
Cambridge International Advanced Subsidiary Level 
8682 French Language June 2023 

Principal Examiner Report for Teachers 
 

  © 2023 

FRENCH LANGUAGE 
 
 

Paper 8682/01 
Speaking 

 
 
Key messages 
 
For teachers/examiners: 
 
• Keep to the timings prescribed for the examination (see below). 
• Prompt candidates to ask questions during/at the end of each conversation section but keep your own 

answers brief. A candidate cannot qualify for marks while the examiner is speaking. 
• More than one question per section is required for candidates to qualify for full marks under Seeking 

Information/Opinions and examiners should be prepared to prompt candidates for several questions to 
enable them to have access to the full range of marks. 

• Candidates’ questions should relate to the topic under discussion. Please see the Mark Scheme. 
• Cover a range of topics (not just a single topic) in the General Conversation, some in depth, vary 

questions and topics from one candidate to another, be prepared to identify and follow the interests and 
passions of the candidate (not your own), and keep your own contributions to a minimum.  

• Create as natural a conversation as possible, interact with the candidate and avoid lists of pre-prepared 
questions, especially those which elicit one-word or purely factual answers. 

• Avoid topics of a highly personal or sensitive nature. 
• Ask questions at an appropriate level and avoid IGCSE-type questions except as openers to fuller 

discussion. 
• Ask questions clearly and concisely. Elaborate and/or unclear questions tend to confuse and unnerve 

candidates. 
• It is the examiner’s responsibility to introduce the candidate at the beginning of the examination, not the 

candidate’s. 
• It is not helpful to use ‘Maintenant, présente-toi...’ as an opener for the General Conversation, as this 

tends to restrict discussion to a very narrow range of subjects. (It is not a requirement of the 
examination for candidates to give their profile at the beginning. It does not qualify for marks and takes 
up valuable time.) 

• If the candidate’s Topic Presentation is not related to a francophone country or society, the mark for 
Content/Presentation must be halved.  

 
For candidates: 
 
• Make sure that the presentation is not just factual but contains ideas and opinions and also allows 

further discussion in the Topic Conversation. 
• Make sure that the Topic Presentation lasts the prescribed 3 – 3½ minutes. 
• Ask questions of the examiner in both conversation sections and make every effort to ask more than 

one question on the topic or topics under discussion in order to qualify for the full range of marks under 
Seeking Information/Opinions. Make sure your questions are relevant to the topic under discussion. 

• Remember that the Topic Presentation must make clear reference to a francophone culture or society: 
The presentation must demonstrate the candidate’s knowledge of the contemporary society or cultural 
heritage of a country where the target language is spoken. This must be more than a passing reference, 
and candidates who live in a francophone country and who speak about an aspect of their own culture 
must make it clear beyond doubt the country to which they are referring.  

• Candidates are advised that it is better not to ask the examiner direct questions during the Topic 
Presentation, as they disrupt the flow of the Presentation and do not count towards Seeking 
Information/Opinions in the conversation sections. 

• Rhetorical questions are not a requirement of the Test, but they may constitute, if desired, an 
appropriate part of the Presentation. However, candidates should be aware that they do not count 
towards Seeking Information/Opinions in the conversation sections. 
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• It is not in the spirit of the Test that candidates ask their teacher/examiner for key (or indeed any) 
vocabulary. 

 
 
General comments 
 
It is important for Examiners to remember that this examination is an opportunity for candidates to show what 
they have learnt and a chance for them to express and develop their own ideas and opinions. Examiners 
should see their role as providing and facilitating this opportunity. 
 
The way in which an Examiner asks a question can make a huge difference to how a candidate is able to 
respond. Examiners need to be aware that: 
 

• Very long, complex questions tend to unnerve candidates and rarely facilitate discussion. 
• Closed questions usually elicit short answers, sometimes just yes or no, and should be avoided 

unless they are intended to open the way for a deeper discussion. 
• Open questions such as Comment? or Pourquoi? are more likely to allow a candidate the freedom to 

answer at much greater length and in greater depth. 

The examination should be a conversation, which can only be achieved by engaging with and responding to 
what the candidate says, not by asking a series of entirely unrelated questions with no follow-up. Going 
through a list of pre-prepared questions rarely results in a natural conversation and is not in the spirit of the 
examination. 
 
Administration 
 
Recordings 
 

• Recordings this year were mainly clear, though there are still examples of faulty recording equipment. 
Examiners must check the equipment before using it and ensure that the microphone favours the 
candidate without losing the examiner’s own contribution. There were a number of centres where the 
examiner was loud and clear, whereas the candidate(s) distant and hard to hear. 

• Please choose a room which is quiet and where candidates are not distracted by external noise. 
Every year there are centres where there is excessive background noise. 

• Only the examiner and the candidate should be present during the Test. If a third person is required 
to be present, for example a carer, permission must be obtained in advance from Cambridge 
Assessment. 

• Centres should keep a copy of the recording(s) in case a second copy is required by the moderator 
or a broader range of marks is requested. 

