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Edexcel GCE English Language Unit 4 exemplars

What is in this document?

· Guidance on Task 1

· Coursework exemplars from 4 candidates

· Comments from the Chief Examiner with marks and bands

These exemplar pieces represent early drafts of Task 1. There are introductions and methodologies available for some pieces, but given the stage of the course the candidates are at, complete Task 2 pieces are not yet available, even in early draft form. These materials were created in December 2009.
Guidance on Task 1

Task 1 requires the candidate to write an article, a talk or a presentation about their area of study for the investigation for an informed but non-specialist audience. Candidates need to think carefully about how they present aspects of linguistic theory to such an audience, and remember that what may be appropriate in a talk or presentation when their audience is present may not work so well in an article.

In a talk or presentation, it is legitimate, if the student wishes, to talk about the fact that they plan to carry out a research investigation, to the point where some of these became research proposals. Either of these formats allow the candidate to explore aspects of language theory they are not yet familiar with, especially if they are delivering the presentation to their peers.

Articles present more problems, as this format doesn’t allow the candidate to explore issues of theory in the same way. The candidate is addressing an absent audience, and needs to have a message that the article will present. In this case, phrases like ‘For my investigation’ will be meaningless to their audience, and uncontextualised references to theory and theorists will be inappropriate. If candidates make these errors, they will not achieve as well as they should on AO4 where they are assessed on writing successfully for their audience and format.

How accurate does linguistic content have to be? Candidates are working with areas that are new to them, and the nature of the task requires that they begin to explore these before their investigation work has made them fully expert. They need to approach this task with a sense of uncertainty: here is an interesting issue – what arises from this? Candidate 3 is a good example of this approach. AO1 requires the candidate to ‘communicate relevant knowledge using appropriate terminology.’ Serious inaccuracies relating to theory should be penalised here.  

When Task 1 is presented in a coursework folder, candidates should indicate the format of their piece and their intended audience, for example: 

· Presentation given to fellow A-Level students.

· Article for school 6th form magazine

· Talk given to parents of young children who are just starting to write

Candidate 1

Task 1

How has gender stereotyping changed over the years and how different theorists have reacted to this

Once upon a time in a magic kingdom, there was a beautiful princess who lived in a tall tower…bla bla blah! It’s all the same. What if the princess was gut-wrenchingly, disgustingly ugly? What would they do then? All Disney fairytales are identical – absolutely drenched in stereotype, with the only changes being the princess’s name, dress and hairstyle. After 70 years, you think they’d find something a tad more inventive! The ‘oh so innocent’ damsel in distress with her flowing tresses and sparkling blue eyes, and the devilishly handsome Prince Charming who sweeps her deftly off her feet. Makes you feel quite violently sick, don’t you think?

Disney films may be amusing for those between 4 and 8 years old, but it leaves them with the idea that some perfect prince is going to come along and everything will end happily ever after. The gender stereotype is highly exaggerated and fabricated (the beautiful yet cruelly treated slave girl, who get recognised by her prince charming from a glass slipper that miraculously fits her but no body else?) and the women are always the underdogs in these stories! It is always down to the man to save the woman. In modern England, women have to fight for some independence and not feel tied down by men.

Theorists like Robin Lakoff enforce these stereotypes, and presents these ideologies in a way that I believe is offensive to women. She portrays her ideas in books such as ‘Language and Society: Language and Women’s Place.’ She puts her ways across in a way that presents her as anti-feminist, and she believes that women are beneath men. For example, she says that ‘women don’t tell jokes well, and have no sense of humour’. It couldn’t possibly be that women just have a less crude sense of humour than men? Theorists like Tannen show women to be different from men, not inferior! Obviously there is going to be differentiation between genders and the language they use but the 21st century has seen the equality between men and women. Theories have had to adjust to fit these, like most theorists have managed to do. Yet Lakoff seems unable to face the fact that times have changed and her theories are outdated; I am presuming that her OAP status doesn’t affect her brain power. Does my assertion in my previous sentence mean I am not as good as men? Maybe I should just use imperatives like the men. Robin Lakoff, your theories are outdated, change them now! I don’t know what you think, but I think that speaking like that is pretty rude.
What people are told, people generally believe. When children are told girls find their prince charming, when they grow up it subconsciously stays with them. They have a checklist of what people must have and automatically dismiss them if not. Studies show that 85% of females have a checklist when it comes to dating and won’t consider other people who don’t fit in with their list. So when theorists go shouting about how males are dominant, and the females have to be constantly reassured and are emotionally unstable then that’s how they end up being. I think that if theorists started saying that men and women are equal, and that variation is natural and will progress then there would be less of an issue with such negative connotations. 

