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Introduction
This was the second sitting of Component 2 of the AS English Language specification and it 
was clear that centres had responded to the guidance provided in the examiner’s report and 
worked hard to prepare candidates for this examination. Question 1 required candidates 
to analyse how Isla was able to adapt her written language for the intended purpose, 
and produce it in the form of a podcast. Question 2 asked candidates to analyse how two 
siblings interacted with each other during bath time play.

Each individual question is considered in this report and examples from candidate’s 
responses are also given for each question. However, a general summary may be beneficial 
to centres. 

There was a marked improvement in the AO5 creative aspect in Q1, with more candidates 
reproducing their response in the identified format. In the previous series, this limited 
candidates’ achievement as there was a tendency to simply produce an essay. There were 
fewer examples of such an approach with most candidates adopting an appropriate style 
for their podcast. This addressed the imbalance of AO2 and AO5 for Question 1.



4 GCE English Language 8EN0 02

Question 1
This question presented candidates with a short letter written by Isla who was 7 years old. 
She was writing to the former Prime Minister to request the end of deforestation. This piece 
of data was produced at home with some help from her mother. Candidates were asked 
to craft their response into a podcast that would be used to support students’ classroom 
learning and explain how Isla adapted her language for her intended function.

This question was designed to assess candidate’s knowledge of language development 
and move them away from the tendency to adopt a deficit approach; a somewhat A-Z of 
written language. Responses adopted a range of different approaches with some candidates 
producing two-person podcasts, while others opted for a single speaker. All candidates 
were aware of their intended audience and wrote their analyses with this in mind, utilising a 
range of rhetorical devices to engage their listeners.

Successful responses analysed and explained a range of language features from relevant 
frameworks and applied issues and concepts pertinently to demonstrate consistent and, 
at times, discriminating understanding. Many candidates covered a range of language 
frameworks including graphology, lexis and discourse enabling them to explain how Isla’s 
writing reflected her intended function. They were able to discuss the persuasive devices in 
addition to the structure of her letter. Some candidates discussed the use of mitigation in 
the letter. Successful candidates showed consistent understanding of issues and concepts, 
moving beyond references to Kroll and Barclay to discuss the influence of context, the role 
of ‘the more knowledgeable other’ and environmental print. These were applied confidently 
and considered routinely to examine how they shaped Isla’s writing. Where candidates were 
successful, detailed reasoning for the orthographic decisions made by Isla were shown e.g. 
the doubling of the <m> in ‘animmalls’ being linked to the sounding out/phonics method – a 
– nim – malls. The highest achieving candidates also looked at patterns e.g. use of the <ea> 
in <please> and then <ee> in <cleens>.

Lower level responses tended to focus primarily on one of the two aspects of the response; 
the podcast format or the language analysis. Some could combine the two aspects but were 
often broad and general in their application of knowledge. These responses tended to show 
a broad and general understanding of issues and concepts relevant to written acquisition, 
often ‘bolting on’ the theory i.e. ‘this supports behaviourism’ with little explanation as to 
how. The lower level answers often revolved around linearity, directionality and spelling, 
often labelling such features as ‘errors’ or ‘incorrect’ rather than ‘non-standard’. They did not 
consider the context of the letter and how Isla had adapted her writing for the persuasive 
function. 

They tended to make observations about the non-standard forms and missed opportunities 
to explain why they were non-standard. Popular theorists at this level included Joan Rothery, 
James Britton and Ursula Bellugi. These were often defined briefly and applied generally 
well. There is, however, a tendency to assume that children fit neatly into these categories, 
with little exploration of how and why these are applicable to the data at hand. 
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This script was a good example of how many candidates engaged with AO5. They were able 
to produce a script for a podcast with little difficulty, adopting a suitable register and tone 
for the intended audience.
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This candidate crafted their response in an appropriate and engaging format, suitable for their 
audience of A Level English Language students. They demonstrated a good understanding of 
podcasts and were able to adopt a suitable register that fulfilled the description in the question. 
However, this was to the detriment of the language analysis. The candidate illustrated a clear 
understanding of written language development and was able to discuss aspects of form and 
function. However, comments, while valid, were often fleeting and undeveloped. The candidate 
could have explored this in more detail, making clear links to the influence of environmental print. 
This, in conjunction with the references to Rothery's categories, would have demonstrated a clearer 
understanding of Isla's development. The candidate covers a number of relevant language features, 
some of which were pertinent, such as the subordinate clause and pragmatic imperative. The 
candidate made a good point about the subordinate clause, which illustrated their awareness of the 
purpose behind the clause and its function in the letter.
However, many of the points made in the response were undeveloped and lacked consistent 
references to concepts and issues. These points, in conjunction with the clear understanding of the 
format, were enough to place the response in Level 3.

