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Sect ion  A:  Read in g  

 

Qu est ion s 1 - 4  

 

The passage studied in Sect ion A was a powerful piece of writ ing ent it led 

Don’t  Do I t !  which at tem pted to persuade teenagers not  to sm oke. I t  was 

adapted from  a website which can be found at  

www.perkel.com / polit ics/ issues/ sm oke.htm . The passage proved to be 

accessible to alm ost  all candidates, with very few experiencing any 

difficult ies in reading com prehension. Quest ion 1 was a single m ark quest ion 

and was done well by alm ost  all candidates.  Quest ion 2 asked candidates to 

give three reasons that  the writer gives for not  start ing to sm oke. They were 

able to select  from  a num ber of possible correct  answers. Those who scored 

less than full m arks often did so because they repeated the sam e point , 

albeit  in different  words, such as “ I t  is addict ive” , and, “ I t  is a com pulsion.”  

Quest ion 3 asked what  we learn about  the tobacco indust ry and the way it  

regards teenagers. Responses were generally good. The st ronger answers 

showed a good understanding of the quest ion and its focus upon the tobacco 

indust ry whilst  weaker responses, som e with st rong views, wrote m ore of an 

opinion piece about  sm oking that  lacked the focus the quest ion was looking 

for. The key discr im inator in Sect ion A is the higher m ark tar iff quest ion 4 

and its focus on the writer ’s technique. I n this instance candidates were 

asked to focus upon how the writer t r ies to persuade teenagers not  to take 

up sm oking. Bullet  points offered further support  for st ructur ing an answer 

around focus, layout  and language. Exam iners com m ented that  the topic 

was of obvious interest  to m ost  candidates and alm ost  all were able to 

recognise som e features of persuasive writ ing. Able students were able to 

analyse a range of techniques effect ively and recognising the m any ways in 

that  the writer sought  to m anipulate the reader. There were m any quite 

com petent  m iddle band answers that  again com m ented on a range of 

features, though som et im es list ing techniques rather than explaining their  

effect  on the reader. As has happened in the past , som e candidates were 

able to find the relevant  text  but  were less able to use the text  to craft  an 

explanat ion. Linked text  and paraphrase does not  const itute an explanat ion. 

Weaker answers tended to com m ent  on a narrow range of “aspects of 

sm oking”  and m ake rather obvious com m ents som et im es with lit t le or 

nothing on the writer ’s techniques. On layout  and presentat ion, surprisingly 

the picture received very lit t le at tent ion from  som e candidates.   

 

Sect ion  B:  Read in g  an d  W r i t in g  

 

Qu est ion  5  

 

Sect ion B was based upon the pre-prepared text  from  the Edexcel 

Anthology, Explorers, or Boys Messing About  and focused upon the writer 

and how he conveys his feelings as he reports on the rescue of the two m en.  

I t  was clear that  m any were well prepared and had plenty to say. Many had 

 



clearly enjoyed reading about  the various predicam ents the two explorers 

had experienced and showed involvem ent  with the passage. Bet ter quality 

answers found a range of feelings to com m ent  on together with the devices 

used to com m unicate them . Weaker answers tended to be narrow in their  

ident ificat ion of feelings, som e sim ply repeat ing that  the author “hated”  the 

two explorers and applying that  to any evidence they quoted. Som e 

candidates felt  that  the writer adm ired the m en and their  previous 

adventures, m issing the point  that  the earlier experience of the two m en is 

int roduced only to be underm ined with the phrase, “Despite their  experience 

…”  Able students could offer their  own interpretat ion of the point less 

foolhardiness of walking barefoot  in the Him alayas whilst  others often listed 

the adventures with lit t le or no com m ent .  

 

Qu est ion  6  

 

The writ ing task in Sect ion B was linked to the reading task in sect ion B and 

asked candidates to write and explain their  views on a proposal that  the 

governm ent  is intending to int roduce a new law, m aking it  illegal to take 

part  in dangerous sports and other dangerous act ivit ies. As no form at  was 

specified, the open ended quest ion led to a variety of approaches:  m ost  

gave a statem ent - type answer, though m any addressed the reader m ore 

direct ly in a speech or let ter style. Bet ter answers were som et im es quite 

succinct  with t ight  argum ents and st ructure and with a st rong gr ip on 

relevance. Many used engaging phrases and devices such as rhetor ical 

quest ions to good effect . There was som e sensible and perfect ly appropriate 

recycling of m aterial from  the previous quest ion. For som e candidates, 

perhaps because the quest ion talked about  a future law, there was som e 

difficulty with verb tenses. 

 

Weaker responses were som et im es very short  and undeveloped. Som e used 

tenses inconsistent ly, m aking their  answers less coherent  and also st ruggled 

with verb/ noun agreem ent .  

 

Sect ion  C:  W r i t in g  

 

Qu est ion  7  

 

The act ivity asked candidates to write about  their  early life in such a way 

that  the reader could appreciate why those early experiences were im portant  

to the writer. This quest ion gave m any an opportunity to write engagingly 

about  personal experiences, which they developed at  length in various 

interest ing ways. Som e candidates chose to invent  an older self, im agining 

them selves to be successful m iddle-aged business m en, som e invented 

personal t raum as and m ost  looked to develop sincere and com pelling 

autobiographical writ ing. The quest ion allowed the m ost  able free reign to 

express their ideas, while offer ing enough st ructure and com m on ground for  

weaker candidates to fram e a response. Many were inspired to write about  

im m ensely personal experiences in a way that  was deliberately shaped and 

crafted for effect  with som e candidates creat ing im pressive effects through 

the use of im agery and a variety of st ructures. Bet ter answers dem onst rated 

 



a clear sense of direct ion where candidates were well aware of their  effect  on 

the reader whilst  weaker responses were often br ief and tended towards 

relaying stor ies from  their childhood without  any real sense of a reader or 

without  a clear purpose. The best  answers were those which were fresh and 

com pellingly engaging rather than too self- consciously stylish. A key 

discr im inator between Band 2 and Band 3 writ ing is that  of st ructure and 

once again weaker responses were often lacking in paragraphing and a 

sense of st ructural cohesion.  
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