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Section A: Commentary
Marking Grids

The following grids should be used, in conjunction with the question-specific marking scheme, in
awarding marks for questions in A2 Greek Literature 3 (Units 2981-2990). These are generic
marking grids and indicate the levels of response expected of candidates at each band.

The bands are not intended to correspond exactly with the final grade boundaries, which are
determined at the awarding meeting, although their utility depends on some degree of closeness
of fit. A working assumption is that grade boundaries will approximate to the grade thresholds of
the Uniform Mark Scale (A — E = 80% — 40% in 10% steps).

When placing an answer in a particular band, examiners should be aware that an answer which
matches closely the band descriptors should be placed at or close to the midpoint of the band.
There is flexibility in placing marks higher or lower in a band according to the degree of
correspondence to the band descriptors. Examiners should seek best fit, not exact match. Full
marks should be awarded to answers which, in the examiner’s view, are as good as could
reasonably be expected at this level.

Quality of Written Communication
10% of marks awarded for this unit are assigned to quality of written communication

(Assessment Objective AO2 (iii)). Examiners should use the following bands in awarding these
marks:

Assessment Objective 2 (iii)

Band1 | [4]

Expressed with fluency and sophistication. Logically planned and thought through.
Very accurate spelling, punctuation and grammar in either case.

Band2 |[3]

Clearly written and planned. Spelling, punctuation and grammar have only a few
minor blemishes.

Band3 |[2]

Conveys meaning adequately despite shortcomings in spelling, punctuation,
grammar, expression and/or organisation.

Band4 | [1]

Serious weaknesses in spelling, punctuation, grammar and/or organisation which
impede meaning and argument. Random spelling of Classical names.
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18-mark questions

Assessment Objectives 2 (i) and (ii)

Band 1

[16-18]

Intelligent and thorough knowledge and understanding of Greek text
(including historical and literary context, where appropriate), well
directed at question. Well-chosen and wide range of examples cited,
with clear and perceptive discussion. Correct use of rhetorical and other
appropriate technical terms.

Band 2

[13-15]

Good grasp of text (including historical and literary context, where
appropriate). Wide range of examples cited, with coherent discussion,
but less sophisticated and wide-ranging, or fewer examples, than a
Band 1 answer.

Band 3

[10-12]

Sound grasp of text and question (including historical and literary
context, where appropriate). A range of examples cited, but discussion
lacks depth and coherence, or may be limited in scope. Possibly some
misunderstanding of Greek text.

Band 4

[7-9]

Basic grasp of text. Some examples cited, but discussion is brief and
shows little ability to relate examples to overall picture. Examples may
not be particularly well chosen.

Band 5

[4-6]

Insecure grasp of text. Few, and not always appropriate, examples
cited; discussion is very brief with little or no understanding of overall
picture.

Band 6

[1-3]

Little or no knowledge of text. Little or no citation of text, and discussion
is minimal or wholly absent.

Grid 2

9-mark questions

Assessment Objectives 2 (i) and (ii)

Band 1

[8-9]

Intelligent and thorough knowledge and understanding of Greek text
(including historical and literary context, where appropriate), well
directed at question. Well-chosen range of examples cited with clear
and perceptive discussion. Correct use of rhetorical and other
appropriate technical terms.

Band 2

[7-8]

Good grasp of text (including historical and literary context, where
appropriate). A range of examples cited, with coherent discussion, but
less sophisticated and wide-ranging, or fewer examples, than a Band 1
answer.

Band 3

[4-6]

Sound grasp of text and question (including historical and literary
context, where appropriate). Some citation of text, but discussion lacks
depth and coherence, or may be limited in scope. Possibly some
misunderstanding of Greek text.

Band 4

[3-4]

Insecure grasp of text. Little, and not always appropriate, citation of
text; discussion is very brief with little or no understanding of overall
picture.

Band 5

[1-2]

Little or no knowledge of text. Little or no reference to text, and
discussion is minimal or wholly absent.
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General Remarks on Final Mark Schemes

The points listed in the Final Mark Schemes are not necessarily the only points that could be
made, and a candidate should be given full credit for any point which serves as an appropriate
response to the question. Nor is it essential, of course, that a candidate make every point — or
even the majority of points — suggested in the question-specific Final Mark Scheme, so long as
the requirements of the question have been fulfilled to the standards agreed upon at the
standardisation meeting. The question-specific Final Mark Scheme is for guidance only.

At A2 level, candidates should be more aware of stylistic subtleties than at AS, and an examiner
should not award full marks for an answer which contents itself with the elucidation of
content/meaning and does not make approptiate comment on the nuances added by the style.

