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The main aim of this booklet is to exemplify standards for those teaching Cambridge International AS & A Level 
Literature in English 9695, and to show how different levels of candidates’ performance (high, middle and low) relate 
to the subject’s curriculum and assessment objectives. 

In this booklet, candidate responses have been chosen from the June 2021 series to exemplify a range of answers. 

For each question, the response is annotated with a clear explanation of where and why marks were awarded or 
omitted. This is followed by examiner comments on how the answer could have been improved. In this way, it is 
possible for you to understand what candidates have done to gain their marks and what they could do to improve their 
answers. There is also a list of common mistakes candidates made in their answers for each question. 

This document provides illustrative examples of candidate work with examiner commentary. These help teachers 
to assess the standard required to achieve marks beyond the guidance of the mark scheme. Therefore, in some 
circumstances, such as where exact answers are required, there will not be much comment.

The questions and mark schemes used here are available to download from the School Support Hub. These files are: 

9695 June 2021 Question Paper 32

9695 June 2021 Mark Scheme 32

Past exam resources and other teaching and learning resources are available on the School Support Hub:

www.cambridgeinternational.org/support

Introduction

http://www.cambridgeinternational.org/support
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How the candidate could have improved their answer

•	 This response was confident and thorough, but it contained a number of things that could have been improved.
•	 To move into the next level, there would need to be a careful, analytical use of quotations to back up the points 

being made. As it stands, there was quite a lot of assertion.
•	 Towards the end of the essay, particularly in the last paragraph, it was clear that the candidate had run out of ideas. 

Better planning would have helped avoid this. Introducing new material towards the end of an essay (after ‘In 
conclusion’) is not helpful, as it can’t be explored.

Common mistakes candidates made in this question

•	 Many candidates responding to the passage question saw it as an invitation to write about the play as a whole. 
While it is a mistake to treat it as such, it is also a limitation not to make relevant reference to elsewhere in the play 
– either by tracing character, theme or action.

•	 It is important, too, that responses mention – and integrate – others’ opinions and some awareness of the 
background to the text, possibly by reference to other literary works or to the world view from which the text 
emerges.

Lists the common mistakes candidates made 
in answering each question. This will help your 

learners to avoid these mistakes and give them the 
best chance of achieving the available marks.

Often candidates were not 
awarded marks because they misread or 

misinterpreted the questions. 

       Minor errors of expression 
and spelling do NOT form part 
of the mark scheme and are 
not penalised.

       The candidate is moving in 
on the question and expressing 
an opinion about the relative 
importance of each character. 

       The candidate sees that 
both characters can be linked 
to central themes of the play, 
thus showing understanding.

This section explains how the candidate could 
have improved each answer. This helps you to 
interpret the standard of Cambridge exams and 

helps your learners to refine their exam technique.

How to use this booklet
This booklet goes through the paper one question at a time, showing you the high-, middle- and low-level response for 
each question. The candidate answers are set in a table. In the left-hand column are the candidate answers, and in 
the right-hand column are the examiner comments.

Example Candidate Response – high Examiner comments

Answers are by real candidates in exam 
conditions. These show you the types of answers for 

each level. Discuss and analyse the answers with your 
learners in the classroom to improve their skills.

1

2

3

Examiner comments are 
alongside the answers. These 
explain where and why marks 
were awarded. This helps you 

to interpret the standard of 
Cambridge exams so you can 

help your learners to refine their 
exam technique.

1

2

3
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Question 2(a)

Example Candidate Response – high Examiner comments

1

2

3

       Minor errors of expression 
and spelling do NOT form part 
of the mark scheme and are not 
penalised.

       The candidate is moving in 
on the question and expressing 
an opinion about the relative 
importance of each character. There 
is knowledge of relevant technical 
vocabulary with ‘protagonists’.

       The candidate sees that both 
characters can be linked to central 
themes of the play, thus showing 
understanding.

       The candidate starts to explore 
the question with the genre of the 
text clearly in view.

