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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/171201-specification-accredited-as-level-
gce-level-english-literature-h072.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.

For the purposes of this resource, we have used ten 
candidate scripts, which we have broken down and grouped 
as responses to individual questions. Please see below the 
overall marks each of those ten candidates received:

Script 1 (comprising of all Exemplar 1 responses) – 57 marks

Script 2 (comprising of all Exemplar 2 responses) – 52 marks

Script 3 (comprising of all Exemplar 3 responses) – 46 marks 

Script 4 (comprising of all Exemplar 4 responses) – 35 marks

Script 5 (comprising of all Exemplar 5 responses) – 58 marks

Script 6 (comprising of all Exemplar 6 responses) – 46 marks

Script 7 (comprising of all Exemplar 7 responses) – 54 marks

Script 8 (comprising of all Exemplar 8 responses) – 36 marks

https://www.ocr.org.uk/Images/171201-specification-accredited-as-level-gce-level-english-literature-h072.pdf
https://www.ocr.org.uk/Images/171201-specification-accredited-as-level-gce-level-english-literature-h072.pdf
https://www.ocr.org.uk/Images/171201-specification-accredited-as-level-gce-level-english-literature-h072.pdf
https://interchange.ocr.org.uk/Home.mvc/Index
https://interchange.ocr.org.uk/Home.mvc/Index
http://www.ocr.org.uk/administration/support-and-tools/interchange/managing-user-accounts/
http://www.ocr.org.uk/administration/support-and-tools/interchange/managing-user-accounts/
http://www.ocr.org.uk/administration/support-and-tools/interchange/managing-user-accounts/
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Question 1(a)

Exemplar 1	 Level 6, 28 marks

Section 1 – Drama
Private Lives

9/7/2018 Print Script
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Examiner commentary
The candidate’s brief introduction makes explicit the tempestuous nature of Amanda and Elyot’s relationship but argues that it is this 
passion which forms the foundation of the pairing (AO1). 

The opening analysis of the reunion is somewhat awkwardly expressed with the reference to stichomythia and Pinter appearing 
bolted into the discussion rather than driving it (AO2, AO5). 

The subsequent assertion of Coward’s purpose to communicate the importance of love, however, is more persuasive (AO3) as is the 
development of an argument that Coward’s apparent preference for Amanda and Elyot reveals something of his attitude towards 
tradition (AO1, AO3). This argument is presented with close attention to language and sound understanding of the positioning of 
the play in a moment in time (AO2, AO3). The entrapment that Amanda and Elyot feel in their respective partnerships is also very 
usefully connected to traditional mores (AO3) and the comment about the audience ‘rooting’ for them demonstrates an awareness 
of the dramatic life of the text (AO2).

The candidate’s focus on audience response develops further in their discussion of Act 2 where the liberality of the characters 
is explored and apt critical material supports the discussion (AO5). The argument strengthens as it explores a range of possible 
interpretations of the characters’ breaking of social convention and the conclusion that Coward encourages his audience to ‘let go of 
social propriety’ is an interesting stance (AO5).

Overall this response builds into a thoughtful and well-illustrated discussion of the quote prompt. Focus is always more on the 
couple than on the role of Amanda but the thoughtful use of critical and contextual material to consider audience response is 
sound.
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Question 2(b)

Exemplar 2	 Level 6, 26 marks

A Streetcar Named Desire

9/7/2018 Print Script
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Examiner commentary
The candidate opens the discussion with a detailed consideration of Stanley and the contextual factors influencing the 
characterisation of this ‘gaudy seed-bearer.’ Whilst written expression is sometimes awkward, there is a tentative approach 
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throughout, which recognises the dilemma that audiences often face with Stanley and the sympathy generated by his sobbing for 
Stella is contrasted well to the ‘vicious cycle’ he has created for himself (AO1, AO2).

Blanches’ metaphorical death is given similar treatment and her tragic decline is set against the opening discussion of Stanley’s 
behaviour. Her presentation as an ‘elitist’ is considered as having detrimental effect on the sympathy that the audience is able to feel 
for her as is her ‘lazy racism.’