Overall, I think that gender stereotype is always changing, just as language is; and when social issues change and different role models are in the media, views towards different genders change. In a politically correct country there would be no sexist jokes and no biased theory, but without these stereotypes, there would be no characteristics to each individual gender. My words to you, Lakoff are: take your stereotype and throw it out of the window love – the 21st century is here. Get with it.
(647 words)
Task 2 

Is gender stereotype in children's fairytales changing with modern day stereotype?
Introduction
Children's fairytales have always played a large part of a child's development Whether they are
read at school, as a bedtime story, or as a film to keep them quiet on a Sunday afternoon, they
leave children with certain impressions about the world we live in. However, nowadays with
feminism, equality and a whole new dimension to gender stereotype, are these stories changing as well? For example. Sleeping Beauty is a classic example of a Disney fairytale. A few of decades ago, that was the role of men ~ to look after women and do all the work, yet now you can imagine to roar of outrage from all independent women if this was being spread around.
There has also been a large shift in what children now watch. Early nineties children were brought up on Cinderella, Snow White and the Little Mermaid, even though a lot of these were criticized later on for political correctness. Yet I don't see it to have affected the generation we live in now. They are now growing up on 'Bratz', "Hannah Montanna' and 'High School Musical' – Americanised  programmes completely exacerbating "high school' cliques, traditions and other just as ridiculous stereotypes. Is this the same stereotype with an American accent or a whole new ball game?
Methodology

For my language investigation, I am going to do a comparison between 2 texts. My first text will be an extract from (Disney film I am undecided on) and my second text will be an extract from Hannah Montanna. I will try to find a similar storyline, there obviously won't be one the same, but if I can find one with the same pragmatics then it would make my investigation a lot more accurate. Both of my texts will be between 300 and 400 words, and a conversation between a boy and a girl, as the way different genders use language changes in different gender groups. 

A downside to my investigation is that my sample size is quite small, when you look at how much text I could analyse. However, if I choose a large sample size from lots of different programmes, then my analysis will be much vaguer, and spotting patterns and trends will be more difficult. To try an overcome this weakness, I will take one sample at first, identify the trends, and then look at  2 other samples to check that the same theme applies for that programme, not just the one episode.
A plus to my investigation is that a small sample size means I can look in depth at my samples, and find all of the language features and stereotype. Another good thing is that I have a broad choice of samples to choose from, meaning that finding a suitable sample will be easier, and there is more to compare.
Candidate 1 – examiner commentary

Task 1

This piece needs a headline and a strapline. The title given refers to the investigation. 

The article opens in a strong, entertaining way. The writer leaves no doubt about her opinions on this topic. The topic itself is clarified early: Disney fairytales and the way in which they reinforce damaging stereotypes and expectations on young girls. 

The third paragraph switches tone and the article moves towards the style of an academic essay. Readers are likely to think ‘Who is Robin Lakoff?’ The candidate argues against the position that Lakoff takes so the article needs an introduction to her: ‘Linguist Robin Lakoff claims that…’ The case is overstated, and the student’s own strong views get in the way of her argument. Opinionated discussion is good, but on occasions this tips over into a rant that comes close to creating its own stereotype. It’s important that candidates remember that Lakoff’s theories are seen as out of date, and the language and gender discussion has moved on. 

The final paragraph opens like the conclusion to an academic essay: ‘Overall’. It comes to a firm, strongly worded conclusion. 

AO1 She writes clearly and accurately, but the control of expression is uneven. Her selection of material is mostly appropriate for her topic, but there is some lack of discrimination. 

Band 2, 4 marks

AO4 She shows a sound awareness of the requirements of the chosen format. The style is appropriate, but there are lapses and the writing does not always sustain the appropriate tone. 