• Where centres use digital recording software, each candidate’s file must be saved individually, 
as .mp files, and finalised correctly, so that each candidate’s examination can be accessed for 
moderation. Files should be identified using precise candidate details (see the paragraph below) 
rather than just ‘number 1, 2’ etc. 

• Centres are reminded that the sample of recordings they submit should represent candidates 
throughout the range of the entry, from highest to lowest. For the size of sample needed, please see 
the details in the syllabus booklet. 

• There are always centres which submit their moderation samples long after the deadline has passed 
and a considerable time after the exams were carried out. Such late submissions cause 
considerable delays in the moderation process and can even delay issuing results. 

 
Submit for Assessment 
 

• The vast majority of centres had no difficulty in successfully uploading paperwork and recordings. 
• Some centres save sound files in formats other than .mp files and Working Mark Sheets in formats 

which cannot be opened. 
• Centres must make sure that sound files and Working Mark Sheets are uploaded at the same time. 
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Paperwork 
 

• There were a number of clerical errors, either in the addition of marks or in transferring the total mark 
to Submit for Assessment. These processes should be checked carefully before submission.  

• Centres are reminded that for moderation, in addition to the recordings, they need to submit the 
Working Mark Sheet and the total mark for each candidate. 

 
Application of Mark Scheme 
 
1 There were irregularities in the application of the Mark Scheme. Several centres awarded marks out of 

10 for Providing and/or Seeking Opinions, when the maximum is 5; others awarded marks for Seeking 
Opinions, even when the candidate had not asked any questions. 

2 The Mark Scheme makes no provision for awarding half marks. Half marks should not be awarded 
under any circumstances. 

3 Many examiners do not halve the mark for Presentation/Content if the candidate’s topic is not 
demonstrably and unequivocally related to a francophone country. 

4 Where a centre engages two examiners to examine the same syllabus, examiners must standardise 
marks before submitting them to CIE for moderation and provide evidence of standardisation having 
taken place. 

 
 
Format of the examination 
 
There are 3 distinct parts to the Speaking Test: 
 
1 Presentation – (3 – 3½ minutes). 
2 Topic Conversation – (7 – 8 minutes). 
3 General Conversation – (8 – 9 minutes). 
 
The Speaking Test should last no more than 20 minutes and no less than 18 minutes in total. 
 
In order to be fair to all candidates across the world, these timings should be observed – where examinations 
are too short, candidates are not given opportunities to show what they can do, and where conversations are 
over-extended, an element of fatigue creeps in and candidates sometimes struggle to maintain their 
concentration and level of language. Both tendencies were evident this series. 
 
Examiners must also remember that the longer they spend on their own contributions, the less time 
candidates have to develop their ideas. Responses to questions asked by candidates should be kept brief. 
Some examiners regard the speaking exam as a platform for their own ideas and an opportunity to display 
their own command of the language. 
 
Presentation (3 to 3½ minutes) 
 
In this part of the examination, the candidate gives a single presentation on a specific topic of his or her 
choice, taken from one of the topic areas listed in the syllabus booklet. This is the only prepared part of the 
examination and the only part for which candidates are able to choose what they want to talk about. There 
were a number of cases this series where candidates spoke on more than one topic. The topic list gives 
candidates a very wide choice – the most popular this year, at both A and AS Levels, were La technologie, 
L’égalité des sexes/des chances, Les medias/réseaux sociaux, Le conflit des générations, Le sport, La 
famille, Le tourisme, L’environnement. More unusual topics included La mortalité en France, SAPE (Société 
des Ambianceurs et des Personnes Elégantes), Le prêt-à-jeter, Le système judiciaire au Canada. Some of 
the most interesting presentations managed to relate their chosen topic to a whole range of social and 
political issues. The best topics are usually those the candidate feels most passionate about. 
 
Most candidates did relate their topics to a francophone country. Where this is not the case, candidates will 
have their mark for Content/Presentation halved by the examiner (see Speaking Test mark scheme). 
 
Since the topic is chosen beforehand, candidates have usually researched quite widely, and have to select 
and structure their material to fit into 3 to 3½ minutes – additional material which cannot be included in the 
actual presentation because of the time constraint may well prove very useful in the topic conversation 
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section. In general, candidates had no problem speaking for the required time and many were able to give 
full and interesting presentations. 
 
Candidates would be well advised to steer clear of very factual subjects e.g. La famille and Le sport. The 
mark scheme criteria for the Content/Presentation element makes it clear that in order to qualify for the full 
range of marks, the presentation should contain not just factual points, but ideas and opinions. Candidates 
need to think carefully before making their final choice and consider whether it will be possible to develop 
and expand their chosen topic. Sport and family, though popular choices, are often the least successful for 
that reason.  
 
Candidates only present ONE topic and the Topic Conversation which follows will seek to develop that same 
topic. 
 
A few candidates this series gave Topic Presentations which were far too short. On the other hand, if a 
candidate goes over time, it is the Examiner’s responsibility to draw the Presentation to a close after 3½ 
minutes. This did not always happen. 
 
