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Question 4 (Listening comprehension) 
 
Transcript of recording – Question 4 
 

 
 
  



Question 4a 
 
Exemplar response 1 
 

  
This response received two marks. 
 
Although there are errors of language, the candidate communicates clearly two items that will 
increase in cost for students. Note that “déplacer en transporte” on its own would not be given a 
mark, but in this answer “déplacer en transporte” is clearly linked to “depencer plus” by “et pour ce” 
followed by the arrow. The concept of students having to spend more money on the items 
mentioned is required. Spelling and language errors which are not a barrier to communication are 
ignored.  
 
Exemplar response 2 
 

 
 
This response received one mark. 
 
No mark is awarded for the first element “l’utilisation du transport en commun” as there is no 
reference to the fact that it is the cost of transport that will increase. The mark is awarded for the 
second element as “dépenser plus” refers to the increase in cost.  
 
Exemplar response 3 
 



 
This response received one mark. 
 
No mark is awarded for the first element as “ce loye” does not communicate the concept of “se 
loger”. One mark is awarded for the second element, which clearly communicates the idea that the 
cost of transport is going to increase.  
 
Question 4b 
 
Exemplar response 1 
 

 
This response received no mark. 
 
This is an example of a question where candidates must both read the question and listen to the 
recording very carefully indeed. Here the word “contrairement” gives the clue: the recording states 
“Contrairement à ce que qu’un bon nombre de personnes pensent, les étudiants ont une vie assez 
difficile !”.  
 
Exemplar response 2 
 

 
 
This response received one mark. 
 
Despite the confusion of “cette” / “c’est”, the candidate clearly communicates that most people 
think that students have an easy life.  
 
Exemplar response 3 
 



 
 
This response received one mark. 
 
The candidate has chosen to include “trés” (spelling error ignored) in the answer, but this does not 
alter the fact that s/he has clearly understood both the recording and the question, and has 
communicated the correct answer clearly. As in other examples, errors of spellings or grammar 
which do not impede communication are ignored. 
 
Question 4c 
 
Exemplar response 1 
 

 
 
This response received one mark. 
 
Despite rather awkward phrasing, the candidate clearly communicates the idea that students work 
while they study.  
 
Exemplar response 2 
 

 
This response received no mark. 
 
It is only the choice of the last word in this answer which prevents the candidate being awarded the 
mark; “voulous” does not communicate the concept of “emploi / boulot”.  
 
Exemplar response 3 
 



 
This response received one mark. 
 
Despite errors in language and the repetition of “avec les”, this answer clearly communicates the 
correct answer.  
 
Question 4d 
 
Exemplar response 1 
 

 
This response received one mark. 
 
“Unic” communicates the concept of “unique” and therefore the mark is awarded. The use of 
“jeunes” is a harmless addition. 
 
Exemplar response 2 
 

 
This response received one mark. 
 
The second part of this answer (from “séparement …”) is not, strictly speaking, needed, but does not 
contradict or negate the correct answer and is therefore considered to be a harmless addition.  
 
Exemplar response 3 
 

 
This response received no mark. 
 



This answer does not identify the part of the recording that identifies what exactly “les transports de 
la ville d’Orléans ont fait pour aider les étudiants”. Close reading of the question is required.  
 
Question 4e 
 
Exemplar response 1 
 

 
This response received one mark. 
 
The first part of this answer, “Car Luc etude là”, is a harmless addition to the response; it does not 
contradict or negate the correct answer contained in the second part of the response.  
 
Exemplar response 2 
 

 
This response received no mark. 
 
In this example, “aut” does not communicate the concept of “haute” or “élevée”, and so the mark 
cannot be awarded.  
 

Exemplar response 3 

 
This response received one mark. 
 
This candidate clearly communicates the correct concept in the context of the text and questions, 
therefore the mark is given.  
 
Question 4f 
 
Exemplar response 1 
 



 
This response received two marks. 
 
Despite errors in language and spelling, the candidate communicates two actions the union has 
taken to help students.  
 
Exemplar response 2  
 

 
 
This response received one mark. 
 
