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Example Candidate Responses — Paper 4

Introduction

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 41

9695 June 2021 Mark Scheme 41

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

www.cambridgeinternational.org/support



http://www.cambridgeinternational.org/support
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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 — low Examiner comments
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Answers are by real candidates in exam ] Examiner comments are
conditions. These show you the types of answers for | Ti mun. alongside the answers. These
each level. Discuss and analyse the answers with your explain where and why marks [~
learners in the classroom to improve their skills. were awarded. This helps you

to interpret the standard of
Cambridge exams so you can
help your learners to refine their
exam technique.

N J

How the candidate could have improved their answer

The candidate could have improved their answer by taking a more strategic approach to developing a supported
and focused argument.

The candidate could have developed points in more detail, expanding on ideas through regular use of supporting
detail and textual reference, including quotations.

The candidate could have used planning time to explore ] ) ) )
structure with progression of ideas through linked parag This section explains how the candidate could

could have used points from the story to make argumen have improved each answer. This helps you to
interpret the standard of Cambridge exams and

helps your learners to refine their exam technique.

Common mistakes candidates made in this question

Lack or loss of focus on the question. This sometimes related to misunderstanding of the question.

Inconsistent or undeveloped use of specific details, episodes or quotations from the novel to illustrate points made.
Insecure or lack of analysis, particularly in terms of structure and form.

Approaches to personal response and/or varying opinio

Lists the common mistakes candidates made

Often candidates were not in answering each question. This will help your
awarded marks because they misread or learners to avoid these mistakes and give them the
misinterpreted the questions. best chance of achieving the available marks.




Example Candidate Responses — Paper 4

Question 4(b)

Example Candidate Response — high
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Examiner comments

“ The candidate considers the
detail in the question with reference
to examples that are brought up
later in the answer. This is a poised
and well-focused introduction.

e The detail and reference to
points of technical relevance are
developed and include reference
to other works by Dickinson. These
are well chosen in light of the
question.

o This paragraph builds on points
that were introduced in the opening
paragraph.

o The use of ‘could’ suggests
that the candidate is aware of other
interpretations and considers them
in their analysis.

e The candidate considers
the effect on the reader of

the technique, demonstrating
perceptive engagement with the
text.

o Valid and timely reference
is made to another poem in
the selection. This candidate

is demonstrating a deep and
comprehensive knowledge and
understanding.

0 Further embedded analysis and
consideration of the detail of this
poem (‘Midnight’) and other poems
in the selection.
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Example Candidate Response — high, continued

Examiner comments
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e This is a valid argument but
could be improved by a clearer and
more developed explanation of the
‘extraordinary in the ordinary’ point.
Working at this level, the candidate
could also improve by more
accurate genre reference — use of
‘reader’ rather than ‘audience’.

e Focused analysis of poetic
features continues with integration
of detail and development of ideas.

@ This answer could be improved
by rephrasing the opening of the
first sentence (‘very present’ is
unspecific) but the point goes on to
be discriminating and effective.

0 This is a perceptive and well-
phrased point.

@ The argument develops
effectively through progression of
ideas.
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Example Candidate Response — high, continued Examiner comments
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How the candidate could have improved their answer

+ The candidate could have improved their answer by ensuring consistency of critical style; fluency of argument
would help the candidate to articulate increasingly perceptive and lucid arguments. This could include sophisticated
use of critical vocabulary such as referring to readership for a poem rather than audience.

* The candidate could improve by referring to the reader’s expectations rather than the audience’s expectations. This
demonstrates an understanding of genre and form.
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Example Candidate Response — middle Examiner comments

L

0 The introduction is concise
and presents initial ideas about
the question and poem. Analytical
direction is established briefly.

o The candidate identifies with
the voice in the poem and clearly
expresses a secure interpretation.

o This point is well expressed and
includes reference to a personal
view as well as attempting to relate
to varying ideas and opinions. This
point could be improved through
development and explanation of the
‘dead inside’ reference.

0 This is a competent point of
analysis.

o The candidate makes a
reference to another poem by
Dickinson and uses this to reinforce
their point.

0 Analysis is sound and well-
supported by a quotation. The
candidate goes on to develop this
point about physical sensation by
referring to ‘my marble feet’ and
this point is used to exemplify a
feature of Dickinson’s style.

0 The candidate links arguments
to further ideas about Dickinson’s
style. This suggests knowledge and
understanding of literary context.
This is well linked to the question.
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Example Candidate Response — middle, continued Examiner comments
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e The candidate provides an
example related to Dickinson’s use
of the wind in another poem.

e The candidate continues

to make an argument that is
competent and demonstrates
insight. The link to Dickinson’s
own life is made and partially
explained. This could be improved
by articulating the link more
specifically.

