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Statistical Data – Distribution of Grades 
 
The table below summarises the distribution of Grades for Options IIA and IIB. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Introduction 
 
In a context where, for various reasons, at least to date, members of the syllabus panel, setters, markers 
and those involved in preparing candidates for an examination cannot engage in open discussion, formal 
documentation such as examination papers, statistics and examiners’ reports gain particular importance 
as channels of communication. Writers of the examiners’ reports for SEC English Literature have 
recognised this and, over the years tried to ensure that the reports were not limited to an analysis of the 
candidates’ performance in a particular sitting but also forward looking. Repeatedly reports have included 
general comments intended to highlight tendencies that carry broader implications and which could serve 
as attainment targets during the learning process for this examination. The primary concern conditioning 
the writing of the SEC English Literature report has been to help those involved in the preparation 
towards this examination avoid missing the wood for the trees. Examiners are in the difficult but lucky 
position of seeing to what degree their observations in one or more sessions of the examination are taken 
on board and the effect possible changes in classroom practice have on the responses given by 
candidates in the following years. As underscored in previous reports there is no doubt that there have 
been changes for the better. The following are just three.  
 
Over the years there has been a clear shift in the number of candidates opting for Paper IIA. The 
standard expected from candidates in their answers to questions in Paper IIA has definitely not been 
lowered (if anything the quality of the essays in Paper IIA today is superior to that seen in the early years 
of this examination) and yet more candidates are demonstrating they can sit for the more demanding 
option. There is also no doubt that, generally speaking, the quality of the responses in Paper I has 
improved across the board. The same may be said for essays in Paper II. Here, in particular the better 
candidates, have improved the quality of their responses and examiners are seeing essays that evidence 
a better focus in answering the attempted question, genuine efforts at writing valid introductory 
paragraphs and more coherent rhetorical structures. Such changes do not occur overnight. Given that 
one is looking at the answers in an examination taken by a broad spectrum of fifth formers it is 
consequently, encouraging to observe such positive changes. 
 
This introduction will not rewrite the comments that have been already mentioned both in the 2009 and 
2010 reports. One assumes that those interested in the development of this examination have or can 

 Number of Candidates 
Grade Paper I & IIA  Paper I & IIB  Total  % 

1 135 � 135 4.6 
2 169 � 169 5.8 
3 502 � 502 17.1 
4 408 130 538 18.4 
5 287 227 514 17.5 
6 � 153 153 5.2 
7 � 220 220 7.5 
U 299 318 617 21.1 

Absent  15 68 83 2.8 
Total 1815 1116 2931 100.0 
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access these reports and should not find difficulty in eliciting the main observations forwarded by 
examiners even because, in some cases, these have been actually bulleted. Rather it will challenge 
convention and present verbatim a number of comments made by the various examiners. Before this, 
however, readers of this report should know that examiners work in teams focusing on the various 
sections of the examination and the performance of each and every candidate is judged by a minimum of 
five different examiners. Each examiner then prepares a detailed report on each and every question 
corrected. The SEC Examiners’ report is the editing of the many pages of these observations forwarded 
by all the examiners to the chair. The quotes below are, lifted from the various individual reports by the 
examiners. It should be emphasised that examiners write their reports independently, do not share their 
individual reports with each other and their opinions may vary because of the different sections they 
correct, the different batches of candidates they correct and even because this examination is concerned 
with response to literature (which should not be mistakenly understood that markers do not follow clear 
assessment criteria).  
 
These are some of the examiners’ comments: 
1. It is clear that several teachers are competent and dedicated enough and are explaining the set texts 
thoroughly in class...Some of the essays I corrected were admirable in the width and their scope and 
thoroughness, qualities which cannot but be the result of dedicated teaching in class. 
2. A high percentage of the candidates whose papers I corrected had a clear idea of how literary 
criticism questions on a set text – Paper I- should be addressed. 
3. I must say that the questions were well pitched and graded to bring out the most important details 
and themes of the passage. In my opinion, this was one of the best passages ever and I could see a 
definite improvement in the candidates’ overall ability to empathise and react effectively to the literary 
devices in the passage. This shows that the reports did not fall on deaf ears and that we have greatly 
progressed from the time when we had a plethora of unanswered questions in Paper I. 
4. A few candidates did not answer the Poetry section. However, I could notice that those who failed to 
answer the Poetry question, did in fact, answer the Drama and Prose sections with success. One hopes 
that Poetry is presented with the same degree of passion. Perhaps more emphasis needs to be placed on 
in service courses for teachers of Literature with a focus to encourage the love and enjoyment of poetry. 
Although I can see a definite and regular improvement in these past years, I would like to see a better 
standard of answer in this Section, especially from IIA candidates.  
5. It is a pleasure to note that teachers are reading the reports on the candidates’ performance in this 
examination. There have been improvements in these areas: 

i. Most candidates have learned to write an introductory paragraph that has something to do with 
the question. For example, very few candidates started the essay on Macbeth with a purple passage 
about Shakespeare being the greatest playwright in European history and a list of his great 
tragedies. 
ii. Candidates are, slowly but steadily, learning that narrating at length is not the way to earn marks. 
The best marks are awarded to essays of sufficient length to cover relevant material focusing on the 
question. 
iii. The majority of the candidates attempting Paper A have learned to focus on the question. It was 
obvious that these candidates were making a deliberate effort to keep referring to the key points or 
words in the question throughout the essay. 

