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Example Candidate Responses — Paper 3

Introduction

The main aim of this booklet is to exemplify standards for those teaching Cambridge International AS & A Level
English Language, and to show how different levels of candidates’ performance (high, middle and low) relate to the
syllabus requirements. This document helps teachers to assess the standards required to achieve marks beyond the
guidance of the mark scheme.

In this booklet, candidate responses have been chosen from the June 2024 exam series to exemplify a range of
answers.

For each question, the response is annotated with examiner comments about where and why marks were awarded or
omitted. This is followed by comments on how the answer could be improved. There is also a list of common mistakes
and guidance for candidates for each question.

Please refer to the June 2024 Examiner Report for further details and guidance.

The questions and mark schemes are available on the School Support Hub

9093 June 2024 Question Paper 31

9093 June 2024 Mark Scheme 31

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



http://www.cambridgeinternational.org/support
http://www.cambridgeinternational.org/support

Example Candidate Responses — Paper 3

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. In the left-hand column are the candidate responses, and in the right-hand column are the examiner
comments.

Example Candidate Response — high Examiner comments

,,,,,, The _fedk._gqmen i du Lol oty cllisde.
| andd . ienogmb o Lutenry LoLHt e cin_
et Semed N opansete dizboreoa] i \TSS, _ulater
i dpel o Sendartye Ao Enguial
T bwe  Sowe.  \nanRBINLTES _0 aThe candidate makes an

N accurate reference to Johnson’s
lo i JV % Vil dictionary and, briefly, to

standardisation to introduce
‘inconsistencies’ which had been
identified.

Examiner comments explain \
where and why marks were —
awarded. These help to interpret
the standard of Cambridge
exams to help learners
refine their exam technique.

Responses are written by real candidates in
L] exam conditions, demonstrating the types of answers
for each level. These could be used to discuss and
analyse the answers with learners in the classroom to

improve their skills.

N

How the candidate could improve their answer

+ The response was sustained and written using low-frequency lexis and mostly accurate linguistic terminology.
However, most of the response focussed on linguistic concepts and theoretical approaches rather than on the
data in the stimulus material. This meant that although the candidate’s expression was sophisticated at times,
the response overall was discursive rather than analytical. The answer could have been improved with a wider
selection of data for analysis.

This section explains how the candidate
could improve each response. It helps learners to
improve their exam technique.

Common mistakes and guidance for candidates

+ Such attempts as made by this candidate to translate items from an early text into contemporary English can take
up a considerable amount of time and are not necessary. Misinterpretations are often made when this approach
is taken. Candidates are advised to take a more analytical approach to a wider range of the data presented in the
stimulus material.

*  Where a candidate describes the texts in generalised ter
technical terminology inaccurately, this detracts from th
minimised or not present.

This section lists common mistakes as well
as helpful guidance from the examiner. This will
help your learners to avoid these mistakes. You

can use this alongside the relevant Examiner
Report to guide your learners.
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Question 1

Example Candidate Response — high Examiner comments

The __fedd 0 Lhact @Muﬁﬁ cLptiide,
| e Mensgmband ., uterat A coedl BbEin__
v
bz, ey alr ek ePor e ﬂ@@ez&m
ek Sevmel _Tpansers a&b«\-ﬂmwl W 17ES, odatese

'''' Sendoelye A @@m@ ]

0 The candidate makes an
accurate reference to Johnson’s
dictionary and, briefly, to
standardisation to introduce
‘inconsistencies’ which had been

identified.
e welze ke g e Shep. /( ol _prevodr
mfw f)zt—m@%ﬂ wheve. . 4. EV'%?J/\ bl ol
Wlpe»lrt? T :ﬂ/e/ n:fz/ml/ e %@W
woedek e MM by &aled poisan o7 e The ‘inconsistencies’ are
) g not entirely plausible and the

wrteowyzﬂ»{ &WH . -
ke z\rquw [97/,( cen e _eApledreel tors
| Micheal Hﬂw’ﬁ‘@{—w Fancérool Theoy
their argument clearly and in a
Eoslle  elr  l\engMeqe . thergr. oS
e R _ ; %m maw | | developed manner.
peweh2ed gl MM mf/m/ w(wﬂu Qe
dvoldiselly i tduered. lonepoge ,ﬂ&l#m/f over._kipe
| dved_peoptle __diel vk contem . hombeli-ed ikt
: MV\‘«G o The reference to Halliday
is correct and the explanation is
tied to the point in the preceding
paragraph.

candidate makes an error in finding
a contemporary equivalent of ‘linen
draper’. However, they deliver
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Example Candidate Response — high, continued Examiner comments

b _promarect [eanbare el —dlecch  (eHlc. _ard
coutel Lave loeon . _efprilcd b , lineg b
sl 2 b irdivale Dy g Vb petier the

tuce] I-»éﬁg m&{w@m Py rién ! OThe candidate’s expectation of
| paeele vt atwmpe i T WIM L,ama Sl pgragraphing ir.1 Text Aindicates a
| Bl e v poure= fccn & puesefe tn;lxstunderstandmg of the form of the
- fered WLSM - C\l §“g¢“~%’d M - 3 W WWG oThe candidate’s commentary

wolm e Sern {7&4%&1& Z&%ﬂ ”K‘?zi&mm’% on sentence length supplies brief

055/&'&'%4 e pregede w evidence from the text and is
| dlbwde W/ﬁ prete awed  oelnpes  aly 7Py Isuppor’ted tr:y Crysta!:; notrito.nsI of
anguage change, with particular

S@Mvn @t _udtn /mtmj trdd shopt M Wwﬂqﬁ( reference to technology. The

o bt lPlpired g  provainouds &-“/?’7“’5’# : explanation of Crystal is much more
Derzd sz] @rﬂm "W Nty et y involved than the explanation of the

sentences in Text A, however.

mﬁm/}r\aﬁ)@u af@&lx/w/ M&MA/T/‘M 7{,14/@@ e
Wt&ﬂrou WW o mweﬁfm

' 4
L . fre e ) Mwﬁw
s m tentt. . LR WnJmMﬂv@ GAlthough a full quote from Text

W‘DW m - ﬂxﬁ' ’& e fer  oallerp Ajis not given, the candidate creates
e ‘ | | cohesion between Texts A and B

_— !
@M C ”’JW& et b Cciplop ! el in their comments on ‘figure’ and

Se ey o dbdotor  tre difbratd ‘pattern’.




