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Student 1 Commentary 
 
Content 
 
The essay is very well structured. It begins with a brief introduction, which agrees with the stimulus 
in rubric but the student uses his own words to summarise the main points. He then says what he 
intends to do in the essay, and mentions how he is to answer the second point about the relative 
importance of family and friends. Here he clearly states that he finds the family more important 
than friends and one assumes he will develop this later in the essay. 
 
The paragraphs are well set out, each starting with an appropriate linking phrase – tout d’abord, en 
plus, d’ailleurs.  In each paragraph when a point has been made there is a clear development and 
expansion and illustration of the point. For instance, when mention is made of the fear of young 
people making their parents angry by confessing to certain actions, the student gives a specific 
example such as drinking alcohol. Later, a point is made about not wanting parents to worry and 
this is immediately followed by a relevant illustration such as bullying. There is then a clear 
explanation of why educational problems are better discussed with fellow students, who are better 
placed to give advice. Therefore, we have four clearly written and well-expressed paragraphs 
answering the first part of the question. The student then tackles the second part. He explains that 
friends are important for social reasons but then goes on to say that family ties are more 
permanent. The essay concludes with a short paragraph, summing up the main points neatly. 
 
All three elements of the marking criteria for the very good band are present. The response is fully 
relevant, there is evidence of depth of treatment in the illustrations and explanations given. The 
structure is well organised and the language used is clear and easy to read. There are no question 
marks used by the examiner to signal a lack of clarity or a confusing expression. 
 
Range of Vocabulary 
 
There is much evidence of a wide range of appropriate vocabulary. The student’s knowledge of a 
wide variety of vocabulary is evident. Egalement is used as well as aussi, convaincu as well as 
persuadé. There is the correct and confident use of se confier à, expressions such as tenir à, the 
correct use of meilleur and mieux, and some good examples of topic specific vocabulary such as 
soutenir, proche, une partie intégrante. 
 
Range of Structures 
 
The subjunctive is used confidently and tenses are well formed, even with tricky irregular verbs 
such as connaître. The use of a variety of tenses is particularly impressive in the third paragraph. 
Longer sentences with subordinate clauses are used frequently and with good effect.  
 
Accuracy 
 
There are very few errors, with pronouns, both direct and indirect, used correctly. Reflexive verbs 
are well used and the piece reads fluently with very few of the mistakes which jar with examiners 
such as missing agreements on adjectives and incorrect genders. Verb forms are very secure in 
both the first and third person. 
 
Overall Score: 
Content 20 
Range of Vocabulary   5 
Range of Structures   5 
Accuracy   5 
Total 35 
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Student 2 Commentary 
 
Content 
 
If we start by examining the first criterion for a mark in the top band for content, the relevance and 
depth of treatment, we can see immediately that this essay meets this requirement.  Where there 
seems to be a slight lapse into irrelevance, such as in the fourth paragraph, where the student 
starts talking about why young people drink, it is made clear that this is included in order to answer 
the second part of the question about what action is needed to curb the excessive drinking of 
alcohol. When a point has been made there is an immediate development to illustrate the idea: for 
example, in the second paragraph the student talks about health dangers and then gives more 
specific details such as liver disease, followed by how this will affect life expectancy and the 
subsequent cost to the health service.  
 
The essay is very well structured, which meets the second criterion. It begins with a very brief but 
appropriate introduction, which agrees with the stimulus in rubric but immediately mentions the 
dangers posed by alcohol. The student then lists some of the dangers, each exemplified in some 
detail. There is then some detailed examination of the possible solutions to the problem, rounded 
off with a neat and simple concluding paragraph. 
 
The number of points made is clearly evident by the number of ticks awarded by the examiner, 
both for the validity of the arguments and the clarity of the development and illustration. For 
example, in the paragraph about how to educate young people as to the risks posed by alcohol, 
there is reference to appropriate health education, the role of teachers and the need for 
communication with parents and their responsibilities towards their offspring. Moreover, all of these 
points are expressed with total clarity. 
 
The paragraphs are well set out, each starting with an appropriate linking phrase – en revanche, 
en un mot, il va sans dire que.    
 
To summarise, all three criteria of the mark scheme for the very good band are present. The 
response is relevant, there is much depth of treatment in the examples and exemplifications given. 
The structure is neatly organised and the language used is crystal clear and reads fluently. There 
are no question marks used by the examiner to signal a lack of clarity or a confusing expression 
but there are many ticks. 
 
Range of Vocabulary 
 
There is much evidence of a wide range of vocabulary appropriate to the topic. Words such as 
consommer, le comportement, ivre, soûl, dépénaliser are well used, as are such expressions as 
l’espérance de vie and le goût de la trangression. At the same time, there is not overreliance on 
words such as boire but consommer is used as an alternative and the student’s knowledge of 
appropriate synonyms is also demonstrated by words such as les ados used as well as les jeunes. 
Notice also the use of beaucoup, pas mal de, plein de and énormément de. 
 