6. Few candidates have really understood the purpose and value of quotations. Too many candidates 
think that the more quotations in the essays, the better their mark will be. In some cases, essays in the 
Poetry section, responses included more quotations than text produced by the candidate. The examiners 
are not looking for memory work and they often prefer references to the text than quotations, most of 
which, at any rate, are misquoted. It must be emphasised that the main thing the examiners are looking 
for is critical analysis and comments – definitely not memory work. 
7. An undesirable number of candidates, especially those attempting Paper B, still have little or no idea 
of proper paragraphing. They put all the material they remember in one long paragraph without any 
attempt to form some sort of development of the points used to answer the question. 
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PAPER I – SECTION A: General Comments  
 
The response of most of the candidates to the poem was satisfactory. It was obvious from the answers 
that most candidates understood the ‘story line’ of the poem and the better candidates showed an 
appreciation of the more subtle aspects like the metaphor of the hands, the different tones of the poem, 
the different attitudes towards the grandmother and the character of the grandmother herself. Indeed, 
markers observed that there was no shortage of excellent answers. However, it must be admitted that 
there was a certain subtlety that eluded the weaker candidates, perhaps because of the different tones of 
the poem. It was difficult for them at times to understand who is saying what. Besides, several of the 
weaker candidates were misled by the title. They thought that the poem is essentially about grandmother 
knitting and failed to see the many other activities performed by her in her life. 
 
Most candidates have now understood that the lines in the examination script are an indication of the 
amount of material they are expected to write. The number of candidates scribbling all over the margins 
of the page has diminished drastically and, generally speaking, the answers are more focused. Most 
candidates are also getting out of the habit or repeating much of the question before starting the answer. 
For example, in question 2, good answers started: These words refer to..., ‘These words suggest that..., 
Since grandmother is old... . 
 
Specific Comments 
 
1 Contrary to previous years, this was NOT a give-away answer, especially to the Paper B candidates.  
This was not because the question per se was difficult but rather because many candidates did not read 
the question properly.  It seems that too many candidates understood the two of the question as referring 
to the two words in each contrast given. Surprisingly enough, even a number of Paper A students seem 
to have missed the word contrast! Undoubtedly this could have been the result of working past papers 
where the candidates were usually asked to underline one correct answer  The major fault here is 
definitely very little attention to the wording of the question on the part of the candidate as the set 
question was very straightforward. 
 
2 This proved to be one of the most difficult questions and relatively few candidates were awarded two 
marks. It was clear that the candidates did not know the verb to grasp could mean to understand. 
Besides, with so many references to hands most of the candidates thought that the poet is referring to the 
actual physical act of grandma holding something in her hands. Many of the candidates who knew the 
meaning of grasp in the context were dry in their answer and gave just the meaning. The question asked 
what it referred to and the candidates were expected to suggest what, in their opinion, the grandmother 
was failing to understand e.g. life is different now, that the children have enough scarves; or she should 
rest. 
 
3 This question also proved to be rather taxing on the candidates. The contrast between past and 
present and the relationship between the time shift and grandmother’s abilities was generally ignored.  
While the question was meant to guide the candidate towards the correct answer (in the second stanza), 
the candidates shifted their focus to the fact that grandma is still good at doing the same things even now 
that she is old. The sad outcome was that very few got full marks.  A number of candidates managed to 
get 1 mark when providing at least the idea of contrast in grandmother’s life.   Paper A candidates did 
slightly better in general but not to the degree one would have expected. 
 
4 The majority of candidates knew the technical term alliteration and answered the first part of the 
question correctly. Their efforts to explain the effectiveness of the figure of speech were more tentative 
than crisp. Candidates must learn to ask the basic question ‘Why might the poet have used the repetition 
of the sound /s/ here? 
 
5 This was quite straightforward and many candidates (Paper A and B) managed at least 2 marks (out 
of 3). Most of these made relevant points but perhaps did not provide a proper explanation.  On the 
negative side, a few candidates garnered no points because they offered a superficial answer in which 
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they wrote irrelevant details or else because they focused on the grandmother’s attitudes instead of the 
poet’s and the children’s.  This happened mostly within the Paper B group.  They did not read the 
question properly.  Around 25 % ignored the poet’s attitudes, and their marks ranged from 1 to 2 
according to the overall answer. The more adventurous ones gained 3 marks because they delivered a 
sound and explanatory answer tied closely to the poem.   
 
6 A good number of candidates managed to get full marks as they were conscious the words meant to 
describe the current state of the grandmother’s hands, the pain she must be in and the fact that she is 
now no longer as healthy as she once was. The most common mistakes were failing to be specific in 
attempting to explain the effectiveness of this line.   The weaker candidates associated the words with the 
needles, while others felt that this line leaves the reader breathless.  Again, the question itself was 
indicative that the effect should have been the opposite!  One reason behind this could be the fact that 
some candidates do not read and understand the question properly.  Another fault was mentioning the 
what not the how. A few mentioned that the words are called adjectives; others opted for the explanation 
of the words, instead of the effect created.  Old habits die hard, as in question 4b.   The ideas were there 
but some could not make them specific.  The candidates need to be more assertive in their expression of 
ideas. Saying that the poet is using the full stops for emphasis is not enough: the candidates had to focus 
on the bad condition of the grandmother’s hands, and what she has been reduced to.   
 
7 Most candidates obtained 2 or 3 marks in this question since there were several rhythms and patters 
to choose from in the poem. Many of the candidates chose to quote from the poem even though it is 
recommended that candidates do not quote unless specifically asked to. 
 
