(AO1). There are limited links between language and construction of meaning 
(AO3).  
There is a summative paragraph that discusses what is not there. 
Level 1: 2 marks 

Script 8 This candidate demonstrates general understanding (top Level 2).  
This response sets out a clear methodology, outlining a range of theories of 
varying usefulness.  
There is a clear understanding of how to set up an investigation, build a 
hypothesis and determine an analytical approach (AO1). The choice of data 
source is potentially productive and interesting. The application of the analysis 
is less successful, with a small selection of data examples discussed with little 
reference to terminology (AO1).  
There is reference to features associated with Lakoff’s study which are 
identified but make little contribution to explaining the construction of meaning. 
In its favour, there is some commendable discussion of pragmatics linked to 
context that does illuminate and the notion of dominance is kept in mind 
throughout. 
Level 2: 12 marks 

Script 9 This candidate demonstrates clear relevant application (Level 3) 
This mid-Level 3 response offers a fairly close analysis of well-chosen data. All 
the necessary elements are here; there is a clear methodology applied to a 
good data set with quite detailed discussion of clear language examples. The 
discussion goes some way to explaining how meaning is constructed, but more 
discussion of a wider range of more sustained examples would be needed to 
move this into Level 4.  
There is, however, good evidence of research and confident engagement with 
and handling of the data. 
Level 3: 15 marks 
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Script 
number 

Examiner commentary and mark 

Script 10 This candidate demonstrates clear relevant application (Level 3) 
This opens by making a clear link between the candidate’s research and the 
question. There is a creditable survey of pronouns that, while a straightforward 
language feature, does go some way to explaining the effect of the speech on 
its audience.  
There are some valid examples selected for discussion and relevant context 
features are identified and their influence examined.  
This response has many merits but falls short of being really discriminating and 
controlled. The language features discussed are fairly basic and the coverage 
of potentially rich data is limited. 
Level 3: 17 marks 

Script 11 This candidate demonstrates discriminating controlled application (Level 4) 
This is a strong response that is based on a good set of data and shows 
invention in the creation of a bespoke methodology.  
There is a very clear discussion of process and a thorough evaluation of 
outcomes. This research is based around a small data set and the discussion 
of the slightly restricted number of language examples lack some detail.  
The approach does lack some sophistication, but it is a critical examination of 
appropriate data with strong discussion of context. 
Level 4: 21 marks 

Script 12 This candidate demonstrates a critical and evaluative approach (Level 5)  
This comprehensive response is completely in control of the material and has 
range and detail. The ambition of the data selection is matched by the 
enthusiastic analysis and discussion that deals accurately and interestingly 
with language and context. 
There is a slight lack of sophistication about the structure and sometimes in 
expression. There is also a problem with the presentation of phonological 
details, but these are minor issues.  
This is an entirely admirable endeavour and such effort has resulted in a 
comprehensive and expert study of a complex language variety. This is fully 
deserving of the top mark. 
Level 5: 30 marks 
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