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AGENDA

Welcome and Introductions
Summer 2024 - candidate performance and examiner feedback:

o WENOT
o WENO2
o WENO3
o WENO4

Further support for your students



WENO1
Language: Context and ldentity

Section A (Context and Identity): a comparative question based on two unseen texts
from 20t and 215t Century sources.

35 marks - AO1, AO2, AO3 and AO4 assessed.

Section B (The Creation of Voice). producing a new text for a specified audience,
drawing on the candidate’s own ideas and on at least one of the texts from Section A.

15 marks — AO5 assessed.



SECTION A

INn the June 2024 examination, Text A was an edited extract of an article
published on the BBC India website in 2017. The article discusses the
film, Dangéa/, a 2016 Indian Hindi language biographical sports drama
directed by Nitesh Tiwari. The film is set in Haryana in northern India.
The article develops the identity of the Phogat family, who are the
subject of the film that documents and dramatizes their ground-
breaking journey to world-wide success in women's wrestling.

Text B was drawn from the written record of a talk delivered by Kely
Nascimento at the TEDxWaterstreet conference in New York which was
subsequently published on YouTube. Nascimento's professional
persona as public speaker and documentary producer is clear. She
presents as someone deeply committed to the rights of women across
the world; one determined to tell their stories through the lens of sport.



Examiner Comments

Candidates were generally able to analyse and compare the language of
both texts, particularly regarding the construction and presentation
of personal identity, with a focus on gender and sport. However,
many struggled to incorporate the concept of personal identity into
their analysis.

Successtul responses integrated comparative analysis of the texts,
inking language features to context and purpose, which helped
elevate them to higher achievement levels. Less successful responses
were often descriptive, lacking in-depth analysis and integration.



Examiner Comments

Candidates are strongly advised not to use the subheadings in the mark
scheme as a template, as this can lead to repetitive answers due to
overlapping frameworks. Analytical approaches, rather than
descriptive or list-like methods, are recommended.

Candidates who effectively analysed grammar, syntax, and language at
the word and sentence levels, and linked these to broader
contextual factors, were more successful. This included considering
the influence of culture, geography, and the differing contexts of the
rexts.



Examiner Comments

The texts provided ample opportunity for exploring the connections
and contrasts between them, particularly in how they addressed
challenges faced by women in sport. Those who confidently
addressed these link performed better on Section A. AO4 is often
overlooked by candidates and centres are advised to remind
students that they should be making connections and contrasts
throughout.

The least successful responses tended to be overly general or focused
on summarising content rather than analysing language features
and their contextual significance. Such responses were often
anchored in the mid to lower bands of achievement due to their lack
of specific, evidence-based analysis.



. Candidate Performance
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Candidate Performance
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Candidate Performance

Language analysis from a Level 2 response:
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Candidate Performance

Language analysis from a Level 4 response:
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. For Discussion...

Look at Exemplar A (p2) in the accompanying Booklet.

This is an extract from a response to Section B on the 2024
summer paper. In June 2024 candidates were asked to
produce the text for a speech to be delivered at a national

sports conference calling on governing bodies to support the
participation of young women and girls in sport.

Discuss the strengths and weaknesses of this response and
consider where you might place it on the Assessment Grid.



WENO2
Language in Transition

Section A (Spoken Language Today): a question on an unseen transcript of 21
Century spoken English.

25 marks - AO1 and AO4 assessed.

Section B (Written Language of 19th-21st Centuries): a question based on unseen
transcripts and sources, and their own knowledge, inviting a wider perspective the
Section A topic.

25 marks — AO2 and AO3 assessed.



SECTIONS A and B

In the June 2024 examination, candidates were asked to analyse, compare and
discuss examples of spoken and written Antiguan and Barbudan Creole English.

Text A was a transcription of a conversation between two speakers of Antiguan and
Barbudan Creole English posted online; Text B was an edited extract from an article
osted on the Antigua Observer News website and Text C was an edited extract from

a collection of Antiguan oral folk tales recorded in 1920.



EXAMINER COMMENTS (General)

Timing is often an issue on this paper, and centres should encourage students to
think about effective exam techniques to ensure that appropriate time is spent on
each question in relation to the marks on offer and the assessment objectives.

