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Common Errors in Section A and B 
 

Question 4 
 
Example 1 
 

 

4a) This was the question which candidates most frequently got wrong. In order to be 
awarded the mark, they had to address the question of ‘inwiefern’. The answer 
examiners were looking for was “teilweise”. 

 

 

 

4b) Although there are spelling errors in this response the candidate has managed to 
communicate that people would not be able to do maths any longer and is awarded 
the mark. With this question we are testing listening skills and not writing skills. 
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4c) In response to this question candidates needed to understand and use the 
comparative, and the candidate has successfully done that. Unfortunately, they did 
not provide an answer for the second bullet point. 

 

4d) Many candidates did not relate their responses specifically to learning difficulties. 
This candidate’s response to the first bullet point is too vague. It does not say that the 
content can be made more clearly understandable. The second bullet point does not 
communicate. 

 

 

4e) Unfortunately, the addition of the extra ‘nicht’ renders the response incorrect.  

 

 

4f) In this response the examiner can understand what is meant by ‘verantfortlich’ and 
the candidate is awarded the mark. 

 

 

 

 

 



4 
 

Example 2  
 

 

4a) This response is simply ‘lifted’ form the recorded material and it does not answer 
the question. It is acceptable for candidates to write exactly what they hear should it 
answer the question. However, Pearson/Edexcel tries to avoid setting questions which 
would allow for this. 

 

 

4b) and 4c) are correct as per the mark scheme. 
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4d) Unfortunately, neither response is entirely correct. The first answer is too vague and 
does not have the concept of “verständlicher”. The second answer is very nearly 
correct, but the mark scheme insists on the word “passende” and that is not here. 

 

 

 

4e) and 4f) are both correct responses as per the mark scheme. 
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Question 6 
 
This question requires short written responses from the candidates. The quality of 
language is not assessed here.    

6a) The response required precision, and candidates had to show that they had 
understood that friendships can break up quickly. 

6c) Answers here often focussed on the wrong part of the text. The question is about 
people in a friendship. Answers which said “the friendhip lasts” were simply restating 
this information. To gain credit, candidates had to refer to the idea of “ausgenutzt”.  
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Example 1 

 

 

6a) The first bullet point is correct as per the mark scheme and the candidate has 
included the notion of ‘schnell’. The second bullet point is incorrect. 

All other responses are incorrect, including 6d) as it is too imprecise. It is not clear who 
the ‘die’ relates to, and the plural form of the verb adds to the ambiguity. 
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Example 2 
 

 

6a) This candidate has the concept of ‘schnell zerbrechen’. The second bullet point is 
also correct. Where the candidate has given two responses to a question, as here, 
examiners consider the first one. (Although this candidate has put the same response 
twice.) 

 

 

6b) is correct as per the mark scheme. 

 

 

6c) does not have the concept of ‘ausgenutzt’ and so was not awarded the mark. 
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6d) Again, the candidate has given two responses, and the examiner will only consider 
the first one: “Um die Beziehung oder Frendschaft länger zu halten”. This is correct 

 

Question 7 

This question also requires brief written responses using a single word, a phrase or a 
short sentence. These were the issues which arose: 

7a) required candidates to give a detailed answer – including a reference to “climate 
change”. 

7f) needed to be clear. The pronoun “sie” was presumed to refer to “ärmere Länder” 
due to the wording of the question, so when it was used, the answer had to be 
consistent with this. Sometimes, candidates presented answers which were the 
wrong way round.  
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Example 1 

 

7a) Although the candidate provides “Klimaschutz”, a correct response needed to 
refer to “Klimawandel”. 

 

 

 

 

7b, c, d) Correct as per the mark scheme. 
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7e) Luckily for this candidate they have put “Orkane” first, which is the correct 
response. Examiners ignore the second response if two are given. 
“Überschwemmungen” is incorrect and if the candidate had written that response 
first, they would have received no marks. 

 

 

7f) The response is not clear enough. Who/what does the “es” refer to? There is 
ambiguity and so this response was not awarded the mark. 

 

 

7(g) Both answers are correct in line with the mark scheme. 

7(h) This is a non-targeted lift, meaning the candidate has ‘lifted’ a section of the 
text, which does not answer the question. What is needed, according to the mark 
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scheme, is the idea that to believe Germany is still a model in terms of climate 
protection is a lie. 

Example 2 
 

 

7a) Incorrect response with no mention of “Klimawandel”. 

 

 

7b, c, d) Correct as per the mark scheme. 
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7e) “Überschwemmungen” is an incorrect answer. 

 

 

7f) As explained in the comment above, “sie” was taken to refer to poorer countries 
and so this response is correct. 

 

 

7(g) Both answers are correct in line with the mark scheme. 

7(h) This is a correct response. The mark scheme indicates that the candidate does 
not need to use the subjunctive and that ‘ist’ is perfectly acceptable. 
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Question 8 

This question requires absolute precision, so it is not surprising that candidates find 
it very challenging. Nearly all candidates had some degree of success in this 
question; zero marks was very rare.  