Examiner Comments

Candidates should ensure they discuss the reasons behind the child's language use, and 
support these comments with relevant references to concepts and issues.

Examiner Tip
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This was an interesting response that adopted an approach akin to that taken in Component 
1. As the nature of this question was to examine Isla's ability to adapt her language for 
the function and not simply explore written language development, the approach was 
appropriate and valid.
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This response was structured very well, using an assured and confident style. It adopted a more 
formal tone and moved away from the colloquial and chatty style found in other approaches. 
The candidate demonstrated a sound understanding of a more academic podcast, reproducing 
this style with confidence. The style was sustained throughout the analysis and utilised rhetorical 
devices in a highly engaging manner, appropriate for their learning audience.
There were high levels of accuracy in their language knowledge, which were explored and 
underpinned with appropriate concepts and issues. The range of language features were 
consistently and accurately exemplified with evidence from the data. Linguistic terminology was 
purposeful and discriminating, reflecting a sound knowledge of the language frameworks. The 
response focused primarily on the form and function, as dictated by the question, exploring the 
reasons behind the formality levels in the letter. They discussed the occupational power and linked 
this to the child's awareness of persausive language techniques. These were linked to concepts and 
issues relating to written language, including Vygotsky's 'zone of proximal development'.
This was an assured and sophisticated response which was placed in Level 5.

Examiner Comments

Paying close attention to the question will steer candidates towards the intended approach. While 
the focus remains on written language development, the question will not always focus solely 
on the child's literacy. Candidates should consider alternative ways in which the child's written 
language develops.

Examiner Tip
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This extract comes from a response that was placed at the top of Level 2. It showed a 
broad and general understanding of language development and adopted an appropriate 
style for the audience. However, it does include some common errors found in candidate's 
responses.

The candidate led us through a systematic analysis of language features that were present in the 
data. In this section, identified as 'syntax', they inform that this is a tricky topic and briefly define 
the language level. However, as this section continues, the candidate does not examine syntax 
but makes a point about the lack of punctuation. This is linked to an AO2 concept; Well's theory. 
Although the candidate suggests that Isla is moving into level 4, there is no explanation of the 
theory or how it supports punctuation or syntax.
This is common in the lower levels as candidates tend to 'bolt on' theory in an attempt to support 
their linguistic analyses. These however, add very little to the analysis as they are not applied 
effectively.

Examiner Comments

Concepts and issues should be briefly defined to illustrate the candidate's knowledge of those 
referenced in their responses. These should then be applied in a relevant and appropriate manner 
with discussion of how it supports the child's written language development.

Examiner Tip
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Question 2
This question presented candidates with a transcript of a conversation between Isla, 
aged 7 years and her brother Jacob, aged 4 years. They were playing together in the bath. 
Candidates were asked to analyse how they interacted with each other. 

This question was successful with candidates demonstrating a high level of preparation. 
They applied their knowledge in a more assured way to move higher up the language levels. 
Candidates’ responses showed a strong level of engagement with the data which enabled 
them to examine context and language use closely. Candidates engaged much more with 
the phonemic transcriptions and identified patterning for both children. They engaged well 
with the data, exploring the key phonological similarities between Isla and her brother and 
used the IPA effectively to explore issues around pronunciation. 

Higher level candidates identified patterns in the children’s spoken language such as 
the regularisation of the verb ‘hitted’ and the adjective ‘gooder’. They accurately linked 
this to Chomsky and nativist ideas and even used this to refute other theories including 
behaviourism. Candidates’ attempts to challenge concepts and issues was more noticeable 
this year. This made the responses more discriminating and moved them higher in the 
levels. There was a clear link to the data and responses at the higher levels showed assured 
and confident understanding of concepts and issues. Many candidates were able to give 
accurate and considered points about the context, particularly the issue of sibling rivalry 
and fairness. 

There was a tendency towards description and feature spotting in lower level responses, 
with some students struggling to move beyond an observational approach in their answers. 
References to issues and concepts were made but they were often undeveloped and loosely 
applied, with a few responses showing simple regurgitation of popular theories. 

Contextual factors were significant in enabling students to understand how the children 
interacted with each other but there was often a lack of reference to these in the lower 
levels. Some candidates made sweeping statements about Isla’s development often 
adopting a deficit approach e.g. ‘Isla is underdeveloped for her age as she does not use the 
passive voice and she should be able to at this stage’.  Such candidates also tended to insert 
theories and theorists without fully linking them to the text making comments such as ‘This 
proves Piaget’s theory of language’.
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This response was placed at the top of Level 5. It has a discriminating and controlled 
writing style which utilises accurate linguistic terminology with sustained intergrated 
exemplification. The concepts and issues included are applied effectively to support 
comments about language development.
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The candidate adopts a confident and sophisticated written expression that explores a range 
of language frameworks. It includes effective transitions and sustained exemplification, which 
is discriminating and pertinent. The responses reflects the candidate's knowledge of spoken 
acquisition effectively, enabling them to explore the ways in which the children interact with each 
other.