@ A personal interpretation

of the poem is linked to the
autobiographical point. This could
be improved by supporting the point
about the speaker’s ‘identity crisis’
with a quotation to root it in the text.

0 The argument progresses with
relevance, selecting a quotation
from the text to support it. This is
developed effectively.

@ The candidate refers to a
feminist perspective, competently
considering another interpretation.
It is linked with relevance to

a contextual reference about
Dickinson’s life.

@ This is a competent analytical
point with use of integrated
quotation to support. The candidate
offers a brief explanation. This
could be improved with further
development linked to the question.

10




Example Candidate Responses — Paper 4

Example Candidate Response — middle, continued Examiner comments
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How the candidate could have improved their answer

» The candidate could have improved their answer by explaining comments and points of analysis in more detail.

* They could have also developed the depth and extent of their interpretations which could have pushed the answer
further towards the thorough and confident qualities of a Level 5 answer.

* The candidate could have articulated points about the poet’s life and times in closer association with the terms of
the question. Arguments related to context and personal interpretation should be firmly rooted in text via quotation

and/or textual reference. Whilst the candidate did this at some points in the answer, a consistent approach
throughout would have improved the overall outcome.

1
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Example Candidate Response — low
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that

e (r\n((’n&) of  death c@n 0o¢ " he

loo Ked

o fpn m<3r ane OQL(OQ&.VQ

CQDrQQ_Qn-Pee) \bb\ -Hne mnjr.m/cn 10N

which
of - Yhe

Sa00 S?n)ea(e to  cnother  verxl-

(”q 1

Showg Hhe,  feades . how

de Q'H/'!

Q

Yo aulla Um),_&:dnog\ _and
i} and ~Hr\f ' n6__oné jrrqfu

e 0 He JFv-Ig

. wdlezckends

geS

(onueo »
' Bl This inteacifies  th?

'i_.DKu
Lf20 Y

:Q‘H‘H_Q(\JMU% o Yo eaders. e

!mrﬁ_o\:ar/

n o Hicd  veme o-E e ficer S+ana

'Lm-tb D ckins on Pro S0k i:zIrJ_OﬂJ_‘\(;_LQ’)’t_Qﬂ—.
| %

Examiner comments

c The candidate introduces their
answer with a simple paragraph.
The answer could be improved

by introducing a key argument or
strategic direction to the opening.

e The selection of caesura as a
technique for comment is relevant
and valid. It is straightforward but
is well linked to the point about the
title of the poem.

0 This paragraph could be
improved by a more critically

and fluently expressed end line.
‘Spooky’ is somewhat colloquial
and unspecific in the context of an
academic essay.

0 This paragraph offers some
straightforward knowledge and
understanding with supporting detail
included.

G This statement about the
‘spooky atmosphere’ is repeating
the end of the paragraph above and
does not reflect insight or specific
comment. As earlier, the colloquial,
‘spooky’ is not appropriate
expression.
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Example Candidate Response - low, continued Examiner comments

oo (Zﬂ—i@r}((’ ()‘C)r' all_4he.  Rells Pul oot

J—h&r 7l—()rwsues, Y. Thig FQIJUn fication  Ieles +a e Straightforward understanding
.,mlob thad _dhe  belis g ek_far noop and analysis are presented with a
e lalmed) @ lwuman\lj Aot onol_So developing argument.
relades o humens  on o hiaher {n‘)QI\Pr*L/a{‘
Lleyvel: Whod & brovshy n m{_r\)o\ {or e - 0 A personal or opinion point
dudience s thatS the  Jiile Jrkfn@; in is attempted but not realised

: . o N 1 effectively. There is some link to the
e e lie  the  ripging of o bell can have | question, but the point would benefit

0‘(’(’0?/ Mmeinilas in J :.’—I@ Hat DQOD,Q__HQQ& from specific development and
i Ny . |
Y aKnowledae ond mdp_u Lefore | death- support.
e This___coa'ures” o ____QD___Qég_L Lreal cdmosphece.
, SRR ) F
dodhe | retdec:

e ‘analytical atmosphere’ is
unclear.