 

The past participle of “vorschlagen” (8g) was often incorrect. The adjective endings 
after plural “keine” (8i) were frequently incorrect too.  
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Example 1 

 

 

This candidate achieved 51 marks overall on the unit, so a grade C. Their 
performance on Question 8 is actually better than what examiners usually see at 
that grade boundary as the candidate achieved 6/10 marks. The candidate was not 
successful with their attempt at “vorgeschlagen” 8g) but did provide the correct 
form for 8i). 

For 8h) examiners accepted both “gäbe” and “würde geben”. It is perhaps not 
surprising that a candidate on the C border was not able to supply the correct 
response. However, overall, this candidate did well on Question 8. 
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Example 2 

 

This example is from a script where the candidate achieved 67 marks. 66 marks was 
an A grade. Interestingly, they have achieved a very similar mark to the candidate in 
the previous example with 7/10. 

The candidate correctly supplied “vorgeschlagen” but was unsuccessful with 8i). It 
is disappointing that 8f) is missing the Umlaut as “lässt” would seem relatively 
straight forward. If possible, candidates should allow time to check the answers on 
this question carefully as it is worth 10 marks.  
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Question 9 Commentaries 
Candidates are asked to write a 240–280 words essay in response to a short stimulus 
that relates to one of the general topic areas (GTAs). This summer the stimulus was on 
the topic of repeating a school year (Sitzenbleiben). 

In terms of content is important that candidates address all four bullet points given in 
the task. However, these can be answered in any order, and it is up to the candidate to 
decide how much they write about each point. There is no requirement that there is an 
equal amount of material on each bullet point in the response. Examiners are trained to 
accept the most fleeting reference to a bullet point, though some development of the 
idea/opinion/information would be preferable. 
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Example 1 
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Example 1 Commentary 
This essay was awarded 8/20 for Content and communication and 10/20 for the 
Quality of language, so a total mark of 18/40. Overall, on the unit, this candidate scored 
32 marks. An E grade was 35 marks.  

This essay serves to show that at IAL level the vast majority of candidates are able to 
produce some kind of written response. The less successful candidates struggle with 
Question 8 (grammar) and Question 7 (reading comprehension) and that is as one 
would expect as Question 8, in particular, targets the highest grades. Looking just at 
the piece of writing it is perhaps surprising that this candidate did not achieve an E 
grade, but unfortunately, they were not able to achieve many marks in other parts of 
the unit. 

When assessing the essay for comprehension examiners always begin by considering 
the top band of the mark scheme for Content and communication, to see whether the 
description applies to the piece of work. Candidates are unlikely to demonstrate 
excellent ability to "express ideas in a logical sequence" if they have not covered all 
four bullet points in the task. 

What this candidate has done well is attempt to address all bullet points and they have 
started a new paragraph for each bullet point. This tends to make the piece of witing 
more coherent and helps the candidate check that they have indeed addressed all four 
bullet points. 

Where this essay is not so successful is in terms of coherence and of the development 
of ideas in a logical sequence. The candidate does have ideas, and is generally 
successful in conveying what they mean, but there are sections which do not 
communicate clearly. An example would be: äber es ist auch akceptiert das machen 
wenn du hast viele gründe. The 5-8 band for Communication and content mentions the 
writing being comprehensible to a native speaker and, in general, that is the case, but it 
is at a fairly basic level. 

This performance sits at the very top end of the 5-8 band; possibly it could be 
considered worthy of a mark of 9. Examiners would then consider whether the 
communication is “clear” (a mark of 9) or “generally clear” (a mark of 8). The examiner 
decided it was more a case of “generally clear” and awarded a mark of 8. Examples of 
the lack of clarity would be: wunsche Beruf and ich denke Sitzenbleiben müsst 
pflichtig. These are close to communicating but there is some ambiguity. 

Looking at the Quality of the language this candidate does use some phrases to good 
effect even if they are not always correct: man kann nicht leugnen, dass…, im 
Zusammenfassung. There are some good grammatical structures (es wäre besser 
gewesen, wenn) and examiners seek to credit these. On the other hand, there are 
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some problems with subject/verb agreement and there are gender errors: wenn du 
eine Schuljahr wiederholen. Looking at the piece of writing overall it can be said that 
there is a “satisfactory range of vocabulary and grammatical structures” (Gesellschaft, 
Schattenseite, leugnen), which is a descriptor for the 9-12 band. 

The performance fits the 9-12 band well. “Good control of basic language, but there 
may be errors…” is an accurate description. However, it is not at the top end of the 
band. Looking up to the next band it can be seen that this candidate’s performance 
really does not match that band description. Looking at the 5-8 descriptor, it is clear 
that the piece of writing is much better than that. The standard indicates that the 
candidate has progressed from GCSE, whereas a response in the 5-8 band often 
resembles a good piece of GCSE work.  The mark of 10 will have been arrived at as this 
response is moving towards the middle of the 9-12 band.  

 
Example 2 
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Example 2 Commentary 
This essay was awarded 18/20 for Content and communication and 17/20 for Quality of 
language. Overall, the candidate scored 67 marks and 66 was the mark boundary for an 
A grade. 