Range of Structures 
 
The subjunctive is used confidently and tenses are well formed, and there are several examples of 
si clauses used correctly and effectively. Longer sentences with subordinate clauses are used 
frequently and the student has a very good repertoire of link phrases such as il en va de même, il 
va sans dire que, il faut souligner que. 
 
Accuracy 
 
There are very few errors, with mistakes occurring in some of the more ambitious phrases such as 
quel que soit les problèmes. Towards the end, there are some minor errors, écouter à, si ils but 
none of these interferes with understanding and the essay is broadly very accurately written. 
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Overall Score: 
Content 20 
Range of Vocabulary   5 
Range of Structures   5 
Accuracy   5 
Total 35 
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Student 3 Commentary 
 
Content 
 
Once again, this essay meets all the criteria of the very good band for content. The essay is very 
well structured with a brief introduction, which is then followed by a series of well written 
paragraphs setting out a large number of well expressed, valid and relevant points on the subject. 
There is a very good balance between the two parts of the question, with both aspects dealt with in 
some detail. All this is rounded off with a neat and appropriate concluding paragraph. 
 
Each point made is backed up. The student starts with health issues, with illustrations of 
headaches and problems for the brain. The next danger is the risk of exclusion if you cannot afford 
the latest model, leading to possible bullying. The expense of phones is mentioned and possible 
damage to family relationships. The next paragraph deals with road accidents caused by phones 
with a development made concerning the possibility of theft. At this point, the student considers the 
second part of the question and talks of the advantages of mobile phones. Ease of communication, 
entertainment value, the ability to access the internet and social networks, downloading music and 
games and finally the security aspect and reassurance of being able to contact someone quickly 
are all mentioned in clearly expressed French. 
 
All three elements of the marking criteria for the very good band are clearly there. The response is 
fully relevant, there is much evidence of depth of treatment in the illustrations and examples given. 
The structure is definitely well organised and the language used is clear and fluent.   
 
Range of Vocabulary 
 
There is much evidence of a wide range of topic appropriate vocabulary. The student’s knowledge 
of a wide variety of vocabulary demonstrates that the topic of mobile phones has been studied in 
some depth. If we look at the student’s point about parents’ ability to contact their children we see 
totally appropriate vocabulary items such as joignable and prévenir. Similarly, the cost of phones 
section contains a variety of appropriate words such as forfaits, prix élevé, modeste, exclue. 
Scientific is an unfortunate error but it is a rare one. 
 
 
Range of Structures 
 
The passive voice is used confidently (peuvent être volés, sont causés) and tenses are usually 
well formed. The use of a variety of linking phrases and connectives is good. Longer sentences 
with subordinate clauses are used frequently and with good effect. The subjunctive is used 
correctly with vouloir que. There are many examples of the good use of pronouns, ils y trouvent, 
pour se divertir, d’après moi, comme eux. The last sentence contains an impressive si clause. 
 
Accuracy 
 
There are very few errors, and agreements are sound, les disputes familiales, en certains cas.  
Reflexive verbs are well used despite the le portable s’aident, which is a strangely rare error in a 
piece of this standard. The student avoids many of the usual pitfalls such as entre les parents et 
leurs enfants, where many would have used ses. Knowledge of irregular verbs is sound, ils 
veulent, ils peuvent, and negatives are well formed as in ils n’ont rien à faire. 
 
Overall Score: 
Content 20 
Range of Vocabulary   5 
Range of Structures   5 
Accuracy   5 
Total 35 
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Assessment Criteria - suggestions for further guidance 
 
CONTENT 

 

13-16 Good 
• Response to the task is mostly relevant with some depth of treatment 
• Structure is generally well ordered 
• Points made are mostly well expressed and justified 

 
A mark of 15 or 16 is awarded for a response which is relevant to the broad 
topic area but may not always be fully focused on the chosen title. There is 
some depth of treatment and most views are supported by appropriate 
explanations and examples. Occasionally a valid point may not be fully 
developed or expanded. The sequencing of ideas within paragraphs is likely to 
be good, but the response as a whole may be disjointed in places and the 
conclusion may not be fully convincing. The candidate’s expression is 
generally clear, but there may be occasional lapses due to lexical or 
grammatical errors. 
 
A mark of 13 or 14 is awarded for a response which is relevant to the topic but 
includes one or more paragraphs which are not clearly focused on the chosen 
title. There is some depth of treatment and some views are supported by 
appropriate explanations and examples, but a number of statements are left 
unsupported. The sequencing of ideas within paragraphs is likely to be good, 
but the response as a whole is likely to be disjointed and difficult to follow in 
places. The candidate’s expression is generally clear, but there are likely to be 
some lapses due to lexical or grammatical errors. 

