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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 

The format of this paper is well established and the sense of analysing and producing texts complements 

each other neatly. However, candidates need to be careful with their time as Section A carries 30/50 

marks and the Section B alternatives a lesser proportion (20/50). It was observed this session that a 

number of candidates produced a short response for Section B or if they did manage a good length that 

their writing could have been more crafted and more consciously in pursuit of pleasing effects.   

Although it is a small cohort, performance was felt to be similar to previous years, and the paper as a 

whole challenges candidates to be focused and informed in their approach. 

 

Candidates who did well on this paper 

generally: 

Candidates who did less well on this paper 

generally:  

• gave sufficient time to each task 

• had a sense of completion to tasks 

• in Section A addressed all assessment 
objectives and were aware of the need for 
strong connections 

• in Section A treated both texts equally 

• had an organic style allowing for detail and 
overview 

• in Section B showed a firm sense of genre 

• in Section B kept in mind the need to show 
originality or at least creativity in terms of the 
writing produced 

• showed a sense of hybridity in analysing and 
producing texts. 

• often had a shorter response (usually Section B) 

• often had not finished their tasks 

• were uneven in terms of their Assessment 
Objective coverage; for instance, not really 
addressing comparison 

• In Section A usually were unbalanced towards the 
Biden-Frost interview 

• got bogged down in specifics but needed more 
shape to their answer 

• In Section B were only loosely addressing the 
task’s generic considerations 

• In Section B were more interested in context (AO3) 
than expertise in writing (AO5) 

• were quite fixed in terms of classifying texts and/or 
wrote without great purpose or flexibility. 
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Section A overview 

In Section A the two texts are pre-prepared but the task and specific texts for consideration only 

discerned on the day of the exam. Some candidates had issues organising their material anew and 

resorted to repeating knowledge rather than marshalling it towards the question and bearing in mind 

Assessment Objective weightings. 

 

Question 1 

This question is compulsory and carries more marks than the Section B options. It has a generic task 

format which will change only slightly, dependent on which texts from the Anthology are tested in the 

examination. However, the style of the question will essentially be the same from session to session , so 

the preparation will involve the linking of texts productively given AO4 is the dominant Assessment 

Objective. Centres could develop a bank of tasks and, once the texts have been explored individually, 

these tasks could be attempted with different combinations of texts in readiness for the exam. 

Here the two texts are both spoken and aimed at a listening audience, although there is the opportunity 

to strengthen answers by discussing primary and secondary audiences. For instance, the speech by 

Chief Joseph had a primary audience (President Rutherford B Hayes) but it was also for Native 

Americans; similarly, Joe Biden spoke to David Frost but there was a radio audience also attending to 

his words.  The awareness of these levels was a useful discriminator for answers to this task and, for the 

well prepared, an opportunity to shine – Chief Joseph had a translator so this facilitator would constitute 

another audience being addressed. 

Indeed, generally broad thematic or audience discussion points for one text should be applicable to the 

other prescribed text to ensure a cohesive response that satisfies the AO4 lead on the task. Some of 

these thematic links would be community, renunciation, identity, contemporary American concerns and 

so on. Often these are ways of addressing contextual matters as well providing opportunities to bring 

texts together in discussion. While there is no set way that a task like this should be handled, it is also 

important to realise that hanging an answer around the three bullet points could make for a rather 

pedestrian or self -limiting approach.  
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The features should work together so that in talking about genre (speeches concerned with national 

concerns) candidates also bring in context; the best candidates making fluent links between texts and 

avoiding segmenting material under the given three bullet points as though they are subheadings. In this 

way AO3 and AO4 can be seen to work in tandem and it is precisely this integrated organic approach 

that is the hallmark of strong candidates. 

AO2 is also an important Assessment Objective. Candidates have studied the texts, so they possess 

knowledge of how meaning has been created from their teaching and learning sessions. The real test is 

not just repeating what has been learnt and revised but organising apperceptions to make for fresh 

connections between the material (AO4) and achieving the right balance between concepts and 

terminology (AO1). Too often candidates write with one focus in mind when they need the deftness of 

approach where different Assessment Objectives participate in the discussion at pretty much the same 

time. 

This nimbleness applies to purpose as well. Biden is in an interview which has a number of aspects 

(information but also entertainment) and he is also interested in persuading the American public of his 

credentials. Candidates like to simplify matters. This can lead to clarity, but often works against 

developed discussion. Writing and speech are rarely one thing only: it is useful to give texts a broadscale 

classification, but then to move beyond this to an awareness of, and ability to discuss, hybridity.   

