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Introduction
These exemplar answers have been chosen from the
summer 2018 examination series.
OCR is open to a wide variety of approaches and all
answers are considered on their merits. These exemplars,
therefore, should not be seen as the only way to answer
questions but do illustrate how the mark scheme has
been applied.
Please always refer to the specification https://www.
ocr.org.uk/Images/171202-specification-accredited-alevel-gce-english-language-and-literature-h474.pdf for
full details of the assessment for this qualification. These
exemplar answers should also be read in conjunction
with the sample assessment materials and the June 2018
Examiners’ report or Report to Centres available from
Interchange https://interchange.ocr.org.uk/Home.mvc/
Index
The question paper, mark scheme and any resource
booklet(s) will be available on the OCR website from
summer 2019. Until then, they are available on OCR
Interchange (school exams officers will have a login for
this and are able to set up teachers with specific logins –
see the following link for further information http://www.
ocr.org.uk/administration/support-and-tools/interchange/
managing-user-accounts/).
It is important to note that approaches to question
setting and marking will remain consistent. At the same
time OCR reviews all its qualifications annually and may
make small adjustments to improve the performance of
its assessments. We will let you know of any substantive
changes.
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Question 1

Exemplar 1

32 marks

4

© OCR 2019

A Level English Language and Literature (EMC)

Exemplar Candidate Work

5

© OCR 2019

A Level English Language and Literature (EMC)

Exemplar Candidate Work

6

© OCR 2019

A Level English Language and Literature (EMC)

Exemplar Candidate Work

Examiner commentary
The response opens with some broad, meaningful connections, using an overview of key contextual factors to introduce a
comparative approach: both texts are said to have an informal style; Text B is said to be more informative than Text A; Text B is said to
have a greater focus on Oliver’s specialism.
The informal register of both texts is analysed, leading to more specific comparisons in the use of colloquialisms (‘bit mad, bit spoofy’
and ‘good knob of butter’) and the presentation of Oliver as down to earth, and shedding light on the effect of ‘this relaxed style in
both pieces’. Structure is used to generate further comparisons, noting the anecdotal element in both texts, before contrasting the
relaxed, whim-driven structure of the interview with the shift to a pre-meditated, instructional mode in Text B. A focus on ‘personal
perspective’ enables the candidate to explore further points of connection between the texts on the final page, bringing together
sufficiently apposite quotations in ‘I never ever thought’ and ‘I’d rather have it’ to support the contrast between the passionate
expertise suggested in Text B and the humble self-deprecation in Text A. The structure of the response facilitates the candidate’s
achievement in relation to AO4: the whole response is built around genuine, insightful connections; the subsequent analysis
sustains these connections so that they are developed; within the exploration of each, further, more detailed connections are made,
and the approach to the texts feels consistently comparative. As such, AO4 achievement is best described as ‘Excellent and detailed
exploration of connections across texts informed by linguistic and literary concepts’ (L6).
The response fully integrates apt, accurate terminology with linguistic concepts. Register is selected as a useful framework,
leading to exploration of colloquialisms, fillers, adjectives and onomatopoeia. The response is informed by sensitivity to mode,
with references to non-fluency features in Text A and Structure is deployed as another effective framework, explored through
identification of anecdotal and instructive forms, as well as sentence mood and agenda-setting. Pronoun reference is an implicit
framework in the final section exploring personal perspective, which is analysed with reference to triadic structures and visual
imagery. Written expression is a particular strength, with the response being clear and convincing at sentence level, and very well
organised at whole-text level. Other responses use a greater number and range of terms to good effect; however, it is the selectivity
in concepts and terms of this response which pushes achievement in relation to AO1 into Level 6: ‘Excellent application of relevant
concepts; consistently coherent and fluent written expression; appropriate and consistent use of terminology’ (L6).
The response consistently refers to the purposes of the texts, in a way that integrates into the analysis insight into the significance of
contexts. Text A ‘gives fans insight into the personality behind the fame’, ‘informs fans on his personal experience and his lifestyle’, and
‘is dictated by Oliver’s whim as it is meant to be a candid behind the scenes glimpse of his life’. Ideas about the context of the unseen
text are even more insightful: ‘it seeks to instruct readers how to cook a frittata and encourage them in doing so’; ‘to make the reader
feel entertained and less daunted by the prospect of cooking a frittata’. There is an impressive consideration of genre: ‘perhaps more
unusually as it is typically a more formal recipe’; ‘Even the ingredients list sees some deviation from the conventions of a recipe’. There
is also awareness of the Jamie Oliver brand and its importance to both texts (‘the relatable everyday man … as this reputation is
how he has made his fame’) and a comparative insight into the self-selecting nature of the audience (‘both have specifically sought
his perspective’, either by buying a book with his name in the title or a DVD about him). Throughout the response, there is a strong
sense that both texts have been imagined fully back in their real-world context, and that this informs every point made. As such,
achievement in relation to AO3 is a particular strength of the response: ‘Perceptive understanding of the significance of contexts’ (L6).
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The candidate consistently finds convincing interpretive vocabulary in their exploration of the features they discuss: Oliver’s
colloquialisms help him ‘to establish a lively persona’; he is ‘not an elusive celebrity figure but an ordinary man’; he ‘writes in a very
immediate way’; his ‘relaxed style’ foregrounds ‘his status as a celebrity chef’; specificity is used in Text B to assure the reader of the
writer’s culinary know-how, and to create visual imagery of the food; his triadic structures emphasise his innocence and naivety,
and maintain a personal voice. The analysis is consistent, with a focus on meanings and the ways they are shaped and maintained
throughout. As such, achievement in relation to AO2 is best described as ‘Excellent, well developed critical analysis’ (L5/6).
Along with its perceptive insights into contexts, the greatest strength of this response is its consistency: in a clear, controlled manner
it successfully balances all four assessment objectives, giving a meaningful, detailed, comparative analysis of the texts, informed by a
high level of linguistic expertise. For this reason it was placed high in Level 6, and awarded full marks.

