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Key questions to ask myself when reading a text:








Exam-style questions to ask myself when reading a text:
Key terms: viewpoints and perspective. This refers to the writer’s opinion/what they think/what their outlook is on what they are writing about. 
· Can I list identify four main points in each of the texts?
· Can I accurately identify and explain the viewpoint and perspective in each of the texts? 
· Can I summarise the viewpoint and perspective in each text supporting with quotations?
· Can I think about how the viewpoints and perspectives in each of the texts are different?
· Can I explain how the writer conveys their viewpoint and perspective?
· Can I identify a range of language features and explore their effect in detail?
· Can I identify any structural features and explore their effect in detail?
· Can I compare the different ways the writers express their different viewpoints and perspectives?

Where to find other high-quality non-fictional texts:
www.independent.co.uk (for access to 21st Century texts)
www.theguardian.co.uk (for access to 21st Century texts)
https://www.bl.uk/ (for access to 19th Century texts)














Practise your GCSE English Language Paper 2 skills by reading these extracts and asking yourselves the questions on p3. Remember that you need to look at pairs of texts.
Pair One
The Channel Tunnel: how its opening was reported in 1994
[image: The Channel Tunnel: how its opening was reported in 1994]"
It was in France a very French event; the train, the construction, the motivation, were all seen as French with Britain as the lucky beneficiary"
Originally published on May 7, 1994
Entente cordiale closes the great divide
Robert Hardman
The spirit of controlled chaos that accompanied the construction of the most ambitious engineering project in European history continued to the end. But the Queen and President Mitterrand emerged into an overcast Folkestone afternoon and the history books ahead of schedule.
The delays, the Kentish revolts, the spiralling costs were all brushed aside in a flamboyant celebration of entente cordiale. As the Queen observed in her speech: “The mixture of French elan* and British pragmatism, when united in a common cause, has proved to be a highly successful combination. The tunnel embodies that simple truth.”
The diplomatic niceties of the occasion meant that the protocol was as complex as the technology – not least because the celebrations had contrived to bring Mr John Major, Lady Thatcher, Lord Howe and M.Jacques Delors, the president of the EC, together in several confined spaces. The Queen began the first of several ribbon-cuttings and unveilings at 9.30 when she opened the new Eurostar passenger terminal at Waterloo. M.Mitterrand did the same at the Gare du Nord in Paris. The royal party then travelled in a first-class carriage at a sedate 80mph to Calais.
Champagne was served as the train entered the tunnel seven minutes late thanks to what British Rail called “congestion in the south-east” – but it emerged on schedule. At the same time, the presidential party sped north to the coast at 186mph and the trains met nose-to-nose in Calais at 11.28am. The two heads of state cut another ribbon to signal the opening of the tunnel and unveiled a plaque at the Coquelles terminal.
The Queen, speaking in untroubled French, reflected on the unique nature of the occasion: “This is the first time that the heads of state of France and Britain have been able to meet each other without either of them having to travel by sea or by air.” Despite the way in which Anglo-French relations had “fluctuated violently through the ages”, the tunnel would represent an enduring bond.
“The French and British peoples, for all their individual diversity and ages-long rivalry, complement each other well – better perhaps than we realise.”
M. Mitterrand expressed his belief in the tunnel as a monument to European unity. Afterwards, Lady Thatcher preferred to see it in technological terms. "Every generation has to do something exciting that will affect the future,” she said.
Following a French banquet, both parties boarded Le Shuttle, the train service for vehicles. The heads of state, travelling in the Queen’s Silver Jubilee Phantom VI, had one of the spotless mobile garages to themselves. Behind them, the heads of government and VIPs embarked in a bus. The train arrived at Folkestone three minutes early at 2.52 p.m. and spared the Queen the effort of another ribbon-cutting by driving through a large, ceremonial tape across the track. Before the last plaque unveiling at Folkestone, M. Mitterrand spoke about the historic symbolism of the tunnel. The Queen remarked that it had been a Frenchman who first flew across the Channel and a Briton who first swam it. "What could be more appropriate, therefore, than a Frenchman and a Briton shaking hands under the middle of the Channel in December 1990."
An explosion of balloons provided the last signal that the Channel Tunnel was open for business. And so it will be – in October. The eyes of the world were on the inauguration of the tunnel – but it was business as usual on more conventional means of travel from England to France. One direct competitor to Eurotunnel, P&O European Ferries, helped the celebrations by taking the Queen’s Rolls-Royce to Calais.
It wasn’t quite a public holiday in France but it had much of the mood of a fete. Window displays, flags, live television coverage and radio devoting half the day to English composers.
In Calais, they celebrated with jokes and parodies of British life. It seemed almost as if the town was once again ruled from London. A British bobby dragged a wooden dog on wheels through the streets and gentlemen in bowlers carried rolled umbrellas. The town that once fretted that the tunnel would take away its ferry trade was thrilled by its new contact with England, although this may have more to do with the cheap price of supermarket booze than the new mode of transport.
Back in Paris at the newly spruced-up Gare du Nord, the Eurostar train was lined up at dawn and the blue carpet rolled out for the President of the Republic, who was off to meet France’s first official visitor through the tunnel. Curious commuters leaned on the barriers as guests filtered through. The fi rst thing they were given, apart from a badge, was a full-length see-through plastic raincoat. Someone had obviously read the weather forecast. "I thought the tunnel was supposed to do away with weather," I heard an English voice complain.
The French press united to celebrate the end of island life: "It’s the end of British insularity**," proclaimed Le Figaro. It may not be as easy as that, although French passengers on the train that took an hour and a half to cover the 180 miles to Calais speculated that British attitudes would change.
It was in France a very French event; the train, the construction, the motivation, were all seen as French with Britain as the lucky beneficiary.
Before meeting the Queen, President Mitterrand made a quasi-royal progress across northern France to Lille to open the terminal that links Belgium to the network. Nevertheless, the Queen’s arrival gave the event an extra edge: "It is the royal track," announced Le Parisien. President Mitterrand told the Queen with some pleasure: "From now on we have a land frontier," adding that when Britain and France worked together they achieved great things but they could be more united and "solidaire".
*elan – French for momentum
**insularity – narrow-mindedness, desire to remain insular 

