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Unit 2 is assessed by examination of 1 hour 45 minutes duration. Candidates answer two questions: 
one question from Section A and one question from Section B. The paper is marked out of a total of 
50 marks with 25 allocated to Section A and 25 to Section B. Each section contains one question. 
Candidates must answer both questions. 

The paper is divided into two sections providing an opportunity for a comparative analysis in Section 
A and a discussion-based essay in Section B.  

Candidates are invited to analyse three texts which are representative of the spoken and written 
modes of language.  

Section A: Spoken Language Today 

This section provides an unseen piece of spoken language from the 21st century which is a variety of 
English. Question 1 engages candidates in an analysis of the development of this variety in relation 
to Standard English.  

In the June 2018 series the spoken language was an example of Australian Aboriginal English. 

Section A (Question 1) is assessed against: 

A01: Apply appropriate methods of language analysis, using associated terminology and coherent 
written expression. 

AO4: Explore connections across texts, informed by linguistic concepts and methods 

Section A 

Script 1: Level 5: 22 marks 

This is an effectively structured response which makes confident links between the Aboriginal 
Australian English (AAE) and Standard English. The candidate uses terminology accurately and 
consistently commenting on a range of features across the language frameworks and demonstrates 
sophisticated written expression which is a criterion for AO1.  The candidate maintains a focus on 
the question and links features to the development of AAE such as non-standard verb agreement, 
phonological processes and reduplication of vocabulary which are supported by relevant examples. 
Their analysis of phonology is particularly strong, discussing simplification, non-rhoticity, awareness 
of colloquial expressions which is expanded on by making links to American English as well as noting 
differences and similarities to British English. Strong phonological analysis can be a discriminator 
between levels and candidates who are able to demonstrate confident understanding in this area, as 
well as controlled application across their response tend to score in the upper levels. This candidate 
shows knowledge and understanding of this variety of English, makes reference to the speaker’s 



cultural identity and applies theories in their discussion such as convergence and covert prestige 
which meets the criteria for AO4. Overall, this response was well written demonstrating a critical 
and evaluative approach, controlled analysis and understanding of the data making this a strong 
level 5 response. 

Script 2: Level 4: 18 marks 

This response scored within level 4 demonstrating discriminate controlled application. They achieve 
the criteria for AO1 with accurate use of terminology to describe phonological, lexical and 
grammatical features. They select strong examples from the text and attempt discussion regarding 
the context of the language to explain differences. This is notable in their analysis of the lexical 
terms ‘long grass/short grass’ where the candidate explores the metaphorical and colloquial aspect 
of terms for the homeless in Darwin with descriptions of the region. This shows evidence of drawing 
conclusions from the data which is criteria for AO4. This also differentiates from lexical analysis in 
lower level responses whereby terms defined in the glossary are repeated within the response with 
the definition and no exploration. The phonological analysis is confident making links to convergence 
and making connections to the development Australian English. The response is well structured with 
controlled written expression , making clear and concise points allowing for awarding in mid-level 4. 
Critical application of theories, as demonstrated in the level 5 exemplar, would allow for more 
marks. 

Script 3: Level 2: 8 marks 

This response demonstrates general understanding identifying features within the text that deviate 
from Standard English. They make links between Australian lexis and grammatical features that are 
also common in UK dialects but fail to expand on this and demonstrate wider knowledge.  Overall, 
the response is underdeveloped, descriptive in parts and lacks analysis. 

 A common approach within responses which fall in the lower levels is to identify the non-standard 
features and then write their equivalents in standard English with limited or no discussion. This is 
demonstrated in this response particularly with phonology which shows a lack of knowledge with 
regards to phonetic production. The candidate does use terminology consistently which makes this a 
mid- level 2 response. 



Section B: Written Language of the 19th -21st Century 

Candidates answer one discussion question on two written texts in the Source Booklet that look at 
the issue raised in Section A from a wider perspective.  

This series, the two extracts featured were an interview with an Aboriginal storyteller and an online 
article about the development of Australian English. Candidates were asked to discuss how varieties 
of English in Australia reflect the changes to and development of English across the world. 

Section B (Question 2) is assessed against: 

AO2: Demonstrate critical understanding of concepts and issues relevant to language use. 

AO3: Analyse and evaluate how contextual factors and language features are associated with the 
construction of meaning. 

Script 4: Level 5: 21 Marks 

This response is detailed, well written and provides an in-depth analysis of the development of 
English with reference to the Australian varieties of English. The candidate explores the full content 
of the data making connections across the texts regarding cultural identity, stigmatisations of non-
standard dialects and explores theories of convergence amongst its users. The candidate addresses 
each bullet point within the question demonstrating wide knowledge on how Aboriginal and 
Australian English developed historically and their role in the 21st century. They recognise the wider 
issue of attitudes towards English, which features in all the texts, demonstrating an understanding of 
cultural identity and overt and covert prestige. Terminology is used and points are supported with 
evidence from text throughout the response. The candidate makes connections across the data and 
applies theories to draw conclusions. This is a strong response which scores in level 5. 

Script 5: Level 3: 14 Marks 

This candidate begins with a brief description of the texts and addresses the context of media in 
which the language is being used to show how English has spread globally. They link the dominance 
of English with overt prestige and reference all sets of data to make their points. Processes such as 
bi-dialectism and loan words are explored and the candidate demonstrates clear knowledge and 
understanding and addresses each criteria of the question with relation to this variety of English. The 
candidate could include terminology in their response to aid their written expression. Often, 
candidates utilise it consistently with question 1 but then do not transfer it across to question 2. 
Some theoretical application such as convergence, prescriptivism and stigmatisation evidenced 



Script 6: Level 2: 10 marks 

This is an unusual script as the candidate delivers a well-structured response containing relevant 
examples and analysis from one set of data which shows knowledge and understanding but is 
awarded within level 2. This is due to the brevity of the response, the fact that they have only 
referred to Text B and the answer remains undeveloped. It is an unfinished response where the 
candidate has possibly ran out of time but  their approach demonstrates that this had the potential 
to be a strong response if finished. The candidate is awarded at the top of level 2 for this reason but 
the analysis of Text B and reference to basilect and masolect illustrates the type of understanding 
that candidates can discuss in question 2. Application of theories and attention to the other sets of 
data would have allowed this response to score within a higher level. 

Script 7: Level 2: 7 marks 

This response is quite brief and shows general understanding to the topic. The candidate engages in 
a bit of description towards each set of data as opposed to demonstrating how they connect with 
each other and show how language has developed. They also refer to the non-standard features as 
incorrect which shows a lack of understanding towards varieties of English. Candidates should refer 
to dialect features as non- standard. They do show an awareness of the impact of English in a global 
context which elevates it to level 2. 
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