Example Candidate Responses — Paper 3

Example Candidate Response — high, continued Examiner comments

seddrd Ao Spusaarets | Sepaol éﬁﬂm %’ﬁ

| Smsture Posibs Aall ol Atwme  dve cSSpdbzlly .
N dﬁ%/fw}/\ T Ao g~ the gﬂ%waﬁw/ rlenhe

tl/L W 2L 4 'f’&v/ e e ptprleetel
ﬁb{u//w avel _d22 WYM ﬂ& wn

h/\CLQVVIh"ei we- fee  al Klwtﬁ/r Rowdt (7R ]

| @d @kt coubes _Mﬁj ol Ggloste

0 The candidate applies a

. theoretical reference from de
Frd bc)dr '=(:,; R e s A IM “‘J Saussure with some precision to
( OIted — ifveﬁi- dv\&{ W”“"’WI/C’/&&C‘! one.. Lt their argument on semantic shift.
|- 41;@10/3 E LT %WIQ"\ Mb\)-i B 2 ‘ébﬁq Aot The process of amelioration would

| el _euls ey, vete

pl) gL 0 Ma7 v be more accurately described as
betGlettty , Lo /,O//W cém:,fac! O e AE

broadening, however. There is no

further discussion of any elements
ZZen /hmw@(’/‘ﬁ gocitt. the of Text B.

.............. seiat, yes Aaun.  trak ”“ﬂﬂ}ﬁ/\ﬂ/t%[ s
/’@ow e Q00K
peed. \edd,.... 4%f zu?fh Juu ,;%/M
% __loor), -i-m,« becast (ot s2l . thnever,
Mk deel b Secus B Lo 0 Lie (B Hted |

_herd ey et Ser O b/n'#ﬂh‘f’ﬁt%ﬁ gy ,/'0 e The response moves to

consideration of Text C and

ey, explores the use of hyphenation
plus the appearance of the

23 (w:/ro&r S .

Long S in Texts Aand C.

G conb %“'@L i e "“‘3-‘-% M 4743 p+dere=| | Development is mostly effective,

Lo Spoced] vz tet o] e dﬂw&ﬂﬁ Tlege- | | although it is weakened by the

generalised comment, ‘Research
has shown . . ..

S L .
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Example Candidate Response — high, continued Examiner comments

| 4 sl A zplocs WJ«CM@JM[@
Sooudd /«M?L\(yuw\@ et nes . BT S
| teve W codd  tere.  Lom  tie /ﬂ& ey
1%7) (kz..?é had ra%’b\——t/ WWW ah,{ S
eSS tool _penr /we%améwa, 2o Ulrbes

e The candidate provides another
complete and plausible conceptual
reference to Hockett and random
fluctuation. This section of the
response also introduces Caxton to
develop the argument.

e lonwd o, Nafholegd) . we  Fee o

|.adieelad . hell peedetb. . paet Cnee®iemdedkde. _
W & /A M e curta® e mj te @ >>>>>>>> @ Wlth so.me loss of tone', the

candidate discusses archaic

t¢f ] = i) \
i e S R o ? / frberctazés \C i qpeedd | graphemes (‘the curly t). They take
o ttal . teeke  were _uwhilled 2y s w’z‘? 4...._.Wfauﬁ the opportunity to discuss borrowing
Af/‘f@ WA Aoty twere m,«v{z/«aqﬂ from classical Greek and Latin. This

discussion develops with reference

Ol=&2]
‘L/L»'J'Mﬁ QM fre /?52” ” to cultural transmission according to
o / W "W‘% | | Hartl and Clark.
¢L,9 L/f &> Lawz: been. o product bﬁh%rp
,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, DW/JZ et TR (aredc. —ple G}vte,{c_u%_epi
ko] M NI o N

] J%wg&/7 _ore. (Fu__pasdea 4 L&I;/éswp

et bere S r wgeet  dal psdindpebeask
e % wedon v AT beprenabq 44&0’5 tead

| ek e ae&% Mt Clome's  cudtonat

WV‘W va Sleled . Qal . bhayrar &_OQW
LJ%WKZ/& _.,_Mmmﬂ/w e 47{4@7 e A }zm(j/#
,kn{ﬁagiﬁ So.. . Tlea . ‘se,w/mv,_ here, -‘cbaﬁr o ’Nf)
bl Wm&daﬁn b 4” resk. grd_ ot
| iddd  pedod I _ene 17 aStvemleof M‘ﬂl

,,W’W 0 eem mwl W

0 Despite effective expression
and detailed reference to the
candidate’s wider study of language
change, there is only minimal
inclusion of commentary on the
stimulus material.

Total mark awarded =
17 out of 25
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How the candidate could improve their answer

The response was sustained and written using low-frequency lexis and mostly accurate linguistic terminology.

However, most of the response focussed on linguistic concepts and theoretical approaches rather than on the

data in the stimulus material. This meant that although the candidate’s expression was sophisticated at times,

the response overall was discursive rather than analytical. The answer could have been improved with a wider
selection of data for analysis.

Although cohesion was attempted by examining limited data from Text A alongside Text B, and then Text A
alongside Text C, comments were brief and used to demonstrate the candidate’s knowledge and understanding of
linguistic theory. In Question 1, AO5 is weighted at 15 marks out of 25, therefore, demonstration of analytical skills
in data handling are extremely important.

Although the response was written with fluency, there was some loss of tone towards the end of the analysis. The
response would have been improved by a consistent register. Further improvement would have been made with
fewer inconsistencies in applying technical terminology and had all conceptual references remained accurate and
precise.

10
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Example Candidate Response — middle Examiner comments

B N L W 4 & L 0 2 B e \A 0.5 A (X CTIF A (e » s W 0 S
ey g COUKE €0 0 ARAD  Hhove, ve
__[xOnony @k ANNERN T v O e TR0
A ONg WOGR,. AN chqxnoscc,\ OEYRN €
\r\c,e, e COUVE Cofe FOXRN Q\A(C I
\“\O\% N rEEae v apoveny XNON- see )
Eve 27O W N AN Ty eariy. moderr\{;r\ahs\r\

oroN | ¥ o The candidate correctly
p‘m\\’\ CON V\' ne. W\Q( A S v — positions Text A at a point on the
Lo LOM I3 \JQQ\UNQ» 0. W0ve, “ timeline of evolution of the English
AU N language. There is an undeveloped
AN Y wve ‘o’é N OO, ‘cQ&\’ \J\ comment on the expected level of
C\L\"(\O‘(\ M’W\\‘ﬁ 8) O\QV\\LCX\QQV\O\‘QG\%Q@ A o formality which is not support by
T \NL oy, B\q‘@ﬁ\"\ AU \Pﬂ‘(‘(\\ N qu“ \‘Z Cd evidence from the text.
lwhnon ves e precor Doy _ex AN N e There is some inaccuracy and
HUNIVIV.Yo B atv Sl 's - IRVe e A s oL AT O o \-\(\\\ v imprecision of linguistic terminology.