Lord Wolseley’s memorandum against the building of the channel tunnel, connecting England to France, 1882

"The proposal to make a Tunnel under the Channel, may, I think, be fairly described as a measure intended to annihilate all the advantages we have hitherto enjoyed from the existence of the 'silver streak,' for to join England to the Continent by a permanent highway, will be to place her under the unfortunate condition of having neighbours possessing great standing armies. The construction of the tunnel would place us under those same conditions that have forced the Powers of Europe to submit to universal service… "I do not think there is a naval or military man of any experience who does not consider that the construction of a Sub-marine Tunnel between England and France would introduce a new element of danger into the problem involved in the defence of England from invasion, although some may differ as to the extent of that danger. There may be some who will say, 'You can effectually counteract this danger, protect yourself against it, nullify* it;' but that the Tunnel does mean a new danger is virtually undisputed, and I believe that all thoughtful students of war will admit this to be the case. But whilst all will, I think, acknowledge that danger is involved in the scheme, a large number will go further, and will assert that, whatever precautions be taken, and even if it be assumed that more money is spent on fortifications, it will be impossible completely to provide against the risk. You may, by a very great outlay of money, do a great deal to mitigate the evil; but  you cannot remove it altogether, except by the creation of an army fully equal in every respect to that which France can put into the field, and I am sure the people of England have no intention of imposing such a fearful burden upon themselves". "But the greatest of all dangers to which the construction of this Tunnel will lay us open, is that one end of it may be seized by surprise or treachery, without any warning, and before the machinery designed for its destruction had been put in motion". "It must be remembered that the works at our end of the Tunnel may be surprised by men sent through the Tunnel itself, without landing a man upon our shores. A couple of thousand armed men might easily come through the Tunnel in a train at night, avoiding all suspicion by being dressed as ordinary passengers and the fort at our end of the Tunnel might so fall into the hands of an enemy
*nullify – cancel out



