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Pearson Edexcel Level 3 Advanced GCE in Russian (9RU0)
Paper 3 (9RUO03): Speaking

This speaking assessment consists of two tasks:

e Task 1 — Discussion on a theme
e Task 2 — Presentation and discussion on candidate’s independent research project

Please see the Pearson Level 3 Advanced GCE Russian specification (pp. 19-40) for further
details of this assessment, and for the mark grids used for assessment. Please see the same
document (pp. 8-9) or the “Advice to Teacher/Examiners” section of this report for a list of the
themes and sub-themes for this specification.

The tasks are conducted in consecutive order.

The candidate is rewarded for the ability to demonstrate:

e knowledge and understanding of the cultural context by giving ideas, examples and
information on one of the themes and on a chosen subject of interest they have
researched linked to the Russian-speaking social and cultural context

e the ability to analyse aspects of the cultural context by presenting and justifying valid
arguments, viewpoints and conclusions

e the ability to interact and hold a natural and fluent discourse

e skill in manipulating language accurately

e the ability to respond to written language in speech.

Up to 72 marks are awarded positively for this assessment:

Task 1 — 30 marks:
e 12 marks for Knowledge and understanding of society and culture (AO4)
e 12 marks for Accuracy and range of language (AO3)
e 6 marks for Interaction (AO1)

Task 2 — 42 marks:
e 12 marks for Responding to written language in speech (AO2)
e 12 marks for Knowledge and understanding of society and culture (AO4)
e 12 marks for Accuracy and range of language (AO3)
e 6 marks for Interaction (AO1)

Before the examination, the candidate has 5 minutes to prepare Task 1. During this (supervised)
preparation time the candidate may make notes (up to one side of A4) but may not have access
to a dictionary or any other resource. The candidate takes both the stimulus card and any notes
made into the examination, and can refer to these during the assessment. The stimulus card and
any notes are collected by the teacher/examiner at the end of the examination.

For Task 1, the candidate chooses one card from a choice of two, on two different sub-themes.
The invigilator refers to the sequence provided in the Paper 3 speaking booklet (Instructions to
the teacher/examiner) to determine which two sub-themes the candidate will be offered. The
invigilator tells the candidate the choice of sub-themes, in English, using the wording for the
sub-themes provided on the randomisation grid, e.g. “You may choose ‘The lives of young
Russians’ or ‘Perestroika’”. The candidate does not see the contents of either card until they
have chosen the sub-theme.



Pearson issues the teacher/examiner booklet and the stimulus cards to centres before the
examining session. These materials are confidential until the end of the examining session for
this paper. The dates for the examining session are published in the Pearson examination
timetable.

The conduct of the tasks is as follows:
Task 1 — Discussion on a theme (6-7 minutes)

The teacher/examiner asks two compulsory questions, provided on the teacher/examiner version
of the card, in the order in which they are written.

These two set questions may be repeated, but, in the interests of comparability, must not be
rephrased.

After asking the two set questions, the teacher/examiner asks follow-up questions and broadens
the discussion to cover any other aspect or aspects of the overall theme. For example, if the
candidate has (from 2022) stimulus RUS sub-theme: Maccoas kyneTypa, then after follow-up
questions on the topic of the card (my3bika) and MaccoBas KynbTypa more generally, the
discussion could cover any of the other sub-themes of the theme (ITonuTnueckas u
XyJIO’)KECTBEHHAS KyJIbTypa B pyccKosi3bidHOM Mupe). The other sub-themes in this case are
Cpenctsa MaccoBoii nadopmaruu and [Ipa3nHuKy, pecTHBAH U TPAIUIINH.

These questions should allow the candidate to demonstrate knowledge of Russian society and
culture (Themes 1, 3 and 4) and of the Russian-speaking world (Theme 2).

Teacher/examiners are advised that it is not necessary to cover all of the sub-themes in the
theme which is being tested. The discussion must move away from the topic of the card (in the
case above, my3bika), and should allow the candidate to demonstrate breadth of knowledge, but
in practice it is usually in the candidate’s interest to explore one or two areas in greater depth
than to explore a greater number of areas more superficially.