       The candidate demonstrates 
something of the context of the play 
within Shakespeare’s work, linking 
these characters to tragic heroes 
who have faults that lead to their 
downfall.

3
4

1

2

4

5

5
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Example Candidate Response – high, continued Examiner comments

       The candidate indicates a direct 
parallel between the two characters.

       The candidate tries to make 
reference to context, but the 
play is not, of course, set in the 
Elizabethan era, and the thought is 
not really backed up by evidence.

       By this point in the essay, 
the candidate shows confident 
willingness to engage with the 
question and some awareness of its 
complexities. As yet, there has not 
been engagement with particular 
moments in the play, so there is 
little evidence of analysis except on 
a general level. There is knowledge 
and understanding of the wider 
sweep of the play and some 
engagement with relevant matters 
of context.

       The essay is now starting 
to develop and to show an 
engagement with detail.

       The essay deals with both 
characters at the same time. This is 
a clear sign that it is thorough and 
strategic. Less good work might 
tend to deal with one character and 
then the other.

       The candidate argues strongly 
that both characters in some sense 
deserve their punishment. Again, 
both in view.

       The mark scheme includes 
the requirement to consider other 
people’s interpretations of the play. 
This is done here, although only so 
that the candidate can appropriate, 
not develop, the critic’s opinion.

7

8
9

10

11

12

7

8

9

10

11

12

6
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Example Candidate Response – high, continued Examiner comments

       The argument starts on a new 
tack, thus giving the response a 
breadth of approach.

       Although all of this is true, it 
would be helpful to see the case 
argued by specific reference to 
language and action.

       At this point the essay evokes 
a critic and uses his argument to 
develop the current argument: this 
shows an ability to evaluate. 
 
       This shows that the two 
characters are linked by one of 
the themes of the play - blindness.  
It also starts to explore real and 
metaphorical blindness.

       The writing here is slightly 
opaque, losing the fluency seen 
elsewhere.

       Again, a new direction for the 
argument shows a willingness to 
engage with a range of aspects of 
the text whilst remaining focused on 
the question.

       This is a clear, coherent 
discussion of the role of the younger 
generation.  It needs to be backed 
up by some examples from the text.

14

15

16

17

18

14

15

16

17

18

19
19

13 13
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Example Candidate Response – high, continued Examiner comments

       The critic mentioned before 
re-appears to set up a new and 
interesting area for discussion.

       This makes some reference to 
particulars to substantiate the points 
being made.

       Although the response so far 
has been very interesting and has 
explored some complex ideas, 
this is the first time that there 
is engagement with ‘dramatic 
presentation’ that is asked for by 
the question. Even now, it isn’t 
illustrated. 

       Occasionally, the writing slips 
and it isn’t quite possible to follow 
what the candidate means.

       The essay takes a clear view 
of presentation at this point, thus 
directly hitting the full terms of the 
question. Points are supported by 
quotation and specific reference.

       The ideas about order and 
rank presented here are clearly 
an attempt to provide a relevant 
context for the action. This is 
a welcome use of context as 
integrated.

20

21

20

21

22
22

23 23

24
24

25 25
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Example Candidate Response – high, continued Examiner comments

       Some useful reference to a 
particular moment to support the 
candidate’s perceptions.

       Although there is relevance, 
introducing a new critic and new 
material in a final paragraph does 
not help to create overall coherence 
to what has gone before.

       There is new material here 
which, if it was relevant, should 
have been explored during the 
course of the essay.

26
26

27

27

28 28
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Example Candidate Response – high, continued Examiner comments

       It is difficult to see how this last 
paragraph adds anything to  what 
has already been said.

       This is a confident and 
thorough answer.
The response shows a thorough 
knowledge of the play and a 
willingness to select and use 
relevant moments to substantiate 
a case. Both characters are kept 
clearly in view throughout.

There is appreciation of context, 
although some of the more obvious 
contextualisations don’t really work. 
This is seen at its best when the 
contexts are integrated into the 
discussion. 

It is clear that there is a confident, 
personal response to the play, with 
some use of quotations.