Individual Questions

A1 =Q.1in Papers 2981, 2982, 2983 and 2984.
A2 =Q.2in Papers 2981, 2982, 2983 and 2984.
B1=Q.1in Papers 2985, 2986 and 2987, ().3 in Paper 2982.
B2 = Q.2 in Papers 2985, 2986 and 2987, Q.4 in Paper 2982,

C1=Q.1inPapers 2988 and 2989, (1.3 in Papers 2983 and 2986.
C2 = Q.2 in Papers 2988 and 2989, Q.4 in Papers 2983 and 2986.
D1 = Q.1 in Paper 2990, Q.3 in Papers 2984, 2987 and 2989.
D2 = Q.2 in Paper 2990, Q.4 in Papers 2984, 2987 and 2989.

HOMER: /liad XXIV

Al(a) The main point to be made here is that Homer's gods argue amongst themselves and
behave in flawed, human ways. Candidates may refer to some of the folfowing:
. 1-4: Apollo’s treatment of Hector's corpse. He keeps the flesh undefiled because he
pities (Acaipwv, |. 3) him, even though he is dead (ko teOvidra wep), covering him with
his golden aegis (aiyid: ... ypvoein, N.B. position).
. B: tov ... Edzaipeokov.

6: udicapes Ozol.

7: Hermes ordered to steal Hector’s corpse.

8: dAdois ugv maow ENvéavey ..

8-9: ovdE ol “Hpn 00de HooerSawv oLSE yAavk@midt Kopy.

10: aAl” Eyov ds — suggests lack of development.

. 10: ogrv ... amydeto "Thios ipry despite — why should gods be annoyed by a
city like this? (Pettiness.)

. 11: xai Mpiptos xai Axos — no one is spared.

. 11: ALéEavdpou Evex® drns — it was just one man who caused this resentment.

° 12-13; the Judgment of Paris is behind their anger — a trivial reason for such
bloodshed.

. 13: 17 ... adeyearviy — not a flattering description of Aphrodite.
[18]
(b) Candidates may refer to some of the following:
e 2-3: Zeus expresses gratitude to Thetis for coming despite her grief:
e 2:recognition of status in f=a.
e 2: kndouévn mep — recognition of suffering #1.
e 3:wévlos ... gpeoiv — recognition of suffering #2, coloured by diacrov.
3:

o oida ke adTés — recognition of suffering #3.
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¢ 4-7: explanation of situation, including:
e 5: Zvvijuap (‘We've spent nine days on this!’).
e 8: Zeus spins this into showing how he wants to honour Achilles. (Strong contrast
of adrap £ym.)
e 9: he wishes to retain Thetis’ aido kai giAdtnTa.
e 10: urgency of aiva and imperatives £4.0¢ and érirsidov, N.B. also pudi’.
o 11-14: ‘stick’:
11: the gods are angry with Achilles (ox0¢eo0at) ...
11: N.B. further imperative, sizé.
11-12: ... especially Zeus himself (££oya raviov abavatov keyoldobdar).
12-13: the reason for this anger, belittling Achilles’ motivations with ¢peot
UOUVOUEVIOLY.
o 14:tactic #1, to make Achilles release the body through fear of Zeus (less
desirable for Achilles / Thetis).
¢ 15-17: ‘carrot’:
o 15-16: tactic #2, to tell Iris to order Priam to ransom Hector ...
o 17: Sopa & AyiAdni pepéuev (more desirable for Thetis / Achilles).
e 17: 7a ke Ouuov vy (‘which shall gladden [Achilles’] heart’, a desirable outcome
for Thetis).

[18]

A2(a) Candidates may refer to some of the folfowing:

(b)

. 2: up e @ £s Bpovov (e (forceful imperative though in enemy territory).

. 2-3: b¢gpa ... axndns — no rest for Priam while Hector lies uncared for (emotive
axnéns).

. 3-4: forceful rayiora Aboov.

. 4. v ... (6w — eagerness to see his son.

. 4: urgent ov 8¢ SéEau dmova ...

. 5: emphatic (due to its delay in position) zoAAd to describe the ransom, enticingly.

. 5: o0 8¢ v amovaio — wishing Achilles well

. 5-6: £A0ois onv és marpida yaiav — and again.

. 21: after Priam and Achilles have finished gazing at each other, Priam is first to
speak (mpdrepos mpocicire).

. 22: having achieved his object, Priam is now — and only now — eager to sleep (As&ov
VOV Ue TyIoTo).

. 24-25: this is the first time ‘his eyes have closed underneath their eyelids’ since
Hector died.

. 26: aisi otevaym Kat KOs HUPIH TECT ...