Pair Two

Why I want to see private schools abolished
There would still be inequality, but it would be minimised. Absolutely level playing fields are, and always will be, a myth
I am inclined towards equality of opportunity for all children. I am also aware that such a phrase is open to multiple definitions – and with most of them, such equality verges on the impossible. For instance, we can all hold up our hands in disapproval at the unfairness of, say, favouritism – such as that seen among Donald Trump’s brood and his employment of family members– yet most of us are not much better. Anyone who is educated, or from a middle-class background is also operating on an unequal playing field.
This kind of inequality is difficult to legislate against. The divide between rich and poor families is growing, and largely inescapable. A new report from the Institute for Public Policy Research thinktank shows that the number of internships has risen 50% since 2010 – another leg-up for those who can afford to take low-paid or unpaid positions.
Add in decent housing, good nutrition and the imparting of confidence and the middle classes have a huge advantage, even before you talk about schooling. There are other lasting forms of inequality – genetic capital for instance, since intelligence, is, according to most scientific sources, at least 50% hereditary. But social capital is the most visible.
This deep-rooted and inevitable advantage is, perversely, why I oppose private schools far more firmly than grammar schools. It is not that I hope to take away from privileged children any unfair head start. I just want to take away the only advantage that is purely down to money.
Private schools add insult to injury. If you get rid of them and shift all the pupils into the state system, nothing will guarantee the latter’s improvement with more certainty. And the middle-class kids will, on aggregate, still come out on top because of their pre-existing advantages – so it is especially shocking that so many people so staunchly oppose their closure.
Grammar schools, as envisaged in the 1944 Education Act (with selection based not solely on tests but also on aptitude and past performance) might be the answer to those who suggest the abolition of private schools would result in “dumbing down” – as long as they were a resource for the clever and motivated rather than the privileged and tutored. There would still be inequality, but it would be minimised. Absolutely level playing fields are, and always will be, a myth. However, we can make the fields less ridiculously skewed than they are at the moment.
It is doable, practically. Shame that it just appears impossible to do politically. The fact that Jeremy Corbyn is suggesting charging private schools VAT is a step in the right direction. A few more steps in that direction and he might establish a policy that would make me vote for him.
But I’ll take a (state-educated) guess that it won’t happen. There are too many people with too many fingers in the private-schooling pie. Because when those who stand against inequality simultaneously take advantage of it, their motivation is sorely undermined – whether or not it would be a vote winner.
Such is the underhandedness of educational inequality – so long as it works for the policy-makers themselves, it has little or no chance of real reform. Those responsible can always tell themselves that it’s just for their children’s sake. It is understandable. It may even be forgivable. But it is a total cop-out



A letter about ragged schools –1853 

There are hundreds of poor children who have either no home to go to, or such an one as you would fear to enter; that many pass the night under arches, or on the steps of doors, or where they can- poor unhappy little beings! Oh! When you pray for yourselves, and ask God to bless your father and mother, your brothers and sisters, then do not forget to ask Him also to help the poor outcasts. 

Now, Ragged Schools have been set on foot by kind and Christian people on purpose to do good to these unhappy children. They are brought to these schools, and there they have their torn, dirty clothes taken off, and after being washed,and made nice and clean, they have others put on to wear all day, but at night they are obliged to have their dirty ones put on again, because their parents are so wicked, that if they went home in good clothes they would take from them and sell them, and spend the money on something to drink. Then they would send the children out again in miserable and filthy rags, or nearly without clothes at all; so the kinds people at the schools take care of the clean clothing for them at night. 

The children stay at school all day and have good provided for them. Sometimes they have one thing, sometimes another. The day I was at Dr Guthrie’s school, they had each a basin of nice hot soup and a good-sized piece of bread. What a treat for these poor, neglected, hungry things! Perhaps you, my young friends, never knew what it was to want a morsel of bread. It is a terrible thing to be very hungry and to have nothing to eat; a terrible thing to see the shop windows full of nice bread, and cakes, etc; to be very, very hungry, and to have no means of obtaining anything but by stealing.