In the first element of the answer, “frets” does not communicate the concept of “frais”, and 
therefore the mark cannot be given. In the second element, despite errors in the verb used, the 
candidate communicates the concept sought; the text states, “nous ne verrons ni changements dans 
les frais d’inscription ni dans les prix du restaurant universitaire”.  
 
Exemplar response 3 
 

 



This response received no marks. 
 
Candidates must be sure to read the question very carefully. Here the question asks “Qu’est-ce que 
le syndicat a fait pour aider …. ?”; the use of “a fait” indicates that a verb is needed in the answer. 
This candidate has identified the parts of the recording needed to answer the question, but has not 
answered the question fully enough to gain marks.  
 
  



Question 6 (Reading comprehension) 
 

 
 
Question 6a 
 
Exemplar responses 1 and 2 
 

 

 
 
These responses both received one mark. 
 
Despite errors in language, these candidates communicate the correct response.  
 



Exemplar response 3 
 

 
This response received no mark. 
 
The text refers specifically to “les jeunes”, and so the mark cannot be awarded for this response. 
“Les personnes” is not specific enough.  
 
Question 6b 
 
Exemplar response 1 

 
This response received no mark. 
 
Whilst the candidate has identified the section of the text needed to answer the question, this 
response is incomplete as the text refers specifically to “l’espace francophone”.  
 
Exemplar response 2 

 
This response received one mark. 
 
The rubric for question 6 states that “Les phrases complètes ne sont pas demandées”, and this 
answer is a good example of a response where the candidate has identified and communicated the 
required information concisely, without using a complete sentence.  
 
Exemplar response 3 

 
This response received one mark. 



 
This answer contains superfluous information, but this extra information does not contradict or 
negate the correct answer, and the mark is awarded.  
 
Question 6c 
 
Exemplar response 1 

 
This response received one mark. 
 
The harmless addition of “Dans un cadre multiculturel” can be ignored and the candidate is awarded 
the mark.  
 
Exemplar response 2 

 
This response received one mark. 
 
This is an example of an answer which is very succinct, and which does not use any vocabulary from 
the section of the text which contains the correct answer. It clearly communicates the concept 
required to answer the question correctly.  
 
Exemplar response 3 

 
This response received one mark. 
 
Despite errors in language and some slightly awkward phrasing, the information needed to answer 
the question correctly is clearly communicated. Any extra material is a harmless addition. The 
candidate is awarded the mark.  
 
Question 6d 
 
Exemplar response 1 



 
 
This response received two marks. 
 
Here the candidate has clearly crossed out the material that s/he does not wish to be marked. It is 
important that candidates know that they need to make the intended answer clear to the examiner, 
as this candidate has done. Despite errors in language, the candidate clearly conveys two of the 
three elements available to answer the question correctly.  
 
Exemplar response 2 

 
 
This response received one mark. 
 
In the first element of this answer, the candidate has clearly identified the part of the text required 
to answer the question correctly. However, “competences professionnelles” on its own does not 
answer the question “Dans quelle mesure est-ce que le VIF a des effets positifs sur les volontaires ?”; 
the concept of “approfondir” is also needed and so the mark cannot be awarded here. One mark is 
awarded for the second element of the answer: “Développer ses qualités personnelles”. The 
question asks candidates to give “deux details”, therefore only the first two elements of this answer 



are marked and no credit can be given for “il a recu une somme d’argent pour vivre sur le lieu de 
placement”.  
 
Exemplar response 3 

 
This response received two marks. 
 
This is an example of a “targeted lift”, i.e. where the candidate has taken vocabulary from the text 
“approfondir … compétences professionnelles”, but has altered the other language in the sentence, 
changing “j’ai pu” to “ils peuvent” and “mes” to “ses” to give a correct answer. The rubric for this 
question instructs candidates to answer “en utilisant le plus possible vos propres mots”. It is 
important that candidates know that they can use material from the text, as long as they manipulate 
it sufficiently to give the correct answer, as in this case. The candidate here has successfully used a 
similar technique in the second element of the answer.  
 
  



Question 7 (Reading comprehension) 
 

 
 
Question 7a 
 
Exemplar response 1 

 
This response received no mark. 
 