. 27: adins v yoproiot kvdvdduevos kata Kompov — extreme self-abasement while
Hector's body was being maltreated, reinforced by alliteration of x-.

. 28-29: now Priam has eaten and drunk, but zdpos ye ugv ob tt remcouny.

[18]

Candidates may refer to some of the following:

. 8: brodpa 1dwv.

. 9: pmcént vov i EpEiile, yépov — forceful language.

. 9-10: stressing (voéo ... kai avtos) that it his decision to return Hector,
uninfluenced by Priam’'s nagging.

. 10: Aid0ev — stressing that the order came from Zeus, not Priam ...

. 10-11: ... and that his own mother was the messenger (emphatically positioned

wirtnp, tautologous 1 i érexev).
. 11: OQuydrnp ... yépovros — Thetis’ pedigree emphasised.
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12-13: insistence (correct, as it happens), that Priam must have had divine help in
getting there.
14-15: no mortal would dare (N.B. emphatic choice and positioning of vocabulary)...
14: ... 005 pad’ nPov.
15-16: continues to argue that a god had to be involved.
17: un por pariov (N.B. alliteration) ... Bupov opivys.
17: év dAysor — a reminder of Achilles’ own sorrows.
18-19: threat against Priam, though he is old and a suppliant (11} og, yépov, ob&
aOTOV ... KUl IKETNY Ep £0vTH).
19: hint that he would even dare to disobey Zeus — Ai6s ... £getuds.
20: Achilles’ capacity to create fright and obedience within Priam.
[18]

PLATO: Phaedo

B1(a) Argument
Purification of the mind — which is the aim of philosophy — is achieved by separating body
and soul, so far as is possible, and training the soul to collect itself together and live alone,
freed from the body. The release of the soul from the body is what we call death. The true
philosopher aims to separate the soul from the body, which is a state very close to death,
so it would be ridiculous for him not to welcome death. True philosophers practise dying,
and fear death less than others.

Language
Candidates may refer to some of the following:

1: xabapaois ... couPaiver — clear, strong opening remark, expressed as question
expecting the answer ‘Yes', kafapors at very beginning.

1-2: Omep matdau ... Aéyetan — insistence that this idea is already long accepted by the
interlocutors.

2, 4: 6nr padsora, echoed by xara 0 Suvartdv inl. 4.

2: choice of ywpiletv, é0icai.

3, 5: abtyv xa® adrv, echoed by povny ke avtiv in . 5.

3: mavraydley.

3-4: synonymous cvvaysipsQor e ket alpoilsala.

4-5: xai 2v 16 mapdvn xai £v o Ensra — emphatic way of saying ‘always’.
5: éxdvoudvny dorep Seoudv.

7: ovxobv ... ye — emphatically expressed question.

7: overlapping Abois and yopiouos.

7-8, 12: repeated phrase Adais ... ooparos.

10: mpoBuuovvrai.

10: Geai paiora Kai povor.

10-11: oi gidocogoivres dpdas (cf. |. 18).

11: 16 pelitnua.

11: adro Touro.

12: 17 oU;

14: Omep &v apyn Edeyov.

14: yedolov dv ein.

15: év 1@ Piw ... ToL Tebvavar ... {ijv.

15: o1 Eyyutaro dvra.

16: frovTos avTe.

16: ayavaxtelv.

18: 10 Svu dpa.
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18: of Splas grlocogovvres (cf. |. 13).
18-19: grolvijokey peldsrdor.
19: ntota avrols aviporov.
19: gpoPepov.
[18]

(b) Candidates may refer to some of the following:

20: & ... SraPéPinvrai ... 10 copartr (cf. 1. 24).

20: mavrayn.

20-21: adrnv ... kel adriy.

21: émbvuobot.

21: tobrov 81 yryvouévou.

21-22: gofoivro Kal dyavaKToiey.

22: ob woAdn dv aloyia ein (question expecting agreement; also cf. |. 33).
22: & un dousvor.

22-23: éxeioe ioiev, of dpucousvors

23: éAnts Zottv.

23: 00 ... fipov Toyelv.

23: Sta fiov.

23: parenthetical rjpwv 8¢ gpovioms reinforces argument.
24: o ... SieféPAnvro.

24: robrov arnAddylar cuVOVTOs avTOlS.

24-27: analogy 7] avBporivey ... cuviceobut.

24-25: gvBponiveoy ... TUSIKOV KOl YOVAIKOY Kol DEoV.
25: roddoi.

25: fxdvres.

26: colourful eis “Atdov £ABziv.

26: vro TavTs dyduevor tijs £Aridos — emphatic choice and arrangement of words.
26-27: 100 dyeolat < ... Kt ovvéoealal.