Pair Three

Low aspirations don’t explain why white working-class children fall behind

The lower educational achievement of white working-class pupils has long been recognised as a key challenge for schools. But in recent years, the yardstick against which their under-performance has been measured has changed – from middle-class pupils to children from ethnic minorities. This is due to evidence that pupils from ethnic minorities, including recent migrants and those with English as a second language, have been increasingly outperforming white working-class pupils.
In a new report to the Department for Education, the National Institute of Economic and Social Research reviewed the evidence on strategies that have been undertaken to boost the attainment of ethnic minority and migrant pupils at school. The idea was to identify interventions and approaches that might also be effective to help white working-class children.
In the education world the term working-class is often used in relation to pupils who are eligible for free school meals, so the term refers to pupils from poor families rather than directly to socio-economic status. In 2013, among pupils eligible for free school meals, not only were all ethnic minority groups outperforming white working-class pupils at GCSE, but the gap between the two groups had increased, as ethnic minority children’s performance improved. And while much concern has been focused on white working-class boys, girls also show low levels of attainment.
The performance of ethnic minority and migrant children has been found to explain the “London effect” – that children in London do better than their peers in other parts of the country. In his report, Simon Burgess from the University of Bristol said:
Burgess believes that it is parents and pupils who have made the real difference to London schools, rather than education policies and practices. Existing research supports his conclusion, pointing to the importance of both the home and the school on pupils’ attainment. The contribution of schools to children’s performance has been found to be relatively smaller than those of the parent, family and pupil themselves.
The term “aspiration” is frequently used by researchers, distinguishing ethnic minority children and families with their “high” aspirations, from white working-class families, with their “low” ones. But there is limited evidence on how these strong or weak aspirations actually affect attainment. Some evidence suggests the opposite – that the aspirations of working-class parents are not low. They just don’t have access to the necessary information, knowledge or resources to support their children’s learning.
At the same time, there is reasonably strong evidence that parents from some ethnic minority groups are more likely than white working-class parents to engage in certain behaviours, such as become involved in their child’s school and use private tutors.
We need to know more about why white working-class parents tend to behave differently. It’s possible that these parents may not have good memories of their own school days and their only contact with their child’s school may be when a problem arises.
In recognition of this, and the importance of parental engagement to pupil achievement, some schools are developing strategies to connect more with parents. One school in South London, Graveney School, now aims to establish strong relationships with all families and children who qualify for the pupil premium, which includes those on free school meals, before they join the school. The school’s GCSE results for its pupils on free school meals are higher than children not on free school meals in other schools.
While families are paramount, research has suggested that a number of school practices may be effective in raising the attainment of both ethnic minority and white British pupils. These include high-quality school leadership and a school ethos that values diversity and has high expectations of all pupils. Schools that monitor and track pupils, have a flexible and inclusive curriculum and engage with parents and the wider community also help children do better.
Clearly, pupils with English as an additional language are at an initial disadvantage and need support to learn. Yet such pupils generally catch up, as research by Surrey’s Sandra McNally and her colleagues has shown. White British pupils obviously speak English, but consistently underperform in language and literacy and may not be getting the help they need.
Disadvantage is already very apparent at five-years-old. Efforts to raise attainment of white working-class pupils need to consider what works for even the youngest pupils. Targeted interventions in the early years – such as extra language and literacy lessons for children from disadvantaged homes – could help ensure that the gap narrows rather than, as at present, widens.




Extract from Walks in and around London - 1895 

A PLAYGROUND IN THE EAST OF LONDON, with its throng of children whirling in and out, and jostling one another in their uproarious merri-ment. It is a scene of constant mo-tion; but with just a little of sadness running through the whole. We seem to look through their merry play and see beyond into the home-life of many of these poor little ones. We, who revel in our cosy nurseries and play-rooms, who tread with slippered feet on soft carpeted, who feast our eyes with bright pictures and cheerful books, and who lie snugly tucked in with warm blankets on downy beds, know and feel the full meaning of the word Home.

But how different it is with many of these poor little ones of outcast London! To them home is often full of bitterness. Shoeless feet, bare boards, perhaps a few shavings or bits of straw for bed, and rags for coverlets, are their home comforts. They are more used to kicks than kisses, to blows than fond embraces, to angry words and horrible oaths than gentle voices of love and prayer. Money enough is found for the gin and other ruin-ous drinks, but none for home joys or proper clothing. And the publican thrives, and his children live well and dress in fine clothes with the money that ought to feed and clothe these poor children. And too often, because the child-ren and the drink together cost too much money, and one or other must be given up, the poor children are driven from home. To such this playground is a paradise.

A little while ago this bright spot was a sad, dull and melancholy waste. Maybe it was an old churchyard with every grave filled its stones, in memory of folks long since forgotten, now crumbling with age; and railed in all round to keep out children, large and small. But wise and kind-hearted people have levelled and laid it out as a garden and playground for the little ones. Here, strolling along its sanded walks, which go winding a round beds of bright-look-ing and sweet-smelling flowers; or stopping to watch the jet of water flung into the air from the fountain and dropping back into the basin where the gold and silver fish dart to and fro; or leaning back in the comfortable seats like real ladies and gentlemen, the myriads of children from the courts and alleys around, as well as those just let out from school, come to forget the hardness of their life in the beauty and merriment of the playground.

