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Introduction 
On this paper, candidates were assessed on their ability to communicate effectively through 
writing in Turkish. 
They were expected to write effectively for a variety of purposes across a range of specified 
contexts and to show competency in several areas: 
 
Communication for different purposes and in different settings to interest, inform 
and convince 
 

• to describe and narrate in short and more extended texts in a clear and coherent 
way to convey meaning, give information, present facts, key points, express and 
justify ideas and opinions 

• translate a passage  
 
Language 

• write simple sentences in familiar language and use a variety of vocabulary and 
grammatical structures with some complexity accurately and fluently 

• use present, past and future tenses  
• use appropriate style and register 

 
The Paper 
 

• the assessment time was one hour and twenty minutes  
• the use of dictionaries was not permitted 
• the instructions to candidates were all in Turkish  

 
The Questions 

• there were two open questions and a translation from English to Turkish..  
• candidates had to answer all questions with two questions presenting two options.  
• recommended word counts were specified for each open question 
• each question was set in a context drawn from the themes and topics 
• tasks featured general content that was familiar and accessible to all candidates 
• the length required of each response and the complexity of language increased across 

the paper 
 

Assessment 
Candidates’ ability was assessed accordingly 

• question 1: convey information, narrate, express opinions, interest and convince. 
Candidates had to use the informal register. This question was common to the 
foundation tier. 

• question 2: convey information. Candidates had to use the formal register 
• question 3: translate a short passage from English to Turkish. The individual 

sentences were ordered in increasing level of difficulty 
 

Candidates were not penalised for exceeding or falling short of the word limit or for 
going beyond the mandatory bullet points. 

 
Question 1 (a) 
This question had the theme of Identity and Culture and the topic of friendship. Candidates were 
given four bullet points within the context of an email responding to a friend’s questions about 
candidates’ opinions on friendship. The question had to be answered using present, past and future 
time frames. 
 
This question was less popular than 1(b). 
 
The vast majority of answers were well done with a majority of candidates achieving in the top 2 
bands. Those who scored well showed a good understanding of the bullet points and gave opinions 



 

which they could justify. It was clear candidates had been taught well to answer this style of 
question and a majority answered the points in equal length. 
 
The first two bullet points were done well with many using the present (continues) tense followed by 
the present (aorist) tense to give an opinion in answer to the second bullet point. For the third bullet 
point, some candidates preferred to write less about what they have done in their spare times with 
their best friends and rather bring up qualities they considered important in a good friend. 
 
Nearly all candidates answered the fourth bullet point about weekend plans with their best friends. A 
few wrote in excess of 150 words. These tended to be the more able candidates. However, 
unfortunately more mistakes were made towards the end of the piece, which became self-
penalising. 
 
Knowledge of past and future tenses was generally sound. There was a high level of language used 
in most answers with the occasional idiom which was very appealing. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

Question 1 (b) 

The theme of this question was use of, advantages and disadvantages Social media and technology 

in daily life. Candidates were given four bullet points within the context of an email communication 

with a friend about benefits and difficulties of social media. The question had to be answered using 

present, past and future time frames. 

 

This question was more popular than Q1 (a). 

 

A majority of candidates seemed to enjoy writing about their experiences of social media. Writing 

about their knowledge in use of smart phones and their benefits in answer to the second bullet 

point, which they did very well. Some candidates gave a very good answer to the third bullet point, 

explaining how the social media could be harmful with carless use and so justifying having a new 

technology and using it everyday life, which was perfectly acceptable. But some candidates found 

the third bullet point very challenging and gave answers such as misuse of technology in the future 

rather than an opinion. Some candidates combined the last two bullet points, which was fine if it was 

clear that they had answered bullet point three within that response. 