27: &v émefduovv.

27-30: gpoviosws ... adroos,; — question expecting the answer ‘no’.
27-28: ¢ppovioE®S ... TIS TG OVII £pOV.

28: Aafaov opddpa (cf. 1. 31).

28: v adtv tadtyy EAntda.

28-29: undapov dAdobi ... dEims iAdyov 7 (cf. Il. 31-32).
29: gyavaxtiozt.

30: oby doucvos.

30: adrooe.

30: oteolai ye ypm.

30-31: éav @ dvri ye 7 ... prAdoogos.

31: 6¢0dpu ... avrd TudTa doéer (cf. | 28).

31-32: undapot dAdobdi ... GAL 7 gxel.

31-32: kabapos svrevéecbo gpovioer (cf. Il. 28-29).
32-33: dmep dprt Edeyov.

33: ob woddn av aloyia gin (cf. |. 22).

33: &l gopPoiro tov Bavarov.

33: delayed o rorobros;
[18]
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B2(a) First argument

Souls have a previous existence outside the human body, and they possess (independent)
intelligence, claims Socrates. Simmias suggests that we might acquire our knowledge at
birth. Socrates argues that this would mean — absurdly — that we lose our knowledge at the
moment we receive it, since it has already been agreed that we are not born with it, and
we know that it is soon lost.

[e]

Second argument

If the Beautiful and the Good and all the other Forms/Ideas exist, against which we
compare all our sensations, and we find that these Forms/Ideas existed previously and are
now ours, it must be the case that, just as these Forms/ldeas exist, our souls also existed
before we were born. Conversely, if the Forms/ldeas do not exist, then neither did our
souls.

[°]

[2x9=18]
(b) Candidates may refer to some of the following:
. 17: Orepovos.
. 17-18: okt pot 1 adtn) vdykn eiva.
. 18: gis kadov ye karadedyst 6 Adyos.
. 18: eis 10 ouoiws.
) 18-19: the restatement of Socrates’ conclusions shows Simmias’ confidence in
them.
. 19: 1jv ov ... A¢yers suggests confidence in Socrates’ words.
. 19-20: 00 ... &y Eywye oLSEV oUte pot evapyés ov s tobtwm — a very long-  winded
expression of certainty.
. 20-21: 16 mdvia ta toradt sivar — confident in the universality of these
conclusions (cf. 1. 21-22).
. 21: os oiov T pdiora.
. 21: kaAdv te xai ayafov — restates Socrates’ examples to confirm acceptance.
s 21-22: tadda mevra & oO vovon Edeyes — willing to accept all of Socrates’
examples wholesale (cf. Il. 20-21).
® 22: Zuorye ikaves arodideuctal.
. 24: ixavas, ... os Fyoye oipcr — Simmias even feels able to speak for Cebes!
. 24-25: xairoi Kaprepararos avipormv 0TIV TPOs TO GTGTEIY TOIs AOYoIs — Very
strong statement of how sceptical Cebes normally is ...
) 25-26: yet Cebes is quite convinced (says Simmias) of Socrates’ conclusion that
the soul exists before birth —
. 25-26: ok évéeéds TobTO Temeiobat.
. 25-26: restatement of idea to indicate acceptance of it.
[18]
EURIPIDES: Medea
C1(a) Candidates may refer to some of the following:
. 1: rhetorical vov woi tparopar;
. 1-4: expansion of this question into two alternatives (zdrepa ... 17), neither of which
are tenable.
° 1-2: she cannot go back to her father's house, for she betrayed (mpodovoe) it and

her country (zarpav) for the sake of Jason (oot), emphatically placed.
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) 3-4: she cannot go to the daughters of Pelias — the wrong she has done them is
hinted at by taAaivas, then explicitly stated in &v marépa xatéxravov. Ironic
KaAGs ¥ av ovv SéEaavto i oixos also shows that it is not a possibility.

. 5: abrupt, forceful £yet yap otrm.

. 5-6: almost paradoxical rois ... oikofev ¢tiors £yBpa xaBéorny’ (N.B.
‘juxtaposition’, though on two separate lines, of the two contrasting words).

) 6: alliteration of gutturals x and y, showing Medea’s annoyance/distress.

. 6-7: 0US ... I OUK £¥pilv KUK®S SpaV ...

. 7. ... goi yapv ¢ipovod ...

. 7. ... ToAguions £ym.

. 8-9: sarcastic toiydp ... avri tovse — ‘it is in return for these favours that you have
made me blessed (uaxaptav) in the eyes of many Greek women (roAdais
.. EAdnvidov).