D'll{

The_thicd vege of dhe Cocond Haaza ceveals
C -

o m‘ojrqf'?}@r i -H’o', Pbr@m for \)“ML mP) straightforward manner with

p”me- eet Could Keep a Qﬂ@ﬂfd;({m - some personal engagement and

(h“ M‘I’Qlﬂ‘ﬁ Oc brings o a_suq (;'P.&I»Oﬁ' appropriately selected support.

that _ofter  deadh Vone  caa odtS fea

aduthing includhiog ~Q‘[Ql, and So Q:IY‘M"M

0 Analysis continues in a

’D\‘g Kin¥on pOChBey 4 can g the (Y\w{z{a ,ol\ O
in CMarble "feel - This shows  dhe
reade  Hhe  voavepes  of dealn  and

hows 14 r9{9r€5'€A¥< & \/n,'ol or -@ﬁ%—rﬁ_loﬂ%&j_

2ty
R
Aok bonalia /_in e Joordh  dema L Em} I
D Kiqgnr\d bt (nas_ OLY €ty of he ™ @ This is a tenuous point with
word Chnd! n ™ the seand, third and fourth an attempt at understanding but a
vegeofe  Thiy —epeten—octvel repetidion shoehorned link to the question.
0 vol 1 4‘” L deadl JC IL) The last line of this para_graph is
Q1YY SuGasis QAR s nebulous, and the candidate could
Aestbein _ooopy waage  Thie  ¢hoos improve by making an incisive point
the  aovditnee  houw _dea (e (uq fylol about the use of repeated language
that hes _dofferent  ua O‘Qﬁd’a\/‘\o\:né ( . and how it relates to the question.
] - 1
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Example Candidate Response —

low, continued
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conerns  pordvaued  in Qmmnu
[ (W] D

,()oems .

The

peem __Ondains siK

Aanzas  Hod o.”

F
1 haye. *@)Uf verses - The

vers i cation.

N

| +he ol <Rems Yo _be  irreaglar

&S Sermes

(v
cuad

somn@ lipes  ace  long

other

Qe

3 A\
AV | 2YZ]

o
ORI

i {
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.

rh\:jm? ¢hhem
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Examiner comments

0 The answer could be improved
by editing or removing this comment
which detracts from more coherent
and specific arguments earlier in

the answer. In its current form, it is
not clear.

@ The candidate is trying to make
a relevant point but because this

is not rooted in textual evidence

or part of an argument, results in
circling of the question without clear
direction. Improvement could be
made if the candidate were to use a
link to the detail of the poem.

@ The candidate comments

on the structure of the poem but
does not link this to an effect or to
the question itself. Links to these
aspects would improve the answer.

@ The candidate returns to

the question, but the paragraph

is effectively a repetition of the
introduction. This would be
improved if the candidate used the
progression of their argument to
present a summative point relating
to the question.

Total mark awarded =
10 out of 25
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How the candidate could have improved their answer

The candidate could have improved their answer by ensuring all points were specific and related purposefully to a
line of argument. Whilst the candidate attempted to analyse and respond personally, some points lack clarity and
development.

The candidate did not refer to other poems by Dickinson in their answer and therefore the part of the question that
refers to ‘elsewhere in the selection’ is not met. The answer could be improved by reference to examples from
some of Dickenson’s other poems in the selection.

Some of the arguments in the answer are general and colloquial phrasing sometimes compromises clarity and
critical style.

A strategic approach to the answer would support the candidate in writing arguments that offer progression, rather
than repeating or circling ideas.

Common mistakes candidates made in this question

Making comments about aspects of context that were not linked to the question.

Not referring to poems ‘elsewhere in the selection’ or referring to them too much to the detriment of attention given
to the printed poem on the paper.

Lack of development of analysis or support of points related to the question.
Making accurate comments about features such as rhyme and imagery, but not relating these to effects on readers.
Lack of confidence and security in making personal arguments about the poems.
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Question 7(a)

Example Candidate Response — high Examiner comments

Z a | M a_{‘ﬁ.M&4_HWQOALSJE;&%MMHQ;&;Q~QM
wock_of speouladice Aeodion Tt auler
points o drecd ful_ dysbopla  in whieh womes are M&rx%}
ettt d—o —ZA botecbon) —shalbieas ., —skespped ot tlditolenciley— “ The opening combines a

oL e : 3 4 v it
—'—‘0:2:_ f_&dﬁlmzméizﬁﬁ;tﬁm ,g JQ ?ZZ:Z:_— freshly personal engagement with

“ ) ’ references to the novel’s genre and
s o chebCLOLdig do et 8b1Lily ) do sach accordis | | g sense of the question. It is both

A luHoviany

dolod needs "oy he seen o o walld _explomadion for | | confident and focused.