Exemplar 2

29 marks
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Examiner commentary
The response opens with meaningful connections between the contexts and modes of the texts: they have similar audiences,
though the audience of the DVD extra is narrower; Text A is spoken and Text B is written. The rest of the response is structured
around several carefully selected connections, informed by linguistic study. The specialist lexis in Text B is contrasted with the
vague terms of reference in Text A. This is developed into a contrast of purposes, with Text B presenting Oliver as an expert and Text
A presenting him as charismatic and relatable; this in turn is synthesised into a discussion of ‘the duality of Jamie Oliver’s public
persona’. The spontaneity of Text A is contrasted with the planned, edited nature of Text B. This is developed into insight into the
different audience expectations of the texts: ‘a conventional, factual text’ on the one hand and ‘more emotional material’ on the
other. The final comparison is impressively sensitive to the particularities of the two texts: in contrasting Oliver’s assertiveness in
Text B with his softened uncertainty in Text A, the candidate adopts an angle of inquiry that seems to be entirely the product of a
comparative framework. This sense, which consistently informs the whole response, that every point is the product of comparative
thinking, helps to ensure that achievement in relation to AO4 is best described as ‘Excellent and detailed exploration of connections
across texts’ (L6).
Similarly impressive is the selectivity of the linguistic concepts which the candidate deploys. The response as a whole conveys the
sense of a reader actively choosing the most useful frameworks for the given texts. The reference at the end of the introductory
paragraph to ‘specialist lexis, spontaneity features and assertive language’ foregrounds the control evident in the cohesion of the
response. The concepts of specialist lexis is explored with reference to nouns and vague terminology, both accurately evidenced.
The concept of non-fluency is expanded with reference to false starts and hedges, and contrasted with the craft evident in the
postscript and dotted ellipsis. The final section is perhaps the most illuminating: in addition to analysing how assertive imperatives
in Text B contrast with hedging and questions in Text A, the candidate brings fact–opinion to bear on the texts as a framework. In
Text B he ‘often presents his personal opinions and tastes as facts’, whereas in Text A ‘even when speaking about objective facts…
Oliver frames this fact as a question’. There is a productively direct reference to the exam question here – ‘to express his opinions
and to present information’ – which is foregrounded as the response is brought to an insightfully comparative conclusion: ‘a marked
difference in expressing opinions, with those in Text A being much more personal and softer…because the purpose of Text A is
more emotive and expressive’. The sense of conceptual thinking which runs throughout the response, and of clarity and control
in whole-text structure and written expression on sentence level, mean that achievement in relation to AO1 is best described as
‘Excellent application of relevant concepts; apt use of terminology; coherent and fluent written expression’ (L6).
The response consistently relates the texts to aspects of context, and explores the significance of these contextual factors. Having
identified the fan base targeted by both texts, and the niche audience of Text A (later referred to as ‘Jamie’s most loyal fans’), the
11
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candidate develops their understanding of the audience of Text B with finer distinctions: ‘amateur or professional chefs’, seeking
‘a sense that his recipes are well informed’. There is critical awareness of the Jamie Oliver brand, a ‘public persona’ which combines
‘homey and simple food’ and ‘an experienced and worldly chef’. Factors of the context of production of the texts are meaningfully
contrasted, ‘filmed in an equipment truck during the tour’ as opposed to ‘heavily planned and edited’. There is an impressive
sensitivity to the genre of Text B, with its readers said to be ‘looking for a conventional, factual text’ and its directives ‘conforming to
the genre of a recipe, which typically uses instructions’. Throughout, the response uses analysis to develop an exploration of purpose
with insightful references to factors of audience and context. As such, achievement in relation to AO3 is best described as ‘Perceptive
understanding of the significance of contexts’ (L6).
This response is useful for illustrating how difficult it can be to balance all four assessment objectives. Although every point made is
meaningful, the tendency to relate ideas to context, audience and purpose means that there are few instances of explicit analysis of
ways meanings are shaped. The specialist lexis is said to ‘emphasise the authority of Jamie Oliver, by presenting himself as an expert’,
and the non-specialist lexis ‘makes him seem someone the audience can relate to’. His imperatives make his language ‘assertive’;
his hedging ‘softens’ his language; Text A ‘maintains his public persona as a kind, simple and humble person’. Despite all the other
strengths of the response, there is sufficient evidence of achievement in relation to AO2 only for it to be described as ‘Some analysis
of ways in which meanings are shaped’ (L3).
Overall, the response is excellent, illustrating the merits of selectivity and planning, and showing how considered and controlled
writing can be even in the limited time available. In terms of the mark scheme, it is placed comfortably within Level 6, with a mark of
29. For 30+ marks, the candidate would need more detailed and more developed critical analysis of the ways meanings are shaped.

