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[bookmark: TemplateOverview][bookmark: _Hlk221179563]Student responses reproduced in this report have not been corrected for grammar, spelling or factual information.
This report provides sample answers, or an indication of what answers may have been included. Unless otherwise stated, these are not intended to be exemplary or complete responses. 
The statistics in this report may be subject to rounding, resulting in a total more or less than 100 per cent.
Section A: Short answer questions
Text 1
For Text 1, responses needed to consider the language features of an email written to Hilary, a customer of frank green (an Australian company that makes reusable cups and bottles).
Question 1
	[bookmark: _Hlk38131941]Marks
	0
	1
	2
	3
	Average

	%
	26
	4
	22
	48
	1.9


Question 1 responses needed to include an example of one of the modal verbs within the line range and demonstrate a link between that modal verb and either a purpose referred to in the study design, such as reducing social distance or attending to face needs, or a more specific purpose according to the text and its context. Both approaches were rewarded, as long as the discussion of the purpose engaged with the text. 
Students should spend time revising modal verbs as many responses did not select one accurately. Acceptable modal verbs within the line range were:
‘will’ (32)
‘(wi)ll’ (33) as a contracted form
‘could(n’t)’ (37)
the quasi-modal ‘going to’ (34). 
Most responses that accurately selected a modal verb were also able to refer to a valid purpose. Higher-scoring responses discussed specifically how the selected modal verb helped to achieve that purpose. 


The following is an example of a high-scoring response.
	Student sample
	Annotations

	The text achieves the purpose of building rapport for Frank Green with the use of the modal verb “will” (32) in “We will continue our commitment …” (32). 
	An accurate modal verb was selected directly after referring to a valid purpose.

	The high modality of this verb implies that Frank Green’s commitment to satisfying their customers is a guarantee, allowing to create a responsible image and thus build rapport with their customer.
	Specific explanation to the text was provided, notably referring to the modal providing an element of a ‘guarantee’ of the company’s commitment.


Question 2
	Marks
	0
	1
	2
	3
	Average

	%
	67
	6
	13
	13
	0.8


Many responses to Question 2 did not contain accurate examples of information flow from the line range. There were a range of accepted responses involving front focus and end focus, and responses could contain two examples of the same type of information flow, e.g. two examples of front focus. Also accepted were two examples of different types, such as front focus and end focus. Both approaches only required one example to be analysed.
For a response to receive full marks an accurate identification of information flow was required as well as a description of its impact. This impact was interpreted by some as being a cohesive impact, but responses more commonly described the general effect of front or end focus using the selected example, such as how it was placed in prominence within the text to support a purpose. Both approaches were accepted.
High-scoring responses quoted only what was required to respond to the question, were specific to the text and avoided generic descriptions. 
The following is an example of a higher-scoring response.
	Student sample
	Annotations

	Information flow in the form of front focus is seen in the adverbials “Alongside Parley Australia” (20) and “With your incredible support” (27).
	Both examples were phrases placed in front focus within the text. The additional metalanguage of ‘adverbials’, while accurate, was not required.

	The adverbial front focus of “With your incredible support” (27) allows Frank Green to emphasise the support of the customers rather than the money raised. This helps the audience feel more acknowledged and appreciated, allowing Young to meet their positive face needs.
	The response foregrounded what frank green (and Young) highlighted when utilising front focus – the role of the customer.




Question 3
	Marks
	0
	1
	2
	3
	4
	Average

	%
	16
	11
	34
	23
	16
	2.2


Question 3 required identification of a semantic pattern and a syntactic pattern and links between each of these patterns to differing Jakobson’s functions. The most frequently identified pattern was syntactic listing, particularly between lines 10 and 11, where the new products launched in 2024 were listed. Semantic patterns selected were varied but many responses referred to metaphors contained within the text, such as ‘made waves’ (21), which likened influence to a physical disturbance, and ‘at the heart’ (45), which equated sustainability with a vital organ to signal central importance. To demonstrate clear differentiation between syntactic and semantic patterns, it was important to refer to the subsystem itself as well as the pattern.
Overall, responses to this question indicated a good ability to identify subsystem patterns within the text, particularly the syntactic patterning of listing. In terms of other syntactic patterns, further study of what makes a structure parallel is required, as often the quoted examples were not accurate representations of this. While many responses identified appropriate examples of semantic patterning, often they did not engage with the example when explaining how it related to one of Jakobson’s functions.
Some responses did not refer to a pattern as stated in the study design (page 13 for syntactic patterning and page 14 for semantic patterning), instead used other metalanguage from the respective subsystems, such as declaratives or idioms. Only metalanguage terms listed under semantic patterning and syntactic patterning in the study design were accepted for responses to this question.
The following is an example of a higher-scoring response.
	Student sample
	Annotations

	Semantic patterning is seen with the use of the metaphor “made waves” (21), which compares the impact Frank Green had at the New York Climate Week to the size and impact of ocean waves. This thus emphasises the extent of Frank Green’s impact on global events in a playful manner, helping build a reliable image for the business to build rapport while also supporting the poetic function.
	This response explicitly referred to the metaphorical comparison between impact and ocean waves, demonstrating an understanding of how figurative language draws attention to itself by being playful.