Ao ,o'mch('b‘c@-_%/o&y_ed_bg__GJ_LA_&tZ_JMJ_d_CL_-ED___pLQMﬂ.{;&__

He decream'y 4 L aeosnion L/k%m;_‘é&%mz_fn_/i&@_ ) )

Ve rtitenls ool tore o foumdldoll... o The candidate deals with the

To_beg e, Ht_phrone _wos et prertaded 40 question and deploys a critical and
e den s ‘ Lo dogmesiedy | articulate style which is clear and
4 - 2758 N U ' - . .
Hatindcoabnest Hamdisas'ch fog (st Ly oo odioi il suggests a relevant direction.

soted padk  h won doldes  frows St pauls thets ln

ochalidy [ phiadt 05 o jelcversion e _&.Z.Maz!zom_ o The answer goes into detail
“ -oa/Aers L .

e 1 Borl  Morx's  (ommunss? i) estn " /_M%U_ﬁéécézz_ about the origins of the quotation,

Ao cenious Ly vmisex dowe  hy gendecds i plhios demonstrating assured knowledge.
fn ordar M_%y_&f:&a_ﬂ_;mb;qgg_wﬁn_ag;&ALA_&L‘ Points are discriminating and

specific, for example, ‘gendering the
phrase’.

o ddidponed &‘34 tf__of _¢7oé£:_L _mddcd_io_il:&._.}-.?ua%’cm;«_‘

He 'ézOo K _voh__be ‘_‘ﬁ gt H et Ll Vl':lnz fon_ A 52,5?04_.&:/./11&.

|
Bdwoood .%_md_%s_gef_.aé__%_wawﬂb ol iz  (o)d Wer
|_sontipet  wa' bl /‘/tﬂn.‘ln.L‘S" Lesgh, g‘n[,,glo_%'g_?[,_am Lo .
Wet ond  Sopid Commmmitin Jlumemees Leom 4 oThere is seamless use of

~ . contextual detail to support relevant
Eedt, frane N7, - aom_ b wiewedd . .. .
=2 Beably phrose “ R argument which is linked effectively

to a view of Atwood’s own

% documented views. The candidate
aftec ol Hi novihit  pedt o pude ofor herselld 40 shows sensitive, integrated

octlerisen  of Mo  pudhoctoriomn  Soered  (lniowa ob
o dome of LA pracchleti  art man, Lented o &'/eall

only cne  Aread fod  fLone andescly hopp tutd sla | | AWArENESS of varying opinions.

“ w \
H pocqt o st ot bloct vowm I/IJWA/_—;_%/\__

wire Lt inend i S SMelinsd hlmes ,  dure s e Relevant use of textual detail,
4 ) ~ showing perceptive understanding

of the text and demands of the
question.

which  pnwemted _paesahers ef o eitody , Siudlar_po_ e ]

e M(Amwon@_.f:u“ ol  Gutead, wtre doken tfo _cmmhabiizble

16



Example Candidate Responses — Paper 4

Example Candidate Response — high, continued Examiner comments

orecs_Jo_ Lob our_, om_ul&._..?wmb YNV

armd ixecu-#_(_d' Tles-e /)mr-l«vu art _also ,.oaun #
“ .
A woo_a’ﬂj___.—éﬁf’_oara.% A Munwiona cn__.,_av;-e___but_yl_.ala,_éé...____ :

Coloeren. *__do 2 o) ettn i p. FONCoate D sLawely
drkz'/’t'/-tj nx-/—z‘j doumsdh__ Kedr _deostt... Anotle s .I/)ralonm'vba\« o )
___ﬂ._e,_‘_ G ltedean  cotmbmmoundatz 1y do  doawa  such plople] Effectwc_e and _assured use of
. knowledge, including selection of

ALY, for oveny ome Lo see Iluic  Sewdhi

1

é[ood CONAPOULE. . AD Sexresn. e “lmi ¢ __red J“/'m s Ouverolls _
___.-o__.u‘a_pmewlza.ﬁ_oy_,i_‘germo.s__ﬁ ondemn—on_ pence ful drow 0 Perceptive analysis is evident
efor " s renmpdcet of M gentcal. sbote of Gilead] here through the use of comparison

Hod _presengn o look orgauised o ti_acinie wodd, | | 8nd development of supported
P22

rovs . .
Lo bl Vjovo oncedeAoucisds  Hod He Howdpaods ore.,indeed,) discussion.

ny, sppy “, w&yle_ﬁ’wﬁ_&w&_@:_j ord-gpr—dtice 1S

: S'&dnudm_d__df.oe/#vou_,__—r& daner __divo sl of s

— _gww._l-_‘.___l\ww&w)zé—d:—éﬂ e Commoumderts secretd o This is focused analysis, but
.6‘ “Sceopble” 3me_.dw___wuéb_.@éé’__ —aund. He o//ond | the candidate loses fluency and

wode Mook Mot wits_uscoutesged by Sertucts Fabecsell] clarity a little here. The point could
Tt ' " | be improved if it were clearer.

relevant detail.

