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Question 2 (Total = 2 marks) 
 

 
 
 
Candidate A 

 
 
Commentary: 
No correct answers.   

Mark: 0 
 
 
 
Candidate B 

 
 
Commentary: 
Both answers correct.  

Mark: 2 
 
 
  

1 
 



Candidate C 
 

 
Commentary: 
Both answers correct.  

Mark: 2 
 
 
 
Candidate D 
 

 
 
Commentary: 
Both answers correct.  

Mark: 2 
 
 
  

2 
 



Question 3 (Total = 5 marks) 
 

 
 
Candidate A 
 

 
 
Commentary: 
This answer identifies a range of features for top marks: shy, adventurous, 

friendly, little, he has leadership qualities. Credit “no passion for adventure” 

as being timid.  

Mark: 5 
  

3 
 



Candidate B 
 

 
 
Commentary: 
Makes points about his build and his helpful character, also his timidity at 

school and his shyness.  

Mark: 4 
  

4 
 



Candidate C 
 

 
 
Commentary: 
This answer simply lists and does not “describe in detail” as the question 

asks. Because of this it is limited to a maximum of 3 marks, though it does 

identify tiny, timid, an interesting character and a helpful one.  

Mark: 3 
 

  

5 
 



Candidate D 
 

 
 

Commentary: 
A strong answer that links his small stature and his lack of involvement in 

playground games and recognises that to the writer he is a fascinating 

character. There is no real indication that Robert has knowledge of horses and 

this cannot be credited. The answer explains the commanding nature very 

well, his understanding of the docks and also his shy nature.  

Mark: 5 
  

6 
 



Question 4 (Total = 12 marks) 

 
 

Candidate A

 
 
  

7 
 



Candidate A cont. 
 

 
 

Commentary: 
This is a borderline Level 1 and 2 response with elements of both. Best fit 

gives it a mark of 4. The early point about imagery is not correct. There is an 

awareness of the shed and the horse but little development. There are some 

language points within the answer, such as personification, which are 

creditable. The comments on the horse are not wholly clear, and some are 

simply incorrect and there is no reference to the pigs. 

Mark: 4 
  

8 
 



Candidate B 
 

 
 

  

9 
 



Candidate B cont. 
 

 
 

Commentary: 
This has a sound understanding of the text, with some language evaluation 

and some development, though this is not done consistently. The strongest 

point here is that of, “loud and anarchic”, but also recognises the revolting 

smell, the stillness of the horse and the use of comparison by the writer. 

Mark: 7 
  

10 
 



Candidate C 
 

 
  

11 
 



Candidate C cont. 
 

 

12 
 



Candidate C cont. 

 
  

13 
 



Candidate C cont. 
 
Commentary 
This is an upper Level 3 answer as it has a sound understanding. The first 

section develops the idea of how shocked and scared he was, “tangled up in 

noise and drama.” There is support throughout this section. The answer 

recognises the scale of the horse but not its mesmeric effect upon the writer. 

The end of the penultimate paragraph is inventive but is not supported from 

the text. 

Mark: 9 
  

14 
 



Candidate D 
 

 
 
  

15 
 



Candidate D cont. 
 

 
 
Commentary 
This is a borderline Level 4 answer, but tips into level 4 as it is a more 

developed or sophisticated reading than Candidate C. This answer is very 

strong on its understanding of the reader/writer relationship, but is less well 

developed in its comments on the horse and the pigs. The speculation about 

feelings of shame is not valid and cannot be credited. The opening section 

about the experience of the dock and the conclusion of “helplessness and 

alienation” is particularly strong. 

Mark: 10 
 

  

16 
 



Candidate E 
 

 
  

17 
 



Candidate E cont. 
 

 
  

18 
 



Candidate E cont. 
 

 
 
Commentary 
This answer achieves full marks because of the sustained nature of the 

response with particularly perceptive points about the horse and about the 

manner in which the pigs and the men are all mixed together to create the 

atmosphere. Supports well throughout. 

Mark: 12 
  

19 
 



Question 5 (Total = 10 marks) 
 

 
 
Candidate A 

 

20 
 



Candidate A cont. 

 

21 
 



Candidate A cont. 
 
Commentary 
The strongest part of this answer is that which deals with the Holy of Holies, 

with its recognition of his superiority and her nervousness. The following 

paragraph with its simplistic summary of their “bad” relationship shows how 

the answer does not have the qualities of perception and sensitivity needed for 

Level 3. 

Mark: 5 
  

22 
 



Candidate B 
 

 
  

23 
 



Candidate B cont. 

 

 
  

24 
 



Candidate B cont. 
 
Commentary 
This answer has a sound understanding. The opening is good with its focus 

on her neglect as is the next paragraph detailing her timidity and the final 

paragraph with its recognition of “bragging rights.” There is support. There is 

also a lack of development in that it does not highlight her desperation to 

please him and her pleasure in doing so. 

Mark: 7 
  

25 
 



Candidate C 

 

  

26 
 



Candidate C cont. 
 
Commentary 
A basic understanding that is limited in its evaluation. The opening is 

confused and the expression, “over the top” with regard to the relation with her 

father is not clear. 

Mark: 2  

27 
 



Candidate D 
 

 
  

28 
 



Candidate D cont. 
 

 
  

29 
 



Candidate D cont. 
 