Apt critical detail is employed alongside the candidate’s very valid assertions (AO5) and the candidate briefly considers the play’s 
recent dramatic interpretation on stage. 

Overall, the response is succinct, not falling into the trap of weaker students who tend not to be as economical with the discussion. 
There are flaws in expression and the contextual detail is a little awkwardly inserted but there are some moments of excellent 
understanding of characterisation and the structure of the argument is precise (AO1).

Exemplar 3	 Level 5, 24 marks

9/7/2018 Print Script
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Examiner commentary
Opening with a very generalised introduction, the candidate proceeds to take a well-trodden route through this question, to invoke 
the faults and virtues of both characters before deciding on the worst offender (AO1).

Stanley’s dominance is argued to present him negatively with close attention paid to his actions and related stage directions and to 
Blanche’s description of him as ‘executioner’ (AO2). Interpretations are clear throughout and supported by straightforward references 
to unattributed critical material (AO5). Blanche’s white innocence is similarly explored as is her unveiling as an ill-concealed hypocrite 
(AO5). Both characters are securely rooted in the discussion to their time and place (AO3).

Ultimately, the candidate falls in on Blanche’s side citing Stanley’s brutality towards Stella and Mitch’s treatment of her which 
compounds the patriarchal violence. Despite her flaws, this candidate decides that Williams makes it ‘easier’ to take sides with 
Blanche, having offered a clear rationale for such a conclusion (AO1, AO5) that is supported by solid textual evidence throughout 
(AO2).
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Exemplar 4	 Level 4, 17 marks
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Examiner commentary
The candidate offers a sound consideration of Stanley as ‘animalistic’ and a man of his time and there is a straightforward 
understanding of characterisation: ‘Stanley does not like to keep things hidden’, (AO5). Blanche is contrasted to him as the Southern 
Belle but analysis is straightforward and naively expressed with Blanche interpreted as a ‘classy and sweet lady’ (AO5) before her 
decline. 

The dramatic presentation of Blanche through plastic theatre is awkwardly expressed but there is competent understanding 
that lighting and staging is used to construct meaning and that references to light in the play hold significance (AO2). Blanche’s 
characterisation is similarly understood and contrasted to Stanley and interpretations of character that are offered are always valid 
and usually supported by apt textual detail (AO2).

The contextual influences on the play are straightforwardly considered but references are often quite generalised (AO3).

Overall, the candidate constructs a straightforward assessment of each character in response to the question prompt but does not 
ultimately make a choice between the two. Written expression is awkward at times (AO1). 
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Question 3(b)

Exemplar 5	 Level 6, 30 marks

The Homecoming

9/7/2018 Print Script
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Examiner commentary
The response sets up a strong argument in the introduction, with the suggestion that Ruth feels ‘perfectly at home’ picking up 
immediately on the nuances of the question prompts (AO1) and the reflection that her ‘disregard for her married life’ is striking for 
the audience, sets up a sophisticated interplay between audience and character as they struggle to understand her motives.

The analysis throughout is sophisticated (AO5). Commencing with an impressive reference to Robert Ardrey’s theories regarding 
animal and human behaviour, the candidate presents Ruth’s marriage to Teddy as untenable and, therefore, her final decision is 
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rendered comprehensible (AO1). The ‘fractured’ marriage is explored with neither character apparently able to say anything positive 
in its defence. Ruth’s experience as ‘barren’ is compared to Teddy’s use of the word ‘stimulating,’ with close attention paid to Pinter’s 
selection of language (AO2).

The candidate argues that Ruth’s arrival is a return home to her ‘sexual past’. The trip to Venice as a final attempt to save the marriage 
is forensically examined through Teddy and Ruth’s language but its failure means her decision to settle with Max and boys really 
does make sense (AO1). Ruth’s physical and linguistic dominance of ‘Leonard’ is seen as further support that she is more at home in 
London and the bargain she strikes is excellently delineated as being the result of her converting her assets into marketable stock 
(AO5, AO1).