8 This question is the most accessible and yet the least popular. Many candidates constantly fail to 
notice this. One possible reason as to why candidates do not put their best foot forward might be the fact 
that it is the last question in the section, or simply because they do not like free writing without prompts.  
Whatever reason there might be, the fact is that very few candidates score/d highly.  The majority of 
candidates angled on the word hands and associated it with the work carried out. Eg. Grandma used her 
hands to slit the fish, slap her children, scrub her husband’s back, knit and so on.  Only 2 or 3 points were 
mentioned – flat and cold facts.   Very few came up with an explanation.  This shows that more effort 
needs to be put in liberating candidates to appreciate literariness. 
 
This question is accessible because the candidate is offered the chance to pick focal instances in the 
poem – which is the first stage – and explain why they are relevant to the theme in question.  In this case, 
the hands are linked with hard work, knitting, grasp of life, household chores, duty to her husband, waving 
goodbye on Sunday.   The second stage would be to tie the image of the hand with visual or sound 
images and how they leave an effect on the reader.  Do they leave a lasting image in the mind of the 
reader? Are there any contrasts? Etc. 
Paper B candidates gained an average 2-3 while a few managed a 4 or even 5.   Paper A candidates who 
stopped at the ‘first stage’ earned  3-4 on average, when they gave the points but failed to produce a 
personal literary response, while the better ones got 5 and a number of exceptional answers with all the 
characteristics in place collected the 6 marks. 
 
SECTION B: General Comments 
 
The passage was a good choice in terms of content, level of difficulty and theme and candidates had no 
difficulty in engaging with it as can be attested by the number of valid responses given by both the A and 
B candidates. The majority of candidates understood that the passage was about a disabled boy and his 
considerable effort to write using his foot. They were also aware of the special bond that existed between 
the mother and her disabled son. The tense atmosphere that dominates the passage was also 
adequately perceived by most candidates. Indeed, the fact that a good percentage of candidates were ‘in 
touch’ with the text is evidenced by the fact that in the prose exercise (possibly after having dealt with the 
slightly more demanding poem) the candidates tended to be more verbose and (definitely more than in 
the poem) sprawled their answers beyond the spaces provided. 
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1 Most candidates answered this question correctly. 
 
2 Many answers correctly included references to a more personal feel to the passage when the first 
person narrator is used. Others elaborated by stating that one feels that the story seems more real as the 
author is writing from a personal stance. Some mentioned the term autobiography and the idea that this 
story happened to the author and the reader feels more empathy. A few simply wrote that the first person 
narrator gave a first person point of view without any further development on what they meant. Others 
insisted that it focused more on the boy as a protagonist and left it at that. 
 
3 There was quite a number of students who did not limit themselves to four words. The majority 
earned 2 marks but there was quite a number who lost marks referring to yellow and slender which were 
obviously wrong. 
 
4 a) Many candidates chose the right example but quite a few insisted in giving a partial answer like for 
example of its own volition or reached out without including my foot which obviously could not be 
considered a correct answer. Some candidates referred to other personifications within the passage but 
which were not in the lines indicated by the question. Others picked on the phrase they could have been 
useless (line 12) thinking that they because it refers to feet is a form of personification.  
b) Many candidates rightly focused on the spontaneous effect that this personification gives and the idea 
that the foot was a separate entity from the boy and had a mind of its own. The sheer determination of the 
boy to write was reflected in the unconscious decision to use his foot to write with instead of his hands. 
 
5 The candidates who lost all three marks referred to the other members of the family and made 
conjectures about their physical and mental abilities or/and lack thereof. The best answers referred to the 
mother as supportive, lovingly maternal and the one who really believed that the protagonist had 
potential. 
 
6 Many candidates answered that this was a suitable title as the boy succeeded in writing the letter A 
and that was what the passage was all about. Others saw beyond this literal explanation for the title and 
proposed that since it is the first letter of the alphabet, it could symbolically be seen as a new beginning 
for the boy as now he would be able to write (once he has discovered this ability).  
 
7 Many candidates were able to answer this question correctly in that they interpreted the father’s 
tense shoulders as his excited expectation of what was going to happen now that the boy had grasped 
the chalk with his foot which might indicate a sense of shock as he had never seen his son do this before. 
This tension is followed by a sense of relief and happiness once the boy writes the letter and the father 
carries him on his shoulders. Those who lost marks referred to the power of the father’s shoulders in 
lifting the child or to entirely unacceptable conjectures which underlined the fact that they did not, at this 
point, fully understand the moment the text attempts to capture. 
 
8 This was one question that really had the effect of distinguishing between the less able and the high-
fliers. Candidates referred to the slowing down of time through this expression, it is as if through this 
metaphor the author creates a slow motion effect. Many indicated that this was a new beginning for the 
boy, the moment when he realised that he no longer was incapable of writing. Others referred to the fact 
that the boy’s muscles and nerves were waking up after a long time of being asleep. Candidates who 
answered incorrectly referred to the boy feeling sleepy from the effort, the boy feeling shy because the 
others were looking at him and other similar answers which showed that they had not grasped the 
meaning of this metaphor.  
 
9 Again, this question (as intended) managed to bring out the different abilities of the candidates. The 
lowest achievers (not restricted to paper B candidates) misinterpreted the question and wrote about 
tension and the sense of tension. Others referred to the protagonist’s lack of senses, as he was disabled.  
However, the vast majority achieved some marks by referring to the senses but only limited themselves to 
quoting without explaining the effectiveness of the quotes. The best answers quoted and referred to sight, 
touch and sound and brought out the effectiveness of the quotes. 
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PAPER IIA: Specific Comments  
 
DRAMA  
 
1 Practically all the candidates who chose this question knew that the extract is taken from the banquet 
scene. As for sub-question (a), most candidates concentrated on the phrase immediate circumstances 
and few candidates attempted a summary of all that happens before, leading to the appearance of 
Banquo’s ghost. In sub-question (b), most of the candidates showed awareness of the behaviour and 
feelings of Macbeth and Lady Macbeth and some also brought out the relations between them. However, 
some candidates did not pay enough attention to the phrase at this stage in the play and wrote too much 
about the characters as they acted throughout the play. In sub-question (c), several candidates 
concentrated on the word illusion and did not understand that the question was on the theme of illusion 
and reality, that is the theme of deception. 
 