Task 2 — Presentation and discussion of the Independent Research Project (10-11 minutes
in total)

Task 2 consists of two parts:
1. presentation of the Independent Research Project (up to 2 minutes)
2. discussion of the Independent Research Project (8-9 minutes)

If the candidate’s presentation is short, then the discussion can be extended, so that the total
overall time of Task 2 is 10-11 minutes.

Task 2 Part 1: Presentation of the Independent Research Project (IRP)

During the presentation of the IRP, the candidate:
e summarises at least two of the Russian written sources they have used during their
research
e outlines the authors’ main points and ideas
e gives a personal response to what they have read

These written sources must be in Russian. Written articles taken from the internet can be used.
The candidate can use video/film and/or other audio sources in addition to written sources, but
during the presentation the candidate must refer to at least two Russian written sources.



12 marks are available for Task 2 Part 1 (introduction of the IRP). These marks are awarded for
“Responding to Russian written language in speech”.

Task 2 Part 2: Discussion of Independent Research Project

The teacher/examiner discusses the IRP with the candidate, using the key findings and list of
sources on form RP3 to help formulate questions. The teacher/examiner should ensure that the
questions they ask enable the candidate to meet the requirements of the assessment i.e. the
teacher/examiner’s questions should elicit examples and information to demonstrate knowledge
and understanding of the Russian-speaking social and cultural context and to analyse aspects of
the topic by developing and justifying arguments and forming conclusions.

Timing
Task 1: 6-7 minutes
Task 2: 10-11 minutes

Timing of both tasks begins from the candidate’s first utterance.
The two tasks are timed independently of each other.
Performance 2022

Many centres this year entered only one or two candidates, and, as a result, not all stimulus
cards were used at that centre. However, if centres plan to use this material for practice exams,
they should note that all stimulus cards make similar demands of candidates.

Task 1 — Discussion of a theme

Candidates should be aware that 12 of the 30 marks available for this part of the exam are
awarded for “Knowledge and understanding of society and culture”. In order to access the top
band for this mark grid, candidates need to offer “Relevant, perceptive ideas consistently
supported by pertinent information / examples / references”. These need to be “consistently
focused on the Russian-speaking cultural and social context”. In addition, they need to offer
“Analysis of the Russian-speaking cultural and social context demonstrated by consistently
developed and justified arguments and viewpoints” and draw “convincing conclusions”.

In order to do this, candidates need to demonstrate knowledge which goes beyond the anecdotal
and which reflects research into and understanding of the topic being discussed. The focus of
the discussion should be Russia (Themes 1, 3 and 4) or the Russian-speaking world (Theme 2).
If the candidate is discussing Theme 2, it is sufficient to refer only to examples from Russia in
order to access the full range of marks available. There is no requirement to go beyond Russia to
other areas of the Russian-speaking world, though of course candidates may do so if they wish.

A significant number of candidates this year did not offer sufficient information / examples /
references to access the full range of marks available for “Knowledge and understanding of
society and culture”, instead relying on general knowledge. These candidates often ran out of
material to discuss. Many candidates spoke only in general terms rather than focusing on Russia
/ the Russian-speaking context. This was particularly true of answers to cards 1, 2 and 3, where
candidates often offered only anecdotal information based on general knowledge and often lost
sight of the Russian-speaking context. Some candidates who had card 7, 8 or 9 began by
referring to either Moscow or St Petersburg, but later in the conversation lost focus on the
situation in the city they had studied and began to discuss, for example, homelessness or the
environment in only general terms.



However, very many candidates were well-prepared and were able to offer facts, figures and
specific examples to support the points they made. Such performances were very pleasing.
These candidates had clearly researched the A level Russian topics and themes and were able to
talk with confidence and conviction about the themes and topics they were discussing.

The teacher/examiner has a significant role to play here. It is important that the
teacher/examiner’s questions:
e Encourage the candidate to offer information relevant to Russia / the Russian-speaking
context
e Encourage the candidate to offer opinion and analysis.

Both teacher/examiners and candidates should know that the statements and questions on the
cards are phrased so that candidates can bring into the discussion any relevant information they
have. Examples of the type of information that candidates might offer is given in the mark
scheme, but these are only examples; there are no “right” or “wrong” answers and markers
always seek to give candidates as much credit as possible for the information they offer. Any
relevant information, facts, figures, examples etc. are credited.

