
 
 

Year 11 into 12 Bridging the Gap  

Summer Work for 2020 Entry 

 

We want you to be really successful and what it takes to be successful at GCSEs is different from being 

successful at A-Levels. Although you have fewer subjects there are different skills at A-Level and the 

volume of work is greater because the depth and detail is more demanding. 

Bridging the Gap Work will reassure you that the subject you have selected is for you, or allow you time 

to change your choice of subject at enrolment, as long as there is space and you meet the entry criteria. 

We want you to study a course that interests you and you are sufficiently qualified to study. 

 

Head of Subject: Mrs A Brogan  

 

 

 

 

Subject: English Language  

Aim of Bridging Work: 
To familiarise students with assessment objectives, course aims, course content and topics for English 
language at A level.  
 
The key principles, issues and concepts that underpin the course will build on and develop the 
important language skills that you learnt at GCSE. By reflecting  on your own reading and writing 
experiences as a starting point, you will be prepared for the different skills that you will be assessed on. 
 
Important skills such as the ability to discuss, debate and analyse, to read and understand texts, and to 
write in a variety of forms for different purposes will be explored. You will build on these skills in a 
number of ways, for example, you will produce some original writing based on storytelling, persuading 
or informing, and you will read and explore different text types. In addition you will learn a range of 
different skills to help you describe and analyse language, and you will acquire an analytical toolkit that 
will enable you explore and explain any text.  
 
The bridging work will introduce the following:  

1) Language levels  
2) Subject terminology 
3) Textual variety  
4) Language analysis  

Equipment List : 
Ring Bind folder 
Highlighters 
Lined A4 paper  

Textbook(s) for September: 
English Language Student Book 
Cambridge Press  
Giovanellli, Ives, Keen et al 
ISBN 978-1-107-46562-6 
 
Reading List: 
To be confirmed  



 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Tasks 

June 1st  

1. Login to Seneca. You can login and join the Language course here: 

https://app.senecalearning.com/dashboard/join-class/yq64kakhse  

2. Complete the assignment set on Seneca. They are different from the ones set last time. Please 

complete by the due date (Friday). This revises your knowledge of verbs and adverbs. 

3. Start a new page and put the title Language and Technology and a subheading ‘Text speak’  

4. Make a list of common features of ‘text speak’. Do this as follows: 

a. Think about the language you use when communicating via social media. How does it 

differ from formal written language?  

b. Make a list of your own words (examples) of informal language used in social media 

contexts. Aim for up to 20 words, and at least ten. 

c. Add more from here: https://en.wiktionary.org/wiki/Appendix:Glossary_of_textspeak 
(find some unusual/interesting ones!) 

d. Read this article about attitudes towards text speak: 
https://www.theguardian.com/books/2008/jul/05/saturdayreviewsfeatres.guardianreview 

5. Read the article from the EMC pack reproduced below, ‘C ya l8tr bbz’ – Language, Communication 

and Technology and answer the questions that follow. 

6. Finally what do you think about textspeak? Is it ruining our language or does it add to the 

language in some way? Write a 300 word response to this question.  

Have you ordered the textbook for this course yet? You will need it for both years of your A level 

course.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://app.senecalearning.com/dashboard/join-class/yq64kakhse
https://en.wiktionary.org/wiki/Appendix:Glossary_of_textspeak
https://www.theguardian.com/books/2008/jul/05/saturdayreviewsfeatres.guardianreview


 
 

‘C ya l8tr bbz’ – Language, Communication 
and Technology 
 
PhD student Christian Ilbury explores the relationship between evolving 
technology and the linguistic choices we make on social media, offering 
insights from his current research that explode myths about spelling, 
abbreviations and other aspects of ‘txtspeak’. 

There’s a strong chance that before reading this article today, you’ve already replied to a few stories 
on Snapchat, sent a few WhatsApp messages and DM’d someone through Instagram. Increasingly, our 
interactions are migrating online in the form of texts, but how is this shift towards digital 
communication changing the ways in which we communicate? 