Arguments are clear and sometimes 
complex, with only the occasional 
loss of fluency. 

Total mark awarded =
20 out of 25

30

29 29

30

How the candidate could have improved their answer
•	 The discussion moved forward in a coherent way, although there are moments where paragraphs could have been 

more effectively linked together.
•	 The opinions of others are aptly considered, although only really evaluated and integrated into the discussions on 

one occasion.
•	 This response was confident and thorough, but it contained a number of things that could have been improved.
•	 To move into the next level, there would need to be a careful, analytical use of quotations to back up the points 

being made. As it stands, there was quite a lot of assertion.
•	 Towards the end of the essay, particularly in the last paragraph, it was clear that the candidate had run out of ideas. 

Better planning would have helped avoid this. Introducing new material towards the end of an essay (after ‘In 
conclusion’) is not helpful, as it can’t be explored.

•	 The major limitation in the essay was the lack of engagement with the dramatic qualities of the text: the question 
asks about ‘dramatic presentation’, and this was mainly done by implication, not by direct argument. 

•	 There is a requirement that candidates consider and evaluate the opinions of others. At times this is done to help 
move along the candidate’s argument; but elsewhere critics are simply evoked to be agreed with.

•	 On the whole, despite its clear arguments, there is a feeling that this essay was too long, and that arguments could 
have been made more concisely and crisply.
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Example Candidate Response – middle Examiner comments

       The candidate addresses the 
question directly and sees that the 
two characters are linked through 
theme and circumstance.

       The tragedy is personal to 
these two characters. The candidate 
uses appropriate vocabulary.

       This sentence isn’t very clear – 
the ‘it’ isn’t identified.

       This opening paragraph 
shows an ability to engage with the 
question, and a knowledge and 
understanding of the broader sweep 
and structure of the play.

       Some contextual observations 
about the nature of tragedy here, 
although the idea of the tragic 
flaw isn’t yet explored. Gloucester 
is perhaps sinned against in the 
play, whereas Lear is sinning in his 
actions.

       This is starting to move on to 
the particulars of the play.

3

1

2

4

5

6

1

2

3
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Example Candidate Response – middle, continued Examiner comments

       All of this is true, but there is no 
textual support.

       By implication, the candidate is 
suggesting that other interpretations 
are possible.

       A clear expression of a 
personal opinion.

       Lear’s early behaviour has 
been dealt with, so the essay now 
turns to Gloucester. The essay is 
dealing serially with the characters, 
rather than keeping the comparison 
going throughout. This is done 
acceptably.

7

8

7

8

9

10

9

10
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Example Candidate Response – middle, continued Examiner comments

       This is all true, but it is tending 
towards telling the story of the play, 
rather than analysing the dramatic 
presentation of the issues.

       This could usefully be 
examined through the use of short 
quotations from each character.

       By this point, there has been no 
analysis of text, which is a limitation 
to the response.

11

12

13

11

12

13
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Example Candidate Response – middle, continued Examiner comments

       The response begins to deal 
with text, suggesting a theme of 
blindness which is relevant to both 
characters. It is at this point that the 
essay crosses the border into the 
‘competence’ described in the mark 
scheme.

       This is a response which just 
crosses into the area of ‘Sound and 
competent’.
There is knowledge and 
understanding of the play’s plot and 
characters. The view of ‘tragedy’ 
isn’t fully established in terms of 
tragic fault.

The major limitation lies in the lack 
of close textual analysis which 
doesn’t really begin until the fifth 
page. At this point, the essay 
improves considerably because the 
views are substantiated.

There is some attempt to provide 
a context through discussion of 
tragedy, although this is not fully 
understood. The structure of the 
essay is clear, with an alternation 
between the characters.

The candidate’s personal views 
come through clearly and there is 
some engagement with different 
possible interpretations, although 
this is done mostly by implication.

       This is an interesting essay 
that runs along in the area of 
‘straightforward and partial’ until its 
penultimate page.

