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Part B: Report on standards 

90878: Demonstrate understanding of a variety of spoken French texts on areas of most 
immediate relevance 

Examination 
The examination consisted of three questions and the candidates had to respond to all 
three. Most questions used a variety of structures that candidates would be expected to 
interpret at their curriculum level, including past tenses (perfect and imperfect), the future 
tense, reasons, and justifications. There were examples of irregular past tenses, negative 
structures, and extended justifications that allowed for a clear distinction between the 
candidates achieving Achieved, Merit, and Excellence. 

Observations 

Candidates who were able to successfully achieve in this assessment were able to 
recognise numbers – for example, in Question 3 they translated 17,000 accurately (some 
candidates incorrectly translated it to 17 million). They were also able to recognise 
prepositions of time (such as ‘depuis’ and ‘jusqu’à’). A few candidates interpreted ‘moment’ 
(which was used in passages 1 and 3) as ‘maman’ (even though they demonstrated clear 
or thorough understanding of the rest of the passage). 

Grade awarding 
Candidates who were awarded Achievement commonly: 

• answered all or most parts of the questions despite some imprecisions 
• used basic inferences to make sure the responses answered the question, rather 

than just translating the text 
• communicated the general meaning of the text, despite the answers lacking detail 
• omitted significant parts of the text when giving evidence 
• understood low-level lexical items such as opinion verbs and common nouns 
• made use of the cognates in the text to put some detail into their answers 
• showed some understanding of when the past and future were being communicated 

about, although usually with imprecisions as to exact timing and duration. 

Candidates who were awarded Not Achieved commonly: 
• wrote little or nothing as a response to the questions 
• used cognates to make educated guesses as to the correct response, but made 

inaccurate statements of varying length 



 

• struggled to understand basic vocabulary and syntax from levels 1–4 of the 
curriculum. 

Candidates who were awarded Achievement with Merit commonly: 

• demonstrated clear understanding, including (almost) all the important details 
• answered all questions with a good range of correct information from the text, but 

made small mistakes with numbers and vocabulary 
• included specific evidence from the text when justifying their responses 
• included logical inferences to make sure the responses answered the question 
• demonstrated understanding of some more complex information, but omitted some 

details in their responses 
• showed understanding of when the past, present, and future were being 

communicated about, although with occasional imprecisions as to exact timing and 
duration (with numbers, and prepositions such as ‘depuis’, ‘en ce moment’, and 
‘jusqu’à’ often being misunderstood). 

Candidates who were awarded Achievement with Excellence commonly: 
• responded fully to each part of the question using nearly all relevant pieces of 

information from the text as evidence 
• understood nuances in meaning 
• compared and contrasted different pieces of information from the text to justify their 

answers 
• organised information from different sections of the text to include more evidence 
• had unambiguous understanding of past and future tenses, including time markers, 

accurately communicating precise timing and duration. 
 

90881: Demonstrate understanding of a variety of French texts on areas of most immediate 
relevance 

Examination 

The examination consisted of three questions and the candidates had to respond to all 
three. The texts were a fair test of Level 1 French in terms of vocabulary and language 
covered. 

Observations 
Some students did not use all of the ideas in the text to answer the questions in Question 1 
and Question 2, but rather focused on 1 or 2 paragraphs in the resource. As a result, they 
did not use enough evidence to demonstrate their understanding. Some students used the 
table format of Question 2 (a) to their full advantage by providing a good comparison of the 
different Christmas traditions for the two nations. 

Grade awarding 
Candidates who were awarded Achievement commonly: 

• wrote short answers that showed understanding of some parts of the text 



 

• provided some correct information in their answers, but made some errors 
• displayed understanding of the resource text, but strayed too far from the text in an 

effort to show implied meaning. 

Candidates who were awarded Not Achieved commonly: 

• wrote answers that were too short 
• did not show understanding of the general meaning of the text 
• made up answers that were not connected to the text, but rather based on personal 

knowledge or experience 
• contradicted the responses in their answers 
• established an answer based on understanding of some cognates only. 

Candidates who were awarded Achievement with Merit commonly: 
• demonstrated clear and unambiguous understanding of the majority of the text 
• supported their answers with translations of large chunks of the text , but omitted 

details that would show understanding of the meaning of parts of the text. 

Candidates who were awarded Achievement with Excellence commonly: 

• responded to all parts of the question 
• demonstrated deep understanding of the whole text, as well as some of the implied 

meaning in the texts 
• wrote succinctly and unambiguously 
• paraphrased information accurately and summarised effectively 
• linked their responses to the implied meaning in the text. 