	Syntactic patterning in the form of syntactic comma listing in “Lunch range … colours” (10-11) is used to list out a series of products from Frank Green all at once. This clarifies to the audience of the various new products without the need for repetition, thus fulfilling a referential function.
	The response engaged with the contents of the text, explaining what was contained within the list as well as how the listing supported a referential function.




Question 4
	Marks
	0
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	Average

	%
	10
	20
	38
	25
	6
	0.5
	2.0


Question 4 required responses that demonstrated a clear awareness of how the register of Young’s language in the email helped to achieve a range of purposes and intents, as well as linking to elements of the cultural context. These extralinguistic circumstances included the values, attitudes and beliefs of Young himself, frank green as a company and Hilary as the recipient of the email. The shifting nature of the register in the text was notable, with formal language providing legitimacy and prestige and informal language creating a sense of personal correspondence, humanising the company.
Discussion of register in this question could be linked to a range of purposes/intents and evidence was therefore varied across the email. Responses generally showed a good understanding of a range of purposes/intents. Higher-scoring responses linked these to contextual elements, such as Hilary’s role as a customer suggesting a belief in sustainable products.
Lower-scoring responses neglected core components of the question, such as register, or provided disconnected discussions of each example without considering how they connect with each other or work to reflect register, purposes/intents and/or cultural context. High-scoring responses did this in a nuanced way, noting also the plurality of the question (for example, ‘purposes’, ‘references’). Similarly, higher-scoring responses provided strong evidence of register, particularly when referring to formal elements. It is important to select salient metalanguage to demonstrate register.
Where questions worth several marks require multiple integrated examples, students could consider briefly planning their responses first, to shape a clear direction from the start and allow a full and confident response.
The following is an example of a higher-scoring response.
	Student sample
	Annotations

	The text hosts a moderately formal register with elements of informality that allows Young to fulfil various purposes. Young’s use of the exclamative sentence “Thank you!” (2) as the subject of the email sets a warm, friendly tone thus fostering an amicable and affable tenor with the recipient. His decision to begin the email in this way allows him to immediately lower the register and the social distance with Hilary, thus fostering an air of sincerity and gratitude that contributes to the phatic function of the introduction. 
	Register was immediately addressed as being both formal and informal. Evidence was provided, with metalanguage, and links to a purpose/intent were made.

	However, the register shifts in the main body of the email, adopting a more formal register through Young’s use of formulaic elements that adhere to the expectations and norms of a more formal email, such as through the declarative sentence “Here are some of the … this year” (8). In doing so, Young establishes that there is a serious element to this email, thus conveying the magnitude and influence of their achievements. Furthermore, this adherence to the norms and expectations of company emails is reflective of Young’s identity as an owner of a business.
	Clear connections to cultural context were made in terms of the beliefs that Young holds in conforming to norms and expectations. Note that there was no requirement to state ‘cultural context’ explicitly. There is an opportunity here for use of metalanguage to be strengthened to demonstrate the formal register.

	The text once again adopts elements of informality, as Young reiterates the phrase, now capitalised “THANK YOU!” (39). The capitalisation of the exclamative sentence reflects Young’s joyful, positive personality, whilst bolstering the text’s phatic function.
	A third example was provided, with metalanguage. Note that while the wording of the example matched the first example, the line numbers differed, as did the metalanguage and the link to a purpose/intent of reflecting a joyful, positive personality.


Section B: Analytical commentary
Text 2
Text 2 was an acceptance speech delivered at the NAIDOC Awards by Professor Kelvin Kong, the recipient of the NAIDOC Person Award. The speech was highly emotive, supporting a wider purpose of showing gratitude to the committee and wider community. In his speech, Professor Kong celebrated his culture and raised awareness regarding ear health in Australia. The audience was the live studio audience at the ceremony; however, the speech was also targeted to the broader Australian demographic. As is typical of a live address, the register he used was both formal and informal. Professor Kong did not have an established relationship with the audience, except for a few people mentioned specifically such as his wife. However, there were attempts of rapport-building with members of the audience from Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander backgrounds. Professor Kong also attempted to reduce social distance with the audience to lessen his place of privilege and success (gained through education and career progression) and to elevate solidarity with the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander communities. He needed to connect with the audience to further promote hearing health among those communities.
Question 5
	Marks
	0
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8
	9
	10
	11
	12
	13
	14
	15
	Average

