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The purpose of this pack is to provide centres with the question paper, mark 
scheme and a set of exemplar materials with commentaries. 

 

The individual documents can be found on our website at www.edexcel.com 
 

 
 

 
 

 
Included in this pack: 

 
 Question and extract from Summer 2012 Paper 

 
 Marked scripts with the mark and band 

 
 Examiner commentary and mark scheme 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 



 

Section B – Somewhere, Anywhere – Higher Tier. 
 

 
Script 1 response to Q4 (a) 

 
Band 5 – 15 marks 

 

 
 
 

 

 



 

 



 
 



 
Examiner summary: 

 

The candidate has responded in a very discriminating way to the poem 

and its language, with particularly strong ability to focus on the effect of 

particular images and language choices. This is highly effective writing: 

well above what would be expected for the top end of the range at this 

level. 

 

Band this response achieves in the mark scheme: 
 

 
 
This response receives full marks.   

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 



 

 
Section B – Somewhere, Anywhere – Higher Tier 

 

 
 

Script 1 response to Q4 (b)(i) 

Band 5 – 15 marks 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 



 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 



 

 
 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 



 

 
Examiner summary: 

 

In comparing the two given poems, the candidate shows a confident 

capacity to focus closely on the text and offers a strongly personal and 

well-supported comparative interpretation. In particular, comment on 

personification in both poems is exceptionally well analysed with a fluent 

and articulate use of appropriate terminology. This is beyond the usual 

range encountered at this level. 

 
Band this response achieves in the mark scheme: 

 

 
 

This response received full marks.   
 



 

 
Script 2 response to Q4 (b)(i) 

 
Band 3 – 7 marks 

 
 

 
 

 
Examiner summary: 

 

‘City Blues’ is used as the second poem. The candidate makes some relevant 

linking remarks, but these are undeveloped and opportunities are missed 

to explore the similarities and differences of the two poets’ treatment of the 

subject of the urban landscape. There may have been a problem over 

timing as this is a brief response. 

 

Band this response achieves in the mark scheme: 
 

 
 

To move up to the next band: This response needs to be more developed with a 
selection of examples to explain the links and comparisons between the two poems. 

 

 

 

 


