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Level 3 English, 2016
91473 Respond critically to specified aspect(s) of  

studied visual or oral text(s), supported by evidence

2.00 p.m. Tuesday 22 November 2016 
Credits: Four

Achievement Achievement with Merit Achievement with Excellence
Respond critically to specified aspect(s) 
of studied visual or oral text(s), 
supported by evidence.

Respond critically and convincingly to 
specified aspect(s) of studied visual or 
oral text(s), supported by evidence.

Respond critically and perceptively to 
specified aspect(s) of studied visual or 
oral text(s), supported by evidence.

Check that the National Student Number (NSN) on your admission slip is the same as the number at the 
top of this page.

Write ONE essay in this booklet.

Check that this booklet has pages 2–12 in the correct order and that none of these pages is blank.

YOU MUST HAND THIS BOOKLET TO THE SUPERVISOR AT THE END OF THE EXAMINATION.
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Merit

M5

No part of the candidate evidence in this exemplar material 
may be presented in an external assessment for the purpose 

of gaining credits towards an NCEA qualification.











  

Merit exemplar 2016 

Subject: English Standard: 91473 Total score: M5 

Q Grade 
score Annotation 

6 M5 

Introduction states the argument that will be followed – “challenges the 
viewer's view and perception on society and their own lives”. 
Topic sentences clearly state argument – “idea of social masks”, 
“concept of power”. 
Accurate knowledge of the film – the candidate uses examples to 
support ideas. 
Engagement shown – the candidate shows understanding of and 
engagement with aspects of the film, e.g. when discussing the motif of 
red, commenting, “It challenges viewers to think about and wonder what 
is behind it? What does it hide?” 
Partially convincing, but not always when analysing the challenge – the 
second part of each paragraph is weaker than the first part. 
A range of evidence and critical responses are provided – examples 
and quotes are provided in each paragraph. 
Appropriate structure, but formulaic, e.g. “The first idea” … “The second 
technique...”. 
Writing style is accurate, with some evidence of sound vocabulary and 
sentence construction, but it is inconsistent. The candidate writes in first 
person, which is ok. 
Conclusion – minimal, but summarises paragraphs. 

  