Candidates are advised to read all three sets of data before attempting the question
to gain an understanding of the discussion points across the paper.



EXAMINER COMMENTS (General)

Candidates should refer only to Text A for Question 1 and to all three sources for
Question 2 - although the Specification does not insist that all three be referred
to, those candidates who did this, and who supported their points with evidence
from the texts, produced the most successful responses.

Candidates are cautioned against using a bullet-point format, which limits higher-level
responses.



EXAMINER COMMENTS (Section A)

Understanding Creoles: Candidates generally understood the concept
of a creole and the significance of the Antiguan and Barbudan
variety, but some were confused about the speakers' relationship
with creoles and Standard English.

Phonology : Phonological analysis was often effective, but some
candidates provided limited or simplistic commentary, which
hindered higher achievement. Misunderstanding of "rhoticity" was
common.

Comparative Framework: Candidates are advised to compare the creole
variety with a specific acrolect like Received Pronunciation, rather
than broadly with Standard English, for more accurate analysis.



EXAMINER COMMENTS (Section A)

Lexis: Some candidates effectively discussed the influence of African
American English on the creole and its impact on Multicultural
London English, showing a broader understanding of linguistic
iNnteraction.

Morphology and Syntax: Candidates identified key morphological and
syntactic features, but stronger responses were those that were
more technical and evaluative. The focus should be on phonological
differences rather than grammatical ones.

Discourse and Context: Discourse features, such as mixed-mode
structure and pauses were well-discussed, but there were
occasional misinterpretations of speaker behaviour.



Candidate Performance (Q1)
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Candidate Performance (Q1)
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EXAMINER COMMENTS (Section B)

Avoid Repetition of Rubric: Candidates should avoid merely repeating
rubric information and instead focus on adding nuanced analysis
related to field, mode, function, register, and provenance.

Addressing Bullet Points: Responses should address the provided
bullet points in a logical order, though not necessarily sequentially.
t's important to cover all points to some extent, as ignoring any can
limit success.

Use of Source Material: Candidates must refer closely to the texts in
the Source Booklet, avoiding generic "prepared" answers that lack
direct engagement with the sources.



EXAMINER COMMENTS (Section B)

Text-Specific Commentary: Candidates effectively used Text A to
discuss identity and the significance of the creole, with some
insightful distinctions made between it and other varieties like
Jamaican creole.

Text C Analysis: There was a missed opportunity in distinguishing
between the high register formality of the early 20th-century
editorial content in Text C and the folkloric lexis and grammar, with
few exploring the contrast in depth.

Application of Theory: Various linguistic theories were employed, with
mixed success. Some candidates used them effectively, while others
demonstrated partial understanding. The introduction of advanced
theories such as endonormative stabilisation was commendable.



For Discussion...

Look at Exemplar B (p3) in the accompanying Booklet.

This is a response to Section B Q2 on the 2024 Summer paper.
Candidates were asked to discuss how the variety of Antiguan and
Barbudan Creole English reflects the development of English across the
world, referring closely to the source texts and commenting on the
contexts in which this variety is used, other influences on this variety
and how the role of English as an international language is reflected in

the texts.

Discuss the strengths and weaknesses of this response and consider
where you might place it on the Assessment Grid.



WENO3
Crafting Language (Writing)

Section A (Creating Text): producing a new text based on unseen source texts linked
to a topic. Genre is given and candidates choose audience, purpose and context.

20 marks — AO5 assessed.

Section B (Commentary): producing a commentary on the writing process in Section
A

30 marks - AO1, AO2, AO3 and AO4 assessed.



SECTIONS A and B

INn the June 2024 examination, the source booklet consisted of three
texts relating to the topic of Music Therapy taken from a range of
sources. Section A required candidates to use the material to produce a

speech for a listening audience.

The second task in Section B required the candidates to produce an
analytical commentary on the text produced in Section A.



EXAMINER COMMENTS (General)

Candidates should carefully select key information from the source
texts to create original new texts, avoiding direct "lifting" of sentences
or sections, and ensuring adaptation of style, tone, and register to
suit the new audience, purpose, and genre.

Candidates are encouraged to adopt a specific persona for their writing
or speaking, choose appropriate register, tone, and language
techniques, and plan their responses with attention to structure and
organization.