Total mark awarded =
14 out of 25

14

15

16

14

15

16
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How the candidate could have improved their answer
•	 The arguments, although mainly clear, were not substantiated with text. The essay achieved all the criteria for the 

level below and began to provide one aspect (analysis) of the next level up — and this edged the script into the 
next level.

•	 Other improvements would have been that the candidate might have engaged more fully and directly with others’ 
views, or with other contexts.

•	 The main improvement would have been for the candidate to directly address the instruction in the question to 
compare and contrast the dramatic presentation of the two characters. The question involves understanding of 
both Lear and Gloucester, but its central instruction is to analyse a technical aspect of the writer’s craft, rather than 
present character study.

Common mistakes candidates made in this question
•	 With this question, there is a clear need to keep both the characters mentioned fully in view throughout the 

answer. The question is centred on a view of the text as a play to be performed, so it is important that ‘dramatic 
presentation’ is the central focus of the answer. 

•	 Many candidates did not produce relevant contexts or asserted them without integrating them into their own 
arguments to help progress the essay. 

•	 With the opinions of others, there is only relevance if these opinions are interrogated and integrated into the 
argument being advanced by the candidate.

•	 Candidates need to be careful not to write plot summaries.
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Question 2(b)

Example Candidate Response – low Examiner comments

       Some knowledge of the 
situation in the play.

       This is true of the play, but as 
yet there is no sign of the passage 
printed, which should be the central 
focus of the answer.

       The candidate shows some 
knowledge of the situation that 
causes the action of the play.

       This paragraph just stops and 
there is no very clear focus on the 
task.

       This is an attempt, perhaps, to 
contextualise the ending of the play 
– the printed passage. 

       This is now starting to look at 
the passage. The statement about 
him recovering his speech is a 
personal opinion and shows some 
understanding of Lear’s return from 
madness.

       This is just starting to focus on 
what Lear does and says, which 
is the centre of the question which 
asks about the ‘presentation’ of 
Lear.

       Some reference to the action of 
the scene, but it is only mentioned, 
not analysed. There is also a 
passing reference to language.

3

1

2

4
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Example Candidate Response – low, continued Examiner comments

       This expresses a dramatic fact, 
but it also expresses an opinion 
about the action.

       There is a clearer focus on the 
passage here, with some opinion 
about Lear’s regret. This is the 
strongest section of the response. 
The reference to elsewhere in 
the play broadens the discussion 
and makes a statement about 
Shakespeare’s structuring of the 
play.

       This point about frustrated 
reconciliation shows some 
understanding of how the scene 
may pull upon the heart strings of 
an audience.

       This is a short, relevant 
conclusion, but it doesn’t really 
address how the question has been 
answered.

       This response is basic and 
limited. The candidate shows some 
knowledge of the play in general 
but doesn’t show that there is 
an understanding of the play as 
something to be performed.

There is some attention to the 
scene printed, with occasional 
support from the text. There is some 
attempt to link this passage with the 
rest of the play.

Apart from putting the extract into 
the context of the play as a whole, 
there is no attempt at context.

Total mark awarded =
11 out of 25

9

10

11

12

13

9

10

11

12
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How the candidate could have improved their answer
•	 The major limitation of the response is that the passage printed needs to be the central focus of the discussion.
•	 The candidate could have included more personal response as it is very limited.
•	 The candidate should have considered the opinions of others in the response.
•	 This response, although still ‘straightforward and partial’ was markedly less good than the previous answers. There 

was more quotation, but the focus was on Tom and Laura, not on their ‘dramatic presentation’.
•	 The ideas were clear and straightforward and there was sound knowledge and understanding of the play. However, 

there was little that dealt with effects or saw the complexity of the relationship of the two characters.
•	 There were occasional lapses of fluency. To gain a higher mark, the candidate would have needed to support the 

arguments more fully and analyse more deeply, using fuller reference to detail.
•	 There would need to be more on the writer and the way in which he shapes our response.
•	 More could be done to make a reader aware that the text is a play which works dramatically on stage. 
•	 There could have been a fuller engagement with critics as a means of sharpening arguments. The mark scheme 

asks for the opinions of others to be evaluated, and the candidate needed to include these. Some of the best 
insights (Tom as narrator) were kept for the end where there was no time to develop them.

