Cambridge International Examinations
Cambridge International Advanced Subsidiary Level and Advanced Level

Cambridge

International
AS & A Level

9695/05

For Examination from 2016

LITERATURE IN ENGLISH
Paper 5 Shakespeare and other pre-20th Century Texts

SPECIMEN MARK SCHEME
2 hours

MAXIMUM MARK: 50

The specimen paper is for general illustrative purposes. Please see the syllabus for the relevant
year of the examination for details of the set texts.

This document consists of 5 printed pages and 1 blank page.

24 CAMBRIDGE

International Examinations [Tu rn over

© UCLES 2014



Using the levels mark scheme

Place the answer in a level first. Look for the “best fit” of the answer into a level. An answer needs to show
evidence of most but not necessarily all of the qualities described in a level, in order to be placed in that
level. Then award a mark for the relative position of the answer within the level.

Candidates may address the question in many different ways. Do not expect any particular focus or
approach and do not penalise answers for leaving out a particular focus.

Reward what is there, showing what you are rewarding in your comments.

Consider all strands and weigh up the performance as a whole in placing the answer in a level, then show
that you have done so in the summative comment e.g.

Sound K of texts, some evidence of U but mostly narrative, occasional evidence of P, mainly clear C.

Assessment objectives

AO1 The ability to respond to texts in the three main forms (Prose, Poetry and Drama) of different
types and from different cultures.

AO2 | An understanding of the ways in which writers’ choices of form, structure and language
shape meanings.

AO3 | The ability to produce informed, independent opinions and judgements on literary texts.

AO4 | The ability to communicate clearly the knowledge, understanding and insight appropriate for
literary study.

AO5 | The ability to appreciate and discuss varying opinions of literary works (Cambridge International
A Level only).

Each answer is marked out of 25, in accordance with the levels mark scheme.

Each level is divided into strands: Knowledge (K), Understanding (U), Personal Response (P),
Communication (C) and Opinion (O).
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Level 6 22-25 Very good work — do not reserve this level for the very best work you see

but ensure you put scripts into this level which fulfil the requirements described below. There will
always be some candidates who are at a standard over the top of the mark scheme.

Evidence of a very good ability to select relevant knowledge to address the question with effective
use of references and quotation. There may be evidence of sensitive awareness of the contexts
in which the literary works studied were written and understood.

Evidence of very good understanding of ways in which writers’ choices of structure, form and
language shape meanings with sustained analysis and sensitive appreciation of literary methods and
effects and contexts, possibly including literary genres and conventions.

Personal response to texts will be perceptive, often freshly personal, fully supported with
quotation, and may show originality in approach to and treatment of questions.

Candidates will express complex literary ideas and arguments with clarity and fluency. Answers
will have a coherent structure, with logical progression and effectively linked paragraphs.
Expression will be accomplished and appropriate.

Considers varying views, arguing a persuasive case, relevant to the question, with support from
the text.

In answers to passage-based questions, work will sustain an appropriate balance between
critical appreciation of given extracts, based on detailed critical analysis, and consideration of
the broader textual issues raised by the questions, and relate part of a text to its whole and vice
versa in a seamless argument. There will be a very good appreciation of the effects of the literary
features of the text, with detailed analysis supported by relevant examples from the passage and
the wider text, where appropriate. There will be a very good knowledge of the appropriate context
of the extract or work.

Level 5 18-21 Proficient work

K

Evidence of proficiency in selecting relevant knowledge to address the question with precise
and integrated direct references to the text and supporting quotation. There may be evidence of
awareness of the contexts in which the literary works studied were written and understood.

Evidence of intelligent understanding of ways in which writers’ choices of structure, form and
language shape meanings, with analysis and appreciation of literary methods, effects and contexts.

Evidence of personal response to the texts, relevant to the question, supported from the text,
some originality of thought, straightforward and vigorously articulated, perhaps, rather than
penetrating and subtle.

Expression confident, with some complex ideas expressed with some fluency. Structure is sound.
Literary arguments will be coherent, with progression of ideas through clearly linked paragraphs.

Considers varying views and argues a case with support from the text.

