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Introduction 

Our examiners’ reports are produced to offer constructive feedback on candidates’ performance in the 

examinations. They provide useful guidance for future candidates.  

The reports will include a general commentary on candidates’ performance, identify technical aspects 

examined in the questions and highlight good performance and where performance could be improved. 

A selection of candidate answers is also provided. The reports will also explain aspects which caused 

diff iculty and why the diff iculties arose, whether through a lack of knowledge, poor examination 

technique, or any other identif iable and explainable reason. 

Where overall performance on a question/question part was considered good, with no particular areas to 

highlight, these questions have not been included in the report.  

A full copy of the question paper and the mark scheme can be downloaded from OCR. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Would you prefer a Word version?  

Did you know that you can save this PDF as a Word file using Acrobat Professional?  

Simply click on File > Export to and select Microsoft Word 

(If you have opened this PDF in your browser you will need to save it f irst. Simply right click anywhere on 
the page and select Save as . . . to save the PDF. Then open the PDF in Acrobat Professional.)  

If you do not have access to Acrobat Professional there are a number of free applications available that 
will also convert PDF to Word (search for PDF to Word converter).  
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Paper 1 series overview 

H070/01 is one of two examination units for the AS Level examination for GCE English Language. This 

unit requires candidates to apply their knowledge of linguistic terms, context and theory to unseen texts 

firstly as a single text analysis, and then a comparison. To do well on this paper, candidates need to be 

comfortable applying their knowledge and understanding to unseen texts.  

The paper was accessible and appropriate for the range of candidates’ abilities and the majority of 

candidates were able to access the texts without any significant difficulties. Scripts were submitted from 

the bottom of Level 2 right up to the top of Level 6. 

Candidates appeared to use their time effectively on this paper; there was little evidence of candidates 

running out of time. Many responses provided evidence of effective time management suggesting that 

candidates are spending more time analysing the texts and planning their response rather than writing, 

which generally leads to more analytical responses 

The questions were data-driven, and the questions were clear and specific. Question 1 was focused on 

analysing a single text and Question 2 was focused on comparing two different texts. Most candidates 

focused on what the question specified. 

Candidates generally used linguistic terminology accurately across the various language levels, although 

there was some confusion between types of adjective, types of adverb and types of verb. Some 

candidates attempted to analyse ‘patterns’ in order to get into the higher bands but not all candidates did 

this effectively with many not explaining why the pattern was used or analysing the impact.  

 

 

 

 

Candidates who did well on this paper 

generally: 

Candidates who did less well on this 

paper generally:  

• gave equal weighting to both texts in 

Question 2 

• used terminology accurately 

• analysed patterns within texts 

• made perceptive links to context. 

 
 

• labelled features incorrectly  

• offered over-generalised conclusions 
about audience and purpose  

• offered simplistic judgements about 
context 

• made general points not explicitly linked to 
linguistic evidence 

• did not support responses with examples 
from the text 

• were narrow in their consideration of 
features. 
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Question 1 

All candidates understood the purpose and audience of the text which seemed to be accessible to 

candidates at all achievement levels. 

Many candidates understood the purpose of the text, its intended audience and how it aimed to 

formulate a synthetic relationship with the audience. In considering the construction of this relationship, 

centres are reminded to encourage candidates to insert their conceptual knowledge with a light touch – 

less successful responses often overstated learned knowledge such as Grice’s maxims, which were 

irrelevant, and Fairclough’s theories at the expense of retaining precise focus on data analysis.  

Candidates wrote at length about the conventions of the genre, with high level candidates understanding 

the nuances of the genre and lower level candidates tending to apply a formulaic approach or a check 

list approach to what constitutes an effective opinion article, which was not relevant or effectively linked 

to the data. 

In terms of how candidates approached the text, many used an effective structure focusing on each 

language level in turn. More successful responses were able to link language levels and explain how one 

feature had been reinforced by another, for example, as opposed to simply considering each language 

method in isolation. 

Fewer students are using GASP [Genre, Audience, Subject, Purpose] introductions, which is a positive 

development as they are redundant, as context should be embedded into the main answer as opposed 

to be analysed or identif ied in isolation. 

In terms of lexis, high level candidates successfully identif ied patterns and semantic fields while linking 

such features effectively to context. Successful candidates linked the persuasive techniques employed in 

the text to types of power. Successful candidates also ensured they analysed word classes in detail such 

as types of adverb, verb, noun and adjective. Most students confidently analysed adjectives, nouns, 

pronouns, and register, and linked them to context, while weaker students tended to describe basic 

features such as monosyllabic/polysyllabic lexis, colloquialisms and hyperbole without linking them to 

context. Less successful candidates described a ‘semantic field of websites’ or a ‘semantic field of 

negative lexis’ with little or no exemplification or link to context. Some students over relied on ‘high 

frequency’ and ‘low frequency’ lexis which little analysis of how this affected the text. Less successful 

candidates identif ied linguistic features but provided no exemplification.  