	%
	0.6
	0.1
	0.1
	0.7
	2
	4
	9
	17
	24
	21
	13
	6
	3
	1
	0.3
	0.1
	8.2


Overall, the majority of Question 5 responses to Text 2 demonstrated engagement and meaningful analyses of its language features. Many responses referred to the dot-point listed elements in the task: functions, purposes and intents; contextual factors (situational and cultural); and register, tenor and audience. However, the challenge was being discerning in the choice of features, selecting the most salient and worthy of analysis, particularly given the time constraints of the task.
Text 2 was rich in features that invited an analysis of Professor Kong’s identity and many responses could relate the use of various language features to aspects of his identity, including but not limited to: 
his down-to-earth, genuine, humble identity
his occupational identity as a surgeon
his Indigenous identity
his wider Australian identity
his identity as a caring and loving husband and father. 


Some responses referred to the ‘Australian tall-poppy syndrome’ and that, by speaking in a heartfelt manner in a mixed register that included significant features of informality, Professor Kong was able to present himself as ‘just another person’ speaking to the audience on the same level, despite his highly prestigious profession.
Many responses commenced with an introductory paragraph, which provided a framework for the analysis that followed. While this was a valid approach that could be used most effectively, other approaches could be just as, or even more, effective. A weakness with responses that commenced with a formulaic introduction, was that the text type, mode, audience, register, tenor, functions, and intents and purposes may have been described accurately, but these descriptions were not always followed with appropriate analysis in the commentary that followed. It is preferable to respond with a more sophisticated analysis of how language features reflect contextual factors; establish, maintain or shift the register; cater for the audience; develop the tenor; and contribute to the functions or purposes/intents of the text.
Higher-scoring responses focused on the way that Professor Kong managed his speech to transition from topic to topic and show his gratitude to a range of different people: other Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander People deserving of an award, the NAIDOC Committee, Elders, and his wife and children. Higher-scoring responses specifically analysed how Professor Kong attended to the face needs of various members of the audience.
Many responses did not use appropriate metalanguage to describe some of the more formal elements of Professor Kong’s speech. Responses should emphasise that formality is demonstrated through specific, observable evidence such as in Kong’s lexical choices, complex or carefully structured syntax or nominalisations. Without these concrete markers, assertions about a text being formal become impressionistic rather than analytical. Higher-scoring responses linked these claims directly to the linguistic features and metalanguage that construct that level of formality. 
Similarly, a high number of responses incorrectly attributed non-fluency features as being evidence of informality, yet these features do not in themselves indicate an informal register. Hesitations, pauses, repetitions and false starts are simply characteristic of spoken discourse and can occur in many contexts across the continuum of formality for a variety of reasons, such as indicating spontaneity, nervousness or management of cognitive load. Their presence reflected the real-time production of speech rather than the social distance, role relations or linguistic choices that construct informality, so relying on them as proof of an informal register misunderstood their function in spoken interaction.
Many responses also erroneously referred to pause fillers as discourse markers (particles) and by doing so, underestimated the nuance that discourse markers can add to a discourse. This is a suggested point of revision. Likewise, many responses described Professor Kong’s speech as wholly spontaneous, rather than showing evidence of some preparation. Responses that engaged in more nuanced analysis commented on other possible factors that led to features of non-fluency, such as the various emotions that Professor Kong would have been feeling at the time. Similarly, by delivering a less polished speech, he was also potentially speaking with an awareness of his Australian audience, who would value authenticity and sincerity above a highly polished monologue. 
Many responses did not accurately describe the tenor established by Professor Kong in his speech. Tenor refers to the created relationship between participants in an exchange, encompassing status, social distance and roles, and should be described in these terms rather than treated as a near-synonym for tone. Tenor concerns the social relationship being constructed or perceived, while tone concerns the attitude or emotional effect conveyed through language. It would be useful to consider tenor as a focus on the social dynamics between participants rather than in the text’s emotional attitude or mood. 


Higher-scoring responses acknowledged and analysed features that supported a range of intents and purposes of the text and pinpointed (with reference to language features) how the purposes changed at various points in the text, using complementary examples to support their analysis. For example, some higher-level responses observed that, even though it was important to use his speech to educate the audience on the importance of ear health, Professor Kong was also able to integrate humorous anecdotes and conclude it in a positive, celebratory manner, befitting of a speech at an awards ceremony, despite its more sombre moments.
The following responses demonstrate different approaches to the analytical commentary, both valid. 
The first sample focused on important purposes of the speech in order to shape paragraphs, and drew from the text to provide relevant linguistic evidence. 
	Student sample
	Annotations

	A key purpose of this speech is to allow K to thank all of the people that helped him receive this award. He uses emphatic stress in “regard” (2) and “this” (5) to place an emphasis and highlight how grateful he is to be receiving this award.
	This was a meaningful analysis of prosody, demonstrating awareness of mode-relevant aspects of Kong’s speech.

