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Paper Introduction
This was the penultimate sitting of 6ET01. It was taken only by students resitting the unit. None of these appeared to react problematically to the tasks set,
though there were, as always, some who didn't fully manage the timing of their
work. In other respects, the paper performed as might have been expected, at
least for those who marked it.
Question 1
The poem 'Birdfall', though brief, presented sufficient challenge for those who
chose to answer the tasks set on it. The following examples of student work
illustrate well what many of them were able to achieve.
1(a) The candidate writes specifically and accurately, addressing the terms of
the question to very good purpose. The answer scored full marks.

1(b) The candidate does exactly what has been asked in an uncomplicated and
sufficiently insightful manner, thereby scoring 5 out of 5.

1(c) There are one or two minor infelicities of expression here, but this is a
thoroughly common-sense and competent answer. It was awarded 4 & 5,
leading to a total of 9 out of 10.

Question 2
The opening of Raymond Chandler's 'The Big Sleep' was less frequently the
subject of answers. Those who did attempt Q2 often demonstrated considerable
understanding, however.
2(a) This is a sustained and detailed level of response for an unseen task of this
type. It was given 5 out of 5.

2(b) The candidate identifies two examples and comments effectively on them,
thereby scoring 5 out of 5.

2(c) This concise and thoughtful answer was awarded full marks.

Question 3
3(a) This essay scored 13, 4, 17 (35). Here, the candidate maintains a sound
focus on the task and offers a precise and genuinely comparative passage of
analysis.

3(b) This is a competent stretch of commentary from an answer which sustains
a focus on the technical aspects of 'Autobiography'. It eventually scored 12, 4,
17 (33).

Question 4
4(a) As is always the case, candidates are reminded to use their time sensibly.
This is the sort of thing which can result if they do not and it's terribly selfpenalising - this student will have had to have done exceptionally in other parts
of the exam to achieve a mark above 61 out of 100 as this answer was only
awarded 0,0,1.

4(b) This answer scored 12, 4, 16 (32). Here, the candidate concludes neatly
and specifically, all the while keeping their eye on the AO3 component.

Question 5
5(a) This essay has an extremely good opening. It is nicely discursive,
presenting the idea from the outset that it will seek to engage fully with the
terms of the task. Such an approach is to be commended. The eventual mark
attained here was 12, 4, 16 (32).

5(b) This answer is very well-written. It has an impressive focus on language
and supports its ideas well with quotation. The final mark awarded was 13, 5, 16
(34).

Question 6
6(a) This well-ordered comparison of the use of symbolism in the two texts
under discussion is typical of the kinds of genuinely analytical writing which have
come to characterise many answers to questions of this nature in 6ET01. The
mark here was 14, 23 (37).

6(b) Taken from an essay which was awarded 13, 22 (35), this relatively dense
and detailed passage is a very good example of a candidate engaging with the
texts and the task in a thoughtful and sustained way.

Question 7
7(a) This answer scored 36 (13, 23). Here, the candidate explains some of the
subtleties of Greene's depiction and use of the 'vitriol bottle'. As elsewhere, the
task-focused nature of the excerpt is a strength.

7(b) Here, the candidate makes a very strong, discursive start to their response,
which is to be commended. Although the rest of the essay did not quite live up
to the promise of this opening, it still scored well - 13, 16 (29).

Question 8
8(a) Here too, the response commences impressively - the candidate takes the
injunction in the rubric to task in a manner which suggests that something
thoroughly worthwhile might follow. In this case, it did and the essay attained
13, 23 (36).

8(b) This passage demonstrates a candidate working neatly through a counterargument. The habit of underlining key terminology is neither dis-encouraged
nor endorsed, though it does at least indicate that the answer has a clear AO1
focus. The eventual overall mark was 31 (11, 21).

Question 9
9(a) This conclusion is well-formed and neatly summative. It gives a strong
end-note to a generally proficient response which scored 27 overall (11,
16).

9(b) This 'pivot' in the centre of an essay is effective in demonstrating that
the candidate is quite determined to demonstrate and ability to extend their
argument with reference to the other text which they have read. It works to
sound purpose. The essay was graded 11, 20 (31).

Question 10
10(a) This candidate has already written extensively about irony and its
importance to the success of the narratives under discussion. It is perfectly
permissible therefore to extend the argument by moving into another
relevant area. If students wish to operate this model, however, it is
essential that they spend sufficient time addressing the terms of the task in
their overall response. The mark for this essay was 15, 25 (40).

10(b) This excerpt from a high-scoring response (13, 24 - 37) keeps a
strong focus on the extract named but also offers a clear indication that the
writer has a keen awareness of how to develop ideas from the rest of the
narrative.

Section B
The poetry section operated much as before, with more students tending to
opt for the (a) task on each choice. There was no clear preference for one
anthology over the others.
Section C
As ever, the (a) task proved largely more popular. Once again, though it
yielded some excellent responses, the 'Howards End' cluster lagged far
behind the others in terms of the numbers of answers it attracted.
Summary
Candidates appeared to be largely very well prepared for this iteration of
the exam and it was interesting to see, once again, how the messages of
and exemplification provided from previous series appear to have been
assimilated. The students and those who taught them are thanked for their
levels of engagement, enthusiasm and general response.
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