Analysing hybridity in the writing is certainly a profitable way into subtle and sophisticated close reading, 

but that same multivalency is relevant to unpicking the situation in which a text is produced. Chief 

Joseph’s speech is delivered but was pre-planned; Joe Biden’s answers are a response to Frost’s 

questions, but these programmes are rarely cold encounters – there will have been sharing of prompts 

and Biden would have an agenda, the articulation of which would be well rehearsed . Deftness in seeing 

and exploring these nuances is crucial to high level success, but lower down the mark scale to avoiding 

the crunch of over-simplif ication: candidates seeing the Chief Joseph text as written, for instance, 

because it is encountered as a text in an anthology. The speech was written up certainly, but it was 

delivered in a high-stakes arena with the speaker aware of the emotional and intellectual impact of his 

words. 

 

All texts in the Anthology should be equally prepared and the prescribed ones addressed 
equally in the examination 

Candidates often wrote more readily and at greater length on the Frost -Biden interview text, thereby 
creating an uneven approach to their answers. 
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Section B overview 

This section comparatively is worth fewer marks and so tends to be attempted second out of the two 

tasks which seems sensible, but this may also lead to it being attempted with dwindling time and a 

looseness of attack on the specifics of the task. Candidates understood what needed to be done in the 

main but did not hit all the bases in terms of focusing on key words that would have helped them more 

with genre or focusing the writing. It was also the case that more crafting would have reaped higher 

rewards. Admittedly this is diff icult with time pressure, but the AO5 dominance needed more 

consideration; candidates often relied on material that met the AO3 context strand of the Assessment 

Objectives because it was easier for them to include in terms of continuous writing. However, stress in 

the teaching on the sense of writing creatively and engagingly using a variety of constructions, avoiding 

cliché and employing some stand-out vocabulary or devices would pay dividends; similarly, asking 

candidates to do less automatic writing and to pause after each paragraph to gauge whether they are 

making the most of the opportunities to demonstrate their skills would seem a profitable way to offset the 

sense of writing at speed because the clock is ticking which many answers generated. 

 

Option overview 

There was some take-up for Questions two and three, but the vast majority selected Question four.  It 

was accessible, but it was not necessarily well done. Guidance to candidates on assessing the relative 

challenge of the tasks here would be of assistance. The first two of the three options probably contained 

more steer words/phrases and, if candidates have been well prepared for the non-fiction writing, these 

should be viewed as enabling rather than hurdles; the corollary of this is that a task that lends itself to 

less planning is more likely to give more of a shapeless impression and ramble somewhat rather than 

show control and direction. 

 

AO5 rather than AO3 is the dominant Assessment Objective 

There needs to be a strong sense of expertise – crafting and deliberately and consciously trying to 
create effects by writing choices rather than just broadly addressing the topic of the particular option.  
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Question 2 

If candidates are highlighting or underlining key words and ideas before committing to their writing, then 

this task has a number of words and phrases to channel thinking and provide structure: introductory, 

script, first episode, podcast, treating people alike, series, stories of people or events, equality . 

The aspect of an introduction to the scope of the series as a whole and previewing that particular day’s 

episode were not especially strong as features of the writing. The introduction directive often was 

interpreted as welcoming the audience so there were several responses which began along the lines of 

‘Hi, I’m Bob and this is Mabel’ and then Mabel would say hello too. Obviously, this has some merit, but it 

would help if we knew who Bob/Mabel/whoever are and, as they moved on, to tell us that they were 

dealing with equality and equitable treatment and why those areas as the foci of the podcast were so 

important. Too often this requisite was taken for granted. 

Podcast is a relatively new genre and perhaps somewhat embryonic so different notions of what this 

might entail were allowed, but the better candidates had a sense of hitting that brief rather than just 

writing some monologue/dialogue in script form. There was also the sense that the question lent itself 

somewhat to scripting, which was not something that penalised the candidates. Obviously, the podcast 

needs some welcoming pleasantries at the top of the show or when transitioning to a guest, but how 

much these would be scripted or allowed to provide a more naturalistic conversational element rather 

depends on the nature of the podcast attempted. It is the same territory as the Biden-Frost text for 

Section A: would everything be tied down fast, or would there be a sense of a semi-structured podcast? 

None of the answers to this task seized on the opportunity to show some more spontaneous speech and 

some that was clearly rehearsed. 