The question asks candidates to identify how “certains Français étaient-ils différents auparavant ?”. 
This answer does not provide a complete answer; while the candidate has correctly identified the 



situation now, there is no reference to how some French people were different in the past and so 
the mark cannot be awarded.  
 
Exemplar response 2 

 
This response received one mark. 
 
Despite the spelling error, this candidate communicates the correct response clearly.  
 
Examplar response 3 

 
This response received no mark. 
 
The candidate has correctly identified the need to convey the idea of “auparavant”, but “plus 
hospitaleurs” does not communicate the concept of “un plus grand sens de lhospitalité” or “plus 
tolérants” and therefore the mark cannot be awarded.  
 
Question 7b 
 
Exemplar response 1 

 
This response received no mark. 
 
This candidate has correctly identified the section of the text needed to answer the question, but 
has not answered the question “Que souhaite ….” and so the mark cannot be awarded.  
 
Exemplar response 2 
 

 



This response received one mark. 
 
This candidate has used vocabulary from the text and has added material in order to give a 
comprehensive and correct answer.  
 
Exemplar response 3 
 

 
This response received one mark. 
 
Despite errors in language, this candidate communicates the correct answer without ambiguity.  
 
Question 7c 
 
Exemplar response 1 

 
This response received one mark. 
 
This candidate has successfully paraphrased the information in the text and, despite some awkward 
language, communicates the correct answer.  
 
Exemplar response 2 

 
This response received one mark. 
 
This candidate has used vocabulary from the text, but has done so in a “targeted” way, i.e. s/he has 
not merely lifted a whole phrase or sentence from the text, but has identified and used only the 
material needed to answer the question. This is therefore an acceptable answer and the mark is 
awarded.  
 
Exemplar response 3 



 
This response received one mark. 
 
This candidate has communicated the necessary information succinctly and without ambiguity. 
 
Question 7d 
 
Exemplar response 1 

 
This response received one mark. 
 
Although there are errors in the language, this candidate has clearly communicated the correct 
information. While the candidate has used some vocabulary from the text, s/he has done so 
selectively.  
 
Exemplar response 2 

 
This response received one mark. 
 
The candidate has manipulated “nous avons déjà reçu” successfully and consequently gives the 
correct response.  
 
Exemplar response 3 

 
This response received one mark. 
 
The candidate has paraphrased the content of the text skilfully to give a correct answer.  



 
Question 7e 
 
Exemplar response 1 

 
This response received two marks. 
 
In a two-part question such as this, candidates must be sure to communicate the answer to both 
elements, as this candidate has done. The use of “car” clearly indicates the response to the 
“Pourquoi ?” in the question.  
 
Exemplar response 2 
 

 
This response received one mark. 
 
The first element of this answer (to “… animaux”) answers the first element of the question, but the 
candidate does not successfully communicate an answer to the second element of the question 
(“Pourquoi ?”) with reference to the text.  
 
Exemplar response 3 

 
This response received two marks. 



 
This candidate does not use “car” or “parce que” in answer to the question “pourquoi ?”, but none 
the less communicates answers to both elements of the question. It is good practice for candidates 
to use use “car” or “parce que” in answer to the question “pourquoi”, but is not essential, as this 
case shows.  
 
Question 7f 
 
Exemplar response 1 

 
This response received two marks. 
 
The question is in the perfect tense, and the candidate answers in the present. Candidates would be 
well-advised to take note of the tense used in the question when formulating the answer, in order to 
avoid any confusion, but in this example the candidate communicates both elements of the answer 
and therefore gains both marks.  
 
Exemplar response 2 

 
This response received two marks. 
 
Despite errors in language, the candidate is awarded two marks. In the comprehension questions, as 
in this example, marks are awarded for communication. Mistakes in language are not taken into 
account unless they are a barrier to communication.  
 
Exemplar response 3 



 
This response received one mark. 
 
The first element of this answer is correct, despite language errors. The addition of “à la rue” is a 
harmless one, it does not negate or contradict the correct answer. The second element of the 
answer is an untargeted lift from the text and does not answer the question, therefore cannot be 
given credit.  
 