. 9-10: sarcastic description of Jason as favuaocrov ... oty Kl moTov.

. 10: alliteration of z, o, v and r, showing Medea's annoyance/distress.

. 10: 7 Aoy’ Eya.

) 11-12: description of the trials she is to undergo — flee the country in exile
(éx Be fAnusvn), deprived of friends (¢pidwv £pnuos), ‘abandoned with her abandoned
children’ (as Kovacs suggests for ovv téxvors pdvip povors — N.B. polyptoton,
difficult to render adequately in English).

. 13: sarcastic/paradoxical kaddv ... dveidos.

. 13: description of Jason as 7 vemori vougio.

. 14: zreyovs alacbar Taidus ...

. 14: ... 1  éowod oc (N.B. sibilance, forcefully reminding reader/listener of earlier use

of phrase in |. 476).
[18]

(b) Candidates may refer to some of the following:

Content of Jason's response

. 21-24: not really an answer, more an insult to Medea.

. 25-27: Aphrodite, not Medea, saved his expedition; not very convincing, since we
know that Medea helped him, whatever her motives.

. 28-30: Jason admits that Medea is clever, but it was Eros that forced her to save
Jason. Specious.

. 31-32: he feels to it necessary to make qualifications to what he has said, for the

sake of credibility, one assumes.
. 33-34: Medea has benefited from the situation ...

. 35-37: ... she now lives in Greece, which is civilised, and is civilising her! Specious.

Expression

. 21: i g ... uny kaxov govar Adyerv (he does not live up to this).

. 22-24: tortured naval simile.

. 24: v onv otdpapyov ... yiwooalyiav — N.B. -apyovi-aiytav root (Medea is being ‘a
pain’).

o 25: Alav mopyols yaprv — N.B. metaphor in mupyois (‘you build up sky-high').

. 26: Kdnprv vouilo ... ootepay ...

. 27: ... Dzowv te KGvOpomev poviv.

. 28: oot ... Aentos.
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e  28-30: a weird kind of praeteritio, stating that Eros deserves the credit for forcing
Medea to save him.
o 28-29: érigBovos ... SteAlsiv.
e 29:"Epws o nvaykacey.
e 30: toéors avKTOIS.
e 31: odx axpifos aivro Orjoouar Aiav — hardly surprising, since it is such a bad
point!

e 32: paltry concessions of on7 ... dvnoas and ob kaxas Fyer.

e 33: emphatic psidw.

e 34 cilngas 7 S£8wxas — you gained (more) than you gave.

e 34 05 éyw gpuacew — promises to prove his thesis.

e 35: zpérov, first’ — it is debatable whether he gets as far as a ‘second’.
e 35 'EAlad avri BapPapov yBovos — Greece is better than Colchis!

e 36: dixnv émioracat ...

e 37: ... vouors te ypijoar ...

e 37: ... un npos ioyvos yaptv.

[18]

C2(a) Candidates may refer to some of the following:
¢ 1:She is now the Sfororve, not Medea.
e 1. 7v vDv avti cob Bavualousv — she has usurped Medea’s entitlement to
affection/respect from the servants.
o 2:mpiv ... TEKVOV OOV ElotSely fuvopida (ominous).
o 3 mpoBvuov eiy’ ooPuiuov gis Idoova — as might be expected of a bride to be.

e  4-5: her reaction to the sight of Medea's children.

e 6 pvouyleio.

e 7:0pyds ... kai yodov (N.B. tautology) vedavidos.

e 13: &g Zocide xdopov, ovx nvéoyero — she cannot resist a nice dress!
e 14: fjves’ Gvdpi mavra — she is depicted as rather shallow.

e 14-16: she cannot wait to try on the new dress.

e 16-18: moilovs ... ypuoovv ... Aaumpd — not describing the princess as such, but
these adjectives seem to shed light on her personality, her fascination with pretty
things.

e 17-18: she fiddles with her crown and hair.

e 19: dyuyov — this description of her reflection seems to foreshadow the horror to
come.
e 19: npooyeiooa — smiling at herself, vanity.
e 20-21: she struts about the room like a catwalk model.
e 21: afpov Puivovou.
e 21: raldedxe modi — obviously not a labourer in the fields.
e 22: Sapois LIEPYAPOLTL.
o  22-23: rodda roAddxis ... oxomovusviy — vanity again ...
e 23: ... tévovr &g oplov.

[18]

(b) Candidates may refer to some of the following:
e 24: todviévde pévror indicating dramatic contrast to follow.
o 24: Savov nv Qéay’ ideiv.
e 25: ypowav ... dldaéaod.
o 25-26: Asypia naliv yopel.
e 26 tpéuovou KOA.
o 26-27: udlig ¢Oaver ... un yopai TEGELV.
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27: Opdvoioy durscovoa.