EXAMINER COMMENTS (General)

In Section B, candidates should explain the language methods and
techniqgues used in Section A, evaluate their impact on the audience,
purpose, and genre, and support their points with examples from
their writing or the source materials.

Candidates need to make specific decisions about audience, purpose,
and context before writing their speeches, linking these factors to
register, tone, and language choices, and providing detailed evidence
and analysis of how they crafted their writing to meet the
requirements.



EXAMINER COMMENTS (Section A)

Performance Tips for Students

Carefully select key information from the source texts to create original new texts.
Avoid direct "lifting" of sentences or sections from the material.

Ensure that the style, tone, and register of the source material are adapted to suit
the new audience, purpose, and genre of the speech being crafted.

Plan the response with attention to structure and organization. Candidates do not
have to follow the same structure as the source material.

Consider adopting a specific persona for the writer or speaker. This can help in
creating a more engaging and appropriate piece of writing.

Be selective with the material used from the source texts. Combine it with original
writing to create a cohesive and well-crafted speech.



EXAMINER COMMENTS (Section A)

Performance Tips for Students

Avoid relying too heavily on personal knowledge of the topic. While personal
experiences can be valuable, ensure a balance with information from the source
texts.

Strive for ori%inality and creativity in the response. Use the information from the
source booklet to support original ideas rather than summarizing the sources.

Think carefull* about the specific audience, purpose, and context before starting to
write. This will help in tailoring the speech effectively.

Use a wide range of effective rhetorical and linguistic devices when writing
speeches. Be deliberate in shaping the writing and consider the impact of the
methods employed.

Choose an appropriate register and tone for the speaker, audience, and context.
Ensure that the register and tone align with the chosen audience, purpose, and
genre.



Candidate Performance
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Candidate Performance

Q1 Extract from a Level 2 response:
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EXAMINER COMMENTS (Section B)

Performance Tips for Students

Clearly explain the language methods and techniques used in their Section A response.
Evaluate the impact of these techniques on the new audience, purpose, and genre.

Link technical features to the audience, purpose, and context of the speech. Explain why the
language choices were appropriate and provide specific examples to support these
explanations.

Develop a flexible toolkit of frameworks that can be applied to various texts and techniques.
Acquire a range of linguistic terminology to effectively analyse and discuss their writing.

Always support points with examples from their own writing or from the source materials, as
relevant. This helps in providing concrete evidence for the analysis and evaluation of
language techniques.

Prioritize planning and writing for Section B to ensure coverage of a variety of methods and
effects within the commentary. Effective time management is crucial to produce a
meaningful response for Section B.



EXAMINER COMMENTS (Section B)

Performance Tips for Students

« Provide detailed evidence and analysis of how they crafted their writing to meet the
requirements of the stated audience, purpose, and context. This includes terminology,
exemplification, and close analysis of technique.

« Evaluate the use of language in detail. Levels 4 and 5 of the mark scheme require analytical
and evaluative discussion on why specific techniques were used and their connection to the

context.

« Apply a wide range of techniques and terminology accurately and confidently. This includes
comparing their own writing with the language used in the source material.

« Ensure enough time is allocated for Section B. Rushed commentaries due to time
constraints often result in limited analysis or evaluation, impacting the overall achievement.
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. For Discussion...

Look at Exemplar C (p7) in the accompanying Booklet.

This is a full response for WENO3 (Q1 and Q2) on the 2024 Summer
paper.

Discuss the strengths and weaknesses of this response and consider
where you might place it on the Assessment Grid.



WENO4
Investigating Language

Section A (Unseen Data Analysis): a question on a pre-released research topic, based
on unseen data presented in a Source Booklet.

20 marks - AO1, AO2 and AO3 assessed.

Section B (Extended Response): an evaluative question on the researched topic that
requires links to the data from the research.

30 marks - AO1, AO2, AO3 and AO4 assessed.



WENO4 Summer 2024

This paper offers a choice of four topic areas focusing on Global Language, Child
Language, Language and Power and Language and Technology. The pre-release
material was available to centres via the Pearson website in December 2023, enabling
candidates time to research their chosen subtopic in preparation for the exam.