	His use of culturally relevant lexemes such as “Elders” (61) as well as the collocation “acknowledge and pay my respects” (11) reflects K’s identity as a member of the First Nations community, specifically Worimi.
…
	This section acknowledged key aspects of the context and speaker, drawing from background information.

	Another key purpose of this speech is to portray to others how K is still working to improve the hearing health of First Nations community and how despite receiving the award he is not finished. K utters the metaphor “it’s a two edged sword” (17) to explain his feeling when receiving this award as somewhat bittersweet. This signals a shift in topic reflecting K’s identity as an advocate for improved healthcare in his community.
	Focused on salient features that supported a purpose, while contributing to other elements of the text, such as affirming a particular identity of the speaker. There was a brief mention of topic shift, linking to a relevant discourse strategy.




The second sample used a free-flowing structural strategy that focused on a key element of the speech before transitioning to complementary elements. 
	Student sample
	Annotations

	Kong’s personal identity and values are revealed through various linguistic features. One such feature is the noun phrase “our Elders” (60). The term “Elder” (60) is an Aboriginal English term used to refer to one’s ancestors, and its use reflects Kong’s First Nations identity, which is further supported in the 1st person collective adverb “our” (60). This feature signifies Kong’s sense of belonging towards the First Nation’s peoples, while attributing the concept of ‘Elders’ to him directly. Thus Kong is able to express his First Nation’s identity.
	Metalanguage was included for all examples provided and links made to key knowledge from the study design.
Note that a minor error under examination conditions, such as ‘collective adverb’ rather than ‘pronoun’, did not have a significant impact on overall positive marking of analytical commentaries. 

	Additionally, Kong also uses the adjective “ashamed” (35) to describe his feelings towards receiving the NAIDOC Person Award as a result of his work in ear health which results from poor ear health in Australia. The term “ashamed” bears connotations of guild and regret, reflecting Kong’s mixed feelings of benefiting due to the pain of others. As such, the direct attribution of the adjective to himself reflects his morals and values of humility.
	A complementary example was used, acknowledging elements of the cultural context.

	The emotive function of the speech is supported by Kong’s purpose of meeting the positive face needs of the audience with the intent of expressing his gratitude. This is immediately made clear with his repetition of the interjection “thank you” (15) (72) (68). This feature is used in line 15 as “thank you… important” (15-16) which pays thanks to the NAIDOC Committee for acknowledging the importance of ear health. This feature acknowledges the contributions of the NAIDOC Committee through simple awareness of the effect ear health can have on society. As a result, Kong is able to express his gratitude by meeting the NAIDOC Committee’s positive face through his expression of appreciation which helps fulfill the emotive function. 
	Linked to purpose/intent as well as politeness strategies such as face needs. Metalanguage here was accurate and the interjection was explained in detail in terms of how it assisted in attending to positive face.

	Moreover, Kong utilises the 1st person pronoun “you” (63) when addressing those who supported Kong and his community. The first person pronoun allows Kong to directly address the audience while allowing the individual audience members feel as though they are being personally appreciated and acknowledged, as supported by the emphasis placed on this feature due to emphatic stress. As such, Kong is able to meet the positive face needs of the audience in his expression of gratitude.
	Acknowledged important elements of the situational context by considering the audience. 
Note that a minor error under examination conditions, such as ‘1st person' rather than ‘second person’, did not have a significant impact on overall positive marking of analytical commentaries.


Section C: Essay
	Marks
	0
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8
	9
	10
	11
	12
	13
	14
	15
	Average