 

Knowledge of past and future tense was generally sound. There was a high level of language used in 

most answers with the occasional idiom, which was very appealing. In the less good attempts, there 

were basic mistakes in tenses, and complex language was inaccurate. 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 

Question 2 (a) 
 
This question had the theme of Future aspirations, study and work. Candidates were given four 
bullet points within the context of writing a persuasive letter to their teacher for organising a 
seminar about new career opportunities and professions in their schools. They had to write 130 – 
150 words. With a formal register the question had to be answered using present, past and future 
time frames. 
 
This question was more popular than Q2 (b). 
 
There was a good number of candidates who answered this question very well. They entered into 
the spirit of the task by using persuasive language, which was most pleasing. 
 
Understandings varied between traditional and modern-day professions, but a majority of candidates 
were very well focused on importance of the organising a seminar about future career for young 
people. Therefore, for bullet point three, examples of how this would share the tasks at their 
presentation about seminar, which was perfectly acceptable and pleasingly original. The second 
bullet point was answered well and even if candidates clearly did not know how to organise a 
seminar before, they invented one, which was very creative. Performance on the fourth bullet point 
was very good where a majority of candidates really evaluating the importance of the seminar. 
There were some lovely idiomatic expressions. A good number of candidates had learnt introductory 
phrases and complex opinions that were used to good effect along with some idiomatic vocabulary 
that some very able candidates produced. This made their scripts pleasant to read and should be 
generally encouraged. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 

Question 2 (b) 
 
This question dealt with the theme of school actıvıtıes and the topic of school trips. There are four 
bullet points to be responded to within the context of writing an article for a website about the 
importance and future of education. Candidates had to write 130 – 150 words. The question had to 
be answered using present, past and future time frames. 
 
This question was less popular than Q2 (a). 
 
A majority of candidates who preferred to answer this question were seemingly understood well the 
context, both in terms of how to tackle the bullet points and the theme of school. There was quite a 
lot of creativity within such a formal question, which was refreshing. A majority of candidates 
attempted the first two bullet points well, finding different reasons for each. Several candidates were 
passionate about the going a school trip to Antalya and that was lovely to read about. Equally, some 
clearly had fond memories of previous experiences and were able to express these successfully. The 
fourth bullet point was tackled well by some candidates, who gave a range of interesting examples 
of participating a school trip, and it effect on improving social communication skills in the future. 
 
In addition, a few candidates managed to weave in something to do with the environment, which 
was not relevant. For bullet point four, some candidates chose to write about their future education 
and career rather than benefit of educational activities such as camping. 
 
The level of language in some pieces was very high indeed including the subjunctive and idioms. 

However, there was some consistent misspelling in use of future tense endings line “düzenliycez” 

instead of “düzenleyeceğiz”. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

Question 3 
This question addressed the theme of Local area, holiday and travel and the topic of eating out. 
Candidates had to translate a passage from English to Turkish. 
 
There were some excellent attempts at this question showing good knowledge of vocabulary as well 
as higher level constructions. A majority of candidates were quite accurate in their translation with 
little mistakes. However, some candidates didn’t seem to focus on the word “geleneksel” for 
meaning of “traditional” not “tarihi” (historical) or “kültürel” (cultural) that contextually irrelevant in 
the passage. Some candidates also scrambled “classmates” (sınıf arkadaşları) with “schoolmates” 
(okul arkadaşları) but there was not much effect on obstructing the understanding. In generally 
candidates were very fluent and happy with the passage to translate into Turkish. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 



 

Summary 

• Q 1 and 2 adhere to the word limit to allow time more time to think about what 
each bullet point requires or to make sure all bullet points are covered 

• Q 1 and 2 don’t spend too much time on first bullet points; leave time for the 
others  

• Q1 and 2 refer to the bullet points to make sure it is clear you are answering 
them 

• Q1 and 2 write only what is relevant to the bullet points, so as to spend time 
fulfilling the requirements of the task with clarity. 

• Q4, translate every element and avoid paraphrasing by dividing the English 
passage into smaller parts 

• Leave time at the end to check language, especially verbs and, if complex 
structures are used, their accuracy. 
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