Band 2, 9 marks 

Task 2

Introduction and methodology

The candidate has decided to look at stereotypes that she has identified in certain retellings of children’s fairytales as they appear in modern TV programmes aimed at young girls, High School Musical, Hannah Montana and Bratz. This is an interesting area that could make a good research investigation. However, she does need to get a more in-depth understanding of her data and recognise that the versions of these children’s stories are adaptations themselves that were written in a particular social context. She needs to clarify her point that despite cultural changes, popular TV programmes aimed at the child and young adult market may also contain these stereotypes, and to focus this into a research question

The introduction to a piece of research is not the place for opinionated argument, and the candidate needs to adapt her tone to make it more appropriate for this piece. 

The introduction is in its very early stages and the candidate needs to identify and focus her research question. 

Her methodology is also in its very basic stages. She has identified the need for comparability between her texts and has decided to look for similar story lines and contexts. Her reference to ‘the same pragmatics’ is confusing and it is not clear what she means here. She shows awareness of potential weaknesses in her data collection, and discusses ways in which she can overcome these. There is some confusion at this stage as to what she will collect and how she will collect this. She also needs to think carefully about what aspects of language she intends to analyse. Her Task 1 text suggests that she may plan to look at Lakoff’s analysis of women’s language, and there may be an excellent investigation to see if screenwriters use these language features to create a female stereotype of the kind the candidate is considering.

With careful planning, this has the potential to be a good investigation.

Candidate 2

Task 1

How has Standard English language use changed within text messaging?

Get out your phone, unlock it, and delve into your inbox. Open a random message. Read it. Now, whoever that message was from will most likely determine the answer to the next question. Has the writer used Standard English? Because this is a question I intend to investigate, as to whether the use of words such as "gr8" has died.
Over 200 million texts are sent every day in the UK, that's over 3,000 texts a second. So, what are all these texts about? Text messaging (texting) has become increasingly popular over the last decade amongst teenagers and has created a variety of new words using various language techniques. A standard SMS is limited to 160 characters. Since the increase in popularity of mobile phones to the public this limitation has proven an irritating and costly inconvenience; this lead to the development of a new, shortened writing style. Incorporating acronyms, abbreviation, clipping, homophones and numerical homophones; a method by which to bypass this character limit was created and thus a divide between generations was formed.
A few years ago, the language use within my social circle seemed swamped with these sorts of words. However now, not so much. So the question is what has changed? Is it simply us as awkward teens despising the fact that other generations have caught on to our somewhat secret and logically excluding speech or is it the conscious assumption that this form of writing is degrading and demeaning to the author. Perhaps it is something else?
It is a concern to some members of society that this text messaging speak is destroying the English language. They complain that Standard English will be forgotten in written contexts and will be replaced with what seems to be gobbledegook. Think about it. Have you ever sat down to write an essay and five minutes later realised that there's just a sea of incorrect spellings? This new language is considered lazy and highly unintelligible by the majority of respectable educational figures. On the other hand, some people acknowledge the thought put into using and deciphering this code and say it could be beneficial to users as a sort of brain work-out.
Diving deeper into texts, the gender of the sender is relatively easy to figure out as there are distinctive features of the language used by opposite sexes. A male to male conversation usually follows the rules of turn-taking and adjacency pairs within short, to the point sentences. Whereas, a female to female conversation will most likely flout these conversational theories. Females tend to use more punctuation, emoticons and sign-off with numerous "x"s to display affection. In mixed gender conversations there is also a tendency for males to mimic these female mannerisms; perhaps this is something they are conscious of in order to create a deeper relationship with the recipient?

There is no denying that this "new language" which came with the increased popularity of texting became as equally as rapidly popular. Although, I believe that over the years the novelty of using this language has slowly lost respect and hence decreased in popularity amongst youths. Conversely, some members of later generations have similarly started using this sort of language within text messaging, perhaps in an attempt to seem younger and more 'with it', who knows? Hopefully when I've finished my investigation I will.
(591 words)

No introduction or methodology currently available for this investigation.
Candidate 2 examiner commentary

Task 1 article

The headline is more of a strapline. A proper headline would be useful.