	%
	0.7
	0.1
	0.3
	0.4
	1
	3
	7
	14
	22
	20
	15
	8
	5
	2
	1
	0.4
	8.7



	Question
	0
	6
	7
	8

	%
	0.5
	48
	26
	26


Students were required to select one question and craft a sustained expository response, demonstrating their familiarity with the topics covered in Units 3 and 4 alongside their ability to use relevant, descriptive and appropriate metalanguage. Also required was reference to the stimulus provided.
Across all three questions, responses included a range of diverse contemporary examples to support the discussion. Some responses, however, included tokenistic quotations of linguists and other academics, often quoted out of context and frequently attributed incorrectly to a particular source. These types of quotations added little to the quality of the response and often detracted significantly from it, particularly when they were misattributed or had no verifiable origin. It is important to note that the inclusion of these types of quotations is no substitute for the close analysis of contemporary examples in relation to the topic. While scholarly quotations are not required in Section C, students are advised to contextualise and use them in a more meaningful way if they incorporate them.
There was an increased reliance on pre-prepared contemporary examples, particularly for Question 6. In many responses, these examples often sat awkwardly alongside a point being made rather than deepening the discussion or demonstrating conceptual understanding. Section C required students to select examples that illuminated the linguistic ideas raised by the topic, so memorised material could detract from the quality of the response as it was not adapted to its specific focus. Students are expected to provide authentic and relevant responses to the questions asked, rather than rely on pre-prepared responses.
Higher-scoring responses contained relevant and meaningful answers to the chosen topic, with well-analysed evidence from contemporary Australian society to support the discussion. While there was no date range for contemporary examples, evidence should be sourced that was socially and culturally relevant at the time of writing. In some instances, this meant examples must be very recent such as political rhetoric or current slang terms. At other times, evidence and examples could be older as usage had not changed or the example had not been subsumed or replaced by other, more relevant, examples. When discussing contemporary evidence, the focus should be on how Australian Englishes are used now and the accompanying attitudes towards those usages. For example, contemporary examples in 2025 covered recent slang, debates about inclusive language, and ongoing changes in technology-driven communication. 
Some responses, while otherwise very well written, did not meet the requirement of including reference to the stimulus material (either explicit or implicit). Many responses included the stimulus item in brackets, for example, ‘(Stimulus A)’, when making a reference to it, and this can be useful for assessors to make the connection easily and consider how meaningfully the material has been used. This could even be done when reference to an item of the stimulus material was implicit.
All key words should be carefully considered in both the topic’s proposition and in the question itself before planning the essay and composing an introduction. A significant feature of higher-scoring responses was exploring all key words, which allowed greater exploration of more complex ideas.


Question 6
Question 6 was answered well overall. Most responses demonstrated an understanding of the requirement to discuss examples that ‘increased social separation’ and ‘increased social equality’. Some responses successfully discussed how uses of language could simultaneously increase social separation and increase social equality, depending on the backgrounds of the various members of the audience.
Potential points for discussion:
In contemporary Australia, language has the unique capacity to create social bonds and assist in advocating for change. Despite this, it can also be used as a mechanism for harm and isolation. 
Depending on the audience, purpose and context, language can be wielded to both foster social connections and create separation. 
While language has the capacity to cause both social separation and equality, it is predominantly used as a mechanism for connection. 
Overt and covert norms can dictate whether language can increase social separation of social equality. 
Incorporating the stimulus:
Stimulus A provided scope to consider what language can achieve beyond denotative meaning, particularly as a method to ‘advocate for change’. Coming from Edith Cowan University’s Inclusive Language Guide, the stimulus required consideration of language as a voice for those who are marginalised, as a driver for change – both uniting and dividing – and as a unifying force that can assist those in finding ‘their community’.
Stimulus B was not always clearly understood in responses that addressed it. Responses needed to display greater understanding of how it criticised the patronising use of euphemistic language. Higher-scoring responses discussed this issue, as well as how other examples of non-discriminatory language could indeed promote social equality.
Higher-scoring responses that used stimulus C explored the prescriptive and descriptive attitudes language users hold towards different varieties of English, particularly those that deviate from the standard. Responses that addressed this stimulus well considered how society places high prestige on a standard, which thereby acts as a form of discrimination and judgement against varieties of English that do not conform to this. 
Responses that referred to stimulus D often used complementary contemporary examples that were relevant in 2025, such as those involving Martin Sheargold and Izak Rankine in particular, with many valid links made to how language can increase social separation. This worked well to accompany the stimulus item. 
Relevant key knowledge and concepts from the study design included:
major functions that language serves when used in each context 
the relationship between context and features of language in informal and formal texts
the role of language in encouraging intimacy, solidarity and equality
politeness strategies and their role in increasing social equity 
non-discriminatory language
features of informal speech and writing (e.g. swearing, taboo language, dysphemism, slang, etc.)
how English varies according to culture, including Standard Australian English (SAE), Aboriginal Australian Englishes and migrant ethnolects
social and personal variation (sociolects and idiolects) in language according to factors such as age, gender, sexuality, occupation, interests, aspirations and education
the ways in which people draw on their linguistic repertoire to gain power and prestige, including exploiting overt and covert norms
code switching as a means of demonstrating group membership and belonging
the relationship between social attitudes and language choices.
The following body paragraph was the first paragraph in a high-scoring response. For the purpose of annotation, the paragraph has been broken into sections.
	Student sample
	Annotations

	Language may simultaneously create separation and reinforce equality depending on public perceptions. Use of obfuscatory language in the conversion of noun ‘disability’ to adjectival phrase ‘differently abled’ (Stimulus B) may initially be intended to foster social harmony by avoiding using the noun in a more concrete manner. 
	Directly addressed core elements of the topic – separation and equality. Stimulus was addressed early.