Common mistakes candidates made in this question
•	 Many candidates responding to the passage question saw it as an invitation to write about the play as a whole. 

While it is a mistake to treat it as such, it is also a limitation not to make relevant reference to elsewhere in the play 
– either by tracing character, theme or action.

•	 It is important, too, that responses mention – and integrate – others’ opinions and some awareness of the 
background to the text, possibly by reference to other literary works or to the world view from which the text 
emerges.
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Example Candidate Response – middle Examiner comments

       The mark scheme asks for 
contexts for the text but biographical 
links like this are rarely needed. 
The text is set in its own right, as a 
work of art, not as a display of the 
author’s experience or psychology.

       This is starting to move in on 
the question in a simple way. The 
issue of the way Tom talks is raised 
but not illustrated.

       Again, all of this may be true, 
but it is not supported by examples.

       Although there are no direct 
quotations, this uses an example 
from the text to interpret the 
relationship between characters. 
The candidate is also aware that 
objects in the play have a symbolic 
significance.

3

1

2

4

1

2

3

4

Question 4(a)
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Example Candidate Response – middle, continued Examiner comments

       This begins to talk about genre 
and about audience reaction. It 
doesn’t tussle with the business of 
Tom’s memories being shaded to 
put him in a good light.

       It is not clear in the text of the 
play that Tom thinks of himself as 
writing a play. The action of the play 
is more what he is visualising in his 
mind.

       As with the start of the 
essay, the point made here is not 
supported with evidence from the 
text.

       This point shows knowledge 
and understanding, but there is 
no engagement with the language 
of the play or the dramatic 
presentation of a scene. This 
means that the candidate isn’t really 
demonstrating an ability to analyse 
the texts, a key element of the mark 
scheme.

5

6

5

6

7

8

7
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Example Candidate Response – middle, continued Examiner comments

       This last sentence doesn’t 
really flow, though its intent is clear.

       The last two paragraphs have 
shown knowledge of the play and 
a willingness to engage with Tom’s 
motivation. However, there is no 
evidence produced to back up these 
personal opinions. 

       The candidate interprets at 
this point, using the prompt of the 
‘memory play’ from early on to 
explain Tom’s dissatisfaction. This 
is more analytical and shows an 
awareness of the genre of the text.

       The point made earlier is 
developed a bit more.

9 10

11

9

10

11

12

12
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Example Candidate Response – middle, continued Examiner comments

       This takes us back to a point 
made earlier; here the point is 
backed up with some evidence.

       This sums up the situation at 
the end of the play. It is just starting 
to think about the complexity of 
Tom’s psychological state.

       The response is straightforward 
and partial.
It keeps to the question and makes 
some use of reference to the events 
and language to substantiate points. 
However, much, although true, is 
asserted.

There is a lack of detailed analysis, 
and this means that Tom’s 
motivation and presentation of the 
events is taken at face value.

There is a straightforward personal 
response to the text, only partially 
supported.

The answer makes clear progress 
through a range of slightly limited 
points.

The use of context – Williams’s own 
life – does not help the argument. 
There is no obvious reference to the 
opinions of others.

Total mark awarded =
13 out of 25

14

15

14

15

1313

How the candidate could have improved their answer
•	 This candidate does everything that is described in the mark scheme level for ‘Straightforward and partial’. A 

limitation of the response is that much is asserted, not substantiated. Furthermore, to improve, the response could 
have considered Tom as a biased narrator. 

•	 There is little here that recognises the genre of the text and explores the writer’s techniques in relation to it.
•	 There is little close reference to language or action: the essay is at its best when this happens. The mark scheme 

is clear that responses should think about how a text might be variously interpreted, possibly by reference to critics 
or a particular performance: there is no mention of them here, even by implication.
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Example Candidate Response – low Examiner comments

       This attempts context but 
issues of the relationship between 
text and author are outside the 
scope of an A level answer. Context 
is only useful if it illuminates the 
text or supports a candidate’s 
developing argument.