In terms of syntax analysis this was not as strong as last year. Higher level students effectively analysed 

the impact of syntactical variation in terms of sentence types, clause type and clause order with some 

analysing sentence function in terms of form and function, e.g. indirect imperatives. While many students 

successfully analysed conditionals, other students tended to describe sentences with no links to context. 

Some students got overwhelmed with trying to identify parts of clauses. 

It has been said before in examiner reports for this component that the best responses to this task 

always seek to work from the text outwards, rather than fitting the text to pre -learned knowledge or 

frameworks. It was impressive to see the range which some students covered, when they only had 

around 30 minutes to write their response. Many responses considered a number of language levels and 

found valid and often interesting comments to make. 
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Exemplar 1  
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This is a good response at the lower end of Level 6. The candidate does not waste time with a GASP 

introduction and begins the analysis immediately. 

The answer is effective because it is well structured and provides a systematic analysis  of language 

features across the language levels, rather than a basic line by line approach which would be a lower-

level response.  
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The answer identif ies and acknowledges the typical discourse structure of this text type and links it 

effectively to adjacency pairs, which is a typical speech feature but highlights that the candidate is aware 

of the mixed mode genre of the text. The candidate exemplifies points and embeds quotes with skill and 

precision. The candidate consistently and effectively links language to context as evidenced at the end of 

the paragraphs. 

The candidate begins the response with an analysis of modality (word classes in detail) which is linked to 

the sentence mood of declaratives. The answer goes well beyond feature spotting and effectively links 

language to context with an analysis of how modality is used to sound assured which is further linked to 

the text’s purpose to sound knowledgeable and confident, which is further linked to the text’s audience. 

The candidate explores patterns through the feature of listing. The candidate links the feature to context 

with a strong analysis of purpose, impact on audience and the creative writing genre. 

The answer is well structured, effectively communicated and covers a range of language points in a 

systematic manner. Labelling of terminology is accurate. 

This response achieved marks in Level 6 for both AO1 and AO3.   

 

Question 2  

Both texts addressed the issue of food. Text B is a transcript from Farming Today and Text C is an 

article from a website. Most candidates understood the differences between the two, obviously in terms 

of genre, but also regarding audience, purpose and point of view.  

Successful candidates provided a balance between similarities and differences and went beyond the 

literal, in that they compared context and language by providing examples from the text. Successful 

candidates were able to compare and contrast how the issue was represented and provided no personal 

opinions, approaching each text objectively. 

Successful candidates were able to compare the obvious speech versus writing difference between the 

texts by focusing on aspects of speech and conversation in Text B then comparing such features to the 

conventional written features of C. However, more successful candidates were able to link such factors 

to audience, purpose and elements of planning, rather than comparing context individually.  

Successful candidates based their comparison on the language levels of pragmatics, lexis/semantics, 

grammar/syntax, and least successfully of all, phonology. Many candidates wrote about patterns with the 

most successful able to exemplify across the text and analyse the intended purpose and impact of such 

patterns, whereas less successful candidates would simply describe a pattern and provide little or no 

analysis or exemplification.  
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Successful candidates analysed the concepts of power without overdoing it. Successful candidates 

wrote well about the conventions of speech within the context of Text A, with some analyse of politeness 

principles in some detail.  

Successful candidates went beyond the spoken versus written, audience and purpose contexts with a 

detailed analysis of mode and genre and other subtle contexts such as representations of farming and 

stereotypes, which differentiated higher performing candidates. 

Some candidates analysed persuasion in relation to the research of Fairclough with mixed success as 

some candidates simply described what he found and presented the research as an add-on to the end of 

the paragraph, whereas stronger candidates were able to embed his theories and link directly to 

language. 

Less successful candidates focused too much on gender differences within the transcript with a detailed 

analysis of gender theories and models, with limited success as this tended to distract the candidates 

from the language. 

Some candidates provided basic literal comparisons with few exemplifications or links to context. The 

less successful candidates tended to describe more than analyse the language features and offered a 

formulaic, basic comparison. 