“Fro m_._£a«o.é_mz::wAm./lj_fho__ﬁa_a.bl_éjﬁy_j_éo_%&aé__ :

A.CCOK,/‘J Lo LS weed b _wson P cesenteld B o r;L‘Zn'pA

. JLK:A,_./LcoM,Lc_J.a Ao, = e Sfcu Lo bt of il
@#Lblé.,:éﬁ:b&;@.m&«_«b;f_hy_LLMwbh T s__reves|a
oo lloc  siat flcoant  ohorocderishie of S _movts, A
Jod s Fegphats_unt_of Je DU Tertomend ot e Perceptive understanding
] Q_j ushibvodion_for i odcocius_prachies. Tie Bible— and analysis are related back
7 " . ] | | to the question fluently and with

becomes—an—tnttucliouy —deplee —od——beakigh of M development of personal view
Homndmandds! — feek ound homdh art opproved ar_am | | through the adjective ‘atrocious’
aseeplabid  purishiment for wlenpet Koy psbehace | | used with ‘practices’.
Actofdig o e pader, winet Hosw bady ports art por o .
DSttt /,, I Sl fohn euh o Her'c 4 b @%w/m_ @ Sophlstlca_ted ch0|celof
(D) oty Cohie Meyi Malak _swpgonts ot diopsse | | FE1OTENCE rEIalING t0 varying

) interpretation. The candidate
& adherenet o rediseus

embeds quotation effectively,
J u 5 (PRY 3 3 SR i . . en
1 MNotls splaihs o iy T of ey koad. Biblical et | oenieving a successful critical style.
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Example Candidate Response — high, continued Examiner comments

such _or_Jlot of Reoched pund [ aoh owe Lobew ot Heir
word ad Haseuntlvent of M Eve e clarldret, o
edse ). die . becomts poore vedaeod Mo e

Hew d-_muJJ__,:@«_w_md_#&d_aM_eAm_z‘_@ 0 Progression of the argument is

Detvood—_mo e numerel _olisiom Lo wouens deves | | CONfident and well-referenced here.
auid : b ber' s recluced do _mscrce fhwoc tegged
%MOAML_M_QLJW_Q_SQ%L&#_MLL@MMJM
netdS o Tle How dusoels” beodn ore Severed by e sbect| @ A combination of relevant
dariyHMolr  mandotory gy necalogist rsits,  Sugoertlg knowledge, supporting detail and

Hoetnded elence hww&éi.%__%muLA.amm%r personal argument contributes to a

__Q__M_LQ%_M_&@_M&_‘%_W s fn_ Hmmm T descassiow | | COMprehensive analysis with useful
ol tOms Ftp rodduchive puigfds O St o allded 4o links to other aspects of the text.

tin M Poyl's_lasonicod okl , sn wtick n g Podesvor

@ The use of ‘perhaps’ as a
modifier enhances this comment,
reflecting sensitivity to other

L5 oo fled. “Pro T/ easof e de ¥ ,__./a_iﬁéw)éj_a\_.r.z_,l,e,ﬁtum_
Lo
@ Ho oo papus . Texoun  Stwedor tudio fouott 00 0utn st
o 7 ﬂ o

aborf'opn. ﬁg bt DMIA/»‘! Hod, _Ha _ outlor cdso ;mvw“ interpretations whilst also
) . .
ko quistshiow  chod ore e "needcl, samex e commenting on an aspect of

Commamoles o> _ge mn__ch»l\,_?_Q#ML_L_;_Qwr_mM_ context.
plecdsure _oudnde of Hi  stote presciped “Cicersa s’
s fuii bpaligt A e e Mot CileadD reod |
ttiutlomh  one  fou 'Zf‘nm i wad 4 ar potedd foy
_____._m‘ ormidhe  Swsrcock e hibltcod g flaxsont bnod Lo 0|

Jedrtify Heip prockser Gl op bedy gese “grotesg e @ Relevant literary context is
ln _owe _of Lec punserous _interviews -BmS Mewgacer) | USed in the reference to Orwell and

Adtwood hes  Stased Kot 4 Polifieod 4i105150e et is well linked to the question and
previous arguments made.

@ Further references to
alternative views are included to
develop the argument effectively.

i polddicat. dfs Qsc&m.m_tmya_a_&auazg_&_&m&i

 TLz e Clodn b o lied o thasnie cardone et AT .
z e—opplatect o ——oudgen e s @ There is a return to the
s . atlon 4 Agendd . H H
atlemmpt o disogroe otk tt geododlon sb hand, question at the end in a concise

et ey would b2 badiy oy avat L weny coreof | | conclusion that neatly ties the
He  re et > maloply fo Ju fompeople da Gwome . | argument together.