Generic conventions are understood and implied throughout a reading of the play as ‘absurdist’ (AO3) and references to Teddy and 
Ruth’s behaviour as ‘surreal’ support this understanding.

The response is strongly argued throughout but appropriately employs tentative language. The argument is taut and impressive 
and, whilst a stronger sense of the dramatic presentation of the text would have been possible within the framework presented, this 
persuasively-constructed essay does more than enough to achieve full marks.
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Question 4(b)

Exemplar 6	 Level 5, 23 marks

The History Boys

9/7/2018 Print Script
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Examiner commentary
The candidate’s introduction loosely frames the discussion in relation to Hector but does not address explicitly the prompt to discuss 
whether he is in any way ‘ideal’ (AO1). The character is framed within a contextual understanding which is broad rather than specific 
(AO3) but engages usefully with the ‘purpose of education’ angle in relation to Hector’s style.

Textual detail is at times descriptive – Hector, for example, ‘is constantly quoting famous writers and philosophers’ – but the 
understanding of characterisation is clear. Hector ‘sees himself as a religious leader,’ for example (AO5). Hector is also framed through 
the dislike shown towards him of the Headmaster and so there is an inferred sense of his role as acting counter to or against a 
tradition (AO1, AO5).

As for the majority of responses offered on this question, Hector’s faults are outlined in contrast to any perceived goodness he may 
offer (AO5). The response deals with his characterisation rather than really drilling down into any role Bennett may have conceived 
for him. There is clear communication throughout but the discussion is not driven by any sense of dramatic presentation and offers 
generalised textual detail rather than an exploration rooted in textual knowledge (AO2).
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Question 5(a)

Exemplar 7	 Level 6, 27 marks

That Face 

9/7/2018 Print Script
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Examiner commentary
The candidate opens with a discussion of Hugh and his respective relationships with his children which demonstrate a ‘rigidity’, 
picking up on the implication in the question that parents can disappoint or fail (AO1). The candidate demonstrates awareness of 
the dramatic nature of the text with Mia’s tears generating potential audience sympathy and shaping their broader response to the 
play (AO2, AO5). Analysis is, at times, almost naïve but the close attention to language such as ‘duty free’ is fruitful and – at times – 
rewarding (AO2).

Martha’s relationship with Mia is explored and contrasted to the almost romantic nature of her relationship with her son (AO5). 
Some textual detail is offered but the discussion tends to rely more on interpretation than detailed textual analysis. The ‘toxic co-
dependency’ of Martha’s relationship with her son is fluently considered and the response concludes with a summary that identifies 
Stenham’s criticism of absent and flawed parenting (AO3, AO5).
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Question 6(a)

Exemplar 8	 Level 4, 18 marks

Jerusalem
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Examiner commentary
The candidate’s introduction grapples with the prompt of ‘going too far’ but is disparate in its execution, offering fragments rather 
than a clearly constructed argument.

The candidate explores the presentation of Ginger and his relationship with Johnny but the argument about how Ginger 
contributes to the idea of ‘going too far’ in terms of dishonesty is not clearly articulated (AO1). The meeting at which members of 
the Flintock community criticise Johnny is cited, with Johnny’s reported behaviour ‘going too far’ in its disorderliness (AO5). The 
suggestion that Johnny is dishonest with himself is a stronger interpretation, although the development of this point loses focus 
(AO1, AO5).

The candidate also offers opposition to the premise that the play goes too far in its celebration of disorderliness. The process of 
‘hedging bets’ by offering both sides of an argument can weaken what argument is offered. Whilst it is more than possible to present 
the range of potential interpretations within a response, candidates are well served if they are able to construct an argument around 
a firm point of view (AO1).

There is evidence of contextual knowledge but it is bolted on rather than woven into the discussion (Dale Farm, Lord of Misrule) and 
there is little sense of how this context influences and informs the text (AO3).

