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Paper 2 of I nternat ional GCSE English Language 4EA0 lasts ninety m inutes and 

is equally divided between reading and writ ing. Quest ion 1 is a reading quest ion, 

based on a text  drawn from  the Edexcel Anthology. Candidates would have seen 

the text  previously. This year the text  was a story, A Hero.  For Quest ion 2, 

candidates have a choice of three writ ing quest ions, of which they choose one. 

Quest ion 2a was a let ter with ideas on organising an event  to celebrate the local 

area, Quest ion 2b was a talk persuading students to raise m oney for a charity 

and Quest ion 2c was a story ent it led with “The Visit ” .  

4EA0 02 has now been replaced by the new specificat ion, so this was the last  

sit t ing of this legacy paper. The candidature was very sm all and was ent irely 

com posed of overseas cent res in this final sit t ing. Exam iners reported that  there 

were m ore candidates than usual perform ing at  the lower levels, with few higher 

level candidates. This perhaps accounted for the higher than usual num ber of 

candidates who seem ed to m isunderstand the purpose of writ ing for the various 

Quest ion 2 opt ions, although in other respects all quest ions worked well and 

were in line with previous ser ies. 

Read in g  

Qu est ion  1  

Generally, candidates perform ed within the range Level 1 to Level 3. The 

weakest , were unable to do m ore than repeat  the text , often in such a confused 

m anner that  it  was debatable whether there was rewardable m aterial, even 

when two to three pages of writ ing were subm it ted. Som e of these candidates, 

however, did m anage to lift  their  achievem ent  into low Level 2 by at  least  

com m ent ing on the father 's relat ionship with the son. High Level 2 to low Level 2 

candidates were able to sequence their  answers in line with the bullet  points, but  

nevertheless relied on 're- telling' rather than com m ent ing on the way the fears 

were presented. Many understood that  the basic m essage of the story was to do 

with courage, but  failed to link the events of the three m ain parts of the 

narrat ive to this concept . Nevertheless, a m inority were able to work steadily 

through Swam i's experiences, with constant  and supported reference to the 

quest ion them e, 'fears', enabling them  to achieve at  m id-Level 4. Overall,  

candidates understood the story's events and m eaning but  were not  always able 

to express this understanding accurately.  

W r i t in g   

Qu est ion  2 a 

Although som e candidates m isunderstood the part  of the quest ion relat ing to 

'organising an event ... ',  and usually sim ply described the area, ideas and points 

were often sufficient ly accurately developed and described to m erit  at  least  Level 

3. As with the other writ ing opt ions, there was a com m endable grasp of 

st ructure and paragraphing throughout  the range, even within the weakest  

answers. I n higher level answers, descript ions were often interest ing, showing 

candidates' genuine appreciat ion of the posit ives and negat ives of their  areas. 

The range of vocabulary, accuracy of spelling and punctuat ion were generally 

accurate, but  lack of cont rol of gram m at ical expression, part icular ly tense and 



verb form s, was a frequent  feature of the scr ipts. Those at  the bot tom  were only 

able to const ruct  confused lists of English words. 

 

Qu est ion  2 b  

 

This was the least  popular of the writ ing opt ions. The problem  for som e 

candidates here was how to address the audience, with som e candidates 

appearing to think that  the purpose was to explain why teenagers should help 

charit ies, not  encouraging them  to do so. As with Q2a, the phrasing of the 

quest ion posed difficult ies for som e candidates. I n this case, som e candidates 

ignored the word 'talk ' and interpreted the word 'them ' as m eaning an answer 

should be writ ten in the third person. Many were cr it ical of ' idle' youth for 

spending too m uch t im e and m oney on social m edia use instead of thinking 

about  those less fortunate and concent rated on set t ing out  reasons for raising 

m oney, rather than focusing on ways to do it .  

 

Qu est ion  2 c 

 

This was the m ost  popular opt ion, but  was nevertheless was m isinterpreted by 

som e candidates. They wrote about  personal experiences of 'v isits' instead of 

stor ies. Consequent ly, answers tended to be form ulaic with overuse of 

connect ives such as 'then'. Where stor ies were const ructed, these tended to 

achieve Level 2/ low Level 3, not  because of incredibilit y, but  usually because 

they lacked conclusions or ran out  of t im e. A m inority were able to write 

effect ively, whether about  real or fict ional experiences and develop well-

organised accounts. This opt ion was m arked by a generally weaker grasp of 

st ructure and technical cont rol than the others.  

 

     

 

 


