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Introduction: 

 The purpose of this pack is to provide teachers and students with some examples of 

responses to A Level French Paper 2: Written Responses to Works and Translations 

(9FR02). 

 The responses in this pack were taken from the June 2018 summer series.  The papers 

and mark schemes can be found on the Pearson website. 

 In this pack, you will find a small sample of responses, examiner commentaries and 

marks. 

 If you have any enquiries regarding these materials or have any other questions about 

the course, please contact our subject advisor team on 

teachinglanguages@pearson.com 

  

mailto:teachinglanguages@pearson.com
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Candidate 1: 

Pagnol. Le Château de ma Mère.  

Q 5a. Examinez quelques aspects de l’enfance qui sont traités dans ce livre. 
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Examiner marks and commentary 
 
Candidate 1 This essay, which gained the score of 15-13-8, is a little over the 

recommended word count but does not ramble or digress and retains 
focus on the question.  

Critical and analytical response (AO4) – 15/20 marks 

The candidate discusses some tenable aspects of childhood, such as 
innocence, the need for friendship and the tendency to exaggerate and 
romanticise. The importance of the family, which is such a feature of 
this book, is alluded to, but passed over quickly. On the other hand, 
the candidate obviously appreciates the changed tone at the end of the 
novel and the sad message that childhood finishes all too quickly and 
is soon given over to the cares of adulthood.  

The requirement to analyse and exemplify is realised but the 
illustration is rather inconsistent. Innocence is dealt with quite well, as 
is the importance of friendship with Lili. However, the family is 
dismissed somewhat rapidly and there is a certain loss of meaning at 
the end of the long second paragraph, where children’s tendency to 
exaggerate is treated. Narrative references are somewhat general; it 
might have been better to include some more specific events. The 
candidate tries to use direct quotations as illustrative references, and 
these too are rather mixed. The one in the third paragraph, used to 
show how much Lili meant to Marcel, is well chosen. Other short 
snippets are less effective and occasionally extracts are given quite 
incorrectly. However, when the essay seeks to show the changed, 
saddened tone at the end, it becomes more convincing. The candidate 
has patently studied the text carefully and shows knowledge and 
appreciation of it. The ability to analyse critically is evident. There are 
some quite convincing interpretations and the evidence from the work 
is appropriate. In the critical and analytical response grid, the piece 
can safely be placed in the 13-16 level.  

Range of grammatical structures and vocabulary (AO3) – 13/20 
marks 

Like the content, the language is quite varied. The candidate can 
obviously handle straightforward manipulation and is comfortable with 
aspects such as negatives, infinitives, basic subordination, 
agreements, adverbs and comparisons. There are other features 
which can be classed as more complex. For example, the candidate 
uses in a thoroughly natural way a range of tenses (present, perfect, 
imperfect, conditional), includes several instances of the passive and a 
couple of examples of the subjunctive.  At other times, however, the 
language does break down a little. The candidate does not seem to 
know how to use the construction involving en plus a present participle 
nor how to use peut-être. La vie n’est toujours comme belle comme 
elle paraïtre is particularly clunky. Sometimes difficulties with language 
produce passages which are hard to follow: Cela démontre comment 
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la priorité de Marcel est la campagne montrer ses croyances enfances 
et son enfance très heureuse, particulièrement avec l’amitié avec Lili.  

The vocabulary deployed is also somewhat mixed. Some elements, 
such as dépeindre, décrire, démontrer, tels que, souligner, citation and 
chapitres are suitable for this type of writing.  There are a few pleasing 
items like débrouiller and some useful linking phrases (en revanche, 
de plus). Mostly, however, the lexis is fairly straightforward with a few 
clunky, less impressive items, such as au tout long, le duke, le change, 
plus tôt and the rather strange à la marseille. Variation of structures, 
complex language and appropriate vocabulary are just about present 
enough for the essay to be awarded a mark in the 13-16 category for 
Range.  

Accuracy of language (AO3) – 8/10 marks 

When viewed in isolation, the forms of the language are impressive. It 
is true that there are errors, and these become a bit more frequent 
towards the end of the essay. There are some misspellings (trist), 
wrong genders (le fin, l’enfance) and consequently some missed 
agreements. The lack of concord in les garçons décrit could be 
classed as a more significant mistake. However, the blemishes in the 
forms themselves rarely, if ever, hinder the clarity of the 
communication and for Accuracy the piece deserves the relatively high 
mark of 8. 

This essay was not particularly sophisticated but is nevertheless 
competent. It has many positive features, and this has resulted in a 
mark of 36 out of 50. 

Total marks: 36/50 
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Candidate 2: 

Begag.  Le Gone du Chaâba 

6a. Examinez la signifiance de l’épisode où la police arrive au Chaâba. 
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Examiner marks and commentary 
 
Candidate 2 This essay, which gained a score of 9-7-3, is of roughly the 

recommended length. It deals with the significance of a very specific 
episode in Le Gone du Chaâba. There is a certain amount of narrative 
in the response and the candidate never actually makes it clear why 
the police have come to the shanty town looking for Azouz’s uncle. 

Critical and analytical response (AO4) – 9/20 marks 

The essay begins with a very general introduction which ends with the 
claim that this episode changes everything. This immediately makes a 
strong statement in response to the question. This point is touched 
upon later in the essay but is not evidenced convincingly with 
references from the text. The first contention seems to be that this 
event reveals something about Azouz’s character. However, his 
naivety, which would have been a salient character trait to mention, is 
not referred to. The emphasis rather on his feelings of dual identity. 
There is some truth in this, but it is not relevant to why the police 
arrive, as seems to be claimed at the end of the section.  