27: cognate gursoobou ... Teoetv.

29: the princess seems possessed by a god.

30: avwAdivée — the old servant’'s mistaken reaction ...
30: =mptv ¥ opa — until she sees the horrible truth.

e  30-31: unpleasant image of Sia otdpa ywpobvra Aevkov Gopdv ...
e 31-32: ... and duudrov ... &ro Kopas orpigovoay ...

32: ... and aiua ... 0Ok £vOv ¥poi.

o 33-34: sir’ dvrigoAmov ey dAoAvyis ufyav KeKvTov.

34: 0005,

o 34-37:qjucv ... 1 8¢ ... araoa 8¢ oréyn — sudden widespread reaction to events.

35: wpunoev, emphatically enjambed.
35: pathos of mpos tov dpriws ndarv.
36: vougns cvpgopay — pathetic juxtaposition.

o  36-37: draod ... oTEYY ... EKTOREL ...

37: ... RUKVOLOY ... SPULIUULCLY.

[18]

ARISTOPHANES: Acharnians

D1(a) Candidates may refer to some of the following:

1. Chorus-leader unwilling even to listen to Dicaeopolis.
1: paxpovs.

2: Jotis £oneion AUKwOLY.

2: tiuwpricopa.

3: ayabor.

3: rous ... AdKkovas KTodov EAoare.

4: 1OV ... EudV onovdY axodour, £t KaAGS EomEloauny.
5: Chorus-leader quotes kadas back at Dicaeopolis.

e 5-6: ‘How can you say well, einep éoncion v’ draé ... "

. polysyndeton to convey Spartans’ untrustworthiness.

. 0l £Yo.

| Kt TOUS AdKovVOs.

. ols dyav éxxeipusda.

L OUy QEAVI®V OVIAS ULV QTIONS TOV TPUYUATOVY.

. oby arwavrev thrown back at Dicaeopolis.

. & TavoLpye.

9: tabta O toiugs Adyerv ... ;

10: Zupavas, 161 and zpos nuas all add extra emphasis to the question in

OO0 ~~~N®

previous line.

10: indignant/sarcastic question i’ 2y cov ¢eicouat;

11: Dicaeopolis twice repeats oty aravrov.

11: £y Aéywv 66t — emphatic assertion of his desire to be heard.

12: av arognvaiy’ — confident that he would prove his case.

12: dAL’ (emphatic position) ... éxeivous EoF a xadmovuévous — bold claim.
13: tobro Tobros dSetvov 1o1 ...

13: ... xai tapalrdapdiov ...

14: gt oL roAunoEs ...

14: ... Orep TV modspiov Nuiv Agyeiv.

e 15-16: Dicaeopolis willing to put his life on the line — also allusion to Telephus.

15: kv ye un Adyo Sikoua ...

10
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15: ... unde @ mAnlst Soko ...
16: Orep EmEnvon "Oeinom v xegpalny Exov Adyeiv.

e 17-18: hostile rhetorical question.

17: giné pot ... & dnyudtar ...
17: ... Tl gerdoucobu todv Abov ...
18: ... un 00 kataéatver tov avdpa tobrov ... — carding metaphor.

18: ... gis gporvixida, — military cloak, appropriately red in colour.
[18]

(b) Candidates may refer to some of the following:

19: oiov abd péias tis dutv Boudiow (pun on Bbuos) éxéleoey.
20: oV axoboeod’; repeated with £redv.
20: flattering but fabricated patronymic @yapvixor.

e 21-23: antilabe.

21: o0k axovoousoba Sifta — they seem intractable.
21: Sevd ¥ apa weicopa.

22: gEoloiunv, fiv axobow — still intractable.

22: undapds, OYapvIKoL.

23: threatening ws tedviiéov 1ot vuvi.

23: threatening &ijéoudp’ dpas gyo.

24: GVTanoKTEV® ... DUGY TGV didwv Tovs drizarovs — N.B. repetition of ¢id- root —
dramatic: what has Dicaeopolis got up his sleeve?
25: ws Eym vy duov dunpovs — how might this be?
25: obs arooguie Aufov — dramatic violent threat.
26: cind pot ... avdpes Snudtat.