Many candidates wrote about the Gricean Maxims and most of the time this did not illuminate the text as 

it was basic, descriptive and formulaic. Candidates attempting to apply gender theory did so with mixed 

success with more successful candidates using the theory to illuminate and analyse the data rather than 

the simply adding it as a token comment at the end. 

Previous examiners’ reports have highlighted the most successful approaches to this challenging 

comparative task. Candidates who track discourse, comparing beginning, middle and end, often achieve 

balanced coverage of both texts. The formulaic listing of language levels is as unhelpful for Question 2 

as it is for Question 1, particularly as this generates an approach that merely identif ies what one text has 

which the other lacks. Insightful comparisons are often generated by highlighting a shared contextual 

factor, such as the audience’s engagement with the news, for example , and then considering how the 

specific linguistic features in the text manipulate, construct or impact, that engagement.  
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Exemplar 2 
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This is from a good Level 6 response. The candidate does not waste time with a GASP introduction and 

goes straight into the analysis. 

The answer is effective because it is well structured and provides a systematic analysis, rather than a 

basic line by line approach which would be a lower level response. The answer identif ies and 

acknowledges the typical discourse structure of this text type and links it effectively to context. The 

candidate exemplifies points and embeds quotes with skill and precision. The candidate consistently and 

effectively links language to context as evidenced at the end of the paragraphs.  

All points are exemplified and linked to context. The candidate compares a range of relevant contexts 

such as elements of planning, audience, purpose, genre and relationships. 

In terms of language features, the candidate first analyses the mixed register of the texts and notes that 

there are mixed registers within the texts, which is a high level skill. The candidate then moves on to 

humour, colloquialisms and non-fluency features. Relevant concepts such as synthetic personalisation 

are integrated and analysed effectively. 

The answer is well structured, effectively communicated and covers a range of language points in a 

systematic manner. Labelling of terminology is accurate. 

This response achieved full marks in Level 6 for both AO1 and AO3.   
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Exemplar 3 
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This response achieved marks in Level 4 for AO1, AO4 and AO3. The level of comparison lacks detail 

and is not developed, particularly in relation to language features. 

Compared with Exemplar 2, the response did not address the key contexts of the texts and is essentially 

pointing out what is obvious. 
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The first comparison is centred around the basic speech and writing differences between the texts with 

some focus on stress and repetition. The next comparisons are around ‘descriptive lexis’ with a lack 

precise terminology used standing out as a weakness here. Also, linguistic labelling is not always 

accurate with the auxiliary ‘is’ being incorrectly labelled as a modal verb. 

The candidate then focused on puns, tone, jargon, and the question-and-answer structure with some 

exemplification and links to basic context, before writing a paragraph on Grice, which was not entirely 

convincing.  

The comparisons are somewhat limited in that they only essentially focus on speech versus writing. The 

candidate does compare some contexts, albeit in an inconsistent and not fully developed way.  

The candidate shows awareness of concepts and linguistic labelling is accurate. It is the narrowness and 

lack of development which keep this mid band. 

 

 

 



Supporting you
Teach 
Cambridge

Make sure you visit our secure website Teach Cambridge to find the full 
range of resources and support for the subjects you teach. This includes 
secure materials such as set assignments and exemplars, online and 
on-demand training.

Don’t have access? If your school or college teaches any OCR 
qualifications, please contact your exams officer. You can forward them 
this link to help get you started.

Reviews of 
marking

If any of your students’ results are not as expected, you may wish to 
consider one of our post-results services. For full information about the 
options available visit the OCR website.

Access to 
Scripts

We've made it easier for Exams Officers to download copies of your 
candidates' completed papers or 'scripts'. Your centre can use these 
scripts to decide whether to request a review of marking and to support 
teaching and learning.

Our free, on-demand service, Access to Scripts is available via our 
single sign-on service, My Cambridge. Step-by-step instructions are on 
our website.

Keep up-to-date We send a monthly bulletin to tell you about important updates. You can 
also sign up for your subject specific updates. If you haven’t already, 
sign up here.

OCR  
Professional 
Development

Attend one of our popular professional development courses to hear 
directly from a senior assessor or drop in to a Q&A session. Most of our 
courses are delivered live via an online platform, so you can attend from 
any location.

Please find details for all our courses for your subject on Teach 
Cambridge. You'll also find links to our online courses on NEA marking 
and support.

Signed up for 
ExamBuilder?

ExamBuilder is a free test-building platform, providing unlimited users 
exclusively for staff at OCR centres with an Interchange account. 

Choose from a large bank of questions to build personalised tests and 
custom mark schemes, with the option to add custom cover pages to 
simulate real examinations. You can also edit and download complete 
past papers.

Find out more.