 
 
Commentary 
A strong answer that sustains from its opening describing father as, “other 

worldly”, recognising that he is distant and seldom proud of her, though she 

is happy to be able to speak with him. There is a good range of support and 

perceptive points, such as the penultimate paragraph and its focus on “for 

once”. 

Mark: 9 
  

30 
 



Candidate E 
 

 
 
Commentary 
A short response that achieves Level 1 and though it has some engagement 

and support it is not sufficient to move it into Level 2. 

Mark: 3 
  

31 
 



Candidate F 
 

 
  

32 
 



Candidate F cont. 
 

 
  

33 
 



Candidate F cont. 
 

 
 
Commentary 
An answer that is well focused on fear and manipulation and is very well 

supported throughout, giving it a Level 3 mark. It is perceptive in its 

explanation of her mistrust of him and his momentary pride in her response. 

Mark: 9 
  

34 
 



Question 6 (Total = 10 marks) 
 

 
 
Candidate A 
 

 
 
Commentary 
A Level 1 response that communicates at a basic Level. It has some accurate 

spelling and has a general awareness of the form, but is not able to structure 

effectively through paragraphs or control of sentences. 

Mark: 2 
  

35 
 



Candidate B 
 

 

36 
 



Candidate B cont. 

 

 

37 
 



Candidate B cont. 
 
Commentary 
Communicates clearly and understands the purpose. Paragraphing is not 

always secure and there is not a strong sense of structure but spelling is 

often good and there is some developing vocabulary.  

Mark: 5 
  

38 
 



Candidate C 
 

 
  

39 
 



Candidate C cont. 
 

 

40 
 



Candidate C cont. 
 

 
 
Commentary 
A more unusual response that achieves a Level 3 mark. This is because of its 

strong control of structure through paragraphing, keeping the reader 

guessing at first and ending with a flourish strongly worded in the 

imperative. There are some devices used with the image of being stabbed and 

pulling the trigger on the gun, but the former is not always well controlled. 

Spelling mainly accurate, but not wholly so.   

Mark: 8 
  

41 
 



Candidate D 
 

 
  

42 
 



Candidate D cont. 
 

 
Commentary 
A high Level 2 response which is characterised by a good vocabulary and use 

of punctuation and rhetorical questions for effect. As a result it 

communicates effectively and controls the reader’s response well. Its use of 

ellipses and rhetorical questions are not always used with discrimination 

and there is some lack of accuracy, such as, “He was persevered on achieving 

what he wanted”, or clumsy expressions such as, “he was a leader who led.” 

Mark: 7 
  

43 
 



Candidate E 
 

 
  

44 
 



Candidate E cont. 
 

 

45 
 



Candidate E cont. 
 

 
 
Commentary 
A strong Level 3 that communicates with subtlety and control. There is good 

use of sentence variety and a control of complex sentences, as can be seen in 

paragraph 2. Textual cohesion is created through the use of paragraph openers 

and the linking image of the dirty laundry. 

Mark: 9 
 
  

46 
 



Question 7 (Total marks: 20) 
 

 
 
Candidate A 
 

 

47 
 



Candidate A cont. 

 

48 
 



Candidate A cont. 

 

  

49 
 



Candidate A cont. 

Commentary 
A mid-range answer that communicates clearly and is generally accurate in 

spelling and most punctuation, though sentence control is not always 

secure. There is some descriptive vocabulary with, “Heaven in your mouth” , 

and “fresh, untouched and perfect.” There is some plural: singular 

disagreement and a use of single sentence paragraphs that is not always 

appropriate or deliberately structural. 

Mark: 10 

  

50 
 



Candidate B 
 

 
 
Commentary 
A Level 1 response that lacks development and that communicates at a basic 

level. Most spelling is accurate, though some homophones are not accurate. 

There is some attempt at descriptive writing with the “ice cold cans” and 

“melted mars bars.” However there is no real structure and the piece is a single 

paragraph. Sentence punctuation is not always secure. 

Mark: 3 
  

51 
 



Candidate C 
 

 

52 
 



Candidate C cont. 
 

 

 

Commentary 
Chosen as a sample script to highlight layout considerations. Communicates 

in a broadly appropriate way with some sense of paragraph structure though 

the answer does not have a proper ending. Some accurate spelling, though 

some irregular plurals are not accurate. Includes some more expressive 

vocabulary, “exquisit” and does make use of a rhetorical question. Limited in 

the range of what it has to communicate.  

Mark: 5 
 
  

53 
 



Candidate D 
 

 

 
 

54 
 



Candidate D cont. 
 

 
 
Commentary 
Communicates clearly though does not always realise what it tries to achieve, 

such as the reader really appreciating the sense of hilarity, or the reasons 

why the performance was genuinely “magical.” It is this lack of ability to 

fully consider and respond to the needs of the reader that keeps this in Level 

3 rather than 4. Accurate punctuation throughout.  

Mark: 12 
 
  

55 
 



Candidate E 
 

 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

56 
 



Candidate E cont. 

 
  

57 
 



Candidate E cont. 
 

 
 
Commentary 
A Level 5 response. A writer that is fully aware of how he might appear to 

others and who develops this relationship throughout the answer, from the 

arresting opening to the ironically knowing rhetorical ending. Textual 

cohesion is created through the well-handled metaphor of “eating”, and 

“feasting” the “hungry gamer”. There is a good level of sentence variety 

throughout. Clearly able to create a range of effects from the “long 

meandering line” to the moment of plug in. Good range of vocabulary.  

Mark: 17  
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