26: 7i To0T Greidsl ToUmos.

o 27-28: uav Fyer tov maudiov OV mapoviev Evdov eiplas; — question expecting (or

hoping for) the answer ‘no’.
28: fj "mi @ Opacverar.
29: fadier, £l Bobieot — a seemingly reckless invitation.
29: éyo yap tovtovi Stadlspd.
30: eioopat & DUGY TAY OOTIS ... Tt KNSETUL.
30: avlpaxwv — the joke is revealed; he has a basket of coals. Telephus parody
ensues.
31: ws arwidpco®” — comic over-reaction, given that the threat is to a basket of
coals.
31: 6 Adpros dnuotns 0F Eor” éuds — the coal-obsessed Acharnians can
recognise from which deme it comes.
32: unj Spaons O psiders.
32: undauds, & pNoUUGS.
33 s GTOKTEVE.
33: kéxpay .
33: éym yap odx axoboouai — a reversal of the situation in |. 21.
34: arolels ap’ ounixa tovde grAavBpaxéa, — comically anthropomorphic
description of the coal.
[18]
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D2(a) Candidates may refer to some of the following:

(b)

1. entry of Lamachus — amusing appearance of Lamachus in his (no doubt OTT)
battle-gear.

1-3: series of questions — 7d0ev ... mol ... 7OL ... TIS ... |

1-2: ‘epic’ language.

3. idea of Gorgon being ‘aroused from her case’ — actually a Gorgon device on
Lamachus’ shield.

4: & Aduay’ fpws — mock-admiration (also at . 8).

4: pun of tov Adgav kai tov Adyov.

7: obros — comic address of Dicaeopolis.

7: o ToAuas wreyos wv Adyerv tade; (Dicaeopolis is still dressed as a beggar from
the Euripides scene).

8. ® Aduay’ fjpws — mock-admiration (also at |. 4).

8: cuyyvauny Eye.

9: &i wroyods v (picking up from |. 7) sindv ot kaotopviduny.

10: 7 & einus Nuas, oK £pels;

10-11: Dicaeopolis claims that he does not remember because he’s giddy from the
fear of Lamachus’ armour.

12: he begs Lamachus to take away ‘the bogey man’ (r5jv popuova), thereby
disparaging Lamachus’ Gorgon.

13-15: comic business over three split lines as Dicaeopolis gets Lamachus to
reverse his shield, lay it down, and take a plume from his helmet.

15: wridov — inappropriate word for large helmet-feather.

15-18: insulting bathos of tijs kegadips vov pov Aafod, v éicsuéow.

16: insulting explanation Séeidrrouar yap tovs Adgovs.

17: obros — ‘that man’ again.

17-18: wtide ... wridov.

18-19: Dicaeopolis imagines from what sort of bird this feather might have come. He
suggests a kourolaxilos, derived form xourolaxerv, ‘to prattle’. (The root xopro-
refers to boasting.)

20: Lamachus’ immediate response is limited to a blunt oiy” &g te0viiées.

21-22: obscene joke. Dicaeopolis invites Lamachus either to circumcise him
(Greyminoas), for which task Lamachus is well-equipped (shoridos), because he has
a sword; or to sodomise him while fondling his penis (second sense of arevwinoas,
retracting the foreskin), for which he is also well-equipped, as he has his comic
actor's phallus.

[18]

Candidates may refer to some of the following:

24: Dicaeopolis now seems offended to be addressed as wrwyds, though he
deliberately disguised himself as such — he may remove his disguise at this point.
25-27: N.B. elaborate patterning of these lines. All three end with a noun in -ixs.
The first is a slang word for someone who seeks political office. The second and third
are coined using the first as a model, describing Dicaeopolis and Lamachus
respectively. N.B. repetition of phrase £& Srovrep 6 modguos, highlighting the
contrast.

28: idea of Lamachus being elected by three cuckoos.

29: pSsAvrtdusvos.

30: old men fighting in the ranks.

31: young men like Lamachus dodging in every direction.

32: some being paid three drachmas on the Thracian Coast.

33: examples of notorious twisters, given as compound proper nouns.

12
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. 33, 35: N.B. comic portmanteau names made, in the case of each line, from three
real names plus, in the first instance, ITavoupy- (busybody, twister) and, in the
second instance, alalwv (braggart).

. 34: Chares, known to be a stupid man.

. 34: others among the Chaonians — pun on ydos/ydoxerv.

) 35: three more examples presented as two compound names, as in I. 33.

e 36: others elsewhere. Katay£ig is imaginary, taking its cue from Gela, which sounds

like yedds, ‘laughter’.
[18]

Section B: Essay

Examiners will look always for good detail, good argument, and good expression. The detail will
have to be relevant, even if at only a basic level, to the requirements of the gquestion. With
argument, examiners should not be too demanding. The important point is that candidates

should be aware what the question demands and make an attempt to confront it.