O U0 QOTIEIA AN KO OXFY Ak OFNTO;
_Jor oo LNONONLY on e orme. Oy it W
—-[ e oRr o oerg IrtlChed, Ty Gonnonseox
O U\O\Y\G\Q A XNT CY\%\\\\(\\Q‘(‘OPC}\O\Q o

IR0 Qe 0 A0 NS ANEN PENN WCAG v
NN \0e CAAORE. vy LuCU (06, C/O\(\\\ckewdo ......

o The candidate selects and

-------------- ‘W\\WO(J@%) - contrasts the graphological feature

e, COMN CONG_ OO ARVONANEYONEN Yo, of capitalisation with contemporary

e \/\)O\\)\\ e 6 AN ARA Oj()a%(/ na\. QI’\GW\%C( English use, although there is some
BATERTGY Y(/\{, \ e U oe olad | erved inaccurate discussion.

e O R RN O YO Oy N ‘Q\m\o@m
—OPONOLN . TNCCOONNTE. X0, X Ok FWR,
ATV oV C}QOQ ABRC W oM NWzZed AN OaKe of
e 3caroad s \'\m\‘r WoUd e omecd voddy
L0 OO RO O Qkarex 90X " OXSovd - (e

IOV VeReY o ‘(e\ﬁm\:@\(}mﬂ X0 on X ° o The discussion of the
RO OO DR CONKO B ;% YO e O\ K Qfalf’he"“la Mgdﬁ' (or '-O”Qh)
is generalised. However, the
@Y€§€S\‘r QOU\ EV\@“h . \Q\*ﬁ( W’@\U\V‘O\\Q candidate selects data to support

claims.

11
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Example Candidate Response — middle, continued Examiner comments

—feeenoiWvTed. e Couk. ENglish yad.
o peen, Cop(\p\ QVC\U\ N qrﬂa\f‘g\\ Z’CO\ e e The concept of standardisation
is only minimally introduced,
BIES SSTINO TRV M elan A e la M=o WOk N although there is much further

Ze €20 00U YO " 0xX010 - &Xveet: i

T-ex\r AW -C\\Q}\QV\\r Ay N \’\O\C)/@ eh The ctantcrj]idate brings tfome
cohesion to the response by
ngord Locveet. WY SE)\ \QS’%: \‘(\\\vm‘?\\f =1 | introducing Text C for comparison
e SEER SE . SO ‘O(C NCE d‘OM to use of the Medial S as seen in
Eroman WA Y0 cOmMnnon A ﬁ | TextA.

NN (PU\ pe_GuR. ¥O Yhe
,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, ERSAR SN VAS - S S A SN N k\;\o\* WO
RN ANYO, K VAT L. \o\\kmucs‘r\\

I\ o0PARNE YO o) OF 2O\, adiloxe
EEELAS CoS A R =a \NENCW % €OCON - OVRRY \\ WONR, |
. eomDmon \’V\O‘V\ V"\H’\ AA'NUe.8 e \tor's AP N o o There is relevant and mostly

AN N\ =P At heot X el A eXPMUN"| | accurate reference to Halliday,

, e\ ‘Q{, \’\(}\\\\Q\U\U\\ k UY\L’(\CX‘Q\\ which includes a more developed
oo N OY U\ \M\f\\(/\,\ WA Q oy \,W)\\ discussiqn of the process of
00k, ’\Q\"Oﬁ\ \OO\\’Q(‘)\ O‘(\\’W n Q’CQ\\ < standardisation.

S R SR e, weOrSondizaHon OF
FV‘O\\\\\'\ OO, deod) \erieny \eyy
BLS Cﬂ\m@\\@w W W\O\U\ LGN P ek Ok
Ve SR, O% Ot Yergk . ok
__move ewdent Fiag wou\ £re_enaiin VO .

e The candidate’s reference to
cultural transmission is incomplete
and not wholly accurate or relevant.

% - \c\(\q\/ \O\ U
______________ \\ma W0 gy aoved benerin \n w\\\ v,
Srordoraeed\ O@O\\\(w\h%s ~EONE T CONON-

12
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Example Candidate Response — middle, continued Examiner comments

\CO\\’\O(\ O\N’Dr‘oé&

o@% % FOr 50@0\( ‘c\/\wm 1 3‘\\

4_16 OS NoV¥e \Q\\QX

DI PR BIES WIS FWXe s O o oF
L QOOOOTIoN, TO  aeQer O, XN . DAl
1 XNON00, 0208 M- CONTON NOWAON TXRD ,
L APONOUBNE X e XYY OUE Y VY SNDRNY- R e,
L IO T VO

—lo-peesnitas i

Losm tO seeiore (00w GEAOtY

—Vv\xouahak X b P\ Lxrete ove

'l \Orq&)oqb__m_x Newed over e
vy Q0AA R, wWOve,

08 nge, coNNPRYe e kenie) G\ ‘r\(Q\_\C\'SY“ YRy
1O OGO S, KYOONCeENA .

’3\)\‘(\\r<>~x o oMo roeade v cexy O, VO( T
@(O\m'p\e WheN Zowen wou\\“ CONINCR

1 i0sveoo. o
LAt T oc\aw

Ao\ Serence WS

Co

c&ong oY %e) wnkead oL @
N wsu ‘Qﬁ: 0 N OO o

OO R OO \VOR. \aeRN\ e
AN AR O £V eXa b‘(b\\\\\m
W SR K, OO0 OF RN aronaiovdiee

HeSnR=NYe O\\anuo\‘(\ AYaY

IRNN S\ C\‘(O\‘(‘(‘\(‘(‘Q‘( e QAN WKL, LOVTINOAMA, ...

ogn QV‘C\

WO E IO Y OMNG

OL_F\evesove, A WAl o€
R A-0NaAY Alze d Yoaey Ve k0

DO rheny V\Q,\A

WRNR. nC— \r\\c\\)\r\\\gd\\\—eo 0\\ NN YO X0 Y - B
e e O A0 BroYin OO Wod YR,
AN eCOVe W caaent Yot R, BROWA
\O\MUU\CO& &V\C,\vge& O, O ¥ 1ne \x OWOOYOMA -
,,,,,,,,, o OF SN, e e .

o The candidate’s generalisation
in ‘there is a lot of punctuation’
detracts from the control of
expression.

@ The inclusion of the verb
‘catched’ from Text A is described
imprecisely as a ‘virtuous error’.
The ensuing commentary returns
to the concept of standardisation,
which, by this point in the response,
is forming repetitious material.

13
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Example Candidate Response — middle, continued Examiner comments

<

WO YRR AL T Qe 0 VGO ONWroy s
Qm\r\ocx\“e?é%\ " nod {8\2 N ca_x_o_ox\,(,,,.g\;‘o_r_.._ﬂ
oo inprevent do Bnaain,

LG VYOO WL 2o YY)
OO A DOLANOR O X N 0y QNN
e ey of A e g, O cerhC 00 )
1O AN, OnonCRN L NANKAR, ARG,
O PEOEACARR X PR O iy X SXAL T
A ol DG oy \noed e e W \Aine
- Jooep Yo cvargpd ovexine. AN Y

,,,,,,,,,,,,,, CONOLINCO L, DX GAW Ao, 0 € VAT

oy 0 RYGexed enesiy Yo TYQX. ¢ han0ey

— o YO EoGWOTe COMPEONILARAN QOO
ERGinr MOKALRX .

e rexe B, co\ocosen o€ v W0t @) | | @ Exploration of Text B supplies

) \Q\ U(Q,\\O,m " ‘O@\‘?\Q\ﬁ 0X e, YoNeN Q\{\\(ﬁ(\-\ A mostly meaningful an-alysis with
reference to broadening and a

O B, w0XON Ove, ORWCEA NN XXX || Gieet comparison of the way the
Br. P noOon Aot GrovOR INXVR, | | items in the table demonstrate
Aot A oo now 0=, ey N XX TR change over time.