Treating people alike and equality were observable features in the work submitted, although they could 

get lost under too much exposition of situation. The targeting of what is essential in a short, pressured 

amount of time is again something on which teachers can give advice, 

The directive for stories of people or events was another feature that was present but rather loosely in 

many cases. One might have been expecting insight into the likes of Martin Luther King, Nelson Mandela 

and Emmeline Pankhurst, but they did not show up. Often there was a focus on one person, whose 

relevance to the topic was not spelt out. Time constraints perhaps played their part, but candidates 

missed the opportunity to preview later content – either in that podcast or future ones.  Similarly, the 

notion of ‘stories’ was not gripped. There were, however, some candidates who perhaps wrote for half an 

hour and what they provided was the entirety of the podcast which showed they had little sense of how 

many minutes a page of script might equate to and that for some the minute or two that they scripted 

was the whole programme as the presenter(s)said goodbye at the end.  
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Question 3  

This task was better handled in terms of focus, but more could have been done with the article genre by 

some and ‘online’ by the vast majority. The sense that this needed to meet an interest in ‘travel’ in some 

dimension as well as ‘community’ would have been a worthwhile emphasis too. Of course, what we are 

seeing here is the challenge of an exam: getting to the main point (community) within the conte xt of 

interesting readers looking for insights into travelling is a balancing act and one that becomes harder if 

the steer ‘working together’ also receives some targeting. The notion of the ‘personal travel experience’ 

also needed some consideration -- how do we gain the interest of many if this is a recount by one 

person? 

Again there is much profitable teaching and learning time that can be spent on teasing out the 

implications of the words given in tasks. Too many candidates seem to charge at Section B and there is 

a strong impression of ‘what we get is what we get’ rather than what is written has been carefully 

considered.  It is also the case that AO3 often dominates over AO5 for many candidates when it should 

be the reverse in terms of targeted writing and the Assessment Objective weighting. Candidates that 

showed a decent sense of genre scored well. 
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Question 4 

There were all manner of responses to this task. Some showed a sense of a plan of attack so, for 

instance, having young adult aspects such as emoticons and some text speak. If these were consistent, 

then they were credited as engaging or creative. However, the use of ‘’' rather than ‘I’ often seemed 

inelegant rather than an artful effect. Some responses seemed very brief , showing the decline of letter-

writing, almost a sense of a note rather than a letter. It was diff icult to see how these allowed for the 

exploration of dreams, hopes and aspirations. 

It was also the case that dreams, hopes and aspirations were often less of a focus than the current 

situation (doing exams, the strain of being on a path to university, family problems, girl/boyfriends, music 

interests). It can be diff icult explaining Assessment Objectives to candidates, but context on this task 

received more attention than expertise. There was an impression conveyed by a good number of scripts 

of offloading stress or complaining about the later teenage years rather than addressing dreams, hopes 

and aspirations for the future. These could be interesting but a touch misdirected. 

Too many responses got caught in writing about time paradoxes too: ‘Hello me.  Are you me?  Or are 

you something different in the future?’ and so on. These were interesting for a while, but too often these 

sections went on for too long and changed the focus of the task. Sometimes it was hard to ascertain 

whether an effect was being pursued too: many letters began ‘Dear me’ which, of course, could be seen 

as a standard beginning, but it could also be double-edged if it played on ‘Dear me’ meaning ‘Hello me’ 

and possibly ‘Unfortunate me’ as well. It is important that candidates signal what they want to achieve 

more sharply, because too often there is a sense of just covering the ground, writing in the area, 

providing something of a decent length given time is elapsing. The accessibility o f this task may have led 

to this, but it is the case for all the options: candidates need to show technical and creative writing skills 

more than providing personal insights. They also should pursue easy genre markers such as (for this 

task) an address, date, some form of ‘Dear x’ beginning, at least five paragraphs, a sign off with name. 
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Exemplar 1 
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In Exemplar 1, this script shows achievement at the lower end of the assessment scale; it has qualities 

that need recognising as well as some areas where it could have been stronger.  

The Question 1 response has a clear style and shows some competence; but it is short for AS Level.  It 

is appropriate certainly for AO1, AO2 and AO4 in terms of what it manages to do.  

The Section B response (Question 4) is also brief – it is also unfinished and could be more distinct in 

terms of meeting genre requirements. However, it is accurate with some attempt to create effects , but 

not all the obvious generic features. 
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Exemplar 2 
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Exemplar 2 is a well-balanced script showing an evenness of achievement at a promising level and must 

be rewarded for its security. 

The Section A shows clear and developed discussion with good address to Assessment Objectives.  

Context (AO3) could be more interwoven, but there is much achievement in AO1, AO2 and AO4.  

The Section B answer (Question 3) demonstrates control and creativity throughout the piece, but does 

not achieve excellence. It shows genre awareness which is worthy of credit under exam conditions.  The 

candidate did well after a false start on a different task and clearly has the skills for a directed piece.  
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Exemplar 3 
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Exemplar 3 is a solid offering with definite merits across the two pieces. 

For Question 1, there is competent knowledge and coverage; discussion is becoming more developed.  

There are some false notes towards the end. 

Section B (Question 4) shows competence and some engaging effects, although there are some 

accuracy issues and it becomes a touch repetitive. 
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