This piece of work has covered all four points, so examiners start by looking at the top 
mark band of 17-20 for Communication and content. This is a good example of a script 
where the candidate has written less for the final bullet point, however, the point is 
addressed. 

What errors there are do not interfere with the comprehension – although the 
confusion between gefährdet and gefördert in the first paragraph is certainly not 
helpful and it is one of the reasons why examiners would not look at the top end of the 
mark band for this piece of work.  

The response is entirely coherent with no digressions, even though minor digressions 
would be tolerated in this band. The writing is indeed “confident, fluent, pertinent and 
purposeful”. There is perhaps a small amount of ambiguity when the candidate writes, 
Es ist sehr hilfreich für die die bei solche Situationen nicht gut handeln können. It is not 
entirely clear what situation this refers to, but it is a very minor issue. Again though, this 
is another reason why examiners would not look at the top end of the band when 
considering the marks for Content and communication. 

What would have improved this piece of writing would be for the paragraphs to be 
more linked logically. Linking paragraphs well and treating the piece as a whole, rather 
than four distinct ‘mini-essays’ is a way to show evidence of fluency. Centres 
sometimes query why a candidate who has German as their first language has not 
achieved full marks on this question and it often is the case that the essay is not linked 
throughout. The mark band talks about ideas being linked in a logical sequence and it is 
important that candidates attempt to do this. Aus dem, was ich eben erwähnt habe 
folgt…, folglich…, eine weitere Überlegung wäre… are all useful in order to achieve this 
linking. 

Turning to Quality of language this piece of writing demontrates a range of vocabulary 
using lexis beyond the scope of level 2 qualifications, such as 

iGCSE / GCSE which shows clear progression from that level. Examples are 
Selbstvertrauen, immerhin and dein echtes potential. 

There is a wide range of grammatical constructions. Examiners are looking for all types 
of structures, not just tenses and time frames and there are no specific tense /time 
frame requirements. A good example of a complex structure used here is: Schulnoten 
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zeigen dass du den Unterricht, themen, usw, verstanden hast, die du für die Zukunft 
brauchen kannst und wirst.  

 

It can be said that there is generally “very good control and accuracy” throughout. 
However, there are errors, and that is why the piece of writing deserves a 17 rather than 
a higher mark. The strength of this response is in the vocabulary and structures 
attempted, which is why it is better than a mark of 16 for Quality of language. 
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Example 3 
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Example 3 Commentary 
The marks awarded for this piece of writing were 12/20 for Content and 
communication and 11/20 for Quality of language. The candidate achieved 49 marks 
across the whole unit. 50 marks was the grade boundary for a C grade. 

The candidate has started their work with a plan, and this can be an indication of a piece 
of work in which the candidate will have attempted to use a logical structure. 

Looking at Content and communication the candidate has covered all bullet points so 
the top band would have been a possibility, but the piece is not "entirely coherent" (17-
20), nor does it have the logical sequencing examiners would look for in that band. It is 
unfortunate that the candidate has inserted the ‘ist’ in the wrong place in the sentence 
Ich glaube ist Sitzenbeleiben sehr wichtig. This does lead to some ambiguity. Bei allem 
könnte man unsere eigene Ziel erreichen is also somewhat confusing. Nonetheless, 
the rest of this piece of work can be described as ‘mostly coherent”, which would 
mean examiners could look at the 13-16 band. The work is certainly “pertinent”, 
meaning it all relates to the topic.  

The band descriptors look at the ability to express ideas and coherence. In terms of 
coherence this piece of writing is worthy of the 13-15 band. The candidate has 
communicated ideas in relation to all parts of the task. There is a clear structure with the 
candidate having chosen to address each bullet point in a separate paragraph. 
However, the ability to express ideas is not quite as successful. The 13-16 band talks 
about the candidate having shown a ‘good ability to express ideas’, but this 
performance is more of a level of ‘moderate ability’. That is why the examiner has 
awarded a mark of 12 for Content and communication. The performance sits at the top 
end of that band as there are elements of the 13-16 band. 

Quality of language: the top mark band of 17-20, "very good control/accuracy" is not 
applicable. Looking at the 13-16 band, "only occasional lapses of lexical and 
grammatical control" is not an accurate description, as errors are quite frequent. The 
candidate has some difficulties with subject/verb agreement. For example: Leute wer 
Sitzenbleiben möchten lernt auch viel and Ich denke, dass Schulnoten beeinflusst. 
Complex structures are not always successful either. Therefore, the 9-12 band is the 
most appropriate. 

However, the piece of writing is considerably better than "lexis and grammar are 
occasionally accurate" from the 5-8 band, so it is not appropriate to place this work at 
the bottom of the 9-12 band. The range of vocabulary is certainly satisfactory (in dem 
Leben, ich könnte mir vorstellen). The vocabulary and grammatical structures are 
“sometimes used appropriately” so the examiner has awarded a mark of 11 in 
recognition of this. 