Exemplar 3

27 marks
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Examiner commentary
Several connections are made across the texts. Both are said to have an informal tone and use ‘low register’. A contrast is drawn
between the purposes: Text A is to entertain and Text B to inform; this is developed through analysis into the suggestion that one
audience is more interested in his personality and the other in his professional expertise. The modes of the texts are contrasted, and
the sensationalising lexical choices in both are explored. In themselves, these points of connection are straightforward, and were
also mentioned in many lower-scoring responses. It is the handling of the connections here that is consistent with AO4 descriptors
in the higher levels of the mark scheme. In particular, the points of connection are central to the lines of inquiry taken with each text.
Each of the above comparisons is developed through analysis, so that details within each text shed light on aspects of the other. In
this sense, achievement in relation to AO4 is best described as ‘Clearly developed exploration of connections across texts informed
by linguistic concepts’ (L5).
The application of concepts and use of terminology is the strongest aspect of this response. A range of linguistic features are
understood hierarchically and identified purposefully. The colloquial register is explored through adjectives, a list of three, nonstandard lexis, idiom and terms of address. Non-fluency features are explored in relation to the spoken mode of Text A. In Text B,
imperatives are connected to an informative function. A phonological framework is applied meaningfully in the suggestion that
‘feel free’ and ‘fussy … frittatas’ helps to avoid an authoritarian tone. There is also methodical deployment of syntax as a framework,
with analysis of parataxis, hypotaxis and sentence length. In addition to references to hyperbole, jargon and a semantic field, there
is a valid reference to Grice’s maxim of quantity, and a less convincing reference at the end to the maxim of relevance. Overall, the
knowledge about language is sophisticated, accurate and relevant enough to the texts to be described as ‘Excellent application of
concepts; apt and consistent use of terminology’ (L6).
The response could include a greater number of explicit references to contextual factors. Some of the observations made are
fairly broad, such as the suggestion that both texts share a purpose of entertainment and an audience of Oliver fans. However,
other observations show a level of skill in putting the texts back into their context, and insight into the significance of aspects of
context. For example, the colloquial register is connected to the assertion that viewers of the extra have already watched the tour
DVD. The characterisation of Oliver as friendly in Text B is linked to readers’ need to feel comfortable following the instructions,
and its ‘instructional’ function is used to explain its short sentence structures. His relatability is also connected to his brand, and his
conveying moral and political views through his ‘social stance’. There is consideration of how Text A will work for different viewers,
ranging from those who know Oliver well to those who are new to him. There is also sensitivity to the context of production for Text
A, in the reference to ‘his nervousness in front of a camera’. In these ways, achievement in relation to AO3 is best described as ‘Clear
and relevant understanding of the significance of contexts’ (L5).
As a whole, the response is consistently interpretive, offering a coherent reading of the texts. At whole-text level, the colloquial
register is said to present Oliver as ‘down-to-earth and relatable’. The analysis explores these ideas in detail, with interpretive
comments on the effect of the term of address, imperatives, fricatives, etc. This fluent movement, between an overarching
interpretation and close analysis of the meanings shaped, helps to gives the response a strong sense of development with regard
to AO2, as well as a critical focus on small instances of language use. All points are characterised by the candidate’s convincing use
of their own words: ‘feel more involved’, ‘overly authoritarian’, ‘friendly’, ‘excited…a sort of naivety’, ‘confidence’, ‘sensationalist’. In these
ways, achievement in relation to AO2 is best described as ‘Clear and well developed critical analysis of ways meanings are shaped’
(L5).
Overall, the response fully meets Level 5 criteria and begins to meet Level 6 criteria. As such, it is placed at the bottom of Level 6, and