Concentrating on language difficulties, the essay tries to show that the 
episode illustrates the cultural and social differences between the 
North Africans and the French, which is a valid point. However, the 
point loses some of its force since we are never clearly told the reason 
for the police’s intervention. 

Bouzid is mentioned but only in passing and the crucial aspects of the 
effect on him and the subsequent break-up of the community, of which 
he is head, are missed. These do appear to be serious omissions. The 
candidate outlines the more superficial view that this episode had a 
beneficial effect since the family moves to a modern, comfortable flat 
because of it. Again there is some truth in this, but it is not the most 
important factor. The conclusion states repetitively that the episode of 
the arrival of the police is important but does not explain why. The last 
line is unclear. The candidate has demonstrated knowledge of the text 
but not a profound appreciation of it. The essay is a bit general at 
times but does not significantly lose focus on the question. There are 
some appropriate interpretations and the piece was placed just within 
the 9-12 level of the Critical Analysis grid. 

Range of grammatical structures and vocabulary (AO3) – 7/20 
marks 

Overall the language is mostly straightforward and sometimes stilted 
and there is some lack of clarity. The French sounds clunky and 
unnatural at times: C’est même à cause de la crise d’identité qu’Azouz 
a, que l’épisode passe ; il veut être français mais ses camarades de 
classe, et quelque fois les profs ne l’acceptent pas comme un and 
l’intégration n’a pas passé et particulièrement pour les emplois comme 
la police. The formulation of the language is anglicised at times : pas 
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tous impacts étaient négatifs, tels que Azouz et sa famille habitant 
dans une appartement lyonnaise. Prepositions are often omitted. 
There is some basic subordination, a little variety of tense and an 
example of a subjunctive construction but the language cannot be 
described as complex. The vocabulary is repetitive and rather ordinary 
and there is continuous confusion between the terms Maghreb and 
maghrébin. The use of Ça is not appropriate for this type of writing. For 
Range the piece was placed solidly in the 5-8 section of the grid. 

Accuracy of language (AO3) – 3/10 marks 

There are some passages of accurate language but there are also 
many errors of form in this essay. This sometimes hinders clarity of 
communication and occasionally prevents meaning being conveyed. 
There are, for example, incorrect genders, several in very common 
words, and this leads to missed agreements. Quite a lot of the verbs 
are correct but there are some inaccurate forms and some lack of 
concord. Different types of pronouns are confused. The answer is 
mostly comprehensible but inaccurate and unnatural French does lead 
at times to hesitant communication. For Accuracy the essay was 
awarded 3 out of 10.  

Total marks: 19/50 
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Candidate 3: 

Molière. Le Tartuffe 

9b. Évaluez l’importance de Cléante et Dorine comme deux porte-parole du bon sens 
dans cette pièce. 
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Examiner marks and commentary: 

 

Candidate 3 This essay, which goes a little beyond the recommended upper word 
limit, answers the question but does not quite live up to its initial 
promise. The focus is mostly on the task, although there are a few 
slight digressions into less obviously relevant aspects of the 
playwright’s art.  

Critical and analytical response (AO4) – 9/20 marks 

The opening lines are rather general but at the end of the introduction 
the two characters are presented. These are then dealt with in turn, 
showing fairly clear organisation. Cléante is said to be a man of reason 
and restraint and this is demonstrated by a reference to the end of the 
play. The candidate then turns to the character’s most important 
function, which is to illustrate the difference between real religious 
feeling and mock devotion. This deserves a little more attention but the 
candidate strays instead into consideration of the unity of place, which 
does not serve much purpose. 

When the attention turns to Dorine, the candidate is keen to discuss 
Molière’s use of servants in general. However they do comment on the 
wisdom of what she says about forced marriages and Orgon’s 
behaviour. Much of what is said is very valid but it could have been 
illustrated more effectively. The quotation from Mariane and a short 
admonition from Orgon, for example, do not add much value to the 
argument.  The essay does not concentrate solely on the question of 
the two figures being the embodiment of good sense but it does 
manage to say quite a lot that is relevant to the task. There are some 
interpretations and points of view which are convincing and the piece 
has been safely placed in the 13-16 category for Critical Analysis.  

Range of grammatical structures and vocabulary (AO3) – 11/20 

The language used is appropriate in conveying the desired message. 
The candidate uses a few tenses and has several examples of the 
subjunctive and the passive moods. At other times, however, attempts 
at complex language break down: dire quoi elle pense; il veut Orgon 
d’avoir le respect et d’être plus bien que Tartuffe. Inappropriate 
prepositions are used  and there are some slightly odd lexical items : 
sa trompier, commet de realiser ceux qui utilisent, le norm, 
demonstrer. Although the sense is mostly clear, the French is not 
fluent or totally meaningful: être extreme n’aiderait jamais, on apprend 
que Dorine était vraie, ce personnage s’améliorerait l’humour de la 
pièce. There is thus a mixture of articulate and stilted writing and for 
Range the essay was given a mark from the 9-12 section of the grid. 

Accuracy of language (AO3) – 6/10 

The forms of the language are for the most part correct. There are, 
however, quite a few errors but they do not impair communication to 
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any great extent. There are a number of misspellings, some mistakes 
in number, gender and agreements and écrité is a rather odd form. 
The writing is generally coherent, however, and for Accuracy the piece 
was given a mark of 6.   Total marks: 26/50 

 
 


