
CONTINUAL ASSESSMENT 

TERM 1 - CA2 
EITHER (a) ‘All of Miller’s characters LIE to themselves.’ How far do you agree with this comment? 

OR (b) Write a critical commentary on the following passage, relating it to the presentation of the 
DISAGREEMENT between father and son here and elsewhere in the play (2014 JC2 H1 Mid-Year). 

Start CHRIS Go ahead, Ann. (With misgivings, Ann goes up and into the house…) (39)  
End KELLER ...like there never was seen! Champagne, tuxedos—! (41) 

GUIDING QUESTIONS 
1. In your introduction, set a manageable scope for discussion: which characters lie to themselves and for what collective 

reason? In your thesis, consider if indeed (i) ‘all’ of the play’s characters deceive themselves and; (ii) the purpose of 
presenting them as such — what is being said about the human psyche or about Miller’s post-war America? 

2. To what extent does the community (Baylisses, Lubeys) participate in denial? How are they portrayed to be 
pretending to themselves that the Kellers are innocent or that Larry is dead? 

3. How does Keller portray himself to be innocent? Take into account the ‘stories’ he tells to Ann and Chris, his 
interaction with Mother in Act One and Three (p83) and possibly, his insistence to Chris that it was ‘for you’. 

4. Is Mother’s belief that Larry is alive a form of delusion or conscious self-deception? Depending on your stance, 
analyse the dream sequence, her ‘headaches’ and her use of imperatives / commands. 

5. In what ways does Chris lie to himself? Focusing on the end of Act One, how might Chris be presented to be 
harbouring suspicions about his father without openly admitting the crime? 

6. In your conclusion, further develop your thesis, providing a personal response to the ways in which the characters lie 
to themselves or eventually face the truth.  

Note that you do not have to cover all of Miller’s characters. The above guiding questions are meant to trigger debate, not define your scope. Select only 
those you find worth exploring or relevant to your thesis. For instance, you can ignore the denial of the community, make Mother’s denial the 
centrepiece for your argument or anchor the essay on Chris’s realisation. It’s your decision; we wouldn’t lie to you, would we?

GUIDING QUESTIONS 
1. In your introduction, describe the nature of the ‘disagreement’ between Chris and Keller. What does the passage 

suggest about their relationship and how it will develop in Acts Two and Three? 
2. How has the audience’s impression / understanding of the Chris-Keller relationship changed since the start of the 

play? Pay attention to the ‘stage directions’ (e.g. hurt, apprehensive, angry, combatively). 
3. Comment on the disagreement on Ann’s agenda, paying close attention to sentence function and tone / intention. 

What does Chris’s defence of Ann suggest about his priorities? 
4. Discuss the presentation of Keller as a father figure, focusing on his various promises to Chris. How does Chris 

respond to Keller’s affection, particularly to the ‘new sign over the plant’? 
5. Closely analyse the mood evoked in the last section of the passage and how it sets up the father-son relationship. Will 

there be ‘champagne’ and ‘tuxedos’ later in the play? 
6. In your conclusion, recap the key ideas before commenting on how this disagreement between father and son will 

develop as the play progresses.
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