The response begins by placing the children in the accurate stages of acquisition, supporting this 
with evidence from the data. They apply a number of appropriate concepts and issues including 
Halliday's functional taxonomy, behaviourism and social interactional theory. These are used to 
explain how the children's speech develops and aspects of their language development that do 
not conform to theoretical ideas. The candidate confidently challenges aspects of the theories, 
exemplifying such challenges with discriminating examples from the data.
A number of language frameworks are analysed with a clear section on their phonological 
development. In this section, the candidate recognises phonological variation in both children's 
speech, and explains why they may struggle with specific phonemes. A particularly discriminating 
point was made in reference to Isla's difficulty with the dental fricative in word final position. This 
clearly demonstrates the candidate's awareness of phonological acquisition, which has enabled 
them to confidently discriminate between the children.

Examiner Comments

Discussing relevant language frameworks in depth will demonstrate greater knowledge and 
understanding than commenting on a wide range in limited detail. Often, candidates tend 
to strive for breadth of knowledge and forgo the depth of understanding, which is the key 
discriminator when placing responses in particular levels. Phonology, syntax and discourse 
tend to be examined more effectively in higher level responses, whereas the lower level 
responses have a tendency to focus on lexical choice.

Examiner Tip
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This response was short but demonstrated clear knowledge and understanding of spoken 
language acquisition. It was placed at the bottom of level 3 but had it been longer, had the 
potential to be placed higher in the level.
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This candidate showed a clear understanding of how the children interacted with each other, and 
made some insightful comments about the role Isla adopted in their communication. They included 
some excellent points about how they interacted, including points such as: 'Although Isla does not 
model any language for him, within this text she does provide him with information [...]. She is 
able to expand his knowledge and support his exploration and understanding of his environment 
by answering questions'. Aspects of this response showed level 4 knowledge, but the length of 
the response limited its placement to low level 3. The candidate discussed the context briefly, 
commenting on their understanding of fairness and equality. However, like some of the other 
points in the response, it was undeveloped and lacked support from concepts and issues.

Examiner Comments

Candidates are encouraged to explore the context in more detail and make clear links 
to language frameworks. This will enable them to effectively explore why the children 
use language in specific ways and apply concepts and issues appropriately. They 
should also aim to write at least 4 sides for this response as longer responses provide 
more opportunities for candidates to be placed in higher levels.

Examiner Tip
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This extract is taken from a response that was placed in top level 4. The response was 
discriminating in its exploration of language frameworks, making clear and pertinent links to 
concepts and issues that underpin spoken language acquisition.
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This particular extract illustrates how a candidate may approach the presence of inflections. The 
candidate identifies an aspect of Isla's language that is standard using accurate examples from the 
data. This is clearly linked to the cognitive theory, which is briefly defined. The candidate compares 
this to an aspect of the child's language that is non standard to draw distinctions between the 
acquisition of inflections. An explanation of why the examples 'hitted' and 'gived' is provided which 
demonstrates the candidate's syntactic knowledge. Linking this to virtuous errors is accurate 
and appropriate, which enables the candidate to then challenge the behaviourist approach with 
discussion of the nativism.

Examiner Comments

Candidates are encouraged to challenge theories with accurate exemplification from 
the data. They should explain why the examples are non-standard and how the children 
have arrived at the identified structure. Theories should be briefly defined to reflect their 
knowledge. This will make their responses more discriminating.

Examiner Tip
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Paper Summary
Based on their performance in this paper, candidates are offered the following advice:

•	 Understand the importance of covering language frameworks in Q1 (as well as Q2) to 
support and underpin their application of issues and concept relevant to language use.

•	 Make use of the English phonemic reference sheet provided in the source booklet to 
show discriminating knowledge and understanding of phonological variation to achieve 
higher levels in the mark scheme.

•	 It is often relevant for candidates to comment on what a child can do successfully as 
well as the areas the child finds difficult. In doing so, candidates should explain what the 
child does when faced with such areas of difficulty.

•	 Candidates are encouraged to explore theorists other than Kroll and Barclay when 
analysing written language development and avoid a deficit application.

•	 Explore context to explain why the child may be using specific language features.

•	 Avoid ‘feature spotting’ by always relating language features to context and an issue or 
concept.
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Grade Boundaries
Grade boundaries for this, and all other papers, can be found on the website on this 
link:

http://www.edexcel.com/iwantto/Pages/grade-boundaries.aspx
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