This piece opens in an engaging and interesting way, directly involving the reader. The style is appropriate for an informed but non-specialist audience: there is a good balance between discussion and explanation. The tone is ‘academic lite’ which is engaging and hold the reader’s interests. 

There are weaknesses that reduce the potential mark. The direction of the argument is not  always clear. The fourth paragraph presents two sides of an argument without the writer’s perspective being clearly established. The references to ‘my investigation’ are not contextualized and not really suitable for an article. The paragraph about  gender is not integrated, and is not really relevant to the topic. 

This piece gives the candidate a good understanding of the issues around non-standard spelling in text messaging, and forms a good basis for an investigation.
AO1 The candidate writes with clarity, but the expression is sometimes awkward. There are some errors in sentence construction. The material selected is appropriate to the topic, form and audience.

Band 2, 3 marks

AO4 The candidate shows a secure awareness of the requirements of the format. There are one or two lapses, but the style is generally consistent and appropriate.

Band 2, 9 marks

Candidate 3

Task 1

Talk to parents of pre-school children.

When is the best time to teach your child to read and write? We hear about children failing at school and coming out of the education system illiterate. Should you, as parents, be worried? Should you start taking action and teach your children yourself before the school system can let them down?
I’m here to offer you some reassurance. You don’t need to teach your children: they are already learning. They are playing, and as they play, they are exploring the world. They are growing up in an environment where the written word is everywhere: they experience written language every day. At home, they will see the written language that exists in the world around them notes, shopping lists, newspapers, magazines, books. (a PowerPoint slide for each example) When they go out, they will see more written language (PowerPojnt examples of  street signs and logos). 
When you take them shopping, they will see logos and lettering that will become very familiar to them. Many parents say that their young children can recognise a favourite brand from the packet, and sometimes refuse to accept an alternative. (PowerPoint slide: cartoon of a young child being offered an ‘own brand’ from a packet and crying) This may not be reading in the way we usually mean, but it is a kind of reading, early reading.   

Early reading and writing are very important in the development of literacy. Children watch what their parents do, and copy. They will make marks on the spaces in a crossword puzzle because they’ve seen an adult do it. They will draw a picture, then they will put squiggles underneath which is the name of the picture, or maybe their own name, often telling adults: This says…. They will help with Christmas and birthday cards, and will ‘write’ their names on these. They know the difference between drawing and writing from being quite young, and they will do their own ‘writing’ as part of play. (PowerPoint slides showing examples of children’s early writing)
But is this proper writing? Don’t children have to learn about letters and making words and spelling and punctuation. Yes, of course they do, but they have to go through the first stages of learning before they get to the later ones. Nobody ever started off writing perfectly. Even J K Rowling (PowerPoint of JK Rowling) started by making strange marks and squiggles on paper before her writing developed enough to write international bestsellers. (PowerPoint of a Harry Potter book cover) The important thing is that young children know these marks mean something. They understand what writing is.

Some parents make their children copy perfect examples of letters, like the letters of their name. Don’t worry. You don’t have to do this, and it won’t help your children to develop their writing skills. Writing isn’t copying. You don’t teach your child to speak by giving him sentences to copy. You talk to him and listen to what he says, and gradually his own language develops.

Writing may need more formal teaching than speech, but children will make good progress through play. After a while, your child will start to produce marks on paper that look like letters, and after that, they may start  to write the letters of their name, or the first letter at any rate. Lots of children like to know the first letter of their name.

So why is it that children who so much want to learn end up not learning? How is it that our schools are turning out children who are not able to read and write. Is it a problem with our schools, or is it something else? Part of the problem must be with schools, or with some schools. If children aren’t taught well then they won’t learn. But that isn’t the only reason. Children need encouragement at home. You can teach them to love books. You can read to them and with them. You can encourage their writing play, and you let them join in when you are writing. With this kind of encouragement children will enjoy writing and go on doing it. We are all part of the literate world, and we need to help our children join it. (617 words)
Task 2