Some of you whose friends bring you so many grand toys, would not look at the things that bring these poor children such enjoyment. An old shuttle-cock with one solitary feather in it, picked up from some dust-heap, is batted into the air with a piece of cardboard. A paper Windmill bought for a farthing*, which mother has squeezed out of her hard earnings, delights that little three-year-old boy as lie holds it tightly in his chubby fist. His clothes are ragged and torn, yet Im sure his mother is kind to him. He has found out that by holding the mill straight in front of him, the wind catches the bright-coloured sails and spins them round till the colours run one into the other and he sees only a rainbow- coloured ring in front of him. So, forgetting the big boots shaking about on his feet, he trots up and down, laughing so merrily.

How admiringly one ragged little fellow looks on at the toy! He, poor boy, never had such a toy to make him happy. He likes to see the whizzing wheel; but rougher games amongst the courts and alleys suit him best. He is one of those little urchins who iii the dark days of winter startle us so with their shrill calls, or who so suddenly appear at our sides begging a copper. If we speak to him, he will call us general or captain,at the same time saluting us while his eyes twinkle roguishly. Poor little chap! Of course lie gets his copper; for his life is a hard one. He dares not creep in to rest at night until the gin palaces are shut, and lie knows his parents are sleeping their drunken sleep. Still he looks for a bit of play in this playground. Bits of string picked from the shop sweepings and tied together, serve to start him: and in a twinkling he is the happy driver of a couple of boys who prance about as only carriage horses can; or the furious driver of a 
fire-engine; or managing the swift steeds in a race, just as fancy suits him.

Here, with pale faces and wasted limbs, are the cripples, limping painfully along on crutches, admiring the lovely flowers; or seated to watch the joyous games of their companions. Breathing the air made sweet by the flowers, and drinking in the enjoyment of the others, their cheeks lose their paleness, their eyes their heaviness, and the sadness of their sufferings is forgotten in 
the glad-ness of the hour spent in the playground.

Here, too, come the little mothers carrying babies, and looking after brothers and sisters with as much care and anxiety as though they were real mothers. And the little workers with busy fingers stitch and knit and crochet the articles which mother gets from the warehouse, and which must be worked at early and late to earn money enough to live. And so we leave this happy scene, glad that the poor children have this fine place of enjoyment. And when we romp about in our comfortable homes and play with our toys, we will think kindly of these poor little ones, and, when opportunity comes, will help them as best we can.

*farthing – old fashioned unit of money








Pair Four
House husbands: Are you man enough?
More and more men are swapping PowerPoint for potty training and  embracing the role of the stay-at-home father, says Casilda Grigg.
[image: House husbands: Jonathan Payne (with Laura and Theo), Nick Bailey (with Adam and Harry) and Ben Price (with Paloma)]
Men about the house (clockwise from top left): Jonathan Payne (with Laura and Theo), Nick Bailey (with Adam and Harry) and Ben Price (with Paloma) Photo: Philip Hollis and Clara Molden
By Casilda Grigg
12:02PM GMT 12 Feb 2009
It's 7.30 on a cold winter's morning and three bleary-eyed children are getting ready for school. Alarm clocks are ringing, eggs are frying and the kitchen table is a sea of cereal packets, chewed pencils and exercise books. It's just another frantic weekday morning in a typical British family home, except for one small detail: there's no mother in sight. She left half an hour ago in a sharp suit and a cloud of Je Reviens*. This morning, just like any other day of the week, her jeans-clad spouse – aka house husband – is trying to tie shoelaces, pack lunches, blow noses, and get the children out of the house and off to school, without tears, tantrums or mishaps.

Across the land, more and more men are giving up work to become full-time fathers, putting their children's welfare before their professional ambitions, and bucking the trend for selfish career-driven parenting recently criticised by The Good Childhood Inquiry. The latest figures from the Office for National Statistics reveal that there are 192,000 house husbands in the UK, compared to 119,000 16 years ago. Some are doing it through economic necessity, others as a positive lifestyle choice. And as the recession starts to really bite, numbers look set to rise further as thousands of redundant men find themselves marooned at home, reliant on their wives' earning power. So fashionable is this new phenomenon that a film is in development, starring Anna Chancellor and John Hannah, about five stay-at-home fathers.

Today, fathers are often closer to their offspring than ever before, but equally there are thousands of children growing up without any contact with a loving male. ''Whether it's changing a nappy, or reading a story, the average father is more involved in his children's lives than he was 30, 40 or 50 years ago,'' says Professor Jay Belsky, director of The Institute for the Study of Children at Birkbeck. ''But over the last 30 years men have also been disappearing from children's lives.''