was given a mark of 27.
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Exemplar 4

26 marks
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Examiner commentary
After the opening paragraph’s passing contrast of spoken and written modes, a more illuminating connection is made between
‘the same types of conversational language and tones’ used in the two texts. The similarity of the audience for the two texts is
mentioned, though not really sustained. A looser connection is made in the assertion that ‘Oliver’s language has not changed much’
in the years that separate them. More detailed connections are made in the bringing together of ‘pantomimey’ and ‘curdy’ and ‘at the
end of the day’ and ‘hit the nail on the head’. The response as a whole is sufficiently comparative in its approach for achievement in
relation to AO4 to be described as ‘Developed exploration of connections’ (L5).
A number of linguistic concepts and terms are accurately deployed. Colloquial speech in Text A is explored with reference to
the adjective ‘mad’ and monosyllabic words; the written mode and conversational tone of Text B are discussed with reference to
paragraphing and parenthesised speech. Other terms accurately evidenced include onomatopoeia, technical terms, the lexical field
of cookery, fillers and lexical choice. There is also an understanding of the concept of cliché, though an inaccurate term is used in
referring to this as ‘euphemism’. Written expression is clear throughout, though the response could show a greater degree of control
at whole-text level. There is some evidence of hierarchically organised concepts in the exploration of the colloquial register and
conversational tone, and this helps to push achievement in relation to AO1 towards the Level 5 descriptor: ‘Secure application of
concepts; consistently clear written expression; mainly appropriate use of terminology’ (L4/5).
After the reference to Oliver’s dyslexia in the opening paragraph, which is not made relevant to the analysis of the texts, insight
into the significance of contexts is the strongest aspect of this response. There is a clear sense of the context of both production
and reception of Text A: ‘although he knew it was an interview … he was caught off guard’; it was ‘unscripted or semi-scripted’;
the audience are ‘fans of Oliver’s willing to hear his opinion of his tour after watching the tour … to get to know Oliver’. There is
impressive originality and specificity in the comparative understanding of the audience of Text A: the receivers of the texts ‘have
bought either the DVD or the cookbook, but you have to be a special kind of fan to watch the extras of a DVD’. A sense of genre
illuminates the reading of Text B: ‘technical terms that only the devout home-cook or foodie would know’; the way that Oliver ‘likes
to strip the recipe of its mundane and monotonous nature and add light conversation’. In its appreciation of the niche audience
of Text A and of the deviation from genre of Text B, both expressed succinctly in the candidate’s own words, the response is best
described in relation to AO3 as ‘Perceptive understanding of the significance and influence of contexts’ (L6).
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The response is consistent in its focus on the ways meanings are shaped, with selected features and quotations convincingly
connected to the candidate’s own interpretive exploration of meaning. In Text A: ‘Oh God’ suggests Oliver was caught off guard; his
colloquial register illustrates his ‘likeable and relatable character’; ‘mad’ expresses his ‘disbelief’; his non-verbal communication makes
him seem ‘animated and passionate’; his fillers make him seem ‘genuine’. In Text B: conversational language makes the reader feel
that they are being spoken to; the mixed register helps Oliver to seem both ‘professional and light-hearted’. There is a coherence
about the reading of the two texts which helps achievement in relation to AO2 match the descriptor ‘Clear and well developed
analysis of ways in which meanings are shaped’ (L5).
On balance, this response was placed at the top of Level 5, with a mark of 26. In order to reach Level 6, the candidate would benefit
from using some of the time to plan a more organised response. More evaluative selection of concepts and more convincing use of
a wider range of terminology would improve achievement in relation to AO1. A more controlled response would likely show gains in
relation to AO4, AO1 and AO2, with more sustained and illuminating comparisons and more fully developed analysis.