Methodology

The three children I plan to investigate are 6 and started school just over a year ago. Child A is 6 years 3 months, Child B is 6 years 4 months and Child C is 6 years 4 months old. Child A and Child B live in houses where there are a lot of books, and both of them enjoy being read to. Child C does not have the same access to books at home but has been read to at nursery and enjoys watching some of the reading and writing programmes on CBeebies.
Child A has been taught how to write by her mother. Her mother has taught her letter formation and some of the sounds letters and groups of letters make. Child B has been encouraged to play with paper and pens and can recognise the first letter of her name, but she hasn’t had any formal teaching. Her mother believes this should not happen too early in a child’s life. Child C enjoys playing with paper and pens but she has had no formal teaching and less access to books. 
In order to investigate the influence of early teaching, I have collected examples of the children’s ‘writing’ and drawing done at home from the age of 3 to the present day, and have collected examples of the writing they have been doing since they started school. I have collected examples from the end of each school term from September 2008 to November 2009.

I plan to look at the development of letter forms, linearity, the time when they begin to form groups of letters into ‘words’, the first real words they write, the way they link phoneme and grapheme and the development of the conventions of written language. I also intend to look at the functions of their writing to identify the time when they start to understand the difference between written language and spoken language. 
I predict that Child A’s writing will be more advanced than Child B’s or Child C’s before they start formal schooling, but I predict that Child B will have caught up with Child A before the end of the first school year. I predict that Child C will be less advanced in her writing skills at all stages because she doesn’t have the same access to reading and writing at home. 

Candidate 3 - examiner commentary

Task 1
This talk is aimed at parents of young children as an ‘informed but non-specialist’ audience. The candidate has focused on issues relating to the development of writing in young children. Her piece suggests that she has done some reading in relation to this topic, but she doesn’t confuse her audience by making unnecessary reference to theories and theorists, nor does she make any reference to her own research, which is appropriate for this format and this audience. Theory is translated into an informative talk that is well targeted at the audience she is writing for.

She shows awareness of her audience, and uses helpful visual aids at appropriate points in the talk. She uses questions to address her audience and relates what she is doing to issues that will be of concern to them: problems in the education system relating to the development of literacy. The tenor is consultative. It is not inappropriately informal – this is a serious topic – but nor does it become an academic essay. She keeps it personal with references to ‘your child’ but also generalises into ‘children’ where appropriate. 

This is a good talk that will give the candidate a grounding in the theory she needs to carry out this investigation. 

AO1 Fluent, controlled and accurate writing with material selected with the audience, format and topic clearly in mind.










Band 4, 6 marks

AO4 The candidate’s own voice comes through, she writes confidently for her audience. Her style is consistent and appropriate.

Band 4, 17 marks

Task 2
Methodology

 This investigation is into the influence of home background to the development of writing skills in children. The candidate has chosen three children of a similar age who attend the same school. The differences she plans to observe lie in the home background. She has not fallen into the trap of trying to assign a social class to her sample, but instead is looking at the input from the home into the development of reading and writing.

There are aspects of the children’s background she has not taken into consideration. There is no reference to siblings who may have an important influence here. Her equation with reading and writing in the home, especially formal teaching, and the development if literacy is fairly simplistic, and is close to a deficit model in places, but if she takes a sufficiently open-minded approach, works with her data and recognises that her sample is too small to draw any definitive conclusions, this could well be an excellent investigation.