2 Out of the many choosing this question, very few candidates had an answer that was focused on the 
question The question was mainly concerned with the chaos resulting from the murder of a king. 
Candidates were expected to refer to the chaos in nature after Duncan’s death and to the chaotic state of 
Scotland under Macbeth’s reign. Yet most candidates had no idea of The Great Chain of Being and wrote 
about Macbeth’s and Lady Macbeth’s confused state of mind. One is disappointed to read so many 
essays that fail to demonstrate this understanding of the play. 
 
3 This was the most popular choice because most candidates can understand characterisation in a 
play and can relate to characters they can see on the screen or read about in a play. Most of the 
candidates brought out the salient qualities of Banquo’s character and how he acted in various 
circumstances. The best essays were those in which the candidates went beyond this to bring out the 
dramatic reason for the inclusion of Banquo in the play – that of acting as a foil to Macbeth.  
 
4 Very few candidates attempted this question. 
(a) Candidates were aware that the Duke is sending Viola disguised as Cesario with love messages to 
Olivia and that Viola herself is in love with the Duke but nonetheless carries out her duties. 
(b) Answers to this were generally correct as the candidates were not unsure as to the motive behind 
the address. 
(c) Unfortunately, answers to this were focused on the different types of love rather than on the 
complicated nature of love as was required. 
 
5 Only a couple of candidates answered this question. Answers showed an awareness of the 
selfishness of some characters in particular Sir Toby’s and the way he abuses of Sir Andrew for his own 
gain; Olivia and Orsino’s selfishness in love as well as Malvolio’s selfishness. 
 
6 This being a character question was the most popular. There were two components to it: a 
comparison and a contrast, therefore candidates were required to point out similarities and differences. 
Candidates tended to give a character sketch rather than highlight the similarities and differences. Those 
who tried to focus on the question either limited themselves to a comparison or else, if they attempted a 
contrast, gave superficial points about appearance and social status. 
 
7 The question was open-ended and it therefore challenged the better candidates to show their 
knowledge of the play and what there is behind the plot. High marks were awarded to any interpretation 
of the statement so long as it revealed an intelligent and sensitive reading of the play. However, some of 
the candidates who chose this question interpreted the statement to mean that it is not important for a 
country whether it wins or loses the war. Some of these candidates ended up writing around the idea of 
war and not about the play itself. 
 
8 This was the most chosen question and, on the whole, well answered by the majority of the 
candidates. They showed sufficient knowledge of the play to distinguish the different styles of leadership 
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of Sergeant Mitchem and Corporal Johnstone. Most of the candidates saw Mitchem as the better leader 
but it was surprising to find how many candidates blame him for the ‘mistake’ of not killing the prisoner 
early in the play. A handful of candidates even saw Johnstone as the better leader since he was the only 
one to survive. The irony that he was likely to suffer the fate of the Japanese PoW seems to have eluded 
these candidates. 
 
9 Relatively few candidates chose this question. It challenged the candidates to write about the issues 
that surface in the play that are universal to all wars including those of our time. The better candidates 
concentrated, quite rightly, on issues like the rights of PoWs, the instinct of survival, killing in self-defence, 
kindness amid cruelty to others. As usual, the weaker candidates saw the happenings in the play as the 
reason for its modern appeal and simply narrated these happenings. 
 
10 There were only a couple of answers to this. One answer was unbalanced with the candidate 
referring only to Amanda’s retreat into her past and saying very little about Tom’s irresponsibility and his 
escapism. On the whole candidates failed to see that there is also a realistic side to Amanda besides her 
flights into fantasy. 
 
11 Answers to this were generally not focused on the aspect of guilt. They were more of a character 
sketch of Tom with a slight reference to guilt for having abandoned Laura. 
 
12 Answers to this were quite good. They referred to Laura’s inability to face the real world and her 
behaviour in situations when she comes face to face with the outside world because of her lack of self 
esteem. Some did not refer to her disability which is the key factor to her behaviour. 
 
13 The markers half expected that candidates attempting this question would read the word inability as 
referring only to Stubby leading to efforts focusing exclusively on physical or mental disabilities. However, 
most candidates who attempted this question wrote about the inability of Sharon to bring up her son, the 
inability of certain teachers to understand and sympathise with Jim and other examples. It was interesting 
to note that the better candidates used a variety of phrases such as inability to or was unable to or did not 
have the ability to in an effort to keep their text focused on the question. There were some very good 
responses to this question. If only these very focused responses could be shown to others who might 
need such evidence to pitch and focus their answers that little bit better and earn a better mark. 
 
14 Of those who answered this question, there was the usual batch of candidates who narrated the 
circumstances that led Rambo to utter these words to Mariza. However, most of the candidates realized 
that what was expected was to explain clearly why Rambo said these words and why it was necessary to 
be a tough guy to be part of the gang, or to survive on the streets. However, few candidates saw the 
better qualities of these street gangs - how they provide help, affection, protection or a sense of belonging 
to these children living in absolute poverty. One was surprised by the number of candidates who seemed 
to have little or no sympathy for these children. They referred to Anita’s criminal act of stealing bread or to 
the policeman shooting these criminals. It is obvious that some of the candidates cannot even 
comprehend the meaning of absolute poverty. 
 