	Although attempting to meet the positive face needs of those with a disability, the lexical ambiguity of adverb ‘differently’ created confusion and euphemistically hides the true nature of disabilities. Hence, despite attempts to increase equality by presenting disabilities as a less concrete and more ambiguous light to try to empower individuals, the language instead risks perpetuating a narrative where disabilities are something needed to be obfuscated, rendering division instead. 
	Discussion of the stimulus was explored further, providing meaningful analysis of what the terms helped to achieve with regard to social harmony and division; a synonym for separation. Synonymy was effective to use when linking back to core elements of the topic.

	Similarly, Sephora’s new makeup range targeted at men, labelled with the noun phrase ‘war paint’ sought to make makeup – overtly associated with women – more accessible to men. However, connotations of adjective ‘war’ being violence and strength reinforce stereotypical views that men must present as masculine, instead disempowering both men and women by reinforcing a divide between what is acceptably feminine or masculine. 
	A complementary contemporary example was provided and explored in some detail. Metalanguage moved beyond word classes and explored other linguistic elements related to the terms used by Sephora.

	In such cases, despite attempts to create equality for men to be more freely able to buy makeup without feeling ‘weak’, an environment where rigid gender stereotypes are instead reinforced is fostered, highlighting archaic gender norms through language choices. Hence, language that intends to create equality may instead divide audiences on the basis of their identity.
	Meaningful conclusions made as to how the additional contemporary example links to the point being made. 


Question 7
Question 7 required an exploration of how current social shifts and recent technologies are reshaping Australian language practices. Many responses considered how changes in social attitudes, identities and cultural values alter norms around what is and is not considered standard. Also considered was the impact of such change on what society deems appropriate and inclusive when using language, particularly when negotiating sensitive and taboo topics. Technologies such as social media platforms, messaging apps, artificial intelligence (AI) and multimodal communication accelerate or redirect these changes and higher-scoring responses explored this meaningfully. 


This question was handled with varying degrees of success. Not all responses discussed both ‘social changes’ and ‘technologies’, which were key components of the question. Some responses focused narrowly on technology and treated contemporary communication platforms as the sole driver of linguistic change, while others discussed broad social movements without linking them to evolving language norms in Australia. The task, however, demanded an exploration of both socially driven change as well as technological change, with nuanced responses also considering how these intersect to shape linguistic behaviour. 
Contemporary examples used in Question 7 responses demonstrated a good understanding of the language used on social media and how technology is advancing rapidly, changing the expectations of language usage. Some responses were more descriptive than analytical in nature.
Potential points for discussion were:
the modern landscape of language being heavily influenced by increasing technological and social changes
technology’s large impact on language, acknowledging that only when combined with social change that the breadth of its impact is clear
social impacts heightening the impact technology has had on language
language being always in flux, with changes that seem minor in isolation, but can mirror society; thus, language norms are adapting to reflect social and community attitudes.
Incorporating the stimulus:
Stimulus A provided scope to explore how online platforms have altered the use of informal language and spontaneous speech interactions that now exist in both written and spoken modes. This included the rise of informality in settings that previously prescribed formality as a norm. Online language trends spread at lightning speed, ‘making more common’ the inclusion of transient slang terms into everyday vernacular, including those arising out of the myriad online subcultures, each with their own linguistic norms.
Stimulus B contained specific examples of neologised terms that have been named ‘Oxford Word of the Year’ recently, with some terms encapsulating social change arising out of technology (‘brain rot’ and ‘goblin mode’). Higher-scoring responses explored the irony behind ‘goblin mode’ influencing social norms, given that the term’s denotation refers to behaviours that reject some of them. Stimulus B also allowed for the exploration of codification as a reflection of social change in public usage, and the role of the dictionary in reflecting changing language standards in contemporary society.
Many of the responses that referred to stimulus C explored the impact that generative AI engines have had on language use, particularly in terms of the ‘generic and vague’ language arising from its use. Higher-scoring responses not only explored the bland and lifeless language created by tools such as ChatGPT, but also the effect AI-created language is having on reinforcing standards and norms, as seen in higher usage of US spelling by Australians and the increased use of previously rare punctuation, such as the em-dash.
Stimulus D was frequently integrated into responses that addressed the language norms arising out of platforms such as TikTok, where linguistic norms are often tied to subcultures and groups created and reinforced through social media. Also explored was the increasing ‘universality’ of slang terms, no longer bound by geography and spreading with lightning speed. Some responses addressed stimulus D alongside stimulus B, considering how the increasing codification of slang terms arising from social media have gained notoriety and longevity, having an impact on covert and overt norms.


