
 

Deepening Understanding Draft Mark Scheme  

Fiction Text Five Children and It, by Edith Nesbit  

 

1. What is the ‘dusty hired hack’?  (1 mark)  

Look for suitable contextual answers- i.e.: a horse and carriage rather than a modern 

taxi. 

 

 

2. How is the ‘dusty hired hack’ described and what can the reader infer from the 

authors description? (2 marks)  

 

1 mark for description words retrieved from the text; 1 mark for inference 

E.g. It is described as ‘dusty’ and it ‘rattles’, suggesting it is quite old, perhaps a 

little neglected, and slow. 

 

 

3. How do we know that the children seemed initially impressed by the house?              

(2 marks) 

 

One mark for answers that mention the children’s initial observations- they were all 

quick to comment on its features such as the white colour and orchard. Cyril 

described it as ‘decent’. 

Second mark for referring to the children’s excitement and eager attitude to go and 

explore, so much so that they almost hurt each other to get out of the carriage 

quickly. 

 

 

4. How does the author emphasise that the mother does not share this same attitude 

as the children? (paragraph two)      (2 marks) 

 

Look for answers that highlight the language used and the contradictions with the 

children- the mother was in no hurry; and she walked slowly- emphasising that she 

was not as excited to go in and explore. The author also emphasises that she doesn’t 

even jump from the step on the carriage either- showing her lack of enthusiasm; and 

reluctance to leave the carriage; whereas her children couldn’t wait. 

 



 

5. Why are the words ‘thorny, thistly, briery, and brambly’ good choices for 

describing a ‘wilderness?’        (2 marks) 

 

Look for answers that describe the connotations with these words. They all suggest 

an area that is overgrown/ covered in trees/ quite rustic/ or an are quite tricky to 

manoeuvre through/ somewhere not maintained; all aspects you might expect in a 

wilderness- a place neglected.  

 

 

6. The children never went on excursions in London. What do you think this suggests 

about the family?          (1 mark)   

 

Look for answers that suggest the family may have been quite poor and couldn’t 

afford to go on trips. Or perhaps the parents were always busy with work which left 

little time to go and explore. 

 

 

7. Why do you think the children viewed the house as a Fairy Palace?  (2 marks) 

 

Look for answers that are inferred from the text that has been read. The children 

saw the house as an escape from their old lifestyle. It felt like a palace as they could 

explore and play imaginary games, it would open up new worlds to them rather than 

be stuck in the city. They could actually go out and move around. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

8. Find three pieces of evidence that show the author was not keen on London. 

Explain how each point emphasises this view.  (3 marks) 

 

 

Answers such as the following… 

 

 

9. Think of one reason why the children may have been more naughty in the towns, 

as the author believes?         (1 mark) 

 

Look for answers that imply the children were bored as they had nothing to do.  

 

 

 

10. ‘Children in the country are naughty sometimes, too, but that is for quite 

different reasons…’  

…From this line, what do you think may happen next in the text?  (3 marks) 

 

Look for sensible answers that are in context of the text. Answers that show the 

children will spend time exploring their new environment and the wilderness beyond. 

They will meet this ‘It’, whatever it may be, and get into some adventures or even 

trouble. Children may present an idea of what this trouble may be. 

 

Evidence What this suggests about the author’s view 

For London is like prison for children… Children felt trapped in London. 

but if your people are rather poor you don't 

get taken to the theatres… 

London has good amenities for the rich, but 

these are not accessible by the poor. 

London is the wrong sort of shape—all 

straight lines and flat streets… 

London felt un-natural and too built up; it 

would seem boring to somebody who enjoyed 

the countryside.  

But in streets, where the blades of grass 

don't grow, everything is like everything 

else. 

The author implies there is no colour in 

London. It is dull and repetitive. 