In answers to passage-based questions, work will show engagement with both the given extracts
and the wider textual issues. There will be a confident relation of a part of the text to its whole.
There will be a proficient appreciation of the effects of the literary features of the text supported
by relevant examples from the passage and from the wider text where appropriate. There will be a
good knowledge of the appropriate context of the extract or work.
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Level 4 14-17 Competent work

K

Evidence of competence in selecting relevant knowledge of the text to address with some
pertinent use of quotation and direct references.

Evidence of sound understanding of some aspects of ways in which writers’ choices of structure,
form and language shape meanings, with some analysis and appreciation of literary methods,
effects and contexts.

Evidence of personal response relevant to the question, supported from the text.

Expression will be clear and generally accurate. Structure will be sound — material coherently
organised with occasional insights. Candidates will express intelligent, straightforward ideas
clearly, though there may be occasional loss of fluency with points not always strongly connected.

Considers other opinions, weighs up different views with support from the text.

In answers to passage-based questions, work will cover both the passage and its relation to the
whole text, and there will be some sense of a relationship between the text as a whole and its
constituent parts. There will be competent appreciation of the effects of the literary features of the
text and the analysis is supported by relevant examples from the passage.

Level 3 10-13 Solid work

Evidence of some ability to use relevant knowledge of the text to address the question.

Evidence of clear understanding of some ways in which writers’ choices of structure, form and
language shape meanings, which may be partial and restricted to the more obvious aspects of the
text.

Evidence of personal response to the text, with the beginnings of a personal view or interpretation,
relevant to the question and supported from the text.

Expression will be mostly clear and appropriate with a clear, simple structure to the answer.
Argument will be basically coherent, and assertive in tone. There is likely to be some reliance on
paraphrase and narrative summary. Articulates simple ideas with clarity but there may be some
imprecision and clumsiness of expression in dealing with more complex concepts. There may be
occasional obscurity in the presentation of ideas and responses.

Considers other opinions, perhaps those expressed in the question, weighs up different views of
a text.

In answers to passage-based questions, work may be lacking in balance of approach, with
over-concentration on the given extracts and little attempt to explore the broader textual issues.
Conversely some answers may be in effect general essays, with insufficient treatment of the
passages. There may be evidence of limited ability to negotiate between parts of a text and its
whole. There will be some consideration of the literary features of the text with analysis of the
features mentioned likely to be partial or restricted.
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Level 2 6-9 Work of a basic standard

K

Evidence of some limited ability to use knowledge of the text to address the question, with
occasional use of supporting references or quotation.

Evidence of some limited understanding of ways in which writers’ choices of structure, form and
language shape meanings.

Evidence of some personal response to the text but not fully supported.

Expression will be basically clear. There may be the occasional confused passage of writing.
However, there will be no sustained loss of communication. There may be a simple structure to
the answer with some evidence of an argument, which may lack coherence, with some repetition,
assertion and relapse into narrative summary/paraphrase. There may be a tendency to drift from
relevant discussion into material of tangential significance.

Mentions other opinions, perhaps those expressed in the question, and makes some attempt to
consider different views of a text.

In answers to passage-based questions there will be some evidence of understanding of how
part relates to whole. Treatment of the given extracts may well be sketchy or overlong and
undiscriminating. Comment on the wider textual issues is likely to be general. There may be a
lack of balance between passage and whole text. There will be some limited consideration of the
literary features of the text.

Level 1 0-5

K

Evidence of some general knowledge of the text which may be narrative based and may contain
errors, rarely relevant to the question and with little or no relevant quotation or selection from the text.

There may be little or no evidence of understanding of form, structure and language, with some
appropriate points made in response to the question. These will be limited and tend to be restricted
to plot and characters — the latter treated very much as “real” people.

There may be some signs of personal response, not developed into an argument and not fully
supported from the text.

Communicationwill be insecure. Expression may be weak with some breakdown in communication.
Structure may be lacking: answers are likely to be partial, undeveloped, narrative commentary in
approach; with the assertion of simple points rather than progressive lines of argument.

Others’ opinions may be referred to in passing.

Answers to passage-based questions are likely to be seriously unbalanced, with an emphasis
on narrative or paraphrase. Passages are likely to have been only partially understood and
tentatively located contextually, with little coherent sense of the relationship between textual
part and whole. There will be little or no mention or consideration of the literary features of the
passage.
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