Qeupll's 11F 1’/} Kot Bju naoaC_AA,A_a-ie.p[_%._;LM_f.nw.my- o
___‘@4&%_&&&&#_!&_0&,&;%0;0_@4_:40_@“&%@« b~ S G Overall, this is a very

) strong response that covers
Mtk opn e b ot At __con ww.y:[,,wz‘ __‘/Z o, oAV e eu!_—ad_. . .
— compls ans ———~ | the assessment objectives

| witevth fon ] tond__porverted dogmo_of i smHorsabee resdi | | comprehensively and with
boite.  Gilepd I 4 r;ogli_,_wmgébi.m_mcw%__' perception.

R “®— MQL&M.L?L&QLM@#L@LM /Mc_mch_ﬂ_g_q

"CLM-bf_S_owaP&L&;@i@*4uw.ﬁL@ﬂ_éuimM_

Total mark awarded =
24 out of 25

How the candidate could have improved their answer

» The answer could be improved by development of some aspects of the analysis of detail from the text, including
some reference to sophisticated elements of subject specific language.

» The candidate could also have improved by ensuring consistency of critical style and fluency of some aspects of
expression, such as on the second page of the answer.
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Example Candidate Response — middle Examiner comments
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ERW 0 W\b\é‘(\m—r 194

Srvone e &Qmmfv(‘ “H\O&‘

m:‘%el__m\umma_m_\m foechs  froady  Wwonen o

&m ~ eemnal___des0” @ PRige U&em@rwab&‘_

beon_ nlRree 8 &r&gkd_cm_&:t_‘:ﬁmmt__.

repied. ¢ fo_begel |

T tevosd, OFoid talso. o rnartk_ Dol 6o iefusene_

a The focus is on the question
and relates to relevant knowledge
about the novel.

e The answer starts to drift from
relevance here as the comment is
not linked closely to the terms of the
question. While offering contextual
knowledge that is secure, it is most
effective when part of the argument.

e The candidate goes on to make
a point relating to the author’s views
which fulfils ‘O’ criteria. However,
this is not linked clearly to the
question.

0 The candidate makes a
comment on their own personal
view, using ‘l believe’ to convey
this. The answer here moves
back towards being more relevant
and quotations are secure and
integrated.

e The candidate builds their
argument through an additional
personal point and refers back to
the question.

e The candidate makes a
confident personal response to
further the argument and breaks
down aspects of the question to
convey a more complex point about
the needs of men.

a A valid point is made about
other opinions. This could be
improved by more specific
development of the point, e.g.
by providing an example of de
Beauvoir’s views.
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Example Candidate Response — middle, continued Examiner comments

- ‘
é o gk fowathvy,  frob dabver  Crery 65 Oty ”‘Mﬁ_ e The candidate shows
¥ bote  bofore fe. o, B bed QA@Q&F@N Yor bndy ~_ | | understanding here with
& vok 6 "Qad & (el ? ek staess Qo Posmomhed regme progression of ideas and secure
o8 Breags M ot ek S saned | | USE Of textual reference.

b (pow o
oot ROWF it epreants RIRife
G be_noddy lew toC derede S B % i§jeckion o
O >y o ek wyfem, e wad \ enflebly L oo @)

e by ox ‘de  § oY G, sy o trobh thak |
toReo, neolibg Comve vhtin So defpocder  toves B racpe | @The candidate deals well with
b Ty o bec tololiiey’ Qe grestec o b menge. | | detail here.
| . AY A4
; L Tooefivehor sy TN, Vo oy pesspteite | op &l MY
ek, TRY Bewrdl. moltes G apokabon g _

o B @rviensoes e T e $5 Sleod | e s The candidate addresses the
PR ot '\5& reos <€ o question with continued progression
, d of clear argument.

_poxrtordeQ gl . cwhe of m@gﬂ«\lk@

e Analysis is thorough here with
supported reference to symbolism.

o cernkihe onsibe/ Oty Bred e o
Lorl ok $os Qe T& by fooswg  an be
CMonsuliedges oo ROV, 00 Sweld Y Rguddy bo
|omen o8 woosm. ” AYIA’ onid  oigs besdos oo
i g cial \(L}a_acgf__\a__, loneoMe. Pepugeds ot QAucOoNG? e,
‘@ L Blead gedeg wos  anfbidn . prénoved orel v
foi_vomen . Tee g Ra. (rontedS called

2

@ There is thorough
understanding here with good use
of supporting detail.