AW WO TR0 A s CRER A YO UONUAR

B e W 'a o VAL TES W e A IS ARANI - SL m ate Ve o Th w NN :

Lo oo e nowe, ONCRYONR, O OO

OO OC O COOENOONVON W CONDE
_leRen \ar\o:wv 3,78 A@%\@\?\ (AN "< <= S

\.Q\Q)M\I\EYQ\\&\ X0 YERET A0 o QON0Nn
. ox VV\Q,\IQQWQW\\\’\CS N, ONOA,
AV VU AR e @ a% Vav i SR EN 2o == 17 WTaTe's 20 115 VIR
kmw<d§)0\¥\€xw\c§\c)msron®,gw _ AACORCoNY

Q\r\cm}g;\ﬁ\m’rm\f%%\\‘vw e
NN A e, O ANCEXENY A iy,

3 . .

<20 NN\ A\AVWED As. oL CONOCONE, W deeX E:‘@ @ Overall, the candidate

o) .
. x \ \ demonstrates clear expression.
.W..gv\de-(\\‘xf\ Al W, EV‘@A“\— O%(' O Despite some spelling errors,

(m(\og(‘}\ ORI, Oy OO R there is a reasonable level of

development of some ideas,

\’U“Q&X\O‘Q‘(O\‘?‘(Q MO C LAWAN AN although repetition is evident at

times.

OO

Total mark awarded =
11 out of 25

14



Example Candidate Responses — Paper 3

How the candidate could improve their answer

To address AO2 more effectively, more attention could have been given to precision in spelling of linguistic
terminology, for example as seen in ‘ortography’.

More care could have been taken to ensure that the response did not become repetitive. This was particularly
pertinent with the candidate’s commentary on the concept of standardisation used on most points raised. Any
repetition detracts from the overall relevance, as well as from the impression of the extent to which the candidate
has employed writing skills and techniques.

Although each of the three texts were analysed to an extent, the response could have been improved with a
greater selection of data being made from Text A. If the candidate had not focused so heavily on the concept of
standardisation, there would have remained time to provide more analytical findings extracted from the stimulus
material.

The conceptual reference to Halliday was secure, however, reference to cultural transmission was not. The
candidate needed to ensure that the theories they cited were directly relevant to the discussion. The term
‘virtuous error’ was possibly used in an attempt to introduce more technical terminology; however, it was used
inappropriately and would have been better applied to data seen in Question 2.

15
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Example Candidate Response —

low

ONer _damwe e Ena\‘\Sh \avxguhru. s

_ub_dmﬂone_m_@mj__o,mmau Te&+_a_hs*ab_¢mm?u._o_f__
Eaﬂg___odem_Ewdl@h_‘ sonce 14 Ofegedin U143
Nexk B _uséy “nany Seatuce T Yhat grbter From

tiae ‘h,coa Cuie Ot CDn’mmP,o_cg;wl\A) E n%h:hﬁ

1o \OCC{\JIH WiMA, instead 04 wsibe Xlne

etter S ai“W‘é‘rm_aoid;ﬁ%4;ﬁig U5, TS

Cnoracters or SUumMBO\ hat become avehnate (n %0

Se’S

-EnsstJ_h_-d_\i&m_lo_e_en Pe?.w_d_bu Har vesdte S,

égm_mgm\_m sead Ok S gdxyhg_,_\_Lo.fs_-lémt_Q\:\-o hon

:[huf‘fdmd .__I%_NOU_ld__th..lo:c gpelled © ,st:me_o_
coten OnTlaursday. .. Aeotding 4o text (

[Ts_Clnaraser by c,\.eiw&c;m.aé_o sea ey € @‘rcqtg.j:uj

Lroen abook 1§80= \GbO.. & veathed \x's peelh 4

100060 1§00, Ay v, 'S oyt dened and #
1Y was Suctte_b_t_é__b%_‘m O5e 0% e leMie © When

.S.?_e_.ﬂl_ﬁg__ﬁfiozd.&mc::_&-. '393_\!430 Ae vse Ok £ne €

ybord Thvrer 1DAS compIoily SIed oL, WNHe iy

Speilmg wnth e S vs odill Used vodady
R S e Y-

-——MO"‘“‘D-O“ Texrt B also Uses 4

= 1lor 0% semi-Ctlons  While §emi-{ BlONng |

Lare s\ UL(AJQ%;-&QW are Yged m"’hq,um-l*u:.).’feﬂ W

‘_o.scg_o._\.o!c_oi_scm:\;'.plop_s_-\oﬁac)d_,:’do...oupjnkzg_kp_-'\aoc:\r
| Senslnces,
[Lovtun s vc,caumoJ\ Fae db¥ait s {n CBU e\ *oda.b\&

b\Mws s 00 SAown. Paose s A NiWam |

Fws\\%h wWe L sond \\Mu VS _a_commea. era-rroc.\.
Whakead.

Tk B olso NelRs %o gnow Viow E.ncnfsh 27788

{becomt. MOore tntormat_over vime. Tins._ o ‘\'Q"\‘\'S‘Prt A Yool

comDOed YO Koomis' Bingion. Srestabr—enttvimscoipie.

Examiner comments

0 The introduction succinct and
expression is clear. The candidate
gives an overview of Text A, but

Texts B and C are not mentioned.

e The candidate uses the term
‘archaic’ where the term ‘obsolete’
would be more accurate. However,
an appropriate selection from the
text is made to demonstrate the
point.

0 The candidate’s attempt to
translate the selected example
into contemporary English is
unnecessary.

o The candidate appropriately
selects data from Text C and
interprets the graph, though in
generalised terms.

e The comments on punctuation
are somewhat repetitious.
Moreover, the candidate focuses
on what is only a minor feature of
Text A.
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Example Candidate Response — low, continued

WIS 'V\.'-?-,lps\..niql Soppont the Crumbliing encte coa . This \ .