For many fathers who step off the career ladder, the real challenge is not the childcare itself but the isolation. ''There are all sorts of issues,'' says one stay-at-home father, a civil servant on a two-year sabbatical for childcare purposes. ''Can I join Mumsnet [the networking site for mothers] as a man? And how about mum and toddler groups? Do I go along anyway even if I feel uncomfortable about it?" For others it's the small challenges, whether it's doing up the tiny buttons on a toddler's coat, or getting the neck of a jumper stuck on a child's nose. ''The hair is one of the hardest things,'' says house husband David Stedman, 40, whose daughter Thea is five. At a recent ballet class, Stedman was forced to admit defeat when the teacher asked him to put Thea's hair in a bun with a net and pins. ''Another five-year-old did it for me.''

But such blips are of no consequence to the cherished child of the stay-at-home dad. ''What children need is love and boundaries, as well as structure and routine,'' says Dr Frances Goodhart, a consultant clinical psychologist. ''That can be provided on a day-to-day basis by either parent.'' Where men bring a fresh approach is in their style of parenting. Experts – and the fathers themselves – say that fathers are often more physical and playful. ''I'm stricter than my wife,'' says stay-at-home father Jonathan Payne, 50. ''But I'm also more larky and tactile. I'll lie on the floor and muck about with the kids.''

British mother-of-three Laura Watts, who lives in Holland, believes that men excel at childcare but often flounder when it comes to the particulars of domestic life. ''My hunch is that men are less good at the day-to-day running of the household. It's all those little extras like remembering to send birthday cards or buying the children new shoes." True though this may be, for many fathers the struggles of multitasking are amply rewarded by the deep closeness they develop with their offspring. But that isn't to say the picture is entirely rosy. Divorce lawyer Vanessa Lloyd Platt has warned of the strain such role swapping can place on marriages. And even when such arrangements are happily consensual, the trade-off can dent a man's confidence, particularly if he feels a loss of kudos. PR guru Julia Hobsbawm revealed in a recent interview that her stay-at-home husband, Alaric Bamping, 54, rarely accompanies her on social engagements. After a day at home looking after their three children, he feels he has nothing to talk about.

Perhaps the way forward for a happy, healthy society lies in parents sharing the childcare and the breadwinning, rather than exchanging roles. ''In Amsterdam there are lots of men and women who work part-time so they can spend time with their kids,'' says Laura Watts. ''At my children's school, half the parents picking up their kids are men and they do perfectly normal jobs. Part-time work is built into Dutch society. Now isn't that just wonderful?''

*Je Reviens – a type of perfume



An extract from 
Our Deportment by John H Young 1881 

CHAPTER XVII: Home Life and Etiquette.

Home is the woman's kingdom, and there she reigns supreme. To embellish
that home, to make happy the lives of her husband and the dear ones committed to her trust, is the honored task which it is the wife's province
to perform. All praise be to her who so rules and governs in that kingdom, that those reared beneath her roof "shall rise up and call her 
blessed." 
[...] 
The Wife a Helpmate.
A wife should act openly and honorably in regard to money matters, keeping an exact account of her expenditures,and carefully guarding against any extravagances;and while her husband is industriouslyat work, she should seek to encourage him, by her own frugality,to be economical, thrifty, enterprising and prosperous in his business, that he may be better enabled, as years go by and family cares press more heavily on each, to afford all the comforts and perhaps some of the luxuries of a happy home. No condition is 
hopeless when the wife possesses firmness, decision and economy, and no outward prosperity can counteract laziness, folly and extravagance at home. She should consult the nature and tastes of her husband, and try to lead him to high and noble thoughts and lofty aims; be ever ready to welcome him home, and in his companionship draw his thoughts from business and lead him to the enjoyment of home comforts and happiness. The influence of a good wife over her husband may be very great, if she exerts it in the right direction. She should, above all things, study to learn the character of her husband, and if, perchance, she finds herself united to a man of quick and violent temper, the utmost discretion, as well as perfect calmness on her own part is required, for she should have such perfect control over herself as to calm his troubled spirits. 



Tone
What 
tone 
is the 
text 
written 
in?


Opinion
What does the writer think?
Does the writer agree or disagree with what they are writing about?
What are the writer’s emotions?
Do they want something to change? Why/why not?


What
What is the writer writing about?
What is the main idea in the text?
What information do they include?
What did you learn from reading the text?
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