Important:

Teacher/examiners and candidates should be aware that candidates are expected to ask a
question or questions as part of the Task 1 discussion (Pearson GCE Russian A level
specification, p.21). The teacher/examiner’s response to any questions should be brief. Many
candidates this year did not ask a question in this section of the test.

Comments on stimulus cards

Stimulus RU1 was a popular card, and on occasion answered well. However, many candidates
were not able to offer much information related to the situation regarding health in Russia,
instead talking only in general terms. Such candidates were often not able to access the top
boxes of the grid for “Knowledge and understanding of Russian-speaking society and culture”
which requires the candidate to maintain focus “predominantly” (7-9) or “consistently” (10-12)
on the Russian-speaking cultural and social context.

Stimulus RU2: Not many candidates were tested on this card but, of those who were, many were
able to demonstrate good knowledge of the Russian education system, often mentioning the
EI'D, the curriculum, the use of technology and extra-curricular activities as advantages of the
Russian education system.

Stimulus RU3: This card was generally well-answered by candidates. Many were able to offer
Russian-specific examples in support of the arguments they made when discussing equality. The
second part of both statements prompted candidates to talk about unemployment and, again,
many were able to offer specific examples in support of the points they made.

Stimulus RU4: Relatively few candidates chose this card. Those who did, though, usually found
a good deal to say about the media, often referring to the current situation in different countries
in the Russian-speaking world and choosing appropriate and interesting examples.

Stimulus RUS: A number of candidates were able to offer relevant information about classical
music and music in general in the Russian-speaking world, naming composers, orchestras and
artists by name. However, the majority offered only generic information and had little to say
other than classical music is not as popular as modern music in the Russian-speaking world.
Often the teacher/examiner’s questions did not encourage the candidate to focus on the Russian-
speaking world; questions such as “What music do you like?” are not always helpful, whereas a



question such as “Tell me about your favourite Russian composer / artist” can be effective in
helping candidates to demonstrate knowledge of the Russian-speaking world.

Stimulus RU6. This was a popular choice and candidates who chose this topic could usually talk
in some detail about both IlepBoe mas and other festivals and holidays. When answering the
second question for each statement, many candidates mentioned the role of Jlens moGemp! in
remembering those who fought for their country.

Stimulus RU7. Not many candidates were tested on this card. The majority of candidates made
it clear which city (Moscow or St Petersburg) they had studied, though some did not.
Candidates should know that they are expected to offer information about only one city, there is
no expectation that they will be able to talk about both. The same is true of cards 8 and 9, too.
Candidates often mentioned housing issues, access to green spaces and the cost of living and
many were able to support the points they made with specific examples.

Stimulus RU8: Many candidates demonstrated good knowledge of the situation of homeless
people in Moscow or St Petersburg with many mentioning the work of Hounexxka and other
charities. On occasion, the teacher/examiner led the candidate away from the Russian context by
asking questions such as “Do you do anything to help homeless people?”’; such questions are
best avoided as they probably do not encourage a UK-based candidate to offer information
about Moscow or St Petersburg.

Stimulus RU9: Not many candidates were tested on this card, but those who were usually
offered information relevant to Moscow or St Petersburg such as the city’s parks and initiatives
to improve the environment. Negative effects on residents’ health included air and water
pollution.

Stimulus RU10: Most candidates were able to talk in some detail about Perestroika, and most of
those who were tested on this card chose statement A, mentioning the positive effects of
Perestroika. Many also mentioned the role Perestroika played in the collapse of the USSR;
opinion was divided as to whether this was a positive or a negative consequence of the policy.

Stimulus RU11: As for stimulus RU10, well-prepared candidates often scored highly and the
less well-prepared stuck to broad generalisations. Candidates could usually give a good account
of Glasnost’ and were able to give examples of both the positive and negative consequences of
the reforms in the USSR at this time.

Stimulus RU12: Candidates often demonstrated good knowledge of the events surrounding the
August putsch and its consequences, but some were not really aware of what happened beyond a
superficial level. The strongest candidates were able to support what they said with facts and
figures, dates and examples.