Exemplar 5

25 marks
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Examiner commentary
Most of the introductory paragraph does little in relation to the mark scheme, repeating the terms of the question in comments
too generalised to gain credit (‘Both texts aim to present Jamie Oliver and his opinions’) or giving a basic summary of what the text
is about. The final sentence of the introduction offers an interpretive connection between the texts, saying that Oliver is presented
as more ‘carefree and down to earth’ in Text A than Text B. The next attempted connection lacks this interpretive specificity at first
(‘Both texts present an element to Oliver’s personality’), but is developed in a way that is more convincingly comparative (both texts
contain ‘a lexical group of emotions’; Oliver is ‘less nervous and more professional’ in Text B). Further connections include the claim
that both texts use humour (which could be more convincingly explored); Text B is more informative than Text A (which is explored
through analysis of some informative features in both texts). Overall, achievement in relation to AO4 is best described as ‘Competent,
developed exploration of connections’ (L4/5).
A range of terminology is used accurately: syntactical parallelism, lexical group, fillers, neologisms, jargon, idiom, imperatives,
proper nouns, dynamic verbs, hyperbolic adjectives. The selection of quotation for the hyperbolic adjectives is succinct; the implied
association of proper nouns with an informative function and fillers and neologisms with an informal register does suggest some
cohesion in the deployment of concepts. Achievement in relation to AO1 is best described as ‘Competent application of concepts;
mainly appropriate use of terminology’ (L4). To reach the top-level descriptors for AO1, the candidate would need to go beyond
using terms accurately at word-level and instead evidence a more methodical approach to linguistic concepts, consciously selecting
and applying frameworks.
There are several specific references to the context, audience and purpose of Text A, almost all of which are relevant to the points
made: Oliver’s humility in Text A is connected to ‘his fans…as this DVD had to be purchased’; the rapport he creates is said to
strengthen and promote his brand, with explicit recognition of its persuasive function; there is explicit awareness of the sub-genre
of the ‘behind the scenes interview’. There is also reference made to the purpose of Text B being ‘to ensure the cooking process is not
difficult’, and a suggestion that the cookbook is deliberately made widely accessible. The broader discussion on the final page, which
focuses on Oliver’s gender, is less grounded in the texts and less convincing as a result. Nonetheless, there is enough understanding
for achievement in relation to AO3 to be described as ‘Clear and relevant understanding of significance of contexts’ (L5). To gain even
more credit for AO3, the candidate could show more insight into the contextual factors unseen text as well as the Anthology extract;
and be more selective in exploring those aspects of context which shed the most light on language use in the texts.
The first paragraph of analysis develops a convincing exploration of features which make Oliver seem humble and down to earth
rather than arrogant in Text A, a ‘normal man who was lucky to get this opportunity’. There is also analysis of the features that make
the interview seem spontaneous, and convincing analysis of how the idiom in Text B ‘hit the nail on the head’ both maintains a
natural manner and convinces readers that they should make the dish. There are other valid interpretive comments, such as applying
the word ‘trendy’ to the phrase ‘the new rock’n’roll’. The attempts to connect the verbs ‘peeling’ and ‘kneading’ to the breaking of
gender stereotypes, and the hyperbolic adjectives to the idea that men can cook too, are less convincing. There is enough evidence
of the candidate thinking critically about how language shapes meaning for achievement in relation to AO2 to be described as
‘Competent critical analysis of ways meanings are shaped’ (L4/5).
Overall, the response is placed comfortably in Level 5, with a mark of 25 out of 32. The candidate does seem to rely heavily on points
learned about the Anthology text, with perhaps more emphasis on background knowledge than is ideal for close textual analysis.
In order to reach Level 6, they might shift the balance more towards skills than knowledge, making as much of Text B as Text A, and
making sure that all ideas are developed through convincing points, grounded in the texts.
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Exemplar 6

