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Subject: Chinese 

Level: 1 

Standards: 90868, 90871 
 

Part A: Commentary  

Overall, both listening and reading assessments gave candidates opportunities to 
demonstrate their understanding while also allowing them to show evidence of inference 
and analysis as required for Merit and Excellence. The questions guided candidates to 
select the relevant information and evidence to support their answers, rather than 
translating the entire text. Having two parts for each question is helpful for candidates to 
demonstrate their understanding, then to draw inferencing from their understanding of the 
texts. 
 
For the 2022 listening assessment, AS90868, there were three good quality spoken 
passages. Many candidates showed good understanding in their notetaking. Unfortunately, 
some candidates did not link the ideas from their notes to their answers when answering 
the questions. Candidates should be reminded to include as much information as is 
pertinent to the question from their listening notes on to the answer page. 
 
For the 2022 reading assessment, the three written texts were suitable in terms of length, 
range, and difficulty. Successful candidates used relevant information selected from the 
texts to justify their own explanations or viewpoints. Answers made up predominantly of 
direct translation or information based on guessing were not as successful.  

Part B: Report on standards 
90868: Demonstrate understanding of a variety of spoken Chinese texts on areas of 
most immediate relevance  
 
Examination 
The examination included three questions and candidates were required to respond to all. 
The aim is to allow candidate to demonstrate their understanding of a variety of spoken 
Chinese texts on areas of most immediate relevance. Each question has been split into part 
(a) and part (b) to allow full development of candidates’ answers and help them to organise 
information more efficiently. 

Question One required candidates to apply their understanding on the topic of planning a 
weekend by listening to the conversation between Mark and Lisa. The question required the 
candidates to demonstrate clear understanding of the spoken text and provide detailed 
information and evidence from the text. 

Question Two required candidates to apply their understanding on the topic of giving 
directions by listening to the conversation between Xiaobai and his mother. The question 



 

required the candidates to apply their understanding of relevant vocabularies to describe 
the direction correctly as well as show their ability to draw conclusions based on a range of 
evidence from the spoken text. 

Question Three required candidates to apply their understanding on the topic of learning 
Chinese by listening to the conversation between Lanie and Nick. The question required 
candidates to demonstrate understanding of the conversation and show their ability to 
extract detailed information and provide relevant evidence.  

Observations 

Most candidates completed the assessment with good quality answers. The material 
covered expected areas of the curriculum. 

Grade awarding 
Candidates who were awarded Achievement commonly: 

• demonstrated understanding of basic facts of passages with limited elaboration of 
the meanings of texts 

• had some inconsistencies in the details they provided. 

Candidates who were awarded Not Achieved commonly: 
• demonstrated limited or no understanding of passages 
• gave very short answers with inaccurate information or did not attempt all questions. 

Candidates who were awarded Achievement with Merit commonly: 
• demonstrated full understanding of passage with some elaboration of the meanings 

of texts 
• did not fully explore the inferences they perceived for thorough understanding. 

Candidates who were awarded Achievement with Excellence commonly: 
• demonstrated thorough understandings of passages with depth of extenuation of the 

meanings of texts 
• drew accurate conclusions based on a wide range of fully integrated, comprehensive 

evidence from the passages.  
 

90871: Demonstrate understanding of a variety of Chinese texts on areas of most 
immediate relevance 

Examination 
The examination included three questions and candidates were required to respond to all 
three. The aim is to allow candidates to demonstrate their understanding of a variety of 
Chinese texts on areas of most immediate relevance. Each question has been split into 
parts (a) and (b) to allow full development of candidates’ answers and help candidates 
organise information efficiently. 



 

Question One required candidates to apply their understanding on topics covering pets and 
family. The question required the candidates to apply their understanding of vocabularies in 
this relevant topic and provide carefully selected information to demonstrate their 
understanding. 

Question Two required candidates to apply their understanding on the topic of Matariki and 
Chinese New Year. Part (a) required the candidates to demonstrate their understanding of 
the Matariki activities with relevant details. Part (b) required the candidate to analyse the 
similarities and differences between Matariki and Chinese New Year celebrations based on 
the information provided in the text, as well as to apply their intercultural knowledge to 
communicate the implied meaning. 

Question Three required candidates to apply their understanding on topics covering 
technology and school by reading the conversation between Charlie and Jane. Candidates 
needed to select relevant information to support their view on the argument in the text. 

Overall, each of the three questions covered areas of most immediate relevance for Level 1 
candidates. 

Observations 
Outcomes suggest that Question One was found to be difficult by many candidates.  Fewer 
candidates than anticipated successfully answered Part (a) because they failed to 
recognise a few words that were important to the text. For Part (b), more candidates can 
provide accurate information about Willa, than Otto. The vocabulary and structures used in 
the description of Otto are more difficult overall.  
For Question Two, most students did well for Part (a) describing the activities that Lin did 
for Matariki. However, for Part (b), many students did a great job demonstrating their clear 
understanding of the text, but they did not demonstrate accurate communication of  the 
implied meaning beyond the text. 
For Question Three Part (a), some students only included the positive aspects of Jane’s 
laptop to justify why they thought Jane liked to use a laptop for school. To show thorough 
understanding, students needed to include both positive and negative aspects mentioned in 
the text, regardless of their viewpoints. The same issue appeared in Part (b). Some 
candidates who thought a laptop is more suitable for Charlie only discussed the positives 
about using a laptop but provided very little information about using a phone, and vice 
versa. 

Grade awarding 
Candidates who were awarded Achievement commonly: 

• showed basic understanding of some keywords in the text 
• gave short answers with no explanation  
• provided inconsistent details. 

Candidates who were awarded Not Achieved commonly: 

• understood a few words from the text 
• wrote very short, inaccurate and / or contradictory answers that did not show 

sufficient understanding. 



 

Candidates who were awarded Achievement with Merit commonly: 
• described surface meaning in the text without expanding on less obvious meaning 
• gave accurate answers based on the text but not the significant implications or 

conclusions drawn about the activities. 

Candidates who were awarded Achievement with Excellence commonly: 
• wrote extensively on a wide range of meanings from the text and were able to 

articulate content thoroughly and accurately with supporting evidence 
• demonstrated intercultural knowledge to offer points of contrast and comparison. 

 
 
 