Task 2: Presentation and discussion of Independent Research Project

Choice of topic:

Almost without exception, candidates chose a suitable topic for the IRP i.e., one related to the
Russian-speaking cultural and social context. On occasion the candidate chose a topic which
related to the Russian-speaking context initially, but drifted into more general, global issues.
Often topics relating to technology or the environment were prone to do this. On occasion the
topic title was a little vague (e.g. “Schools in Russia”) and did not allow the candidate to
explore issues and offer specific detail.

Please note that the topic for the IRP must not be one of the texts or films that the candidate has
studied for Paper 9RU02.

Many candidates followed the advice in the document “A level Russian — ideas for the
independent research project” (available on the Pearson Edexcel website) to phrase the title of
and treat the topic in a way which allowed them to access all bands of the mark scheme. In order
to be able to demonstrate the ability to “develop and justify arguments and viewpoints”, it is
often helpful to phrase the topic as a question, for example “Why did...?”” or “To what
extent...?”.

As in 2019, there were many well-researched topics offered by candidates this year. Many
candidates demonstrated excellent knowledge of topics such as Perestroika, the USSR and its
collapse, the Romanov dynasty and the Emancipation of the Serfs. Many chose a person as the
subject of their IRP, for example Tchaikovsky, Mikhail Kalashnikov, Mikhail Gorbachev and
Carl Fabergé. Other interesting choices of topic included Lawn Tennis in Russia, Lake Baikal,
Russian Avant-garde art, “Was Gogol’ a realist or a surrealist?”, “Was collectivisation a
necessary evil?” and “Baba Yaga — good or evil?”.

Part 1 — introduction

A significant number of candidates failed to mention in their introduction the Russian written
sources they had used. Instead, they often gave an overview of their chosen topic and then
began to talk through their ‘findings’ from the RP3 form. Some candidates mentioned the
sources they had used but failed to analyse these, or to give a personal reaction to them. A few
candidates gave presentations which went beyond two minutes and therefore not all the
information they gave on their sources could be credited.

It is essential that candidates are aware of the requirements of this part of the test. If only one
Russian written source is referred to by name during the introduction, then a maximum of 3
marks of 12 can be awarded. If no Russian written sources are referred to by name during the
presentation, then 0 marks are awarded for this part of the test.

Part 2 — discussion of the IRP

The majority of teacher/examiners conducted a sympathetic discussion of the IRP, using the
headings on the RP3 form to help them formulate their questions. Teacher/examiners generally
allowed and encouraged candidates to show the full extent of their knowledge of the topic they
had chosen, and followed the list of candidate’s findings to ensure that the conversation was
going in the intended direction. Most teacher/examiners respected the timing of this section of
the test.

As for Task 1, teacher/examiners and candidates should be aware that candidates are expected
to ask a question or questions as part of the Task 2 discussion (Pearson GCE Russian A level
specification, p.21). The teacher/examiner’s response to any questions should be brief. Many
candidates this year did not ask a question in this section of the test.



Adyvice for teacher/examiners (Tasks 1 and 2):

e Do not speak too much, keep teacher/examiner intervention to a minimum

e Respect the timing of the exam

e InTask 1, ask the questions exactly as they are written on the teacher/examiner
version of the stimulus card

e Encourage the candidate to offer knowledge and understanding that relates to
Russia/the Russian-speaking context as appropriate (in both parts of the test)

e Ask questions which encourage the candidate to give a critical response to the topics
discussed

e Make sure that candidates know that they should ask a question or questions in both
Task 1 and Task 2

e Make sure that candidates choose a suitable topic for the IRP i.e., one rooted in the
Russian-speaking context

e Make sure that candidates understand the requirements of Task 2 Part 1 (presentation
on the IRP)

e Use the headings on the RP3 form to develop discussion of the IRP.

The majority of centres this year followed the instructions for the conduct and for the
submission of the speaking test and provided the necessary documentation, including a copy of
the RP3 form (one per candidate). Copies of these documents, together with the “Administrative
support guide — conducting speaking tests” document are available on the Pearson website
(https://qualifications.pearson.com). Nearly all the tests received this year were of suitable
recording quality.

Where a test is too short it may not be possible for the candidate to access the full range of
marks available. Similarly, if the guidance as to the topics to be covered is not followed, the
candidate may not be able to access all of the mark grids. It is therefore essential that the
teacher/examiner is aware of the requirements of 9RU03, as incorrectly conducted tests
can adversely affect the candidate’s mark. As mentioned previously, further advice about the
conduct of the test can be found on the Pearson website.