22 marks
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Examiner commentary
The structure of this response foregrounds a particular approach to making connections: the response is built from several
sections, each starting with a connection which is then explored through analysis of each text. The first and fourth connections
are interpretive: both texts present food as something more important than just a meal; both texts characterise Jamie as down to
earth. The second focuses more on literary and linguistic methods: both texts use ‘recognisable and familiar metaphorical terms’. The
third connection is more tenuous: Text A shows the ‘progression’ of Jamie’s popularity, while Text B shows the ‘progression’ of food
being made. This idea perhaps could, in some circumstances, develop into a comparative exploration of the discourse structure
of the texts. However, its handling here makes it feel an unconvincing attempt to make discrete analysis of each text seem more
comparative than it is. A fifth connection is made, contrasting the spontaneity of Text A with the planned, edited mode of Text B,
though this is not convincingly explored in relation to both texts, perhaps because of time constraints. Achievement in relation to
AO4 is best described as ‘Competent exploration of connections’ (L4). To gain more credit with respect to AO4, the candidate needs
to make a shift in approach, away from using a broad connection as a springboard to separate analysis of each text, and towards
more sustained, more detailed comparative analysis, in which more of the points made shed light on both texts, and there is more of
a sense of both texts being held in their mind at once.
Terminology is used in a way that shows evidence of combined literary and linguistic study: semantic field, modifiers, connotations,
sensory imagery, metaphorical terms, positive lexis, concrete nouns, declarative, exclamative. Most terms are accurately evidenced.
At times, however, the relationship between the terms and quotations often shows a less than secure understanding of the linguistic
concepts behind the terminology. The term ‘modifiers’ is used in the plural to refer to the phrase ‘incredible sweetness’, suggesting
a partial understanding of noun phrase structures. The reference to London and Hammersmith Apollo as concrete (rather than
proper) nouns suggests some imprecise distinctions within word class. The loose reference to Oliver’s ‘kind vocative nature’ suggests
an insecure conflation of terminology with interpretive expression. The declarative and exclamative ‘to be honest’ and ‘in a nice
way’ evidences terminology being deployed less than entirely purposefully, and a grasp of sentence mood that is no more than
competent. As such, achievement in relation to AO1 is best described as ‘Some application of concepts; mainly appropriate use of
terminology’ (L3/4).
The introductory paragraph identifies fans of Jamie as the audience of Text A and demonstrates insight to its purpose and sub-genre
in the phrase ‘behind the scenes interview … as his raw, unfiltered self’. The next explicit reference to context is not for another
two and half pages: Jamie is said to be promoting his work in Text A; Text B is said to be typical of a cookbook, and intended to
inform readers how to cook the recipe. The context of production of the two texts is explored towards the end, contrasting the
‘unrehearsed, spoken interview’ with the ‘planned, written and edited book’. The reference to contextual factors are insightful
enough to be described as ‘Some understanding of significance of contexts’ (L4); a wider range of contextual factors would need to
be explored in greater detail for this understanding to be described as ‘clear and relevant’.
The analysis of ways meanings are shaped is the strongest aspect of this response. Although only broadly comparative, the topic
sentences seem to set the candidate to develop convincing readings of the texts through close analysis. The language of Text B is
said to ‘demonstrate the sensory effect of the food’, to present it ‘as significant and unworldly’, connoting ‘importance and wealth’.
The emphasis on the physicality of the food in the lexical choices ‘perfumes’ and ‘frumpy’ is a moment of perceptive critical analysis.
Similar interpretive insight is shown into the physical impact of ‘hit the nail on the head’ and ‘blown away’. As such, achievement in
relation to AO2 is best described as ‘Clear and well developed critical analysis of ways meanings are shaped’ (L5). On balance, the
response sits between Levels 4 and 5, with mostly Level 4 achievement for the more heavily weighted AOs, and Level 5 achievement
for the least weighted AO. The mark scheme stipulates that a response on the borderline of two levels should be placed at the
bottom of the higher level, so this is given a mark of 22 at the bottom of Level 5.
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Exemplar 7

