@ Pearson

Edexcel

Examiners’ Report
Principal Examiner Feedback

Summer 2019

Pearson Edexcel GCSE
In Russian (1RUOQ) Paper 1H: Listening
and Understanding in Russian



Edexcel and BTEC Qualifications

Edexcel and BTEC qualifications are awarded by Pearson, the UK's largest awarding
body. We provide a wide range of qualifications including academic, vocational, occupational
and specific programmes for employers. For further information visit our qualifications
websites at www.edexcel.com or www.btec.co.uk. Alternatively, you can get in touch with us
using the details on our contact us page at www.edexcel.com/contactus.

Pearson: helping people progress, everywhere

Pearson aspires to be the world’'s leading learning company. Our aim is to help everyone
progress in their lives through education. We believe in every kind of learning, for all kinds of
people, wherever they are in the world. We've been involved in education for over 150 years,
and by working across 70 countries, in 100 languages, we have built an international
reputation for our commitment to high standards and raising achievement through
innovation in education. Find out more about how we can help you and your students at:
WWW.pearson.com/uk

Grade Boundaries

Grade boundaries for all papers can be found on the website at:
https://qualifications.pearson.com/en/support/support-topics/results-certification/grade-bou
ndaries.html

Summer 2019

Publications Code 1TRUO_1H_1906_ER

All the material in this publication is copyright
© Pearson Education Ltd 2019


http://www.edexcel.com/
http://www.btec.co.uk/
http://www.edexcel.com/contactus
http://www.pearson.com/uk
https://qualifications.pearson.com/en/support/support-topics/results-certification/grade-boundaries.html
https://qualifications.pearson.com/en/support/support-topics/results-certification/grade-boundaries.html

Introduction

This is the first examination of the revised GCSE and as such there are differences
between the new specification and the legacy GCSE. The qualification is now
divided into Foundation and Higher papers. There are 10 questions at Higher
Level, covering grades 5-9 and the paper is worth 50 marks, (25% of the overall
grade). The number of open-ended tasks in English has increased to 3, worth a
total of 20 marks. There are also two questions in the target language accounting
for 10 marks, previously there were no questions in the target language. There
are also new topic areas such as the global dimension and voluntary work.
Generally, students were prepared for the new test types and topics but some of
the new requirements proved challenging for some students and the open-ended
questions, requiring answers in English, proved daunting for less successful
students. Students performed well across the paper as a whole and there were
some excellent performances. There was evidence of some good listening and
exam skills. Many students had used the five minutes reading time well
(underlining key words in the title, rubric and questions, annotating questions),
generally using the time to anticipate what they were about to hear. The
questions that were intended to discriminate did so, many students understood
enough, and felt confident enough, to attempt the whole paper but there were
blank answers for the whole or parts of questions 6, 7 and 9 (open ended
questions in English). There were some students who were unable to cope with
the demands of the paper - the increase in difficulty as they progressed through
led some to give up. These students would have possibly benefited from taking
the Foundation rather than the Higher paper.

Comments on individual questions.

Questions 1-4 are overlap questions found on both the 1F and 1H papers and
included the two questions in Russian. At Higher level, performance on these
questions was generally better, but errors made were similar to those on the
Foundation level paper.

Questions 1 and 2 were in the target language. Students were generally more
successful in answering Question 1, with 1 (a) and (d) being the most commonly
correct and 1 (e) being the most challenging. A surprising number of students (at
both Foundation and Higher), who seemed to have understood the rubric, entered
a word for answer 1 (e) which did not appear in the box. The word “BeTeprHapomM”
appeared frequently. Many were unable to use linguistic clues or context to arrive
at the correct answer. Question 2 proved challenging for all but the most
successful students. This task required students to process what they heard and
match what they heard with a defining adjective, eg 2 (a), the best fit from the
list of adjectives on the list given, having heard, “ouyeHb cMelwHasda, “"HMKOrga He
rpyctHasa" and “Bcé Bpems ynblibaetca v, would be, * Becénasa . A number of
students had clearly not understood the rubric for these two questions and
attempted to answer either with words outside the choices they were given or in
English.

Question 3 proved difficult for some students, parts 3 (iii) and 3 (iv) were the
most accessible. Parts 3(i) and 3(ii) relied on understanding inference. This
multiple choice question required careful listening to identify correct and incorrect
choices for each part of the question and also the ability to process information.



Question 4 included two inference questions. More successful students picked

out the cognates or near cognates “rpynnbl”, “amepukaHues™ and “cyBeHupsbl" as
clues to D - Tourism. G - Celebrations was the least accessible answer.

Question 5 was multiple choice and was generally well done by students who
listened to the whole passage. Students need to be aware that at this level, more
than one choice will be heard, and that ticking an answer because they recognise
a word will lead them to incorrect answers. In Question 5(i) some students failed
to recognise or understand, “ewé 6bicTpee” to indicate that going by bus was a
better option. Part (iii) required students to deduce the answer from a list of
typical Russian dishes they were given “6opL, nenbMeHbl, BKyCHble 6/1nHbI..." to
guide them to answer D - “typically Russian”.