General — preparation of candidates for the 9RU03 exam:

e Share the mark grids and the indicative content for the SAMs material and previous
speaking tests with candidates, so that they are familiar with the requirements of the
exam

e Ensure that candidates practise asking questions during the exam

e Ensure that candidates have a “bank” of examples and information that they can use
to demonstrate knowledge of Russia (Themes 1, 3 and 4) and the Russian-speaking
world (Theme 2). Examples of the type of knowledge that might be used in Task 1 can
be found in the indicative content in the mark schemes for 9RUO3

e Ensure that candidates practise preparing and responding to the speaking test cards in
timed conditions

e Provide candidates with generic phrases and topic-specific vocabulary that can be used
in the exam

e Engage the candidate in genuine conversation by responding to what the candidate
says and encouraging the candidate to develop and to build on what they say.

Recording and submitting the tests



Follow the instructions in the “Administrative support guide — conducting speaking
tests” document available on the Pearson website (https://qualifications.pearson.com)
Ensure that the recording equipment used is suitable and will provide a clear recording
of the candidate’s performance



A level Russian Themes and sub-themes:

Tema 1: Pa3Butue poccuiickoro oouiecTsa
Theme 1 is set in the context of Russia only.

Sub-theme 1:
o JXu3np poccuiickoil Monoaéxu
310pOBBE; OTABIX; HOBBIE TEXHOJIOTHH.

Sub-theme 2:
e OOpasoBanue
Cucrema 00pa30BaHMs; )KU3Hb POCCUHUCKHUX ITKOJEHUKOB.

Sub-theme 3:

e Mup Tpyna
OTHoOLIEHNE K TPpyAy, BO3MOXHOCTHU JIJI1 MOJIOABIX POCCUSAH,; PAaBHOIIPABUC.

Tema 2: IloamTHyecKkasi U Xy10:KeCTBEHHAS KYJbTYPa B PyCCKOSI3bIYHOM MUpe
Theme 2 is set in the context of the Russian-speaking world.

Sub-theme 1:
e CpencTBa MaccoBoi HH(OpMAITHH
CBo00/a BEIpaXEHHST; TIeYaTHAsI U OHJIAWH Tpecca; BIUSIHUE Ha OOIIECTBO U MOJIUTHKY.

Sub-theme 2:
® MaccoBas KyJibTypa
My3bIKa, HUPK U TaHEL.

Sub-theme 3:
o [Ipa3nnuky, pecTuBam U TpaIULUN
dectuBany; Mpa3aHUKY; 00bBIYaN; TPATUIHH

Tema 3: MockBa uin Cankt-IleTepOypr - I3MeHeHuUsl B :KM3HU 00JIbIIOT0 POCCHIICKOT0
ropoaa
Theme 3 is set in the context of Russia only.

Sub-theme 1:
e lI3MeHeHue HaceneHus
JKusHb B ropoje; JKU3Hb B IPUTOPOIaXx.

Sub-theme 2:
e OOmIeCTBeHHBIE MTPOOJIEMBI
be3toMHOCTB; MPECTYMHOCTb.

Sub-theme 3;
e Okpysxaromias cpena
PexoHCTPYKIMS U 6J1aroycTpoicTBa rOpoia; 3arps3HeHHE.

Tema 4: Iocaegnne roast CCCP — M.C. I'op6aués (1985-1991)
Theme 4 is set in the context of Russia only.

Sub-theme 1:
e [lepectpoiika
UTo BEI3BANIO MEPECTPOUKY; SKOHOMUIECCKUE N3MEHEHHUS, HCXOIEI.



Sub-theme 2:
e ['macHOCTE
YT0 BBI3BAJIO ITIACHOCTH; OOIIECTBEHHBIE U3MEHEHUS, UCXObI.

Sub-theme 3:
e 1991 rox
[pobnemsr it CCCP x Havany 1991 r.; mytu B aBrycre; pacag CCCP.

Pearson Education Limited. Registered company number 872828
with its registered office at 80 Strand, London, WC2R ORL, United Kingdom