J
Hincory Cans Hak Ouee ATt ENCAI,. 1S teciiing 44

_Pgr,‘(«_gm;i_‘ng teg g formal- o hr&u%%~,d@d:n '+V’Ae:.wﬂ}d¢ua4

a_tastl castle Wovid o\:\_smbl:_g_l@_%_g'_s_ﬁ_tql_!&h_c_q_mﬁjﬁs_._

— —HP0any_Caigping blends ox’ baunrtormationt white tead A e

|dozg. not.TNe Senttune Simoctuee, 06 lexrt A 3“3 h+uj
/ ]
LIRS Prom 0U.C-MOTL. 1 00€rn  Sentenie—SmmiTiiEsteiin
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Wt AEA W Raa ~ 1) s’ coN o Cates- Celdied +o 1m0_gmmn.ta*___
e p _\6' . . . C i
—People :_':qu'_w'_(.tg_.__._.a_ﬁg_?ir_uhtihﬁklﬂ\,t__r_.‘/\_\'}D.!:a_f_Qi_.Q_Vle.,,ljs,,. R

—|mentioney  People arelively moddink.of Yeiv

_Oxe.p.aamnm or ' b‘edd CTwe (oMocates $OC patdern
G S Simd ae o jcqn{emfgtg%a.uﬁ n,ou‘\;m\ bvs-\%nstaé

ot word.oatiem 1m&m-5 Peoph: WDl AUt st e

. (VN

Overalt, B .\tvg;m;on.@qu\_;aaw_e‘_cmm
.m_Jﬂﬂfﬁm;b@:ﬁf;;&ﬂ;\‘Lwﬁm,a,@sj;sm\mm, #oi-sdoog 5

___,,_;Cdﬁkm@o_@;.ﬁ_bz_m;&*_@vxﬁ\i&h;-;.m_.__. - @

Example Candidate Responses — Paper 3

Examiner comments

e In an attempt to develop
comments on the concept of
informalisation, the candidate
discusses features which are
not present in Text A, therefore
irrelevant material is offered.

e The candidate introduces Text
B, but it is explored in general terms
constituting explanation rather than
analysis.

e The candidate provides a
weak and generalised conclusion.
Overall, the response is brief.

Total mark awarded =
6 out of 25
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How the candidate could improve their answer

The response was a little short and could have included a selection of a wider range of data for analysis.

Although expression was clear, terms were generalised rather than technical. To improve the response, a range of
linguistic terminology could have been used.

There was some repetition of comments, which weakened the analysis; candidates should take care to ensure that
their writing is succinct and focused. This will maximise examination time, enabling a more thorough analysis of
any remaining points.

There was only one reference to the candidate’s wider study of language change, despite 5 marks being available
for AO4. To improve the response, the candidate could have introduced more theoretical examples.

Common mistakes and guidance for candidates

Such attempts as made by this candidate to translate items from an early text into contemporary English can take
up a considerable amount of time and are not necessary. Misinterpretations are often made when this approach
is taken. Candidates are advised to take a more analytical approach to a wider range of the data presented in the
stimulus material.

Where a candidate describes the texts in generalised terms, rather than using technical terminology, or uses
technical terminology inaccurately, this detracts from the analysis because the linguistic standpoint is either
minimised or not present.

A common mistake is to address Texts B and C by summarising the content of these texts. A deeper reading of the
data presented would enhance responses by demonstrating understanding of more meaningful data.

Comparison of features selected from Text A to corresponding features from Texts B and C provides cohesion to
the overall response. Analysis of Texts A, B and C separately in the order in which they appear in the question
paper does not allow for optimal synthesis. Furthermore, leaving analysis of Texts B and C until the very end of the
response might lead to absence of full analysis due to time constraints.

A more effective approach is to organise a response into a sequence of paragraphs which move through a series
of linguistic frameworks. Frameworks might include graphology, lexis, grammar, orthography or etymology. This
approach is not a requirement, although responses which use this structure demonstrate clarity of writing technique
and control over analytical skills.
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Question 2

Example Candidate Response — high Examiner comments

Jlang uage

| Samie_and_his_raother_have_a.

| taking  desptksome. examples of clashing in_their
| eemvemr__carversahon . Foc_examples. ;. Samic. answew .|
questins__almosk._imoeddately. - with . (e dustrachin ;.|

[ The__unscripfed_covessohon.. behween Samie. age &, ..
_land. b mother._olemonstrates_a..

_— from the._mother and Peatwes . of- the Post-_ |
| Felegraphic_stage o _learning . languoce by. Samic. )

good. ot carefaleer |

-goocl. e o#ﬁmr

R Samirc__* Yeah (1) bol— hot

1 F  Mother

.s it abon‘To

Is. the _woder. Uuwm enaughn%rgou?‘ o

1.0dd. some__extenn

T ex(mp\{ d\mons\mc}ea fhouo Soraie . con.onswer
| questicas i Ane Koo of odyacenay . pdua and od/m
St et T s _alo_on
o jexoroQle _of  Uuootslews Adehdion . Respoose Feedbogl
| Noeony ukere caretaleer language. 1. wded. by the_mother
_oftec_ the childs. _reapose. ln_dhis_case, Somic_hav b |

_iokoenedhon

wdcd__,,, bodle 4o_him _4o__moke sure_he

| Moreover, Somie_hos.._learot_through _imrtahen _how .t
e prosodic. Pecdturen _such_aa_.riciog. mfoacchin. . fo_aak. |
_Laveshons.,. " lingw.. Hhe._freedtog...

wiader_ue_bhad 2% _and

Lolao. uhen . malng _ stodementa . evenshine._you .. putrton
Lme “d hddea? “TRs indicodke. _Fhat  Samie.u To_the

Post - telegraphic..stage of fearning_.and . har develqed.
|the_sladla._needed._in...convenadions. ., such__as _nsing_and |
Palling._intonadhiar o _ske_iidlicae. e _eod_of +heur €

| werance . Also, Samir. .uves  prasodic Fecchues _uben.

“ The candidate manages to
include several details briefly in the
first two paragraphs. The empty
adjectival phrase ‘a good use of’

is imprecise and detracts from a
linguistic standpoint.

The concept of turn taking is
exemplified with relevant data. The
candidate develops commentary
by introducing the notion of the IRF
exchange.

o The candidate discusses
prosodic features. They exemplify
and use these as justification for
positioning the child interlocutor
correctly at the post-telegraphic
stage of language acquisition.
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Example Candidate Response — high, continued Examiner comments

- ..exprczs,si.ng___.. s emohand _+hrough._emphasis "

You” and
S MUM e TThis_capitalioahan_of-_ +he.._udterances. . su

that_ Sapiir...moy. be_expreasing.. k. _anger.. -Horough
Len_stress an._language “These Pectures  are examples_of...

HGUJOfcujA _pewanal _functien . uhere_he._sugoests. that |

emohins_are __portrayyed-.more._Fhroogh Janguage #nna

achons.. between e agen 25

Samis _mother _uses_alot o? Za;rﬁélvd“ language W
4he oluring he. cmvCVACdmr) She she&ed the Lu)cof

fist _pewcn_provouns e, “ Lve gt " affer. realiping...

hat  Sariwe. pur%dx o %cm _Sornehimed nlmud

wskeod _of “loa. Okay'. Moreover, the mother also |
uses _posoduc.. Pectured for emphanie_an__certain . fexis.
0. oder_fo 4y and. deach Hhere—pers tho news

weabulany to Somires

taother s Fr_wonntt _cold wores. oot (O W vaosnA BVC'S S
_wosen - (D _wos & W (1) tepid (1) Lokewarm

Somand L Lulee vacemn .

oosther . ok Ahe  waded. Somie

Tas_as._oa exomp\e..,._,o(l,___nge_m%‘mmf&‘._.‘quagugq)tdem

“

s

LN

for_exoonple;
Dokl e
oA

| ookt |

0CqUISTEO._ Suppoct Sustern. (LASS) . TTals_Aheony demnenshade
ok Yorougn steess. an ueeds ,tepedihén o and
m ANdreen. coo. feosn . loaguoge . ok o sauth. .
~Lqudke _gane  poce . TTarougin. e | reperthon _and
_ceonureonce _of_proise | dildren. \earo oot o e
e o ME S N Y oregyer,,,,y%%@smﬁw alho_sad _dnak

/}!

| Horougi - scoffielding, |, winigh_s_ukad_the mather. s Aoy
here, placen Fe learcer 2n. Mne 2c0e of O¢ oxxmodo

wedpof o corequer onduhad o dnld _con de._alme.