Question 7g  
 
Exemplar response 1 

 
This response received no mark. 
 
Neither part of this answer targets the focus of the question, i.e. “les options d’hébergement”, and 
therefore cannot be awarded any marks.  
 
Exemplar response 2 



 
This response received one mark. 
 
The first element of this answer is correct. The second element, while taken from the text, does not 
answer the question about  “les options d’hébergement” and so cannot gain any credit.  
 
Exemplar response 3 

 
This response received two marks. 
 
This is a good example of an answer which takes note of the rubric: “Les phrases complètes ne sont 
pas demandées”. The candidate conveys the correct information concisely and, without using 
complete sentences, gains both marks.  
 
  



Question 8 (Language manipulation) 
 

 
 
Question 8a 
 
Exemplar response 1 
 

 
This response received one mark. 
 
The candidate has used the correct form of the verb “provenir”, the manipulation required here. The 
plural of the verb, “proviennent” is required in the answer as in the original text “provenant des 
centrales nucléaires” refers to a plural subject, les “déchets les plus radioactifs”. Candidates must be 
sure to refer to the original text when writing the answer, as this candidate has done.  
 
Exemplar responses 2 and 3 
 

 

 
Both of these responses received no mark. 
 
In both these examples, the candidate has identified the sentence structure required, but has not 
formed the verb (provenir) correctly and so cannot be awarded the mark. Candidates must be sure 
to learn verb forms (regular and irregular) carefully.  
 
Question 8b 
 



Exemplar response 1 

 
This response received no mark. 
 
This candidate is not able to manipulate the required construction, “dans lesquelles” and therefore 
the mark cannot be awarded.  
 
Exemplar response 2 

This response received no mark. 
 
Here, had the candidate spelled “lesquelles” correctly, the mark would have been awarded as “on 
travaille” would have been accepted for “nous travaillons”. In Section 8, it is the targeted structure 
that is marked, in this case “dans lesquelles”, and changes to or errors in the rest of the sentence are 
ignored as long as they do not negate the targeted structure or make it incorrect. However, in this 
instance, however, the candidate has written “lequelles”, not “lesquelles” and the mark cannot be 
given.  
 
Exemplar response 3 

 
This response received one mark. 
 
A correct answer, correctly manipulating the required construction.  
 
Question 8c 
 
Exemplar response 1 

 
This response received one mark. 
 



The candidate has manipulated the verb correctly with reference to the original text.  
 
Exemplar response 2 

 
This response received no mark. 
 
The word order is correct, but the verb is not conjugated correctly, and so the mark cannot be 
awarded.  
 
Exemplar response 3 

 
This response received no mark. 
 
The verb is conjugated correctly, but the word order makes the answer incorrect.  
 
Question 8d  
 
Exemplar response 1 

 
This response received one mark. 
 
The verb form “veulent” is being tested here, therefore the change from “échapper” in the stimulus 
to “s’echapper” in the answer is ignored.  
 
Exemplar response 2 

 
This response received one mark. 
 
The structure of the stimulus has been maintained, and the verb conjugated correctly.  
 



Exemplar response 3 

 
This response received no mark. 
 
The verb form is not correct and so the mark cannot be awarded. Candidates at this level are 
expected to know the conjugation of both regular and common irregular verbs.  
 
Question 8e 
 
Exemplar response 1 

 
This response received no mark. 
 
The candidate has not correctly used the construction being tested (“venir de” + infinitive) and 
therefore the mark cannot be awarded.  
 
Exemplar response 2 

 
This response received one mark. 
 
Correct manipulation of the construction being tested.  
 
Exemplar response 3 

 
This response received no mark. 
 
The candidate has used the correct construction, but the incorrect spelling of the infinitive means 
that the mark cannot be given.  
 
Question 8f 



 
Exemplar response 1 

 
This response received no mark. 
 
The use of “sont” in place of “ont” means that the mark cannot be given.  
 
Exemplar response 2 

 
This response received no mark. 
 
The use of qu’ instead of qui (as given in the stimulus) means that the candidate cannot be awarded 
the mark (regardless of other errors). Candidates must be sure to use the words given in the 
stimulus question.  
 