Ultimately, the candidate offers a competent argument that the characters in the play go too far in their behaviour. Whilst the 
written style is awkward, there is competent textual knowledge and a competent attempt to respond to the full implications of the 
question prompt (AO1).
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Question 7

Exemplar 5	 Level 6, 28 marks

Section 2 – Prose
The Great Gatsby

9/7/2018 Print Script
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Examiner commentary
The candidate’s response sets up the argument from the perspective of the set text only but offers lucid and precise analysis of 
the character of Gatsby’s dream (AO1) and is underpinned throughout by understanding of the significance of context to the text 
(AO3). The argument becomes more sophisticated where the purpose of Fitzgerald’s portrayal of dreams is explored, with the 
consideration that this is not merely a didactic tale.

The candidate draws comparison to the extract identifying the common desire of Gatsby and Harry to wish to repeat the past and 
their common delusional idealism which sets up unrealistic expectations (AO4). The narration also offers a point of comparison with 
the apparent objectivity of both narrators being considered (AO4).

Throughout, the candidate demonstrates superb knowledge of the set text and employs a real wealth of textual detail from it (AO2). 
Comparison is the weakness in this response. The candidate is clearly very able, but the argument is unbalanced in its treatment 
of set text and extract. It is hard to argue that the discussion of Gatsby does not warrant a mark in Level 6 because of the ease and 
skilful discussion offered, but a mark stronger in the band would reflect a more fulsome comparative approach that made better use 
of the extract offered.

Exemplar 7	 Level 6, 27 marks

9/7/2018 Print Script
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Examiner commentary
The response is framed by sound understanding that both Gatsby and Harry are similarly driven by their dreams (AO4). The 
respective involvement of each narrative voice is contrasted with the candidate usefully noting that both narrators offer quasi-
objectivity whilst resonating with an underlying bias towards the object of their discussion (AO4).

Both Harry and Gatsby are understood to have held their dreams for long periods (AO4). Harry’s plans for marriage are 
contextualised within the desires of the American dream and compared to the assumptions that Gatsby makes regarding Daisy 
(AO3, AO4). Similarly, the distance of both girls to their potential partners is usefully contrasted with comparison between the green 
light and the distance of the girl from Lost Lake (AO4). The discussion also offers close attention to language with a consideration of 
the contrast between the characters demanding but romantic presentation (AO2).

Throughout, the candidate offers detailed, well-illustrated and comparative discussion. This response is really driven by links and 
connections and makes fulsome use of these to explore the meanings that are shaped in both set text and extract (AO4). The 
candidate understands that both characters are men ‘of their time’, driven as they are by the economic imperative of the American 
dream and the underlying pursuit of desires that this generated (AO3).

Exemplar 2	 Level 6, 26 marks

9/7/2018 Print Script
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Examiner commentary
Four dreams are cited in the introduction including Harry’s dream from the extract and so a workmanlike order frames the overall 
discussion.

The candidate’s analysis firstly draws a comparison between Harry’s possession of rings and Gatsby’s transmutation of the green 
light to a symbol dripping with significance (AO4). Much knowledge of the set text is communicated in this opening analysis but it is 
rather loosely strung together and not tied as tightly as it could be to the question prompt or focus on comparison (AO1, AO4). 

Myrtle’s pursuit of her dream is outlined with detailed reference to the set text and her relation to consumerism is connected to the 
extract’s focus on materialism. Tom’s role in shattering her dream is fluently argued (AO1).

Overall the candidate demonstrates good knowledge of the set text which they handle well but this response does not handle the 
comparison fulsomely and rather ignores the extract to the detriment of the overall response. 

Candidates will not be able to reach the higher marks in the mark scheme where the comparison prompt is largely disregarded and, 
whilst this response nods at the extract, it feels unbalanced in its handling of the material (AO4).
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Question 8

Exemplar 8	 Level 4, 18 marks

The Bloody Chamber and Other Stories
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Examiner commentary
Although clumsily expressed, the candidate opens their discussion with the suggestion that there is an intimate connection 
between violence and beauty within the set text (AO1). A simple link is made between the troll’s appetite for blood and the Marquis 
of the title story (AO4) and the use of the knife in ‘The Werewolf’ is considered with simplistic and somewhat general reference to 
second wave feminism (AO1, AO3). The physical violence of the Count in ‘Snow Child’ is offered and contrasted to the physical act 
of the troll eating the lady (AO4) and there is a simple sense that both texts present predatory males. In summary, the candidate 
successfully draws brief links between set text and extract and manages to cover a range of the stories from the set collection.