Relevant key knowledge and concepts from the study design:
how English in Australian society is influenced by global contact and modern technologies
the ways in which the language of individuals and the language of groups is shaped by social expectations and community attitudes
major functions that language serves when used in a given context
the influence of register, tenor and audience in informal texts
the features of informal writing and informal speech as represented in a range of texts
the relationship between context and features of language in informal texts
features of spoken discourse in creating informal texts
the relationship between context and features of language in formal texts
the role of language in conveying a perceived national identity.
The following body paragraph was the second paragraph in a high-scoring response. For the purpose of annotation, the paragraph has been broken into sections.
	Student sample
	Annotations

	The continuous growth of technology has influenced the norms behind the coining of new terms. This is seen in 2024 with the winner of the Oxford Word of the year being “brainrot” (Stimulus B). This term represents the idea of people’s thoughts being influenced by digital media in a negative fashion. 
	Directly addressed the stimulus early. 

	This newly coined term demonstrates society’s increasing tendency to create neologisms based on new activities and habits of the internet that otherwise had not previously existed. Thus the rise of digital activity has influenced the norms behind slang, especially as its spread is now “more universal than it was in pre-social media days” (Stimulus D) due to the rise of social media.
	Relevant metalanguage used to refer to the terms from the stimulus. By combining this example with elements of stimulus D, this response showed an understanding that digital activity had played a role in shaping norms. 

	Furthermore, neologisms based on neologisms has also become a language norm. This is seen in October when the Australian Federal Police Chief used the neologism “crimefluencer” which is a blending of the nouns “crime” and “influencer”. The term “influencer” is a relatively new term that was coined with the rise of online celebrities. This AFP Chief was using a relatively familiar term with a clearly defined meaning of a digital persona that influences to create a new term that embodies a different concept – that being a person who encourages crime via digital communication.
	An interesting complementary example to include, implicitly addressing the speed at which new terms entered the lexicon. This was then linked to some elements of social change.




Question 8
Question 8 required an examination of how non-Standard Australian English (non-SAE) varieties of Australian English function as a resource for constructing identity in public contexts, then an evaluation of the extent of its impact rather than simply assuming it is always effective. Many responses analysed how non-SAE language features highlighted or reinforced particular identities, whether individual, social, cultural or national. This question also allowed consideration of how these identities were taken up, negotiated or resisted in the public domain, such as in politics, reportage, bureaucracy or the law. Higher-scoring responses also weighed in on contexts where varieties that deviated from the standard strengthened identity construction and contrasted them with those where they may be constrained or suppressed by expectations of SAE in public communication.
Responses to this question did not always demonstrate a clear understanding of what constituted non-standard varieties of English, with discussions of general informality rather than features that sit outside SAE. Likewise, many responses needed to show a clearer distinction between constructing an identity and merely reflecting one. Constructing identity involves the deliberate or strategic use of linguistic features to project a particular persona or affiliation, whereas reflecting identity simply mirrors traits or backgrounds that are already socially attributed to the speaker. Without this distinction, responses often defaulted to description rather than analysis of how language actively shapes identity in the public domain.
Most responses recognised and responded to the key directive ‘To what extent is this true?’, offering some form of evaluation about how effectively non-standard varieties construct identity in the public domain. Higher-scoring responses weighed contexts, counter-examples and limitations to develop a more qualified argument. However, some responses overlooked this evaluative requirement and instead produced an explanatory piece that merely discussed the proposition at face value. The absence of evaluation meant these responses did not fully meet the demands of the prompt.
Most responses did not confine their discussion to examples of language used in the ‘public domain’ as directed by the question. Some referred only to the use of language in the private domain, such as private conversations between friends or family. It is important to read questions carefully, and in full, before constructing a response. 
Possible points for discussion:
Some public figures, such as politicians, media personalities or reporters, incorporate slang into their language to establish sense of solidarity with certain groups to form a social connection. Deliberate employment of slang can also reflect more manipulative purposes, such as highlighting who they want to make feel more important. 
Mainstream media often draw on Australian English varieties that deviate from SAE as a way of signalling a shared national identity. Such non-SAE choices tap into values Australians tend to hold dear, including equality, fairness and a relaxed friendliness that works to reduce social distance.
Language varieties exist that mark covert prestige and the ability to move between SAE and varieties that do not conform to the standard creates a certain kind of identity that is context-dependent. Similarly, the use of SAE when another variety is expected can challenge the stereotypical identities some Australians have forced upon them.
With the ever-growing reach of the internet, Australian English as a variety is being employed deliberately by both celebrities and influencers to display a specific ‘likeable’ persona, and comment on world events in a personalised way, particularly in newer forms of reportage.