20 marks
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Examiner commentary
This response is stronger with respect to the less weighted assessment objectives. An attempted contrast is made in passing in
the opening paragraph, suggesting that both texts share the same broad field (‘cooking/lifestyle’) but that Text B is more formal.
The claim on the second page that ‘the tone set in Text B’ is ‘the same’ as Text A lacks detail and substance. Just as this is introduced
with the word ‘Likewise’, so the use of the word ‘Similarly’ at the bottom of the third page signals a comparison where very little
connection is actually made (the repetition of ‘a bit’ in Text A is said to be similar to repetition of personal pronouns in Text B). Overall,
achievement in relation to AO4 is best described as ‘Limited attempt to make connections between texts’ (L2).
There is evidence of linguistic study in the use of several terms: colloquial, imperatives, declaratives, accommodation theory,
converges, sociolect, asyndetic list, fillers, connectives. There is enough range, accuracy and purposefulness here to warrant the
descriptor ‘competent’ in the handling of concepts. However, the detail in the terms shows partial understanding: the quotations
suggest an inaccurate understanding of sentence mood, mixing up imperatives and declaratives. A vague reference to ‘improper
grammar’ and an unconvincing reference to ‘incomplete utterances’ suggest that terminology is being reached for rather insecurely
than used appropriately. In a way that overlaps with the sometimes unconvincing use of terminology, written expression is generally
rather than consistently clear. For example, the opening sentence offers a less than controlled combination of finite and nonfinite clauses, including the overstatement that ‘it is inevitable’ for a cooking show to be spontaneous. The interview is said to be
‘presented almost like a rhetorical conversion between the audience and Jamie’: while there is some value in suggesting that Oliver
may be positioned as if in conversation with the viewer, the term ‘rhetorical’ seems at best redundant here. These instances are
characteristic of the writing and use of terms in the response as a whole. As such, achievement in relation to AO1 is best described
as ‘Competent application of relevant concepts; generally clear written expression; some appropriate use of terminology’ (L3/4).
A similar mixture of insight and imprecision characterises some of the comments on contextual factors. For example, the opening
noun phrase ‘a raw uncut behind the scenes interview’ combines some astute identification of genre and subgenre with the
inaccurate ‘uncut’, as if overlooking the edits that are central to Text A as a construct. Further misunderstanding of the production of
Text A is evident in the suggestion that Oliver might be ‘answering questions that the audience may ask’. (A number of candidates
were similarly confused by the references to a live audience in Text A, conflating the theatre audience Oliver discusses with the
interview itself.) However, greater insight is shown into the context of reception of the texts, with several accurate and relevant
references to audience, purpose and genre: the purpose of Text A is said to be ‘to give unseen footage; its audience ‘would have
watched the whole video before the extra’; Text B is said to be ‘typical of cookbooks’ in some ways and to ‘divert’ from them in others
(including a strong observation about the occasional lack of precise quantifiers); its readers ‘may all have a passion for cooking’ and
are ‘following the recipe’, so need ‘crucial information in the simplest form’. The response is clear and consistent enough in imagining
the texts in the circumstances in which they are being received for achievement in relation to AO3 to be described as ‘Clear and
relevant understanding of significance of contexts’ (L5).
The response analyses a number of meanings. It is claimed that the recipe presents information as ‘a suggestion rather than an
instruction’, which is perhaps more creative than it is convincing. Oliver’s idiolect is said to be childlike, making the interview more
personal; some of the features which convey the impression of his ‘chaotic workday’ are analysed; he is said to ‘personalise’ the recipe,