15 Many of the candidates chose this question and the essays were, on the whole, satisfactory. There 
was so much to write on from the two stories that it became important to be selective in discussing the 
theme of rejection and acceptance. Most of the candidates mentioned, quite rightly, the instances of 
rejection and acceptance in the two plays. The better candidates also brought out the fact that the two 
protagonists underwent the psychological journey from rejection to acceptance of reality. It was surprising 
to note that the main rejection in ‘Mariza’s Story’, the rejection of the street children by society in general 
and of the poor by the rich, was not always brought out as a key element. Another thing that emerged in a 
number of essays is that the candidates tried not to be judgemental when writing about these plays. For 
example, quite a number of candidates did not blame Sharon for refusing to bring up Jim. This seems to 
reflect what is being said in classrooms. It is an excellent idea to encourage students to walk a mile in that 
person’s shoes before judging but, on the other hand, literature is meant to engage our feelings and such 
stories are meant and should arouse a sense of anger at social injustices. Writing in a chastised, 
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impassionate, politically correct manner after experiencing such literature feels like the antithesis of the 
very reason of experiencing literature.  
 
POETRY 
 
1 The candidates opted evenly for the three questions in The New Dragon Book of Verse. The best 
answers to this question brought out the effectiveness of the imagery of Wind and The Soldier, with direct 
reference to empathy. The average and below average essays were sketchy and paraphrased with little 
direct references to the effectiveness of the rich imagery of both poems. They also gave unwanted 
biographical details about Ted Hughes and his matrimonial problems as well as Robert Brooke’s 
mosquito bite. The really weaker ones had a very vague idea of the poems (if any) and wrote irrelevant 
paragraphs on nature and natural disasters and the honour of war respectively. 
 
2 Again this was a popular choice with candidates. There were very few who performed spectacularly 
on all questions in the Poetry Section rendering it the poor relative of Prose and Drama. The poems 
referred to in this question were considered evenly by the candidates. There were a few who referred to 
the three poems and the best answers brought out the effectiveness of the animal metaphor as 
requested. As with questions 1 and 3, the weaker ones limited themselves to sketchy paraphrases. 
Others were quite inaccurate or referred vaguely to the poems showing that they had not bothered to 
study or at least read them. 
 
3 Comments on question 3 cannot differ much from those on the other two questions. It is obvious that 
the candidates found writing about Uphill much more difficult than writing about Ozymandias – probably 
not without reason. Some answers evidence a very clear distinction between the response on one poem 
and the other. Given that candidates cannot suddenly become inspired and write well or lose their quality 
of expression it would be interesting to see where this discrepancy stems from. 
 
4 A very small percentage of the candidates opt to answer questions on The Calling of Kindred. Of 
these, this question was the most popular. The candidates generally wrote acceptably well on the two 
poems and the responses definitely did not manifest the kind of discrepancy one could see in question 3.  
 
5 The candidates that attempted this question answered relatively well. There were no spectacular 
answers but most were average to above average. One needs to underline, however, that a number of 
candidates attempting this question ignored the fact that they were expected to write about two and not 
three of the poems. Particularly in this section where candidates are asked to write about one, two or 
more poems, there should be attention to the rubric. When candidates ignore the rubric markers have 
little option but to follow established guidelines for the sake of fairness. 
 
6 Only a couple of candidates attempted this question. A pity, since this is a poem that could have 
provided an opportunity for the better candidates (and some candidates do really perform well) to seize 
the chance to take the challenge. It did not really happen, though it must be said that none of those 
attempting this question performed below average. 
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PROSE 
 
1 Candidates who answered this question could, in their majority, address the issue of tragedy very 
well with good arguments and relevant references to the text like the mother’s death, father’s suicide, 
Shakespeare losing his very young son, among others. Most essays took the form of a list of incidents 
from the story, pasted together to form a brief summary with sporadic points. Students seem to have yet 
to learn to present their arguments and only use the text as illustration of their points. Usually, the priority 
is given to the narration of the incident over the argument that they are trying to put across. It seems that 
more focus is needed when preparing students to write literature essays. Sometimes students also have 
a tendency to write all that they know or all they have prepared about a novel without discriminating 
between the relevant information and other material which loses the essay’s focus. Candidates who 
answered this question many times failed to address, or at least adequately, the comic element in the 
novel. There are many light moments in the novel like for example when Nat wakes up in Shakespeare’s 
time and has to use the bucket instead of a toilet, the incident of the trapdoor which was opened at the 
wrong time, the jokes about Nathan’s accent and fooling around with Gil, the way the author describes 
certain characters just to mention a few. There are moments of black comedy as when there is the 
incident when Nathan uses the Heimlich manoeuvre to save Roper from choking to death. The worse 
thing was not that the candidates did not mention incidents from the text but that they addressed the 
comedy in the book with just a line or a short paragraph while the rest of the essay was totally focused on 
the tragic element.    
 
2 Candidates who chose this question were spoilt for choice with regards to the references that they 
could select to address the essay’s demands. The question had such a wide scope that if the students 
knew the plot well then they could answer this question more than adequately. The challenge for this 
essay came when candidates had to choose their material and many of the essays ended up being 
summaries of the whole book. Over all, there seems to be more need for students to work on structuring 
their essays especially when they have a lot of information to provide. Essays end up sprawling with 
information which is not linked and a cut-and-paste feel is created in the candidate’s work. On a positive 
note, one must recognise that students knew this book very well and it seems that many definitely like this 
time-travelling story. 
 