Active Results Review students’ exam performance with our free online results analysis 
tool. It is available for all GCSEs, AS and A Levels and Cambridge 
Nationals (examined units only).

Find out more.

You will need an Interchange account to access our digital products. If you do not have an 
Interchange account please contact your centre administrator (usually the Exams Officer) to request 
a username, or nominate an existing Interchange user in your department.

https://teachcambridge.org/landing
https://www.ocr.org.uk/administration/support-and-tools/my-cambridge/index.aspx
https://www.ocr.org.uk/administration/support-and-tools/my-cambridge/index.aspx
http://ocr.org.uk/administration/stage-5-post-results-services/enquiries-about-results/
https://www.ocr.org.uk/administration/support-and-tools/access-to-scripts/
https://www.ocr.org.uk/qualifications/email-updates/
https://exambuilder.ocr.org.uk/
https://interchange.ocr.org.uk/
https://ocr.org.uk/qualifications/past-paper-finder/exambuilder/
http://ocr.org.uk/activeresults


Need to get in touch?

If you ever have any questions about OCR 
qualifications or services (including administration, 
logistics and teaching) please feel free to get in touch 
with our customer support centre. 

Call us on 
01223 553998

Alternatively, you can email us on
support@ocr.org.uk

For more information visit
 ocr.org.uk/qualifications/resource-finder
 ocr.org.uk
 facebook.com/ocrexams
 twitter.com/ocrexams
 instagram.com/ocrexaminations
 linkedin.com/company/ocr
 youtube.com/ocrexams

We really value your feedback

Click to send us an autogenerated email about  
this resource. Add comments if you want to.  
Let us know how we can improve this resource or 
what else you need. Your email address will not be 
used or shared for any marketing purposes. 

          I like this

I dislike this

I dislike this

Please note – web links are correct at date 
of publication but other websites may 
change over time. If you have any problems 
with a link you may want to navigate to that 
organisation’s website for a direct search.

OCR is part of Cambridge University Press & Assessment, a department of the University of Cambridge. 

For staff training purposes and as part of our quality assurance programme your call may be recorded or monitored. © OCR 2024 Oxford Cambridge and 
RSA Examinations is a Company Limited by Guarantee. Registered in England. Registered office The Triangle Building, Shaftesbury Road, Cambridge, CB2 8EA.  
Registered company number 3484466. OCR is an exempt charity.

OCR operates academic and vocational qualifications regulated by Ofqual, Qualifications Wales and CCEA as listed in their qualifications registers including A Levels, 
GCSEs, Cambridge Technicals and Cambridge Nationals.

OCR provides resources to help you deliver our qualifications. These resources do not represent any particular teaching method we expect you to use. We update 
our resources regularly and aim to make sure content is accurate but please check the OCR website so that you have the most up to date version. OCR cannot be 
held responsible for any errors or omissions in these resources.

Though we make every effort to check our resources, there may be contradictions between published support and the specification, so it is important that you 
always use information in the latest specification. We indicate any specification changes within the document itself, change the version number and provide a 
summary of the changes. If you do notice a discrepancy between the specification and a resource, please contact us.

You can copy and distribute this resource in your centre, in line with any specific restrictions detailed in the resource. Resources intended for teacher use should not 
be shared with students. Resources should not be published on social media platforms or other websites.

OCR acknowledges the use of the following content: N/A

Whether you already offer OCR qualifications, are new to OCR or are thinking about switching, you can request more information using our Expression of Interest form.

Please get in touch if you want to discuss the accessibility of resources we offer to support you in delivering our qualifications. 

https://www.ocr.org.uk/qualifications/resource-finder/
https://ocr.org.uk/
https://www.facebook.com/ocrexams/
https://twitter.com/ocrexams
http://instagram.com/ocrexaminations
https://www.linkedin.com/company/ocr
https://www.youtube.com/user/ocrexams
mailto:resources.feedback%40ocr.org.uk?subject=I%20like%20the%20Summer%202024%20Examiners%27%20report%20AS%20Level%20English%20Language%20H070/01
mailto:resources.feedback%40ocr.org.uk?subject=I%20dislike%20the%20Summer%202024%20Examiners%27%20report%20AS%20Level%20English%20Language%20H070/01
mailto:resources.feedback%40ocr.org.uk?subject=
http://www.ocr.org.uk/expression-of-interest
mailto:resources.feedback%40ocr.org.uk?subject=

	Contents
	Introduction
	Paper 1 series overview
	Question 1
	Exemplar 1

	Question 2
	Exemplar 2
	Exemplar 3