-{devprment olere . \anguoog. s leastt | in._betwesn e

o The candidate cites Halliday’s
personal function mostly accurately
although they use the prosody
(patterns of stress and intonation)
as justification rather than content
of utterance.

e The candidate uses more
prosodic features to exemplify the
mother’s use of caregiver language.
An accurate but brief description of
Bruner’s LASS follows; data from
the transcription are included.

Discussion of Bruner
leads into further conceptual
reference to Vygotsky’s notions
of scaffolding and the Zone of
Proximal Development. There
are no comments as to whether
these concepts are seen in the
transcription and the candidate
selects no data to evidence
descriptions.

20




Example Candidate Responses — Paper 3

Example Candidate Response — high, continued Examiner comments

| Samir__alyo. fdher demonstrades hm ca’)voocrhma)
sl bnﬁ _eing)oaduchannelling .-
| aotbeld tkerancen Yo showe. ,.,'\’.\ﬁo.dl_..ht., « . Witening cnd
el
o fudout orech tere, Ao thole. For_example, ”
posh oy

r\cpr@e?'?}tﬂjma,‘ furcheon. Ancthex funehon_of Hau;ldays

I learot word. "
~|refercing.
. {shoun _theougin ki ._._Qo%nﬂiy_e _Salda Aok e uin oe
_.|-Post - preoperaddnal.__stoge. off learawng. uherxe. -th\eingq
Lof Hoe _wodd . rdadon. o huesel 0w no Longyer.an..
] 1ssue .
_Concrede . Opera¥ional. . stoge. 0. Fean. . Piaopks. -\*\eor\g c«@

i cooeedefnie derms, 11 wonst. Seme _water. on ooy
Leod *, ubhith s veny _ocdwoneed  foc e S

. R m

abse_toa tee . albdiky. Ao .change. Aee. conversadion....

AL nced +o
nede” _mdic _demonstrodes  Samir Lsabddge-
and requeat _ informatian _through . Hallid

v the _imaginahie _ubere Samic. plays on_ dhe oeuly
lukewarm® saying that. “ Julce. 1 e

fo_t_ooe_of h freéndhr. Trerefore, Somir.

loskend, e thon _eokered e . cresele—Op

Copschive .. Oevelproect._on_he 15 0ous._oble o Aok

100 e _obrex_and, Somie. doen _moke smebnguur\—\o _—
| questions_, foc._exomple Mk

ovony W Lplay.and gk

ooy N0iegeds week 20 codber. foan Hee corcech Mg

® ooy

.\r\ _Conduston., Aano
Lof_ huoman. Sociehy. ook \Lh‘\)f\OUa‘\} Qusistance_ learning ..
| Such_a_complex _language._eel fa. young.age . woujd@
|be__ncarly mpossible. Interachin. u_needed in_ordler o
| learn_and _improve... language._andl . anvenahmal . 5&¢Lo
Juhidh e demonsiraded. cith _the caregicec. \onguoge _of

o Nee orecdure._ond. . cceodor

1 Samiw and W mother,

o The candidate discusses more
of Halliday’s functions of language.
The previous comment on the
Personal function may have been
better placed at this point in the
analysis.

e There is some confusion in
terms when applying the reference
to Piaget. It is possible, though
unlikely, given the age of the child
interlocutor that he has reached
the concrete operational stage.
However, the data supplied by the
candidate as justification are not
wholly plausible.

9 The candidate refers to the
child’s ‘linguistic mistakes’. A more
precise term would be ‘virtuous
error’. Use of that term instead
would have provided an opportunity
to introduce Chomsky as a relevant
theorist.

@ The conclusion does not refer
to any analytical findings and
therefore does not add anything to
the response overall.

Total mark awarded =
18 out of 25
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How the candidate could improve their answer

The candidate could have improved the response by identifying more characteristic features and then evidencing
findings by making a greater selection of data from the transcription. Most of those features identified fall under the
general linguistic umbrella of prosody, but to demonstrate wider knowledge and understanding of child language
acquisition, grammatical or syntactical features seen in utterances could have been analysed in more depth.

Halliday was referenced twice: once near the beginning of the response and then later, more fully. The response
could have been improved by reorganising the structure into a more logical sequence of ideas.

There was a lengthy paragraph which merged discussion about Bruner and Vygotsky. An improvement could have
been made by separating discussion of the two theories: first, the candidate could have selected features from the
transcription and evidence with relevant data which clearly demonstrated how the mother operated as a Language
Acquisition Support System (Bruner); a separate section of analysis could then have followed providing details on

how the mother used scaffolding to bring about a Zone of Proximal Development (Vygotsky).

The candidate missed an opportunity to demonstrate how the child had phonological competence yet there
remained instances of virtuous error. In this section of the response, there was also discussion of the conditional. A
deeper analysis here would have improved the response further.

There were some empty phrases — ‘makes a good use of . . .”and ‘. . . which is very advanced for his age’ — which
detracted from the linguistic standpoint. The response could have been improved if technical terminology had been
used more widely throughout.
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Example Candidate Response — middle Examiner comments

e This unsenpled conveisahon  behueen Samic osho 35 L yeary |

S— - ondWis._mother followd_. Mailjfij()}cai _convenhong cé _—
- mhl‘e N ~ X

.sdezo_km.,_,dls.cow_:e,, ast Samic_is” .‘bgwﬁ/,\lj e ba%o S

“ Although the introduction is
e A g brief and relevant, candidates may
| Elemrents .....aﬂ...,‘Sam?,cfa. ,,_,.__S‘/zoQw..._.dlk’_(.fou[.Se,,.,.Ce\reo.L& _Awak-_we 5. .| | note that introductions are not