3 Not attempted. 
 
4 The few candidates who chose to answer this question fell within average.  The essays were not 
outstanding but the content was valid. The importance of matches was explained in the light of the basic 
plot of the novel, though hardly anyone mentioned that the TT was interested in science, and hence the 
link. They mentioned the idea that he had to fight to survive, and that the matches were essential, and 
provided examples where possible.  One would like candidates to be more assertive in their writing, and 
less perfunctory to avoid delivering unimpressive essays. 
 
5 A good number of candidates answered on the short stories.  Unfortunately, a number of candidates 
overlooked the quote mentioned in the question altogether.  They picked two stories for each of the 
element of laughter and disaster!  They were supposed to pick any two stories in which the plot revolves 
around humour which then becomes quite tragic, obviously for the character/s involved.  An example of 
this could be Mr Boggis in Parson’s Pleasure, where the reader is catapulted in a day in the life of Cyril, 
where the comicality is obvious.  It is the events at the end which turn this laughter and superiority into 
disaster.  Cyril’s much coveted commode is broken and useless, and he does not have the upper hand 
any more. It is along these lines that the candidate was expected to evaluate the quote. The majority of 
candidates who did not understand what the question really was about mentioned Katina as the story 
about disaster…..and hence wrote responses that were, essentially, not addressing the question.  It was 
clear that they had to discuss a story which contains both comical and pitiable elements. It is advisable 
that candidates read and understand the question well before attempting the answer. 
 
6 Many candidates who answered this question wrote unbalanced essays as they focused on the 
destruction of the evil-doer but were unable to address the element of exaggeration within the stories. 
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They failed to address Dahl’s use of the grotesque in his characterisation and the ingeniously complex 
plots. Many, as usual simply, gave summaries of the whole stories without actually focusing on the 
exaggerated elements found in them. Obviously the revenge at the end and the thwarting of the evil-doer 
was something that, at least, did not escape some students’ attention. On the other hand, there were 
students that chose inadequate stories like the The Landlady to illustrate the punishment of the evil-doer. 
Many essays left one with the impression that students simply wrote the plot of the story and if this 
satisfied the essay’s demands than that was purely incidental and not premeditated. Since this question 
partially addressed more a technical aspect of Dahl’s story writing, the answers given seem to highlight a 
lack either in addressing these issues in class or else students’ disregard of or inability to grasp the 
importance of these techniques in literature. 
 
7 Candidate’s answers had to show their awareness of the universal elements of this story. The 
different animals represent the various character types that are present in any totalitarian society and 
candidates had to address this issue. Unfortunately, the students who answered this question did not go 
beyond the allegory of the Russian revolution. They obviously reproduced what they had learnt in their 
studies about which animal represents which historical figure in the Russian Revolution and they stopped 
there. A few candidates were able to make the universal leap and some even connected the story with 
present day dictators and countries which are in the middle of a revolution to overthrow these tyrannous 
leaders. It might be that candidates conveniently or inadvertently disregarded the words not only in the 
question.   
 
8 This was a safer choice. The candidates seemed to know their mettle and it showed in their essays.  
Major’s dream and the distortion of his original aims and beliefs by Napoleon and Squealer were 
meticulously portrayed by most of the candidates, and they scored well.  Essays were focused and well 
read.  There was only a small batch whose mark was average.  On a more positive note, there was a 
number of valuable entries - good expression and high end content - which highlighted the marking 
session and which were a head above the rest, scoring very highly.   
 
9 A small number of candidates attempted this question.  The responses given by the candidates to 
this question were very well focused with hardly any major deviations. The average essay for Private 
Peaceful was shorter than that on the other texts, but not necessarily of a lower standard.  On the 
contrary, most candidates evidenced a very good command of the language which obviously contributes 
to a better quality essay. One point of criticism would be more analysis on the role Charlie has and his 
influence on Tommy.  More examples from the story which tie with the candidate’s analysis would have 
‘fleshed out’ these essays and improved the grounding of the responses in the novel. 
 
10 An even smaller number of candidates attempted this question on Private Peaceful.  Some 
candidates seem very familiar with the text and know it well, and this was very evident in the answers.  
The only thing worth improving upon is writing in a logical sequence of events rather than representing 
mere impressions.  More analysis on how life in England was not always a bed of roses, but rather tense 
at times. 
 
11 There were a number of appropriate answers which gave good references to the various images and 
quotes that Sade resorts to in difficult situations. Some candidates constantly referred to images and 
quotes but they never convincingly used these to pitch their writing beyond the narrative to some 
semblance of argumentation. It is important to note that Option A candidates are clearly expected to 
demonstrate some degree of argument in their answers. 
 
12 Generally speaking, the candidates attempting this question performed better that those attempting 
question 11. These essays validly addressed the various moments of injustice and justice in the novel 
and produced texts that, not only, made reference to appropriate incidents but were also acceptably 
structured for the reader to understand the drift or direction of the text. 
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PAPER II B: Specific Comments  
 
DRAMA 
 
1 This was a very popular choice. The question required candidates to trace the factors which led 
Macbeth to murder Duncan. There was a whole range of answers. Some answers were very detailed, 
well structured and developed and written in fluent English. Other answers were not bad but perhaps not 
so detailed as they tended not to give due importance to the part played by Lady Macbeth in convincing 
him to go ahead with the murder; Macbeth’s own vaulting ambition and the part played by the witches in 
whetting it by making one of the prophecies come through were not always emphasized. Other answers 
were sketchy and poorly structured. 
 
2 It was encouraging to see that most of the candidates who chose this question had a very detailed 
knowledge of the scene and described in detail the three apparitions and, quite a good number, added 
the apparition of the line of kings with Banquo pointing at them as his own. A number of candidates 
showed some background knowledge by saying that Shakespeare added this apparition as a compliment 
to King James, who was supposed to be descended from Banquo.  
 