Points tend to be simplistic identification of evidence of violence which was a feature of many weaker responses to this text (AO1). It 
isn’t merely enough to cite examples. Candidates should be encouraged to consider the presentations and representations at work 
and to develop their analysis beyond a ‘spotting’ approach (AO1).
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Question 9

Exemplar 1	 Level 6, 29 marks

Nineteen Eighty-Four
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Examiner commentary
The candidate tackles the comparative nature of the task from the outset, setting out the emotional deprivation caused in 
totalitarian regimes as existing in both set text and extract (AO4).

The forbidden nature of both relationships is considered (AO4) with close attention paid to Orwell’s purpose in presenting the effect 
of control on the individual (AO3). A sensitive reading of the unseen material and the fragile nature of the relationship it offers is 
presented (AO2) and is contextualised with thoughtful consideration of Orwell’s satirical response to the controlling nature of Hitler’s 
regime. The surveillance mechanisms and their impact are explored in both set text and extract (AO4) with apt textual detail to 
support. The hectic lifestyle of THX is similarly contrasted to the ‘scurrying masses’ and to Winston’s isolation in the ‘monstrous world’ 
he inhabits.

The concluding warning that both writers have something prescient to say about post-modern living is insightful (AO2, AO3). In 
summary, the response is excellent in its focus on comparison and in its consideration of context.

Exemplar 4	 Level 4, 18 marks

2/15/2019 Print Script
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Examiner commentary
The candidate makes the straightforward link that characters in both extract and set text are being controlled because they are 
‘unable to have their own identity’ (AO4). There is lengthy consideration of the connections between 1984 and Nazi Germany, but 
the connection between this and the ‘body’s relationship with the mind’ is not entirely successful (AO1, AO3). The relationship 
between characters in 1984 and the party are considered through Orwell’s use of technology but the point about technology within 
the extract is very undeveloped (AO1, AO4). A stronger point is made regarding the fear of rule-breaking (AO1). There is a simple link 
identifying that both protagonists of the set text and the extract have romantic relationships (AO4) but again the impact on these is 
only lightly considered.

Overall, the candidate understands the comparative nature of the task but the focus on relationships is not always kept central to the 
response (AO1, AO4).
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Question 10

Exemplar 6	 Level 5, 23 marks

Mrs Dalloway
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Examiner commentary
The candidate opens by setting up a clear comparison in the introduction – that both texts deal with love that has lasting and 
profound impacts (AO1, AO4).

The lasting impact of the kiss Helen experiences is considered through the language of fantasy (AO2) and contrasted to Clarissa’s 
romantic kiss with Sally Seton (AO4) although the context in relation to same-sex relationships is rather awkwardly explored. 
Attitudes towards love are also contrasted with Clarissa’s ‘cold contact’ reflecting a scepticism about what love can offer in 
comparison to the ‘collisions’ referred to in Forster’s extract (AO4).

The response is brief but comparative and clear throughout, offering useful examples to illustrate clear points of comparison and 
contrast.
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Question 11

Exemplar 3	 Level 5, 22 marks

The Reluctant Fundamentalist
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Examiner commentary
The candidate frames their comparison of set text and extract through the differing responses of individuals to terrorism, contrasting 
Changez’ response to that of Abdullah’s protagonist in the extract. Changez’ response to America pre- and post-9/11 is considered 
and is then compared to the immigrant’s response which sickens her soul (AO4). The detrimental effects of terrorism are very briefly 
explored in the final paragraph of the extract and more fulsomely considered in discussion of Hamid’s novel.

Close attention is paid to the language of the set text (AO2) and the contextual background of American imperialism supports the 
discussion, framing responses to Hamid’s protagonist (AO3).

Overall, the response demonstrates good knowledge of the set text but does not fully exploit the links and comparisons, offering 
only brief consideration of the extract (AO4).
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