9-12 Sufficient 
• Response to the task is generally relevant, but treatment is often 

superficial 
• Reasonable structure with occasional lapses 
• Points not always clearly expressed and justification is only just 

sufficient 
 

A mark of 11 or 12 is awarded for a response which is relevant to the broad 
topic area but not well focused on the chosen title. There are likely to be a few 

Marks Criteria 
17-20 Very Good 

• Response to the task is fully relevant with a good depth of treatment 
• Well-organised structure in a logical sequence 
• Points made are well expressed and justified 

 
A full mark of 20 can be awarded for a performance which is as good as can 
reasonably be expected from an AS level candidate. The candidate answers 
the question fully and maintains a clear sense of direction, backing up a good 
number of points with detailed explanations and examples. The candidate 
expresses fine nuances of meaning and justifies her/his ideas convincingly. 
A mark of 17 or 18 is awarded for a performance which shows most, but not 
all, of the qualities described above. It is likely to be fully relevant, with 
generally good depth of treatment but with occasional weaknesses in the 
sequencing of ideas. There are likely to be some convincing explanations and 
examples, although opportunities may be missed to explore the full 
implications of points made. The candidate’s expression is generally clear, but 
there may be occasional lapses where, for example, the candidate makes a 
lexical error.  
 
Do not be afraid to give a top score if you feel that there is nothing more the 
student could have done to answer the question in more depth. 
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detailed explanations and examples, but the response is generally superficial. 
There is some attempt at structure, with limited paragraphing and some use of 
common linking words. Straightforward facts and ideas are conveyed 
successfully, but the communication of complex ideas may be impeded by 
lexical and/or grammatical errors. 
 
A mark of 9 or 10 is awarded for a response which is generally relevant to the 
broad topic area but is likely to include material which does not relate to the 
title. The response is largely superficial; it may be short and/or it may largely 
consist of a series of unsupported statements. There is some attempt at 
structure, but the paragraphing is likely to be unclear and the use of linking 
words may be limited. Most facts and ideas are conveyed reasonably 
successfully, but the communication of complex ideas is likely to be impeded 
by lexical and/or grammatical errors. There may be occasional repetition of 
points already made. 

5-8 Limited 
• Limited response to the task with some relevant information conveyed 
• Limited evidence of structure 
• Points made sometimes difficult to understand and justification is weak 

 
A mark of 7 or 8 is awarded for a response which relates to the broad topic 
area but is not focused on the title and may include some irrelevant material. 
The response is superficial; it may be short and/or it may consist of a series of 
unsupported statements. There is little attempt at structure and limited use of 
linking words. Some facts and ideas are conveyed successfully, but the 
candidate rarely manages to convey complex ideas or explanations. Lexical 
and/or grammatical errors impede communication in places. There may be 
several occasions on which repetition of points occurs. 
 
A mark of 5 or 6 is awarded for a response which relates generally to the topic 
but is likely to include some irrelevant material. The response is superficial; it 
is likely to be short and/or consist of a series of unsupported statements. 
There is little attempt at structure. Some facts and ideas are conveyed 
successfully, but the candidate is unable to convey complex ideas or 
explanations. Lexical and/or grammatical errors impede communication 
significantly. There could be some significant repetition. 

1-4 Poor 
• Limited response to the task with little relevant information conveyed 
• No real structure 
• Points difficult to understand and little or no justification 

 
A mark of 3 or 4 is awarded for a response which is only partially relevant to 
the broad topic area and may include a significant amount of irrelevant 
material. The response is superficial and is likely to be short. There is no 
attempt at structure. A small number of simple facts and opinions are 
conveyed successfully. Lexical and/or grammatical errors impede 
communication significantly. 
 
A mark of 1 or 2 is awarded for a response which is barely relevant to the 
broad topic area. It is likely either to be very short or to include a significant 
amount of irrelevant material. A small number of simple facts and opinions are 
conveyed successfully, but these are presented in a random fashion. Lexical 
and/or grammatical errors impede communication significantly. 

0 The answer shows no relevance to the task set.   
A zero score will automatically result in a zero score for the answer as a 
whole. 
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Where part of the required response is missing, eg in an advantage/disadvantage essay or where 
solutions are asked for but are not given, a penalty will be applied.  
 
(a) For example, in an advantage/disadvantage essay where only advantages or 
 disadvantages are expressed, only a maximum mark of 12 for Content is allowed. 
 
(b)  In an essay where solutions are asked for but are not given, only a maximum mark of 16 
 for Content is allowed. 
 