3 In spite of the fact that this was not a difficult question, only a couple of candidates attempted it. The 
responses were basically a description of Lady Macbeth’s character without much focus on the aptness of 
the statement which is, essentially, a reference to deception. 
 
4 Only two candidates answered this question. One answer was very good as the candidate seemed 
conscious of the notion of dramatic irony. The other answer was out of point. 
 
5 The more popular letter the candidates focused on was that sent by Maria to Malvolio and the way 
he behaves as a result. The candidates demonstrated good knowledge of content one expected as an 
answer to this question. Not only were the points made by the candidates factually correct but most 
candidates also went beyond the events and made reference to what the characters’ emotions were in 
the circumstances. The other more popular letter was that of Malvolio to Olivia. Again, even here, very 
few candidates did not get their facts right though one needs to say that, in this case, there was less 
concern with emotions or anything that went beyond events. 
 
6 This question produced some soon answers. Candidates generally referred to the fun loving 
characters, the notion/incidents of mistaken identity and the trick played on Malvolio. 
 
7 The candidates who answered this question showed an awareness of the changes that come about 
in the behaviour and attitude of the soldiers when they find the cigarettes and the cigarette case in the 
Japanese prisoner’s possession. The better candidates concentrated on individual cases rather than on 
the soldiers in general. However, very few used the incident to point out that war is dirty business and 
that, in fact, for all the talk about human rights and human dignity, some miles away Japanese soldiers 
are actually killing British soldiers. This incident evidences the raw instincts of survival and human 
aggression that war brings to the surface, which is very easy for armchair critics to gloss over. 
 
8 This was an open-ended question that allowed candidates to show their knowledge of the play by 
eliciting some of the ways in which war affected some of the soldiers involved. In such questions, it is not 
necessary to refer to all the soldiers. It is enough to focus on three or four of the soldiers involved in the 
drama, including the Japanese soldier held prisoner, and to bring out their thoughts feeling, actions or 
changes in behaviour when they are actually on the frontline. 
 
9 The candidates who chose this question wrote a general description of the character of the two 
chosen soldiers. They did not focus enough on the key words strengths and weaknesses and 
distinguished between them. It seems, that one of the problems candidates face, is to remember the right 
names and to spell them correctly. There were a few candidates who, for example, were obviously writing 
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about one soldier but insisted throughout to give him the wrong name. While examiners try to put 
something like this to examination pressure, at times, one tends to doubt it. 
 
10 Rather disappointingly, most of the responses to this question were not particularly focused. 
Candidates wrote mainly on Jim’s school days and his visit to Wingfields without contrasting his life with 
that of the Wingfields indicating its importance in the play. 
 
11 This required candidates to show the effect of two major events on two characters in the play. 
Candidates had no idea what the Great Depression refers to and interpreted it as a mental depression 
with the result that their answer or a great part of it was out of point. 
 
12 This question seems to have brought out the best answers on this text. Candidates were expected to 
focus on two aspects: how and why. All three members of the Winfield family were referred to with Laura 
being the most popular .Some candidates were good on the how but ignored the why. The ones about 
Tom were rather superficial The best answers were about Laura. 
 
13 Most of the candidates who chose this question showed some knowledge of the two worlds, real and 
imaginary, Jim inhabits. They also showed an awareness that Jim’s escapism is a sort of consolation for 
the harsh reality of being rejected by his mother. However, few candidates explained well the meaning of 
the quotation and placed it in context and fewer still explained how this duality came to an end with the 
symbolic burning of the poster of Mount Everest. 
 
14 The main problem with this question was that many candidates ended up writing a general essay on 
the sufferings of street children or about social injustice in Brazil. While admitting that this essay lends 
itself well to a discussion on such social issues, it is important for teachers to point out that examiners are 
testing the candidate’s knowledge of the play. It is important for candidates to show the extent of their 
knowledge by supporting statements about the suffering of street children with references to specific 
characters, incidents or examples from the play. 
 
15 This question allowed candidates to bring out the differences between the behaviour and attitude of 
the two main mums in the plays -  Jim’s mum and Mariza’s mum. Probably the most expected answer 
was that the first was selfish and placed her own wishes before the well-being of her son and the second 
tried her best to find her lost daughters. However, it was surprising what a range of answers was offered. 
These ranged from blaming Mariza’s mum for giving more importance to her possessions than to her 
daughters to sympathizing with Sharon since she loved Jim and was fostering him for his own good. The 
examiners were, obviously, ready to accept a variety of answers so long as candidates tried to somehow 
justify their opinions. Some candidates even made passing reference to a bad mother – Anita’s mother – 
and brought out Mrs Welland as the good ‘mother’ using these as points of reference for their conclusions 
on Sharon and Mariza’s mother. Very well done. 
 
 
POETRY 
 
1 Although there was generally an even distribution in the choice of questions, this was one of the 
most answered questions. The best candidates made direct reference to the poem grounding their 
response in the texts. The more able candidates brought out the effectiveness of the imagery of Dulce et 
Decorum Est and to a lesser extent The Discovery. Weaker candidates, invariably limited their answers to 
paraphrasing. The weakest gave the historical background to The Discovery translating their response 
into just the wrongs that came out of the discovery of America by the white man or wrote about Rupert 
Brooke’s The Soldier when they thought they were writing about Dulce et Decorum Est. 
  