       This shows a sensible 
understanding of the family 
dynamic.

       There is some attempt here to 
suggest areas of technical interest 
(point of view) which are central to 
‘dramatic presentation’.

       There is some knowledge and 
understanding of the family and its 
inner tensions here.

       Reference to a critic 
demonstrates some background 
reading but it doesn’t really help the 
essay develop.

       This demonstrates an 
awareness of the play as working 
through symbols.

       The point made is supported by 
reference to the text.

3
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Example Candidate Response – low, continued Examiner comments

       This point shows knowledge 
and understanding, but there is 
no engagement with the language 
of the play or the dramatic 
presentation of a scene. This 
means that the candidate isn’t really 
demonstrating an ability to analyse 
the texts, a key element of the mark 
scheme.

       This last sentence doesn’t 
really flow, though its intent is clear.

       The last two paragraphs have 
shown knowledge of the play and 
a willingness to engage with Tom’s 
motivation. However, there is no 
evidence produced to back up these 
personal opinions.

       The candidate interprets at 
this point, using the prompt of the 
‘memory play’ from early on to 
explain Tom’s dissatisfaction. This 
is more analytical and shows an 
awareness of the genre of the text.

       The point made earlier is 
developed a bit more.

       This takes us back to a point 
made earlier; here the point is 
backed up with some evidence.

8
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Example Candidate Response – low, continued Examiner comments

       A discourse marker 
demonstrates that there is a 
straightforward structure to the 
candidate’s points. The answer 
makes clear progress through a 
range of slightly limited points.

       Candidate may have run out of 
time: the piece appears unfinished.

       This response is at the lower 
end of ‘straightforward and partial’. 
There is knowledge of the text and 
some willingness to engage with 
textual detail. Some points are 
supported by quotation. Although 
there are references to the play’s 
audience, the response does not 
really begin to deal with ‘dramatic 
presentation’ – the ways in which 
Tom and Laura’s relationship is 
brought to life by the language, 
action and staging of the play.

References to the context 
of William’s personal life are 
not relevant – and they aren’t 
convincingly presented either.

At one point, a critic is adduced but 
the reference doesn’t really move 
the arguments forward.

The response is clearly structured, 
although it is not finished. Ideas 
expressed are simple.

Total mark awarded =
11 out of 25

14
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16
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How the candidate could have improved their answer
•	 This response, although still ‘straightforward and partial’ was markedly less good than the previous answers. There 

was more quotation, but the focus was on Tom and Laura, not on their ‘dramatic presentation’.
•	 The ideas were clear and straightforward and there was sound knowledge and understanding of the play. However, 

there was little that dealt with effects or saw the complexity of the relationship of the two characters.
•	 There were occasional lapses of fluency. To gain a higher mark the candidate would have needed to support the 

arguments more fully and analyse more deeply, using fuller reference to detail.
•	 There would need to be more on the writer and the way in which he shapes our response.
•	 More could be done to make a reader aware that the text is a play which works dramatically on stage. 
•	 There could have been a fuller engagement with critics as a means of sharpening arguments. The mark scheme 

asks for the opinions of others to be evaluated, and the candidate needed to include these. Some of the best 
insights (Tom as narrator) were kept for the end where there was no time to develop them.

Common mistakes candidates made in this question
•	 To gain high marks, it is important for candidates to engage with the full implication of the question: this question is 

about ‘dramatic presentation’ and that should be the central focus of the answer, which not all candidates focused 
on.

•	 Candidates need to be able to select relevant knowledge and understanding and use it to develop an argument, 
supporting what they say with quotation and reference to particular moments.

•	 There needs to be sustained analysis if an answer is to gain a high mark. Candidates were not always confident 
about the play’s strategies and techniques, as well as their opinions about the characters.