' Sovplege = Ml arel F\m\.eﬁ G had poouces Intbad) b
Y EL e “equrd fenw o Re Jre-np{a%m“. @ The context link to Wollstencraft
o\mg\m?‘-r' s Con&idued o emive  w Bilead G uomen is valid here, reflecting a sound
| ek oo o U, Shg_Con Y Viked & fo otk appreciation. The candidate could
' _ﬁ(—_ma%__m@m Goed  Weo  Belia, -y '» s improve by developing this point
1. @ ; in more detail, perhaps linking

ocenpetoiMcts e »\‘oulrolm gphere, WA tnake
Q—rader . o consesfrnes o€ haty & lited educabiou

_ﬂjim_wm of_Qlied - bod nady_ae. - iy

consequences of limited education
to a specific episode in the novel.

bnodedge _ondl “Fiemetee  Onfeikd__the  mindg ok @This comment edges towards

Sanea., Lokl __(gé(t(g__m cobd oo~ ot bizieg | | assertion and the candidate could
oS el LTRB_&&HQ cCon s lnlet & Yo pamend pg have improved this by linking to a
E o Woilifies” are %Mﬂ\d ot wen o forg specific episode in the novel.
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Example Candidate Response — middle, continued Examiner comments
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- blowen KRR, m\‘*rc& oY r&___sﬁ;_@v@v_d@n&m\r\u&\ ﬂ(}&_,

ot St s\m,«v how @ oy ¢ asaeky uhSiec \-otvens G ovpg&&&;l
o e o kel B lod o drenumtyy plogs b Bnpoficab

He me@& __\)nggb‘vre_-—ef%p\s% SXEN: m&mm
Olcxi(‘@—ﬁ - As & commeand g host ‘“\\&cﬂ\k{&&m_

Ry N‘wb\ﬁvx’r»rﬂwd—_n\ rdakors, B s M&Wﬂ&&m

TPy gvRE. ey PR @@‘m“ed(b-ﬁ i S AT o\_\»‘d)ﬂ&

W«k\&m« ATV st M B oo he

5%&@4
\“@_%lﬂ@w_b_,_ __V\M_E&MT b, e Breadom, fome - ln i

QB are_ccn oo m‘ks__QQ_Mba__\b&_wLM

By akituton  Boke, | Gonn.  Reodoma Gavn Wvg

Tofed oo Somolied s ofcetoolleg  of e enempess dn

bocremgry o fe G wofld Yot , # \aeed o
Ahowofoly , g remone Ao tonie. 63 gy hos Caoge.

b Mo rape orek dvser ot vove ool od Reed.

CNM@L@@EG,JL)%&E&%#@MM ooy We,_@@
g —

WS{UZ_, s c\bb Con lo fRan tolicg- on @ th»M
evdh@vel  draooe . “heovorl St MM“(&

AoGh_ Seom 6@0&% (o Dafr¥nelsy oad m o . @m@?(odﬁc)\

oA oo e Condl o (mo/r—: w\e:mm,z %\m et (andl

6\(@9&%«%&&99 Wrevoc M-ww reralors MQ::&____{L\)L__

N o ewrtue @’,mman Wed_ &ang b pormbe o

o OA)  endumee®  pronel dvrf‘x e lagiecrele

AN ﬁ&,_.\xs\@f\h &‘@QM,_\\\EX_J\\ mﬁ_@(gm_&«m«s.,

Vore Gl hos foreepdl,,  biSken . dovenc ._._Cdd.fl}j__(_

Yt peh bommSeenes  for gokistu fe dwels b S g chbe.

e b potordel el Thig iy by biky,

@ whiist this has the basis of

a valid point, the candidate could
improve by linking it to a specific
detail and/or quotation from the text.
Ideas are progressing but tangible,
specific examples would be very
supportive.

@ The candidate returns to the
question and uses knowledge of
character (Aunt Lydia) to develop a
successful point.

0 The argument would be
improved here by clearer
explanation of why the remark is
ironic. There is a partial explanation,
but this point is not fully secure in its
current form.

@ The analysis of structure is a
good direction for the candidate
to choose but this point could

be improved by a more specific
focus. The essential point made is
competent but could be executed
with more discriminating focus.

@ This link to a personal view is
effective and relates to the earlier
analysis.
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Example Candidate Response — middle, continued Examiner comments

oneS _memats,  Ofprestnked Fliodh fo. form o Be. |

vovel , T betwre,  Plvopt Sroed Vo T pesde B onon

Were woncefed od  Greed b cdmke S “unsborel)

201

 Gasodeal Wt bodd g womee hondiedlsy of s
Boot. T pyssle % reonypres |, W 6 ook, Heowd vy

g Twodl _wartes,  Vok  gote Gt ox  wbeaseus

__comess Oias pdone Oy deeonmd ook N T oo
Qmﬁcﬁ_.&v\‘:%;_ dong= Oleds et S g ‘mr&mm

ve R oo a% oo, amsBy B oorno(flee oogotined |

“harbore, Pacogia__Snoeg srdn 09 Yoratedaeey S fe-

omensxan & Grele Oenddg o B rowl, Ahed |

Riegenlt haol te nede R ven e He qu{,j_f&(f

\:vﬁYY\Qn s Gleped |

N e, x e doronds Tabe " e ag

\ne. Rergn IneoT G ercumg% ok qutpmny Py by sndte.
o SEma. ORAS  sur vecark hrK%rrﬁ “&‘%\w\\n@'ﬁl

@ Analysis is confident here with
a relevant link to Freud and the
subconscious.