Exemplar response 3 

 
This response received no mark. 
 
The candidate has used the correct construction, but the lack of agreement of the past participle 
means that the mark cannot be awarded.  
 
Question 8g 
 
Exemplar response 1 



 
This response received one mark. 
 
The candidate has correctly identified “réaction” as a feminine noun and made the correct 
agreement on the adjective.  
 
Exemplar response 2 

 
This response received no mark. 
 
This example is chosen to illustrate the fact that, as it is the adjective ending that is being tested, the 
fact that the candidate has not included the acute accent on “different” would have been ignored, 
i.e. “differente” would have been given the mark. However, the adjective ending is not correct and 
therefore the mark cannot be given.  
 
Exemplar response 3 

 
This response received no mark. 
 
As in the previous example, it is the adjective ending that is being tested in this question, and so the 
mark cannot be given here.  
 
Question 8h 
 
Exemplar responses 1 and 2 

 



 
Both these responses received one mark. 
 
In this question, either “Il faut que nous notions …” or “Il faut qu’on note …” would be acceptable 
manipulations of the stimulus. The manipulation of “que” in the stimulus to “qu’” in the answer is 
completely permissible, as these are two versions of the same word. 
 
Exemplar response 3 

 
This response received no mark. 
 
The candidate either has not identified that “Il faut que …” is followed by the subjunctive mood, or is 
not able to form the subjunctive. The mark cannot be given.  
 
Question 8i 
 
Exemplar response 1 

 
This response received no mark. 
 
The candidate has successfully manipulated the passive construction in the stimulus to an active 
one, but has changed the verb tense from future to present and therefore cannot be awarded the 
mark.  
 
Exemplar response 2 

 
This response received no mark. 
 



The accent on the “á” in “verserá” means that this is not the future tense in French, and so this 
answer cannot be given a mark.  
 
Exemplar response 3 

 
This response received one mark. 
 
The construction being tested here is the manipulation of the passive construction to active, 
maintaining the future tense. The candidate has written the correct form of the verb, and so the fact 
that s/he has not included “ce don” in the answer is ignored and the mark is awarded.  
 
Question 8j 
 
Exemplar responses 1 and 2 

 

 
These responses received no mark. 
 
In both these examples the candidate has identified the need to include a verb in the construction, 
but has not used the subjunctive mood after “Bien que …” and so the mark cannot be given.  
 
Exemplar response 3 

 
This response received no mark. 
 
The candidate has not identified the need to include a verb in the answer, and the mark cannot be 
awarded.  
  



Questions 9-20 (Essay) 
 
Exemplar response 1 
 
Question 9a (Géographie) 
 
Décrivez un problème environnemental récent dans la region que vous avez étudiée. Évaluez 
l’impact de ce problème sur la population de cette region. 
 
 
 
 
 

  



 

 



 

 



 

 
 
General comments 
The subject of the essay is firmly rooted in France, in line with the requirements of the Pearson IAL 
French specification that topics chosen in answer to question 9 (Géographie) and 10 (Histoire) be set 
in France or a Francophone country or society. 
 



The instruction to candidates, “Écrivez entre 300 et 400 mots en français”, is for guidance only. 
Everything that the candidate writes will be marked (see examiner’s report for more detail). 
 
Content and Communication: 13/15 
 
The candidate shows excellent factual knowledge of the topic. The inclusion of specific facts about 
the region reflects thorough research into the topic. The candidate is able to include facts and 
figures to support the points s/he makes, and the examples used are relevant and appropriate. The 
candidate has answered the question directly and is able to offer detail about the “problème 
environnemental récent” that is the focus of the essay. To reach the very top of the 13-15 box, the 
candidate could, for example, have included more examples of the industries and tourist activities 
that have a detrimental effect on the environment of the region. 
 
Quality of Language: 4/5 
 
The candidate uses a good range of vocabulary and includes specialist terms relevant to the topic, 
e.g. “la region PACA”, “la production de les (sic) huiles essentielles” and “le parc régioneaux (sic)”. 
Despite errors of spelling and grammar, the candidate communicates without problem nearly all of 
the time. Many grammatical constructions are used accurately, though there are some errors that a 
candidate at this level might not be expected to make, such as “dans le années” and “un example”.  
 