2 This was the least popular choice. Efforts to paraphrase Sonnet LX failed dismally. The candidates 
were clearly more comfortable writing about The Lesson, however, even here the responses were not 
particularly good. Most seemed to be relying on a vague memory of the poem and tried to waffle through 
by waxing lyrical against bullying. The goldfish image was invariably misunderstood and misinterpreted. 
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3 A number of candidates wrote very good answers to this question. There is no doubt that this seems 
to be one of the more popular poems and candidates demonstrate not a vague understanding of it. The 
answers suggest an acceptable knowledge and those candidates that did not answer well did so because 
they did not pay attention to the rubric rather than because of lack of knowledge of the poem. 
 
4 There were few candidates who attempted this question. The answers were generally paraphrases 
and none of the candidates attempting this question could be awarded marks beyond average. 
 
5 This was the most popular question. It is possible that some of the candidates answering this 
question had actually done The New Dragon Book of Verse but realised they could answer this question 
(which is, obviously, only fair). This feeling stems from the rather sporadic presence of these answers in 
the batches one was correcting. The answers were generally disappointing as the poem seems to have 
been reduced in the candidates’ minds to a couple of lines. None of the candidates attempting this 
question showed an understanding good enough to write an above average answer. 
 
6 Very few candidates attempted this question. Most of these answered relatively well deserving 
scores that did not fall below average. The answers demonstrated that the question was attempted by 
candidates that seem to have studied and, even if their writing was not exceptional, the effort included 
valid content and some effort to create a coherent text. There were definitely no off the cuff or shallow 
answers to this question. 
 
 
PROSE 
 
1 Most essays provided an adequate response to this question. Many candidates focused on how 
Shakespeare and Nathan bond together and how each replaces the emptiness left in them by the death 
of someone close and dear. Some candidates referred to the fact that Nathan’s time travelling was a way 
of how Shakespeare escaped death from the plague as the Nathan of Shakespeare’s time travelled to 
more modern medical facilities. Once again essays about this book give the impression that students 
seem to enjoy the story and are able to write well about it. 
 
2 Most of the essays centred on Nathan’s trust in Shakespeare and how the boy regained happiness 
and hope for the future through his new found bond with the playwright. Trust was also mentioned in 
relation to the acting profession in that candidates understood that actors need to trust in each other if 
they are to come out with a successful production. Obviously, reference to the lack of trust instilled by 
Roper and the eventual positive ending with regards to this relationship was made reference to in the 
essays.  
 
3 Only a very small number of candidates attempted this question. Generally speaking, the answers 
ranged in quality from below average to a borderline pass. The quality was rather unimpressive and flat 
with essays rarely being long enough and barely concerned with the theme/s suggested by the title. 
 
4 Again, only three candidates attempted this question. They were quite basic and could definitely be 
improved upon. The quality fell short even for that expected in Option B responses. 
 
5 Essays were well focused as students were spoilt for choice as to which characters they could 
choose since so many stories deal with challenges. Quite a number of students took a ‘shortcut’ since the 
two characters in the story Mrs. Bixby and the Colonel’s Coat had a challenge to face within the same 
story and therefore students could, in fact, tackle only one story from the collection and answer 
adequately. The wording of the question specified two characters and not two stories and therefore these 
essays were still within the requirements of the essay questions although they simply tackled one story.  
 
6 This question was attempted by the majority and there must be a reason for this.  The most probable 
one is that it did not limit them so much because most of Dahl’s stories are enjoyable, and many 
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candidates opted for their favourite ones.  A good number knew the plots well enough to discuss them in 
an essay.  The downside was the content.  Although the essays were valid, the students did not mention 
the aspects of short story writing, like plot, characters, setting, etc. which make the story interesting.  The 
most common aspects mentioned were the characters and the funny side of the stories.   Not very 
analytical on the whole but there were a few surprises that scored as high as 14. Most deserves an 
average score of 9-10.  The rest were below standard and often, rather disappointingly for such a 
question, too limited and sketchy. 
 
7 Many students focused on Napoleon’s betrayal since it is one of the main betrayals in the book. Only 
a few looked at the other animal characters in the story and explored how they too betrayed the 
revolution. Some mentioned Mollie’s betrayal but the majority failed to go beyond the pigs’ betrayal. They 
did not explore betrayal in depth and therefore failed to mention how, for example, Benjamin and even 
Boxer contributed to the betrayal of the dream of the animals’ freedom. As usual the tendency to 
summarise indiscriminately was also present in many essays.  
 
8 The question was very straightforward and most candidates opted for this one.  It was very difficult to 
go astray and many obtained a fair mark.  There was a number of them who knew the text very well and 
provided back up quotes, which is not the norm with Paper B candidates.  The candidates seemed to 
enjoy exposing the corrupt pigs and showed their disapproval of unfair treatment.  More analysis, less 
unnecessary quotes (eg. Candidates did not have to quote the entire set of original commandments and 
how they change all over again.).  It is better if the candidate inputs his/her own analysis instead. A 
considerable effort on the whole 
 
9 Not attempted. 
 
10 Only a few candidates answered this question.  Although the question offered four character names 
from the novel (from which to choose only two), none of them got a pass mark.  The marks ranged from 6 
to 8, with essays being sketchy or very limited, bordering on the superficial.   The candidates need to 
know the novel well, study the character profiles and acquire a sound background to the novel before 
attempting such a question. 
 
11 An essay which asked for a summary of the difficult moments that those who escape their home 
country have to face. Many candidates focused on the children’s plight and summarised relevant 
incidents from the book. Most of the essays were acceptable. 
 
12 Candidates proved they can write adequately about this question as they were able to summarise 
the main incidents of the book and therefore satisfy the demands of this question. Once again one is left 
to reflect that when students are asked to summarise the plot of a story they are very capable of providing 
this but unfortunately not many can manage to go beyond the tendency to narrate.   
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