Question 8 was also multiple choice, parts a(i), b(i) and b(ii) proved more
accessible. Again, students needed to deduce the correct answers from what they
heard. In Question 8b(ii), students needed to link "HanTn cebe cnoHcopa.... Ha
6yaywee", with the concept of Artyom furthering his career. Similarly, inference
had to be drawn from “no moemy MHeHuto" to guide the student to the fact that
Artyom was confident - 8a (iii) and that “oHa (My3bika) aenaeT Haw Mup nyyuwe®
implies music can benefit everyone - 8b (iii).

Question 10 was testing students at Grade 9, therefore going beyond the A*
equivalent. Students can therefore expect the linguistic content and level of
vocabulary - including words which are not on the vocabulary list - to be more
sophisticated and challenging than in previous tests. The emphasis is on drawing
inference from a relatively long extract and students are advised not to approach
this question as a translation exercise. The most successful students were those
who grasped the significance of “"Bce nonyu4atoT XopoLwime 1 nNaoxXme oLeHKu - gaxe
a.” for guidance towards answer A in Question 10 (i). “Y Heé ecTb Nt06UMUMKN”
was an extra clue to Vadim’s teacher speaking “He no Teme" implying
unprofessional behaviour. In Question 10 (i), A was the most common correct
answer and in Question 10 (b) it was B, where “TBos Xu3Hb, TBOE 6yayuiee"
steered a large number of students towards the correct answer. Given the level of
difficulty demanded of a Grade 9 question, students coped well.

As always, the open-ended questions requiring answers in English proved a good
discriminator. There were some excellent performances from more successful
students on these questions but they proved difficult for less successful students.
Students’ responses often indicated they had understood the gist of the extracts,
although lack of attention to detail cost students marks. Only the most successful
students were able to supply the detail and accuracy required at this level.

The incline in difficulty was evident - the majority of students attempted and
scored on Question 6, but in Question 7 and Question 9 there were more blank
spaces and some students failed to score. Where students did not understand the
extract, many either looked for single lexical items that might fit the question or
came up with answers that weren’t in the extract. Some common items of
vocabulary were not known or confused with other words. It should be borne in
mind that Question 7 targets Grade 7 and Question 9 Grades 8/9, however, all
students should be encouraged to attempt all questions. They should attempt,
insofar as it is reasonable to do so, to provide plausible answers to the questions
set.

In Question 6 (a) many students understood that this was the first meeting of its
kind in a Russian school. In 6 (b) students were given credit if they conveyed that
the gifts were shown or displayed to the wider school community. There were



some instances of the question having been misread, where students stated what
kind of gifts had been brought. Question 6 (c) allowed many students to score one
mark, but only the most successful conveyed that someone other than the
Russian children cared about the future of tigers. 6 (d) required students to imply
going to or visiting China - living in or working in were too far removed from
“noexatb B Knutan". The least successful students did not register the reference
to China for this question and assumed Volodya wanted to work on environmental
issues.

Question 7 had a number of familiar topics at its root, but lack of attention to
detail and lack of precision again cost students marks. For example, in (c) some
students did not grasp the use of negation, " He Bceraa" and “He Tak, 4To6bI" and
assumed he had wanted to work in theatre. Others assumed he had wanted to be
a languages teacher. A surprising number of students seemed not to recognise
the word “poanncsa®™ , even backed up by “B 1979 roay” in (a), and offered a range
of tenuous links between Igor’ and Germany. 7 (b) was well answered, as was 7
(d). For 7 (e) some students did not register that the key word in the question
was “How” and answered that he went on to work in a theatre or in Moscow.

In Question 9, part (b) proved more demanding than part (a), as only the most
successful students paid enough attention to detail to score both marks on a
two-mark question. The text was also relatively long. The text contained a
number of cognates and semi cognates - “akTépbI", “nonynsapHoro",
“TeneBM3NOHHOro cepmana“, “knnHukax", “onepauma”, “ HopMmanbHyk", and so
on. There were also many familiar items of vocabulary which were perhaps being
used in an unfamiliar context. In part (a) (ii) a number of students did not focus
in on “3a rpaHnuen” and confused “knnHukax®, suggesting the children were
“clinically ill”. “HeTbipHaguaTuneTHasa" posed few problems in part (a) (iii) and (a)
(iv) was also well answered. In Part (b) students needed to pay great attention to
detail and ensure the answers they gave were logical. In (b) (i) a pleasing number
of students answered that the event had been sold out (as opposed to having sold
many tickets) but could not gain the second mark because they merely stated
tickets were expensive, instead of linking the two pieces of information in a
sensible way with “but”, “in spite of”, “although” and so on. The idea that we
know the event was popular because the tickets were expensive does not really
make sense. In 9 (b) (ii) many students understood that the celebrities were not
how they had expected, for which they were awarded one mark. However, they
failed to develop this idea and explain that bad characters were actually nice
people. 9 (b) (iii) was well answered, with many students understanding the

semi-cognates, “aBTtorpados" and “doToceccmnen®.
For this paper, students need to:

carefully read the questions

be able to understand the questions in Russian and look for linguistic clues
recognise familiar language in unfamiliar contexts

listen to the whole rather than focus in on individual items of vocabulary
recognise the use of negation

recognise the use of tenses and time indicators

pay attention to detail, give full rather than partial answers

have a sound knowledge of vocabulary

express themselves clearly and unambiguously when writing in English and
relate their answers to what is heard in the extract

apply logic

read over and correct their answers