There may not be a standard answer to an essay question: examiners should be flexible, and
particularly responsive to the merits of essays which do not adopt a standard approach. While
detail is important, essays where depth of analysis has limited the inclusion of factual detail
should be treated sympathetically. In such cases, the examiner must look for evidence of
knowledge, though the text may be treated more allusively and fleetingly than in more pedestrian
essays, and reward it accordingly, while remaining on guard against memorised classwork and

wide-ranging allusion designed to shore up faltering knowledge.

Essays will be marked in accordance with the following scheme, in conjunction with any other
specific points that may be made in the individual Final Mark Schemes.
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Assessment objectives 2(i) & (ii)

Assessment objective 2 (iii)

Band 1 [31-386] Intelligent and thorough
knowledge of the text(s), well [4] Expressed with fluency and
expressed, and well directed at the sophistication. Logically planned and
guestion. Do not hesitate to use the thought through. Very accurate
higher marks for obviously articulate, spelling, punctuation and grammar in
knowledgeable and thoughtful either case.
candidates.

Band 2 [27-30] Obvious quality in
understanding of the text, sensibly and
conhvincingly applied to the question.

Some weaknesses in the overall

answer: there may be excellent

analysis, but insufficient detail to

convince the examiner of thorough

knowledge; there may be copious [3] Clearly written and planned.
detail but no discussion; or the Spelling, punctuation and grammar
treatment of the text/question may not | have only a few minor blemishes.
have struck quite the right balance.

Band 3 [23-26] Competent throughout.

Knowledge sound, and some evidence
of a thoughtful approach, but this not
very consistently maintained; or
insufficient detail despite reasonable
depth of analysis.

Band 4 [19-22] Essays in this band will be
seriously lacking in either detail or
discussion. The structure of the
answer may well be shaky, and the [2] Conveys meaning adequately
scope harrow or one-sided. despite shortcomings in spelling,

Band 5 [14-18] Some argument and detalil punctuation, grammar, expression
from the texts, but detail not well and/or organisation.
selected:; little evidence of
understanding; knowledge limited,
and/or the question not confronted.

Band 6 [7-13] Little attempt to confront the [1] Serious weaknesses in spelling,
question. Detail not well applied to the | punctuation, grammar and/or
requirements of the question. Relevant | organisation which impede meaning
knowledge largely absent. and argument. Random spelling of

Classical names.
Band 7 [1-86] Little or no detail and argument. [0] Wholly lacking sense of logic and/or

In this band, an essay is likely to be
significantly shorter than usual. The
higher marks here will apply when
there are from time to time some
glimmerings of better things.

scores 0 under the other criteria.
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Remarks on Individual Essay Questions

.1 in Papers 2981, 2982, 2983 and 2984.

.1 in Papers 2985, 2986 and 2987, Q.2 in Paper 2982,

.1 in Papers 2988 and 2989, Q.2 in Papers 2983 and 2986.
.1 in Paper 2990, Q.2 in Papers 2984, 2987 and 2989.

COW
TR TR
DOOLO

N.B. For assessment objectives 2(i) and (i), award a maximum of 30 marks (i.e. no higher than
Band 2) if no attempt has been made fo address both ‘halves’ of the sef text).

p -]

Homer Candidates might argue that the gods add texture and richness to the poem,
and/or emphasise the heroism/tragedy of the human characters because their
indestructibility, jealousies and sgquabbling contrast with it. Alternatively, candidates may
choose to argue that these qualities detract from the poem. Does the assistance that the
gods give to certain humans (in Book 24, Hermes to Priam) devalue the courage of the
latter? Do the humans show petty sides to their characters, also? What effect does the
extra layer of causation have?

[36 + 4 = 40]

B Plato Expect a well-balanced survey of the main ideas and arguments of the Phaedo, but
be aware that candidates will need to be selective to meet the time constraints. There are
numerous points in the argument where one could claim that Socrates makes an
unwarranted assumption or forces it along the channels he wants, and it is hoped that
candidates will have noticed some if these.

[36 + 4 =40]

C Euripides Candidates usually enjoy arguing a case for or against a character, and there is
plenty of scope with Medea for debating the rights and wrongs of her actions —and those
of the other characters, which will have a bearing on her own degree of culpability. Her
own character is also important, as are the thought processes which lead her to do what
she does.

[36 + 4 = 40]

D Aristophanes All of the usual forms of humour are present in Acharnians: political satire,
comment on current affairs, caricature of contemporary figures, comic fantasy, word play,
literary parody, slapstick, obscene jokes, etc. Reward specific examples; be less generous
with vague unsubstantiated references to different kinds of humour.

[36 + 4 = 40]
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