 
Way Back Then 
 
Back in the early days of the mobile phone when Nokia was the phone brand of choice, people 
primarily used to text each other via SMS. Unlike today, mobile data plans were expensive, apps 
weren’t a ‘thing’ and most people still had pay-as-you-go contracts. With SMS (i.e. text) messages 
charged per 160 characters, that extra kiss or final ‘see you later’ could set you back the cost of an 
additional message. And whilst a message could be spoken in a couple of seconds, using a keypad to 
text the same message took somewhat longer – even for the more competent texters. 
To get around these issues, people developed innovative ways to communicate the same message, 
using fewer characters and in less time, saving both on the cost of a text and the time taken to write 
the message. In fact, many of these abbreviations still persist and are regularly used today: <lol> for 
‘laugh out loud’, <omg!> for ‘oh my God!’, and <hbu?> for ‘how about you?’. 
When these forms were first documented, academics and newspapers were quick to suggest that the 
internet and texting were responsible for the emergence of a new variety of English. Indeed, much of 
this research pointed to the fact that the language used on the internet looked like a combination of 
both speech and writing. For instance, think of the spelling <walkin> for ‘walking’ or <chu> for ‘you’. 
These two spellings essentially ‘mimic’ the way that these words are sometimes pronounced in 
speech. This led some scholars and journalists to describe this ‘new variety’ as a form 
of netspeakor txtspeak. 
 

An Even Longer Communication History 
 
However, whilst the technology that we now use to communicate may be new, in reality, much of the 
language used online and in text-messaging isn’t so innovative. Tracing communication as far back as 
the 1800s when people used telegrams, we see that many of the telegraph messages sent via these 
machines contained several spellings that look remarkably similar to those that were characterised as 
netspeak. And, at that time, like text-messages, telegraphs were charged by the character. So, as with 
the 160-character limit of a message, people developed shorthand phrases, spellings and other textual 
elements to communicate more efficiently and more cheaply. Smart, huh? 
 

The Truth of Txtspeak 
 
Nevertheless, modern-day newspapers continue to bemoan the surge of txtspeak and warn of the 



 
 

destructive effects of the internet on communication. Yet, academic research on the language of textmessaging 
and online communication has shown spellings and textual features that are perceived to be ‘typical’ of the 
variety actually to be relatively infrequent in practice. This point is perhaps more 
relevant now given the widespread use of Artificial Intelligence (AI), such as speech recognition 
systems (e.g. Siri) and predictive text, which use conventional spellings derived from dictionaries. 
In fact, in my own research on the mobile application and messaging service WhatsApp, I found a lot 
of evidence to suggest that users make good use of predictive text technologies and are generally 
very conscious of their spelling and grammar. Like other researchers, I noted that the messages were 
largely written in standard English. But I also found that there were least two different types of variant 
spelling: spelling errors and the use of netspeak in the data. 
 

My Research Data and What it Shows 
 
My data set comprises a corpus of 100,000 messages across two group conversations sent by sixteen 
individuals in their early twenties who were based in the South East of England and accessed 
WhatsApp via a smartphone. Exploring these variant spellings in this corpus, I found that users 
responded to spelling-errors and so-called netspeak features in very different ways. When I looked at 
the examples of the genuine spelling errors, I observed that the users actively would try to maintain 
‘standard’ language policies, such that other users would often participate in a type of language 
policing. An example of this policing is found in (1), where Lisa and her friends are discussing their New Year’s 
Eve plans: 
 

Example 1 
Lisa: lol guys I’ve just been asked if I want to go to Barbadosfor 5 nights over 
New Years FOR FREE 
Abi: omg! 
Ellie: Why don’t you go 
Lisa: Nooo I already made plans with y’all! Can I split myself in half 
Abi: Lol are you STUPID Lisa 
Ellie: hahahaha 
Abi: It’s Barbadous 
Ellie: Wow 
Ellie: Spelling 
Lisa: Hahahaha spelling 
Stef: We are going to London Bridge 
 

 
When the location is revealed by Lisa in line 1, it is correctly spelt as <Barbados>, but as the 
conversation develops and Abi refers to the location, she makes a spelling error <Barbadous>. Instead,of 
continuing the conversation, Ellie explicitly references the spelling in lines 9-10, before Lisa follows up her 
comments using ‘hahaha’ to ridicule the error. In this way, the users participate in a type of linguistic policing – 
by emphasising the incorrect spelling and evaluating the mistake as humorous – 
suggesting that spelling errors should be avoided at all costs. 
When I looked at these spelling errors in more detail, I found that another way that users seem to 
uphold these language standardsis through the innovative use of the asterisk, <*>, which is often used 
to repairspelling errors. In fact, of the 865 examples of <*> in my data, 83.9% are used to fulfil this 
function. 
 