•	 When engaging with contexts or critics, candidates need to be aware that they must use these insights to support 
and develop their own arguments: if they are added without relevance, contexts and critics are of limited use.
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Question 4(b)

Example Candidate Response – high Examiner comments

1

2

3

       The candidate engages 
immediately with the precise terms 
of the question in terms of dramatic 
methods.

       Even this early, there is 
engagement with detail. It sees that 
Williams is very clear with his stage 
directions and that they are a way 
into interpreting the play.

       Detail serves to characterise 
effect.

       This takes a clear, personal 
view of some of the dynamics of the 
Wingfield family.

3

4

1

2

4
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Example Candidate Response – high, continued Examiner comments

       This is emphatically not just 
simply recounting what happens. 
The details are being adduced as 
part of an interpretation.

       The question asks about 
methods and concerns, and at 
this point the candidate points out 
elements of Amanda’s behaviour 
that are typical of what she does 
throughout.

       This turns to matters of staging, 
showing that there is appreciation 
of how Williams’s methods create 
meaning. This whole paragraph is 
an intelligent interpretation of one 
aspect of the printed passage.

       This sees that the infected mind 
isn’t simply confined to Amanda.

5

6

7

8

5

6

7

8
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Example Candidate Response – high, continued Examiner comments

       Amanda is beginning to be 
seen in a complex way here, not 
just as someone who is over-
dramatic.

       Money is one of the central 
themes of the play, and it is fully 
explored here as a means of talking 
about aspects of the play as a 
whole.

       Again, what a character does is 
explored and interpreted.

       Another of the play’s big 
themes is mentioned and explored 
through the example already given.

9

10

11

9

10

11

12 12
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Example Candidate Response – high, continued Examiner comments

       The response moves to deeper 
exploration of Amanda, so earlier 
ideas are picked up to be developed 
further.

       There is a link to the play as 
a whole here. It shows knowledge 
and understanding of how the 
scene fits into the larger patterns of 
the play.

       This continues to develop 
the candidate’s complex view of 
Amanda both here and elsewhere 
in the play. It sees that there could 
be different interpretations of her 
language and action.

14

15

13

14

15

13
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Example Candidate Response – high, continued Examiner comments

       There is a deft shift to Laura 
here, to balance what has gone 
before: the opinions expressed 
are not fully supported from textual 
reference.

       The candidate sums up what 
has been said with clarity and 
reminds the reader that the writer’s 
methods produce significance.

       This is a confident and 
thorough response.
It shows thorough knowledge of the 
play and an ability to range widely, 
without losing focus on the printed 
scene.

It does not engage with contexts 
(though they are implied) or with the 
opinions of critics, though it does 
suggest that Amanda might be seen 
in a variety of different ways.

There is acute, intelligent discussion 
of aspects of what is said in the 
scene, together with discussion 
of matters of stage directions and 
staging.

The candidate’s opinions are well-
informed and supported.
Ideas are communicated clearly 
and there is some complexity of 
response.

Total mark awarded =
21 out of 25

16

17

18

16

17

18
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How the candidate could have improved their answer
•	 The mark scheme indicates that essays should consider and evaluate varying opinions and interpretations, and 

this is not done. 
•	 The mark scheme also asks for there to be a consideration of contexts. The candidate begins on this with the 

mention of ‘plastic theatre’ and could have explored this in more detail.
•	 Occasionally, the link between paragraphs is not smoothly made, so the argument can seem slightly disjointed.

Common mistakes candidates made in this question
•	 Two areas of possible weakness – contexts and the opinions of others – have been identified above. 
•	 Many candidates did not exploit the detail of the passage printed to support their arguments. 
•	 Another area of weakness can be in balancing part to whole – using detail from this scene to show things that are 

true about the whole play. The question asks about ‘methods and concerns’, and this means that candidates need 
to be very conscious that the question is about techniques and the realisation of significance, not simply about 
identifying characters and then providing a character study. The key word in the question is ‘dramatic’ – to which 
candidates need to pay attention.
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