Incorporating the stimulus:
Stimulus A was commonly used to discuss media outlets that are a vehicle for widespread representation. Mainstream media more openly represents Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander identities, particularly when using common terms from Aboriginal Australian Englishes, such as ‘mob’ and ‘blak’. This acts as a marker of group membership and solidarity while reinforcing covert norms for identity construction and representation in the media.
Frequently used alongside stimulus B were complementary examples of hypocorisms used in Australian society, such as the nicknaming of politicians and public figures. Higher-scoring responses drew connections between the shortened, affectionate nicknames for well-known public figures, such as Australia’s Prime Minister Anthony ‘Albo’ Albanese, showing an awareness of how these morphological processes demonstrate solidarity and a characteristically Australian sense of ease. Hypocorisms operate beyond the text itself, reinforcing their role in constructing a shared cultural identity and reducing perceived social distance between public figures and the communities they aim to engage.
Stimulus C was commonly referenced, with many responses drawing links between Mahmoud Ismail’s use of an ethnolect and the construction of identity. Important here was the recognition that Ismail’s lexical, phonological and discourse features signalled his membership within certain cultural and youth communities, and that this helped him cultivate an authentic persona for his TikTok audience. In higher-scoring responses, students explored how Ismail’s ethnolect both reflected his cultural background and actively constructed a public identity that resonated with followers who shared, celebrated or recognised those linguistic features. 
Stimulus D allowed for an exploration of how strategic attempts by politicians to adopt youth-oriented language can sometimes misfire. Higher-scoring responses recognised that the stimulus highlighted a paradox: efforts to appear relatable may actually distance politicians further from young people when the linguistic performance feels forced, inauthentic or poorly aligned with their established public persona. 
Relevant key knowledge and concepts from the study design:
the use of informal language for various purposes and intents, including:
encouraging intimacy, solidarity and equality
politeness strategies 
promoting linguistic innovation
promoting social harmony, negotiating social taboos and building rapport
supporting in-group membership
features of informal speech and writing
the use of language varieties in constructing users’ social and cultural identities
increasing global contact, the influence of modern technologies and other social changes are shaping contemporary English in Australian society, and attitudes towards language continue to evolve.
the ways in which a variety of identities are conveyed and reflected in Australian texts
how English varies according to culture, including SAE, Aboriginal Australian Englishes and migrant ethnolects 
attitudes within Australian society to different varieties of English, including prescriptivist and descriptivist attitudes 
the role of language in conveying a perceived national identity
the ways in which the language of individuals and the language of groups is shaped by social expectations and community attitudes
the ways in which people draw on their linguistic repertoire to gain power and prestige, including exploiting overt and covert norms.


The following example comes from the first half of a body paragraph, addressing how SAE holds overt prestige in society as a counterpoint to the proposition of the question. For the purpose of annotation, the paragraph has been broken into sections.
	Student sample
	Annotations

	Our principal standard variety, SAE, achieving overt prestige with Australians, also assists the construction of an egalitarian identity in the public domain on the serious topic of public safety.
	Opening the paragraph with reference to the overt prestige of SAE established a necessary point of contrast for evaluating the identity-building power of non-SAE varieties in the public domain.

	In an ABC News article published in May 2025, microbiologist Associate Professor Jeff Warner addresses a broader audience of North Queensland citizens concerning 35 deaths in the region due to the melioidosis outbreak. The SAE choices enhance the conative function. Compound imperatives enable coordination of recommendation of equal importance such as “Avoid going outside and keep wounds clean”. 
	Contextual background of a contemporary example was provided to make connections with the example and its linguistic merit.

	Warner uses specialist jargon in the field of medical biology to establish his expertise and support the construction of his professional identity as a doctor. Specialist jargon include the noun “microorganism”, the noun phrase “terrestrial outbreak” and the plural noun “comorbidities”. As Warner is able to address a broader audience using specialist jargon, this also reflects Australia’s national identity with high medical literacy as a nation. Jargon supports Warner’s construction of professional identity, making the audience more inclined to adhere to the imperatives, thus ensuring public safety. …
	Making a link between jargon and how it constructed professional authority created a framework to assess the extent to which non-SAE varieties can construct identity, moving beyond simple description to engage with the evaluative requirement of the prompt. This paragraph continued to explore this further.
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