@ This point demonstrates
thorough knowledge and
understanding of the text and is
linked well to the point about the
subconscious.

@ The concluding paragraph is
purposeful and relates to points

&g mw/f\% gy, poth Mnmev bow_ o
mﬁmx_mkmﬁ_@g};t,wwm wre. __t\f\t&@_wwa;__o\b‘
e—é. won \siede pn tloor ropde W o Whith e

mpk%mwk«%ﬁ\hw wlwl'tm\ o Widokew
e QORESics , cBpge, GO

made earlier in the essay.

Total mark awarded =
18 out of 25

How the candidate could have improved their answer

» The candidate could have improved their answer by ensuring that references to context are closely linked to
the question and fluently included in the core arguments made. The same applies to application of varying
interpretations and opinions where valid references are made, but not always with clear relevance.

» The candidate could also improve by making more consistent use of specific episodes and details, either through
textual reference or quotation. Use of these details ensures that points do not become assertive or vague and
helps to secure personal views and lines of argument. Whilst there is a good deal of personal insight, the candidate
phrases these points in the same way throughout the answer, missing opportunities to broaden the scope of their
discussion.

+ The candidate’s answer reflects elements of Level 4 and Level 5 achievement, just reaching the threshold for
Level 5.

22



Example Candidate Responses — Paper 4

Example Candidate Response —

low

j’

Qo
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(AR § cvxxww o “DE- ik tien
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_Aidir get 4o R ﬂrtsr nwv\ e, ey ud 1o

RIS ’m\mouh ™ g Sronted .’Lwcmq Viwg

0N pUIole, tu \oew childien  #ad ﬂNﬂmen

Q. T\ms \\‘K am WikS $0 e X, 0E$ed mm

TR r) Cv\wI to U \k oV over ayan. T

Woven 0N (enveek 40 10ANY Ginidy tkm,_m%_a\@_________

ot Get o0 G oF AV own.,

Examiner comments

a The answer opens with a very
brief introduction that acknowledges
the question.

o Basic points are made in
relation to Gilead. Rather than
simply stating these basic points,
the candidate could improve by
using the information to make an
argument related to the question.

o This point is supported

and straightforward. It could be
improved through development and
commentary on the situation rather
than stating what happens and what
is said.
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Example Candidate Response —

low, continued
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Examiner comments

e This section drifts into
narration. Points about the story
can be used as evidence to secure
a line of argument or as details for
analysis but narration on its own is
ineffective as an approach.

e There is some attempt to make
a personal comment here and

the candidate uses the modifier,
‘arguably’ to refer to the existence
of other opinions.

e There is some relevant, if
limited, argument here. It could be
improved through use of details and
reference to specific episodes in the
novel.

o The argument continues but
is only partially clear. This section
would benefit from development

and supporting detail.

e The candidate attempts to
consider varying opinions and
begins to make a straightforward,
relevant comment but loses fluency
part way through. The candidate
tries to improve the comment by
adding the note in the margin. This
is partially successful.

The conclusion is brief and
insubstantial. This could be
improved if it made a reflective,
conclusive point related to earlier
arguments made.

Total mark awarded =

9 out of 25
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How the candidate could have improved their answer

The candidate could have improved their answer by taking a more strategic approach to developing a supported
and focused argument.

The candidate could have developed points in more detail, expanding on ideas through regular use of supporting
detail and textual reference, including quotations.

The candidate could have used planning time to explore the direction of their answer and ensure a coherent

structure with progression of ideas through linked paragraphs. Where the candidate has relied on narration, they
could have used points from the story to make arguments about structure and character.

The answer could also have been improved through more clear personal engagement with the text and question
and a sharper focus on analytical features.

Common mistakes candidates made in this question

Lack or loss of focus on the question. This sometimes related to misunderstanding of the question.

Inconsistent or undeveloped use of specific details, episodes or quotations from the novel to illustrate points made.
Insecure or lack of analysis, particularly in terms of structure and form.

Approaches to personal response and/or varying opinions that lack relevance or breadth of expression.
Undeveloped or incomplete arguments.
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