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Unit 3 is assessed by a written examination of 2 hours duration. 

Students answer two questions: one question from Section A and one question from Section B. 

Section A: Creating Texts 

In this section candidates are presented with a selection of linked source texts upon which they must 
base their own text that meets the criteria of a new genre, audience, purpose and context. 

The source texts are taken from a wide range of genres which broadly link to those listed for study. 

In June 2018 the source booklet consisted of four texts relating to The Academy Awards taken from 
a range of sources, and most candidates seemed to engage with the task of producing a short 
feature article for a website about The Oscars.  

At least 50% of the candidate’s own text must be based on the source texts. The candidate may use 
their own knowledge, experience or opinion for the remainder.  

There are 20 marks available for this question which is assessed against: 

AO5: Demonstrate expertise and creativity in the use of English to communicate in different ways. 

Section B: Commentary 

The second task requires the candidates to produce an analytical commentary on the text produced 
in Section A. This commentary should explore the intended audience, purpose and context of the 
article and how this influenced the candidates’ choice of register, tone and language techniques, as 
well as discussing structure, organisation and how the original sources were adapted to create a new 
text. 

There are 30 marks available for this question which is assessed against: 

AO1:  Apply appropriate methods of language analysis, using associated terminology and coherent 
written expression. 

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. 

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



As the two tasks are linked, the paper (the response to Question 1 and Question 2) is assessed as a 
whole. 

Script A 

This script was awarded mark of 43 overall. 

The response for Section A is very accomplished and achieved the highest mark available. 

Slightly less successful was the response to Section B which was awarded a mark of 23 which placed 
it at the top of Level 4. 

The text created in response to Question 1 is very impressive and engaging. 

Writing is accurate, controlled and confident throughout. Register and tone are wholly appropriate 
to the stated context and audience and the shift from humour relating to glitz and attire to the 
serious issue of diversity and inclusion is handled fluidly. 

There is a real understanding of audience and function which is coupled by an insightful 
incorporation of generic convention and device. A key factor that places this at the very top Level of 
achievement if the candidate’s judicious selection of information from all the source materials to 
create something new and engaging. This perfectly exemplifies the advice given by the PE in her 
2018 report:  "don't just paraphrase the source texts in the same order you were given them". Quite 
impressive structure and organisation in the time - a great first draft of a credible piece of 
journalism.  

The response to Section B – the analytical commentary on the language choices made in the 
production of the article - is not as successful as the creative task but was still placed at the top of 
Level 4 as it clearly demonstrates the discrimination and control characteristic of that Level .  

This is particularly true of the clear sense of audience, purpose and genre that is consistently 
apparent Comments relating to these key aspects (AO3 and AO4) are linked with some fluency and 
discrimination to technical points and analysis. Less time could have been spent detailing what 
information was drawn from the sources as this restricts the detail of specific analysis. It is the lack 
of range in terms of technical analysis that prevents the response to Question 2 achieving a mark in 
Level 5 as the limited movement beyond lexis and semantics supresses potential for reward at AO1 
and AO2. Comments on syntax are especially vague and suggest that the candidate is not fully 
confident with analysis at sentence level.  



Script B 

This script was awarded mark of 26 overall. 

12 marks were awarded for Q1 which places the response at the top of Level 3 as it demonstrates 
the clarity and relevance that characterises this Level with relative consistency. 

14 marks were awarded for Q2, which, given the fact that this question has 30 marks available also 
places it in Level 3, but towards the bottom of the Level, indicating that the candidate was slightly 
less successful when producing the technical commentary. 

The response to the creative task (Q1) is generally well expressed although there are occasional 
(minor) lapses in clarity. Audience and general function are mostly targeted effectively and data is 
drawn from the sources to shape this largely informative article.  The sequencing of this information 
is not always as logical or integrated as it might be, especially towards towards the end of the 
response. Here a lack of careful planning and editing/selection of materials has limited the level of 
achievement. 

There are moments when the response achieves ‘engagement’ and a clear, but not always wholly 
successful, attempt to develop some original elements, such as the introductory (and miscast) 
references to Oscar Wilde. 

The accompanying commentary, produced in response to Question 2, is placed towards the bottom 
of Level 3. This suggests that the response was judged clear and relevant overall but also, on certain 
AOs, presented only the general understanding more characteristic of Level 2.  

Much of the response is spent explaining how and why data from the source materials has been 
used – this is worthy at AO4/3 but should not come at the expense of the specific analysis needed to 
achieve at AO1 and AO2.  

The overall organisation lacks coherence due to sudden transitions from point to point and limited 
sense of a cohesive, relevant argument. The analysis of individual points often lacks depth and 
detail, partly due to limited exemplification or specific technical descriptions or terminology. Much 
of the focus of this commentary is on content and information, rather than analysis and evaluation 
of the language used to convey it to the reader. 



Script C 

This script was awarded mark of 13 marks overall. 

9 marks were awarded for Q1 which it at the bottom Level 3 at the border with Level 2. This 
borderline placement indicates that the response was judged to match the descriptors for general 
understanding and performance (Level 2) and that, on occasion showed clarity and relevance (level 
3). 

There is a general sense of direction and some more limited sense of audience and genre. The 
candidate strives for a formality/complexity in expression but often struggles with this, and awkward 
inconsistences in register are evident as a result. There is also some evidence of paraphrase although 
at times there is an attempt to reshape data to task. The section on diversity and inclusion is the 
most successful in this respect and the candidate has been rewarded here. 

4 marks were awarded for Q2, which places it into the bottom level of achievement due to its 
essentially descriptive approach and lack of analytical comment or investigation. There is an overall 
sense of general function and intent but there is minimal comment on effect/method and therefore 
no real opportunity for reward at AO1 and AO2. 
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Script B: 12 = 14 = 26
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