s (Y Fd’ﬁ»x‘_}{;fﬁgﬁhfgm sk, whi ch_is ewndend 1o s || necessary in analytical essays.
o Juse . of- modal. verbs _* need ., hereosed. leis. “ lukewaem” aod.
—humcour M \oke s waarm”. “This._showS_ thal- fey are aware..
the _woddl_arounct thent . naeing - 7hings “sch as @) © The candidate identifies the
|k “head” _and...other featuces.. aemwij __suchas | | Stage of acquisition of the child
< . N ) .« < \ interlocutor and provides evidence
| faeci . Hallicda .3.,,,%@5 _AVDIVES e w,.".‘meoﬁatjlk__ﬁnd]dﬂs from the text to justify their claim,
s;chasrefreserﬁaﬁonal 7w.k\x\gh...m}.5.__c_s'[r.dﬁ(:__,,rh.,..‘,f..bH:,,.boJr.’.f.,._a\&_ | | Characteristic features are mostly
___________________ Sacair celans. ._,,_[\(_\pom\aﬁafJ.______fmc.!:m:ﬁp,___/mfg,_‘,,(:me&:_Mathe_fy'___t_(é!.mﬁ}naﬁ!t labelled using accurate linguistic
|wiaida Ns_eadert in tik_alweys. dels _me whea YE_needS a terminology.
Lwosh” as_ Semic_meleS Y seenn_ e neck __‘_‘s_.ﬂ_.a\m_,acmu&
Jellina . lam ‘«\'OQCCLY(A)Q&‘\\‘(\ i heuﬂ?ﬁc/wh?chh evi.dent in
. N\,\Qoﬁc\é«‘aghe@qqes—(\\msfmne@&ouéweworld
- Jond.-pesple _in ik osteumental which os_evidet i o (.) )
j@'j&j”l“ st : 0 o The candidate names some of
. Halliday’s functions and exemplified,
__[Theoughoul _#re. __escl—md—/ thest )c,ﬁcﬂum{)_do& Aorn-faking behween | | although the commenF is weak on
| Semicand his _motber. Also, Ahe. _converscchon g m.oSHj_ the Instrumental function.
— | fuplled it _a %j‘..gcenfﬂ_ __,,Pa\ff&, although. there. S |

_loccassionallu  ovetacmno. between  Semir and _his. mother:
3 e I\S S ° o In this section of the response,
the candidate begins to identify and
provide evidence of a number of
characteristic features.

Mother - yes () bk
7 /
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Example Candidate Response — middle, continued Examiner comments

mkr ,‘.we.......\n,q&..ﬂw ,,M.whf sk.,._usna,, Asine ,n,.‘nﬂm\odmom:in . anpizm:se_.,‘
_Hhat he. S _askine_ m_,_,,olueﬁ-\nor\L Samit is__also_cbole to
~juse . condracked forms. " donf: K-y,

o |eoman sinowS e s we\k Ceebo —H% [)US!* klejmfi’ll(; N
| Suoe - Meceovel, (Siam;f tsable oo use. snmﬂe F(tSa\F
o dease M dne) u/z_,, which _shows a_goodl  gras 0N Syotey.
O\CCorr\Pcm\eo\ d alevel_ ee, mdds&antf@‘ 9ﬂ—i'ko_r<7ulqr‘
fme,y&d- Ferse. oo, @0

e The asterisk indicates

signposting to the candidate’s
explanation of Chomsky’s Language

HW T'"tS As—fuckhec. &W(’"Feo/ ‘05 'HM— wse ol non=_ Acquisition Device. The explanation

| flvency__ Leatures _such..aS. voiced _pavdes . aod. (-)um.(: ) is reasonably clear, but it is not
SO -V W ree&h_hon Y e ﬁeck»@) aeck (). »ohud/,\..,,,allew cI:arIytneq tt.o ’]Ehetdescrlptlon of
Qe e o +|m(\l< of 1?20. cest ol lis yerante. @D characteristic features.

'n/\uﬁ is OK,I,S:O ,,,,, G\[ld&f\c—(_ ‘P@ SQML( Q.blﬂ +0 MSe.... S’h‘CSS_e o The double asterisks point to

,Amnd\__.__.,._,\nw_egs_ed___._.Va.l,ume LU MUM (1) 27 want come woter on | | a further selection of characteristic
Jeead”. Mis s alse _en evamgle o Pomet’s | | features with accurate labelling and
N N = relevant evidence.
- Poeo€d‘ud\mz( Sk Lo, e chlol s _eqocernc

_Jend_ sees. ke uoo&d & __pelahon ~to__themselveS, whicl .
can_be _seen. mlaerx . Samir__changes the SufoJecl- loac_,t ,,,,,,,

o hnasell as Yne "S5 HMs dbout - wadiing ke hais 0 o The candidate correctly
j positions the child interlocutor in

T Piaget’s preoperational stage using
\
W this._exfrack, #ere N ev;d,encm,a,ﬂ,_.,v,,_ca,r,e;jme):,w ~-| | egocentricity as justification.
e V\Sueaf-)e_ ( mo—}’herm m_Has cqsey-}hmajhowf‘.”lh&moﬂief
Qe _ask c'ueshms Such. a5t ethe dels ncu?"’,_:fn,.,
N)f et Aoeclold__in._sthe  con®Sohen and .o

enc,ourzgf‘ Hree o elokstoke_ wWnok. +\,\ ale sajm:)
| The e _olso. Jses. loox,l-wt rem@orcmv\e/ﬁ- anof
anse Av__encoucage _ber....Son... S _dpats.. e wocd. saroir. ..

_ Fis o Fo ec's  be \eert
Supports Bt Skper's  behaviounst %w\“_')"" In this section of the response,

\cuxauogae,,,,. ..\§.,.,;,ac_o\v,\(:eo\w .b\_\j,__mco(_\olafilmmj. ,.ua.,.,Pmccss‘_e.,. ; the candidate explores the mother’s
use of language. Beginnings of

an analysis related to motherese
moves swiftly on to discuss positive
reinforcement according to Skinner.
Although there is evidence from the
text to support ideas, the paragraph
feels muddled.
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Example Candidate Response — middle, continued Examiner comments

_ Lunerebu dhe child . cetieves prase.. and.. a(:pmmk 4o
__|_eAourosg . Preon .. el lqc\a\mﬂa ....... \ eamma andk
. c\exrelo() M Bacther.

% Mo+hereSe also 89 ,oor“ts LASS (L Atquts:hoﬂ e .
s ork- S&Jc«n) Terome Bouner, stating _rhm,_ +he. ; Ther_e |§afuﬂher sense of
P 3 o{l " disorganisation as the candidate
_eacedues provides  scallolding - (o kauy “especk. \I ts ‘\']5 references Bruner, then Vygotsky,

2(7’0 Zotng aﬂ memd,_fD.exelo‘aM”/l ) Ao help. %edmld and then introduces the case of the
feral child Genie.