Critical analysis, Organisation and Development: 14/20 
 
There are many examples of justified links between ideas. The organisation of the essay is coherent, 
with logical progression through the paragraphs. The candidate has attempted critical analysis in 
response to the question and the conclusions drawn are substantiated by the essay content. 
 
Total: 31/40 
  



Exemplar response 2 
 
Question 10a (Histoire) 
 
Quelles étaient les différentes conditions de vie de la population pendant la période que vous avez 
étudiée ? Analysez les raisons de ces différences. 
 

 







 
 
General comments 
The subject of the essay is firmly rooted in France, in line with the requirements of the Pearson IAL 
French specification that topics chosen in answer to question 9 (Géographie) and 10 (Histoire) be set 
in France or a Francophone country or society. 
 
The instruction to candidates, “Écrivez entre 300 et 400 mots en français”, is for guidance only. 
Everything that the candidate writes will be marked (see examiner’s report for more detail). 
 
Content and Communication: 15/15 
 
The candidate shows excellent factual knowledge of the topic and uses a wide range of relevant 
supporting evidence. There is a high level of depth in the response. In an essay of this length and at 
this level, it is difficult so see how the candidate could have demonstrated more detailed knowledge 
of the topic, or have communicated more information, and so 15 marks out of 15 are awarded. 
 
Quality of Language: 4/5 
 
The candidate uses a good range of vocabulary and includes specialist terms relevant to the topic, 
e.g. “l'idéologie nazie” and “la Rafle du Vel’ d’Hiv”. There are errors of spelling and grammar. These 
are not a barrier to communication, but there are errors that might not be expected of a candidate 
at this level who has chosen to write about this topic, e.g. “la défait”, “cet changement” and 
“l’Allemagne essayait de recruté”.   
 



Critical analysis, Organisation and Development: 15/20 
 
There are many examples of justified links between ideas. The organisation of the essay is coherent, 
with logical progression through the paragraphs. The candidate has attempted critical analysis in 
response to the question and the conclusions drawn are substantiated by the essay content. Greater 
critical analysis in addition to the wide range of factual content offered would possibly have seen 
this essay be awarded a mark in the top box for this category. 
 
Total: 34/40 
  



Exemplar response 3 
 
Question 18a (Film – Truffaut : Jules et Jim) 
 
Décrivez le personage de Catherine. Dans quelle mesure Catherine apporte-t-elle une dimension 
féministe au film ? 
 

  



 

 



 

 
 
 
General comments 
The subject of the essay, “Jules et Jim” (Truffaut) is taken from the list of prescribed topics, text and 
films (see Pearson IAL French specification). 
 
The instruction to candidates, “Écrivez entre 300 et 400 mots en français”, is for guidance only. 
Everything that the candidate writes will be marked (see examiner’s report for more detail). 
 
Candidates are not required to provide a bibliography, but if they do, this is not taken into account 
when awarding marks for the essay.  



 
Content and Communication: 10/15 
 
The candidate shows good factual knowledge of the film and uses a good range of relevant 
supporting evidence for the points made in the essay. The use of quotes reflects detailed study of 
the film. A higher level of depth in the response would probably have resulted in the candidate being 
awarded a mark from the top box for “Content and Communication”. 
 
Quality of Language: 4/5 
 
The candidate’s language reflects a good level of accuracy, with correct use of some constructions 
that candidates at this level would be expected to know, e.g. “en train de raconter”. There are some 
errors that a candidate at this level would not be expected to make, e.g. “une problème” and “le 
caractaire”. Despite errors, communication of the points that the candidate makes is not impeded. 
 
Critical analysis, Organisation and Development: 13/20 
 
The candidate offers critical analysis in response to the question in addition to demonstrating factual 
knowledge of the film. There are justified links between ideas. The sequencing of the paragraphs is 
logical, but there is not always a clear link between paragraphs. There is an attempt at making 
conclusive remarks and to link these to the essay content. 
 
Total: 27/40 
 