But whilst genuine spelling errors are subject to ridicule and scrutiny from others in the conversation, 
when netspeak features are used, we do not see the same type of response from the group. This 
suggests that the group do not see these features as spelling errors but rather recognise them as an 



 
 

accepted form of online communication. 
However, unlike spelling errors which are relatively frequent, these forms are incredibly rare. For 
instance, in (2) we observe the extensive use of netspeak features: <yaaa>, <bbz>, <c>, <u> and so on, but they 
occur only infrequently in other messages. For instance, whilst there are 1293 instances of 
‘see’ in the entire corpus of nearly 100,000 messages, only seven of these are spelt as <c>. Given that 
they are so rare, why then would these features be used in this conversation? 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Example 2 
Mark: Ok! I’ll meet yaaa 
Abi: Yeah George 
Abi: I’m walking up the road 
Stef: We’re in the garden bbz 
Abi: Cooooool 
Abi: C u in a min 
Mark: You guys still there? 
Abi: Yeeeeee 

 
To answer this question, let’s return to the purpose of the conversation in (2). As a friendly interaction 
between group members Mark, Abi, and Stef, the sole purpose of this exchange is to establish where 
the group will meet for a drink. Here, it seems that the use of non-standard spellings, such as <bbz> 
and <c>, function solely to establish the tone of the conversation. By using these netspeak features, 
the three users essentially mark this discussion as an informal conversation to establish where to get a 
casual drink with friends. Take these forms away and replace them with the standard spellings of these 
forms and the conversation looks somewhat more like a formal arrangement between colleagues! 

 
Medium, Message, Intentions and Choices 
 
So, it seems that a lot of the work that is going here has to do with the ‘medium’ through which we  
are communicating. Given that communication on WhatsApp happens via text, we’re faced with a 
dilemma: text doesn’t allow us to use things like body language, intonation and other paralinguistic 
featuresto signal meaning that we use in speech. To account for this, we’ve developed unique ways to 
signal our true intentions. Emoji is a prime example of this. The infamous ‘tears of joy’ emoji, for 
instance, resembles the paralinguistic feature of laughter. What I would suggest here then, is that 
netspeak is doing a similar thing to emojis in that it is used to signal to the reader how the message 
should be interpreted. 
 

Example 3 
Mark: Ok I’ve paid the council tax, so if everyone could please transfer £23.56 asap that would 
be gr8 thaaanks! 
 

 
A further example is found in (3). In this extract, Mark has just sent a message to a group chat that 
includes his housemates asking them to pay their share of the council tax which he’s paid in full. Note, 
in most of his message, he uses standard spellings and written conventions. However, we see he uses 



 
 

the ‘netspeak’ forms <gr8> for ‘great’ and <thaaanks> for ‘thanks’ at the end of his message. 
Why, given the relative infrequency of these forms, does he use these features in this text? Based on 
my arguments so far, it seems likely that that his use of <gr8> and <thaaanks> are doing something 
very similar to the variant spellings in (2). In other words, by using these two features at the end of his 
message he essentially turns something very serious and formal (a request for money) into something 
not so serious that says to the rest of the group: ‘this is still an informal conversation amongst friends’. 
So, whilst our predictive text and our unlimited data may not mean that we may not use ‘c u l8tr bbz’  
for the same reasons as before, during the Nokia era, it seems that the use of non-standard spellings 
are still an incredibly useful resource when communicating via (digital) text! 
 
Article Written By: Christian Ilbury is a fourth year PhD student in the department of Linguistics at 
Queen Mary University of London. His doctoral research examines the relationship between 
offline/online communication in an adolescent speech community in East London.  

 

1. What is SMS? What do the initials stand for? (You may need to google this) 

2. What is ‘textspeak’? 

3. What led to the rise of textspeak? 

4. What was a telegram and a telegraph? (You may need to google these). How do these two link to 

text speak?  

5. What primary mode (or method) of communication is lacking in textspeak? How is this 

accommodated/ resolved? 