....._c\e\ieloe Arore. s oy acqwsrhona by ,omwr)mq ,
g support Lase - “shugieS. ace evidence o a\dxck .
L L ra ke  dhe case. f’, Crene. A Ceral c,\'utd whe
LS co(\P-.(\ed n_a oo, aJon.Q urchl Jhe age. eﬁ i3
ol and _oable _b,.,_...Cg_mun.l.ud-.?m..j,,..C&SuH’J(\ in_her ,,m.\SS;(:o}
e enbead. {)@/n‘oof bor. [aﬂjdqﬁﬁ, Zeam)/\_zj,.,

| Tathation = Resgerse = Ceedbatk (1€ M5 _ol\so. another. sy i
de scallolding 4o o _child .in_+helr fon Mj& acc]ulsrﬁq/)
\I\A%e’\%k s&-o&t&j Aok o teacher osks.o c]ueS'hon Swails
<PD( A reSfDﬂse fhen.. Fmv&dﬂs 8N _answer. and. (éEdeCk
Th. s _case, he _mother s osking whether Hhe cater

Can be see

s Foe__hot for_her. son. This s m& in_dhetr iakerachon:

| Toitiakion ~ Mothet: i 1F otk hot- 7. | | @ The candidste tuly explains
, 4 .| | exchange.
| Responge = Jarair.: yeah () buk ¥ dont annd ik |
| Feedbocl = Matinrs 2 well () the _lhovse “matk venq warnd (2)so
T —khoud&h{—( ) a-nice watm._bath

@@@
| Overall - Sam.r has an jood grosp o0- sjnm and_lexis.
,,,,,,,,,,, with._the _suppock of his.. mrej.v - Lesulbiog in Bea
“User
becordiony o —proficient. ._Jar\aﬁcm&c Yeemer otunnﬁ o

| ceheal fzmod ep ,l,ec_cmm,j

25



Example Candidate Responses — Paper 3

Example Candidate Response — middle, continued Examiner comments

@._A'.Ccmtd\i&_ _to_Noam Chomskuy, -the _lwman_broia_has .an...|
La-wnake _abitha o leacn \an 2 LAD. (Lﬂﬂ&h e reeee s
Aco‘dfs&‘\o/\ 'De\:pe,) - Qm\i\d'l(\ SQ Jj GUﬂ)QH" m" %_coheol |

Iamoc\ Ao cald's {ahgucae_ e,\re.QOP(‘ﬂen‘l‘

®%m\r _also._weea_reforravlales_ theic senkence .,y _neck
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0 The candidate comments on
the child’s phonological competence
and introduces the Berko and
Brown study with an imprecise
label. As no ‘errors’ are detected by
the candidate, the reference is not
wholly relevant.

Total mark awarded =
15 out of 25

How the candidate could improve their answer

» Overall, the response was sustained with a wide range of characteristic features being identified and evidenced,
but the analysis was disorganised. The response could have been improved with a more careful selection of
characteristic features demonstrating clear evidence of a linguistic concept or theoretical approach. For example,
at point 8, there could have been a clear example of motherese tied to an explanation of Bruner’s LASS, then a
new paragraph could have provided a clear example of positive reinforcement with the candidate’s explanation of
Skinner’s notions of behaviourism. Similarly, at points 9 and 10, a new and full paragraph could have discussed
evidence demonstrating how the mother attempted to bring the child into a Zone of Proximal Development using
scaffolding through an IRF exchange. Thus, the reference to Vygotsky would have been much clearer and more
meaningful.

» The introduction of the feral child Genie was not relevant to the discussion, nor was that to Berko’s Fis
Phenomenon. The response could have been improved if the candidate were to ensure that all conceptual
referencing was fully accurate, precisely labelled and relevant.

» It was clear that the candidate had knowledge of the functions of language according to Halliday and there was a
clear selection of examples from the transcription which supported those functions which were identified. However,
the candidate could have demonstrated fuller understanding by explaining the nature of the individual functions and
how and why they evidence child language acquisition.
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Example Candidate Response — low
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Example Candidate Responses — Paper 3

Examiner comments

“ Although ‘adjacency pair’ is a
linguistic term, it is not clear here
whether it is understood accurately
by the candidate.

e The candidate misreads the
gender of the child interlocutor.
This will have no effect on any
analytical findings, therefore marks
are not affected, but it is a sign that
the candidate does not make a
thorough reading of the information
provided on the question paper.

9 The candidate correctly
identifies the stage of language
acquisition, but the explanation of
the post-telegraphic stage is very
long and contains no data selected
from the transcription to support
ideas.
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Example Candidate Responses — Paper 3

Example Candidate Response — low, continued
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Examiner comments

o The candidate demonstrates
knowledge and understanding of
innatism according to Chomsky
and Bruner’s Language Acquisition
Support System, although there

is some imprecision in using
descriptors.

6 The candidate makes a
relevant selection of data, but these
should have appeared earlier in the
discussion.

e The candidate now introduces
characteristic features. They
should have appeared earlier in the
response in order for analysis of
data to begin.

0 There may have been
misinterpretation of the child’s use
of tense. The verbs selected would
not necessarily have needed to be
in the past tense, given the context.

@ Even if the child had made
an ‘error’, it would have been
more accurately described as a
‘virtuous error’ with the example
being incorporated into discussion
concerning Chomsky.
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Example Candidate Responses — Paper 3

Example Candidate Response - low, continued Examiner comments
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included a final thought which is
irrelevant to any analytical findings.

Total mark awarded =
8 out of 25
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Example Candidate Responses — Paper 3

How the candidate could improve their answer

+ Awider range of features from the transcription could have been selected for analysis, including any of those
identified according to the transcription key which is provided in the question paper.

» Any characteristic features identified could have been exemplified with data from the transcription as a way of
improving the response.

» The response could have been more succinctly written. For example, there was much discussion of the post-
telegraphic stage, and a lengthy explanation of Chomsky and Bruner’s theories. In both of these paragraphs, the
response could have been improved by relevant selections of data to illustrate points being made.

* Although Bruner’s LASS was correctly identified, the response could have been improved with discussion on the
mother’s role as caretaker and the ways in which she uses child-directed speech, with examples.

» This was similar to the way that Skinner’s behaviourism was presented. Although the candidate provided some
relevant ideas, they could have taken the opportunity to discuss positive and negative reinforcement, which were
fundamental to the concept of behaviourism.

Common mistakes and guidance for candidates

+ Afrequently seen mistake seen in weaker responses is to cite theoretical examples, often describing them at
length, but either to omit any examples from the transcription, or to insert examples only sparingly. It is likely that
this mistake occurs because candidates understand that AO4 is heavily weighted in this question at 15 out of 25
marks, but it is important not to ignore the other 10 marks which are available, shared equally between AO1 and
AOS.

+ Abetter approach can be taken where characteristic features are identified, exemplified by data from the

transcription, and then supported by accurate reference to relevant linguistic concepts or theories. Thus, responses

overall would gain an organisational structure of sequential analytical points.

» Candidates should be reminded that a range of technical terminology, used precisely and accurately, will enhance
the linguistic standpoint. It is a common mistake to discuss characteristic features in generalised terms, often with
explanatory discussion rather than in-depth analysis.

» Weaker responses are often seen where candidates have selected only features which correspond with the key
given at the end of the transcription. Although the key is provided for general guidance, it can only offer basic
information: using only the key as a springboard for analysis may result in a basic response.

» Many candidates provide introductions which replicate the introductory information provided above the
transcription. Introductions are not needed in an analytical response and it is a common mistake to spend time
writing out these details. Furthermore, at times, lengthy conclusions are provided which merely contain material
which has already been stated and which therefore constitutes repetition.

30



Cambridge Assessment International Education

The Triangle Building, Shaftesbury Road, Cambridge, CB2 8EA, United Kingdom
t: +44 1223 553554

e: info@cambridgeinternational.org  www.cambridgeinternational.org

© Cambridge University Press & Assessment 2024 v1