Candidate 4
Task 1

Facebook; we've all heard of it. Whether you're registered on the most well known social networking site, or your friends are pressuring you to join and are praising the website. Perhaps you've heard about it on television. Either way, you can't escape it. Facebook is growing at a rapid rate, signing up around 100,000 new members per day, with over 500 million active users, according to Facebook.com. Also two billion photos are uploaded every month. There are 195 countries in the world and only two of these countries have no active Facebook users.
So with six billion minutes spent on Facebook each day, worldwide (more time than people spend watching television, listening to music or reading books), Facebook must have a great impact on our language choice today.
A main feature of Facebook is being able to 'change your status'. This means writing practically anything but it's meant to be 'what you are doing'. From my own observations I can see that Facebook status's can differ from song lyrics, to their plans and a lot of the time an insult or opinion of someone or something. When looking into Facebook status's of different sexes and ages, I may be able to see just what affect a social networking site can have on our chosen field specific lexis. It is also intriguing to investigate what people choose to write on their status updates, giving that the average number of Facebook friends a member has is 636, just how personal can people really be? And how will this differ between the sexes?
I predict it will go against most gender and age theories as I believe social networking sites, especially Facebook have had a great impact on the English language and I believe it may have changed since Deborah Tannen's theory was conducted.
The sociolinguist, Deborah Tannen, created The Difference Theory, where she believe there is a contrast in language between male and females, and this can be split in to two different categories.
Status vs. Support: Tannen believes that man see the world as a very competitive place, where speech must be used to gain status and power. Whereas women seek support for their speech and conversation, a sort of lack of confidence.
Independence vs. Intimacy: Men, still concerned on status building, will focus mostly on their independence. Whereas women are concerned with social links and constantly want to gain and preserve intimacy.
Advice vs. Understanding: Men focus on gaining a solution to the problem, where as women desire comfort and sympathy for their problems.
Information vs. Feelings: Conversation for men is message orientated, their priority in conversation is gaining information, where as women conversation is for building relationships and creating bonds.
Orders vs. Proposals: Men use direct imperatives ("close the door", "switch on the light") when speaking to others. Women encourage the use of super-polite forms ("let's", "would you mind if...?").
Conflict vs. Compromise: Men are much more likely to argue their preferences, even if there's a risk of conflict, where as women want to prevent fights so will refuse to oppose or assert herself, even if it results in her not getting what she wants.
I feel that Tannen's theory is a brilliant base for my investigation as I can see if language has differed from when she carried out her study, or if it is just social networking sites that go against this because men and women feel they can be different when not in a face to face situation but sat behind their computer screens. My main focus's on Tannen's theory are Status vs. Support, Independence vs. Intimacy and Advice vs. Understanding.
The Facebook status is also a showcase of idiolect; a persons individual, unique use of language may corrupt existing theories or support them.
Task 2
Methodology
To carry out my investigation I felt, firstly I had to make sure I had the consent of certain Facebook users to be able to use their status's as my data in the coursework, I asked the users after I had collected their data as I thought if they knew I was recording their status's it may determine them to put different things they wouldn't usually put. I let them know I would be using ten status's of theirs following 19th August and that they would remain anonymous.
I have chosen two males and two females at random, all of different ages. I started recording the four participants data from the date of August 19th, and took down their next ten status's from this data, regardless of how pointless they seemed or what they contained. When I asked afterwards if could use their status's, they all agreed. After I analysed all status's and compared them between the genders and came to a conclusion, I wanted to test my data and opinions again using a sort of questionnaire. I wrote down random status's from each of the four different participants and asked four males, and four females that are also English language students what gender they thought the status belonged to.
Firstly, I wanted to test both age and gender theories in language, after having difficulty finding an age in language based theory; I decided to just use Deborah Tannen, Difference Theory and see if I could prove her wrong or right in a more modern, reliable investigation.
Candidate 4 – examiner commentary
Task 1

This candidate’s piece starts well as an article about Facebook. It needs a headline, and probably a strap line as well to clarify the topic. The first two paragraphs are good, as she outlines her topic, offering enough, but not to much explanation, and moving from the general to her main focus, gender differences in status updates. 

Unfortunately, this piece loses its way as an article from this point. References to her own research ‘From my own observations I can see…’ start to appear, and the piece takes on the form of a research proposal. By the fourth paragraph, the format of an article has been forgotten, and she moves into the format of a research proposal. This would work as a presentation, but is not appropriate for an article. Uncontextualised references to theorists would confuse the reader of an article, especially in a piece that starts off in one direction and then abruptly changes in the middle.  

As a research proposal, it is not entirely successful either. It is not clear why she expects posts on a networking site to differ in the way she describes. Her reference to language use corrupting theory is clumsy. It is clear what she means, but it is not well expressed. The article comes to an abrupt halt, rather than a well orchestrated conclusion.

This piece would be very much improved if it were adapted to be a talk or presentation.

AO1 The writing is generally accurate, but there are some awkward expressions that impede clarity in places. The material is not appropriate for the format and audience.

Band 2, 3 marks

AO4

She shows a some awareness of the requirements of the format, but the style is not consistent. She writes in a way that is generally appropriate for her audience, but not for her format.
Band 2, 7 marks
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