and to encourage readers to make it their own. Throughout, there is general discussion of the style and tone of the texts, without the
critical analysis characteristic of the higher end of the mark scheme. Achievement in relation to AO2 is best described as ‘Competent
analysis of ways meanings are shaped’ (L4).
Overall, the response sits within Level 4, and was awarded a mark of 20. For a higher mark, the candidate would need to spend more
time planning a better-organised response, and in particular to build the structure around connections between the texts that not
only shed light on both texts, but also lend themselves to exploration through analysis.
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Examiner commentary
This response offers no explicit attempts to connect the texts until the bottom of the second page: both texts are said to ‘possess
Jamie Oliver’s characteristics as an outgoing cook’. The written mode of Text B is contrasted with the non-fluency of Text A, and Text
B is said to seem ‘more professional’. The same, broad, interpretive similarity is restated on the final page: ‘his enthusiasm which is
shown throughout both texts makes him perceived as a positive, happy person’. None of these connections is really ‘explored’; as
such, achievement in relation to AO4 is best described as ‘Limited attempt to make connections across texts’ (L2).
There is a little evidence of combined literary and linguistic study, most obviously in the phrase ‘informal dialect’. Most of the
terminology used is lacking in the degree of specialism consistent with advanced level study, e.g. ‘pronouncing of ‘ing’ words aren’t
correctly spoken’, constant hesitations and stutters, ‘he pauses and repeats what he’d said beforehand’, ‘a lot of descriptive vocabulary
and emphasisms’, triples, lists, measurements, elaborate vocabulary. Despite the patchy use of terminology, there is enough focus on
non-fluency and lexical choice for achievement in relation to AO1 to be described as ‘Some application of relevant concepts; some
appropriate use of terminology’ (L3).
There is some misunderstanding of text and context for Text A. In saying that the interview ‘is to inform aspiring cooks and
middle-aged fans about the tour and what’s up to come’, the introductory paragraph suggests at best partial understanding of
the relationship between the tour and the DVD. This is reinforced with the suggestion that Oliver’s use of the word pantomimey
‘attracts audiences’, offering little sense that the text will be received by a niche audience. The reference to ‘reading the transcript’ and
discouraging a ‘reader’ to think he’s snobby is significant in showing the extent to which the candidate has not put the text back into
its original context of reception, and is very much thinking of a transcript rather than the audio and video. There is awareness that
Text B may be used by cooks ‘ranging from beginner to advanced’ and that it needs to be ‘reliable and repeatable’. However, there is
also looseness in referring to the recipe as a ‘speech’ and relating its purpose to ‘the food industry’. Achievement in relation to AO3 is
best described as ‘Some awareness of the significance of contexts’ (L3).
The response offers some interpretation of straightforward meanings in Text A. Oliver is said to be ‘more himself than to put on a
façade’. His hesitations are said to suggest that he is nervous (a word Oliver himself uses in the text), overwhelmed and excited. The
candidate uses the words ‘laidback and entertaining’ to explore the effect of ‘bit mad, bit spoofy, bit pantomimey’. The response is
less competent in making meaning from Text B, where measurements are said to ‘show how knowledgeable he is with his recipes’.
The suggestion that ‘lemony curdy’ expresses his creativity is more convincing. Achievement in relation to AO2 is best described as
‘Some analysis of ways meanings are shaped’ (L3).
The response sits near the top of Level 3, and was given a mark of 15. There is room for development in relation to all four
assessment objectives: the candidate would benefit most from acquiring more specialist knowledge about language and a wider
range of terminology, from practising the skill of putting texts back into their original contexts, and finding connections that lend
themselves to sustained exploration through analysis.
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