The sub-topics for the June 2024 series were:
1. Gullah

2. The Role of the Caregiver
3. Debates
4. The Language of Computers



. EXAMINER COMMENTS (General)

Candidates generally demonstrated confidence and competence in
analysing various language frameworks across different topics,
building upon skills acquired at the AS level.

Higher-level responses showed sophisticated application of relevant
inguistic theories and concepts, effectively linking them to contextual
factors and data provided in the questions.

Top-performing candidates provided detailed examinations of
grammatical, phonological, lexical, and pragmatic features,
supporting their analyses with precise terminology and well-selected
examples.



. EXAMINER COMMENTS (General)

Mid-range responses often exhibited either a limited range of
features analysed or insufficient integration of theoretical and
contextual understanding, affecting the overall depth of analysis.

Some candidates struggled with descriptive rather than analytical
approaches, instances of feature-spotting without adequate

discussion, and occasional digressions from the focal data and
inguistic aspects.

Candidates engaging with less popular topics this year, such as the
Language of Technology, generally demonstrated sound research
and understanding, though a few lacked focus on linguistic elements,
impacting their performance.



. EXAMINER COMMENTS (Section A)

Question 1: Candidates showed confidence in analysing Gullah English,
with top responses covering grammatical, phonological, and lexical
features and linking them to contextual factors like American history.
Weaker candidates focused on descriptions without in-depth linguistic
analysis.

Question 2: Candidates effectively analysed child language
development, identitying features such as child-directed speech and
inking them to theories, such as Skinner’s Behaviourism and Vygotsky's
/PD. Mid-range responses lacked full depth, while lower-level
candidates provided more descriptive analysis without deeper insight.



EXAMINER COMMENTS (Section A)

Question 3: Candidates showed a strong understanding of power
dynamics in debates, referencing theories such as Grice's Maxims and
French and Raven’s power bases. Higher-level responses linked theories
to language features, while lower-level responses lacked depth in
theoretical analysis or failed to address power dynamics.

Question 4: Candidates analysed computer discourse across different
contexts (manual, website, and video review) using theories such as
Brown and Levinson's face theory and Lakoff’s politeness theory. High-
scoring responses analysed language features in relation to audience
and mode, while lower-level responses were brief and lacked linguistic
focus.
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. Candidate Performance

Q2 Extract from a Level 5 response:
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Q3 Extract from a Level 3 response:
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Q4 Extracts from a Level 2/3
border response:
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For Discussion...

Look at Exemplar D (p17) in the accompanying Booklet.

This is a response to Section B Q2 on the 2024 Summer paper.
Candidates were asked to analyse two transcripts from a child, at
different ages, engaged in conversation with their caregivers. The

transcripts provided data which covered a range of features associated
with different stages of language development.

Candidates were required to discuss to what extent the texts were

representative of language used by caregivers to support successful
language acquisition.

Discuss the strengths and weaknesses of this response and consider
where you might place it on the Assessment Grid.



EXAMINER COMMENTS (Section B)

Questions 5-8: Candidates debated language preservation, caregiver
influence, debate strategies, and the impact of technology, applying theories
and research. Strong responses tailored their arguments with evidence and
theoretical insights, while weaker responses lacked depth, relying on general
points without fully engaging with the statements.

High-level candidates demonstrated clear theoretical knowledge, applied
inguistic frameworks, and linked features to context. Mid-range responses
often missed some frameworks or lacked theoretical depth, while lower-level
candidates were more descriptive with limited analysis.

The best responses on Section B made sure they had created a discussion or
debate around the topic, tailoring their research to the question and
developing an argument in response to the statement in the question.
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Q6 Extract from a Level 4 response:
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Q7 Extract from a Level 4 response:
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Q8 Extract from a Level 3 response:
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For Discussion...

Look at Exemplars E (p22) and F (p29) in the accompanying Booklet.

These are responses to Section B, Q5 and Q6 on the WENQ04 2024
Summer paper.

Q5 asked candidates to respond to the statement: ‘It is believed that
Gullah has survived for 400 years due to the geographic isolation of its
speakers, but more effort is required to preserve the language in the face
of globalisation'.

Q6 asked candidates to respond to the statement: ‘The quality of
interactions with caregivers is not important. As long as children are
exposed to some form of language, they will successfully acquire it

Discuss the strengths and weaknesses of this response and consider
where you might place it on the Assessment Grid.
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