GCSE English Literature
5ET2H/01

‘Clashes and Collisions’ Anthology question
Higher Tier

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:
e Question and extract from Summer 2012 Paper
e Marked scripts with the mark and band

e Examiner commentary and mark scheme



Section B - Clashes and Collisions - Higher Tier.

Answer Question 3, parts (a) and (b). There is a choice of questions in part (b).
3 (a) Explore how the writer presents her ideas about death in ‘Conscientious Objector

Use evidence from the poem to support your answer.
(15)

Script 1 response to Q3 (a)

Band 3 - 9 marks







[Section B continued)
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Examiner summary:

The candidate shows understanding of the way inv which the poet links
Deathvand waw, and appreciates the stance adopted by the poet as o
conscientious objector. There iy apt comment ov the personification of
Deathvand some language features are exploved thoughtfully.

Band this response achieves in the mark scheme:

s Thorough explanation of how the writer conveys his attitudes to create
effect.

3 7-9 s Sustained, relevant connection made between attitudes and the
presentation of ideas.

+ Sustained, relevant textual reference to support response.

To move up to the next band: This response needs to use more pertinent
examples from the text to discuss how the writer conveys her attitudes towards
death.




Script 2 response to Q3 (a)

Band 4 - 10 marks
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Examiner summary:

The opening of this respovse shows o strong awareness of the poet’s beliefy
and how these are expressed, based o awv assured interpretation. The
imagery of the poemv iy analysed very effectively and the textual references
are well supported.

Band this response achieves in the mark scheme:

s Assured explanation of how the writer conveys attitudes to create
effect.

4 10-12 |+ Relevant connection made between attitudes and the presentation of
ideas.

e Pertinent textual reference to support response.

To move up to the next band: This response needs more development about
how the poet conveys her attitudes towards death, with more discriminating textual
reference to support the points made.



Script 3 response to Q3 (a)

Band 5 - 15 marks
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Examiner summary:

This is av very strong response showing perceptive interpretation and
supporting pointy very well from the text. The personification of Deativ is
analysed thoughtfully, and there iy o strong sense of personal engagement
with the poewv's ideas.

Band this response achieves in the mark scheme:

» Perceptive explanation of how the writer uses attitudes to create

effect.

b 13-15 | & Discriminating, relevant connection made between attitudes and the
presentation of ideas.

» Convincing, relevant textual reference to support response.

This response received full marks.



Section B - Clashes and Collisions — Higher Tier

EITHER

(b) (i) Compare how the writers explore different ideas about death in 'Your Dad Did
What?" and ‘Conscientious Objector.

Use evidence from the poems to support your answer.

You may include material you used to answer 3(a).

(15)
OR
(i) Compare how the writer of one poem of your choice from the ‘Clashes and
Collisions’ collection explores different ideas about death from those in
‘Conscientious Objector:
Use evidence from the poems to support your answer.
You may include material you used to answer 3(a).
(15)

Script 1 response to Q3 (b)(ii)
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Examiner summary:

_%
id

The choice of ‘The Druwv as the second poem allows the candidate to- make
some strong pointy about the negative attitude to-death, particularly war,
which botivpoety covwey in their different ways. The candidate appreciates
the writers bold, strong anti-wor sentiments, and there are some effective;
assured commenty ow specific examples of the poets language, well linked..

Band this response achieves in the mark scheme:

s Assured comparisons and links.

s Pertinent evaluation of the different ways of expressing meaning and
achieving effects.

¢ The selection of examples is assured, appropriate and supports the
points being made.

4 10-12

To move up to the next band: This response needs to be more perceptive in the
comparison of the two poems with discriminating examples from the poems to
support the points being made.



Script 2 response to Q3 (b)(i)
Band 3 - 8 marks
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Examiner summary:

The respornse showy developed understanding. The candidate chooses the
giverw poen Your Dad did what?” and comments thoughtfully on bothv
poems.

Band this response achieves in the mark scheme:

» Specific and detailed comparisons and links.

» Developed evaluation of the different ways of expressing meaning and
achieving effects.

» The selection of examples is detailed, appropriate and supports the
points being made.

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



Script 3 response to Q3 (b)(i)

Band 5 - 14 marks
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Examiner summary:

The candidate writes ivv o discriminating way about the two-givesw poems;
and makes comparative pointy based on av thoughtful and perceptive
interbretation of both

Band this response achieves in the mark scheme:

+ Discriminating comparisons and links showing insight.

s Perceptive evaluation of the different ways of expressing meaning and
achieving effects.

* The selection of examples is discriminating and fully supports the points
being made.

5 13-15

To move up the band: This is a top band response and makes a number of discriminating
comparisons. It is only one mark short of the maximum and a better, less rushed summary may
have helped the candidate achieve maximum marks.