(c)  In a three part question, for example: 
 
 “What are the consequences of smoking, why do people smoke and what can we do 
 about it?”, 
 
 any part of the response omitted would mean that the essay was assessed one band or 
 two bands lower than the rest of the Content would normally attract, ie  
 

• 16 marks would be the maximum awarded if one part of the response were missing and 
the Content would otherwise have been in the 17-20 band. 

 
• 12 marks would be the maximum awarded if two parts of the response were missing and 

the Content would otherwise have been in the 17-20 band. 
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QUALITY OF LANGUAGE 
 
Range of Vocabulary 
 
Marks Criteria 

5 Wide range of appropriate vocabulary  
4 A range of appropriate vocabulary  
3 Some variety of appropriate vocabulary 
2 Limited variety of appropriate vocabulary 
1 Very little use of appropriate vocabulary 
0 No appropriate vocabulary 

 
Range of Structures 
 
Marks Criteria 

5 Very good variety of grammatical structures used  
4 Good variety of grammatical structures used  
3 Some variety of grammatical structures used 
2 Limited variety of grammatical structures used 
1 Shows little grasp of grammatical structures 
0 Shows no grasp of grammatical structures 

 
Accuracy 
 
Marks Criteria 

5 There may be inaccuracies, but these tend to occur in attempts at more complex 
structures 

4 Largely accurate but with a few basic errors 
3 Generally accurate but still with some basic errors 
2 Basic errors are frequent 
1 The number of errors makes comprehension difficult 
0 Errors are such that communication is seriously impaired 
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Additional guidance for marking 
 
Introductions and conclusions 
 
Students are not expected to include an introduction or conclusion, but it enhances the structure if 
there is a brief introduction and a concluding short paragraph, possibly including a personal 
response. One of the criteria for inclusion in the higher bands for content is for a logical structure 
and this would enhance the overall structure of the essay. 
 
Awarding ticks and question marks 
 
Ticks should be used for any valid, comprehensible point. This could be a statement, a personal 
opinion, the development or explanation of a point already made, an example or illustration and a 
justification of a point of view. A question mark should be placed in the margin for points which are 
unclear or muddled eg where the student makes up a word or uses confusing target language. 
 
Repetition and irrelevance 
 
The symbol ‘rep’ should be placed in the margin where a student repeats a point already made. 
The symbol ‘NR’ should be used if a section is not relevant to the title eg a student talks about the 
consequences of smoking when the question asks for reasons for people smoking and for 
suggestions to reduce smoking. 
 
Choosing the band for Content 
 
A mark in the 17-20 band will be awarded for an essay which contains a good number of valid 
points which have been expanded, which has a good structure and contains little if any irrelevance, 
repetition or lack of clarity. A mark in the 13-16 band will be awarded for a good essay which 
makes a fair number of points but may contain some of the weaknesses identified above. A mark 
in the 9-12 satisfactory band would suggest that the student makes a few valid points but fails to 
develop some of these points and the structure may be erratic and a number of sentences may be 
unclear. Where a limited number of points is made with very little development and much 
confusing language, a mark in the 5-8 will be appropriate. Such essays will lack a coherent 
structure and could be very repetitive and superficial. Rarely, a mark in the 0-4 band will be 
awarded but this will be limited to very poor (usually short) essays where there is very little content 
and much that is irrelevant. 
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Possible content points 
 
Below is a list of possible content points for each answer; it should be stressed that the list is not 
prescriptive nor exhaustive, but is illustrative of the points which could be made. 
 
10  Pourquoi est-ce que beaucoup de jeunes préfèrent se confier à leurs amis quand ils 
 ont des difficultés ? A votre avis, est-ce que les amis sont plus importants que la 
 famille ? 
 

• Easier to confide in friends 
• Family more permanent than friends 
• Trust is important in a family  
• Friends same age and empathise more easily 
• Parents can be like friends 
• Understanding/trustworthy  
• Strict/lenient 
• Good listeners  
• Generous  
• Give advice and always be there 

(35 marks) 
 

11 Quels sont les dangers de boire trop d’alcool ? A votre avis, qu’est-ce qu’il faut faire 
 pour réduire la consommation d’alcool des jeunes ? 
 

• Liver damage/health dangers 
• Violence 
• Can become addictive 
• False way of escaping reality  
• The cost  
• Increases taxes 
• Ban advertising 
• Information campaigns  
• Lessons in school/education 
• Parental supervision 

(35 marks) 
12 Quels sont les inconvénients des téléphones portables ? A votre avis, pourquoi 
 est-ce que les jeunes continuent à les utiliser malgré ces inconvénients ? 
 

• Health risks 
• Cyberbullying  
• Lack of real communication 
• Expense 
• Crime risks 
• Useful in emergency 
• Rapid communication 
• Other uses eg camera 
• Multimedia uses eg Internet 
• Peer pressure 

(35 marks) 
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