Topic Conversation (7 to 8 minutes) 
 
In this section, candidates have the chance to expand on what they have already said and develop ideas 
and opinions expressed briefly during the presentation. Examiners need to avoid asking questions which 
encourage candidates to repeat the material already offered – their aim should be to ask more probing 
questions in order to give candidates opportunities to expand on their original statements and then respond 
to what the candidate says. There are not necessarily ‘right’ answers either here or in the General 
Conversation section and it is in the nature of a genuine conversation that those taking part may not agree 
with opinions expressed. In fact, differences of opinion can create lively debate (if handled sensitively and 
purposefully by the examiner) and can give candidates the opportunity to defend their point of view. 
 
At both A and AS Level, questions should go beyond the sort of questions appropriate at IGCSE Level. 
Candidates need to be able to show that they are capable of taking part in a mature conversation. In some 
cases, candidates were not able to offer much development or sustain the level of language used in their 
presentation, but others were successful in expressing additional ideas and seeking the opinions of the 
examiner. 
 
In each conversation section there are 5 marks available for questions the candidates ask of the examiner: 
they should ask more than one question in each conversation section and it is the examiner’s responsibility 
to prompt them to do so. Examiners should make sure that they do not spend too long on their own answers 
to candidates’ questions, thereby depriving candidates of valuable time. 
 
There were a significant number of exams this series where the candidate asked no questions in the Topic 
Conversation and/or was not prompted to by the examiner, but did ask questions in the General conversation 
and/or was prompted to by the examiner. 
 
Examiners should note that they must indicate the end of the Topic Conversation and the beginning of the 
General Conversation. 
 
General Conversation (8 to 9 minutes) 
 
The General Conversation is the most spontaneous section of the examination. Candidates will have 
prepared their own choice of topic for the Topic Presentation (to be continued in the Topic Conversation), but 
here they do not know what the examiner will choose to discuss (and it is the examiner who chooses, not the 
candidate). Clearly the areas of discussion will be those studied during the course, but there seemed to be 
fewer varied and in-depth discussions this series. In a centre with a number of candidates, candidates should 
not all be asked to talk about the same list of subjects – themes should be varied from candidate to 
candidate and should on no account return to the original subject of the presentation. 
 
This section is intended to be a conversation between examiner and candidate, so it is not appropriate for 
the examiner to ask a series of unrelated questions, to which the candidate responds with a prepared 
answer, after which the examiner moves on to the next question on the list! This amounts to malpractice in 
fact and can endanger the results of the candidates. Examiners should display sensitivity in asking questions 
about topics of a personal nature i.e. religion and personal relationships and should try to keep their 
questions general rather than moving inappropriately into personal areas. Examiners should not regard the 
examination as a platform for imposing their own views on the candidates. 
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Examiners should aim to discuss a minimum of 2 to 3 areas in depth, giving candidates opportunities to offer 
their own opinions and defend them in discussion. Although the section may begin with straightforward 
questions about family, interests or future plans, which can, in themselves, be developed beyond the purely 
factual (questions asking ‘Why?’ or ‘How?’ are useful here), candidates at both A and AS Level should be 
prepared for the conversation to move on to current affairs and more abstract topics appropriate to this level 
of examination. 
 
Candidates should be prompted to ask questions of the examiner in order to give them the opportunity to 
score marks for this criterion, though examiners should once again be wary of answering at too great a 
length. 
 
A significant number of examiners only covered one topic in this section. Many examiners asked very basic 
questions which were not appropriate to this level. 
 
Seeking Information and Opinions 
 
This section is a summary of what has already been noted above, as this component of the Mark Scheme is 
often misunderstood and/or misapplied. 
 

• Marks are awarded for this component in each conversation section of the speaking examination. 
• To qualify for marks in Seeking Information and Opinions candidates must ask the examiner 

questions. 
• If the candidate does not ask questions or asks only one, it is the examiner’s responsibility to prompt 

them. 
• If the candidate does not ask questions, no marks can be awarded in this component. 
• If the candidate only asks one question, the maximum mark possible is 3. 
• Questions must be relevant to the topic under discussion. 

 
Assessment 
 
The greatest causes of difference were where marks had been awarded for asking questions where none 
had actually been asked or where Topic Presentations did not relate to a francophone country, in which case 
the mark for Content/Presentation must be halved. 
 
A handful of examiners also found it difficult to establish an acceptable level for 
Comprehension/Responsiveness, Accuracy and Feel for the Language, while others found it tricky to 
differentiate between the bands for Pronunciation/Intonation. 
 
In rare cases, examiners misapplied the mark scheme, most frequently by awarding marks out of 10 for 
those categories like Pronunciation/Intonation and Seeking Opinions which carry a maximum of 5 marks. 
 
Examiners at centres with a large entry of able candidates should be aware that marks may be bunched and 
that it may be impossible to differentiate between candidates to a greater degree than the Mark Scheme 
allows. 
 
Where candidates ask questions to elicit clarification or obtain information during the course of conversation, 
they should clearly be rewarded, but examiners must remember to prompt candidates in both conversation 
sections – the mark scheme gives the criteria for awarding marks for this element of the examination and 
these marks should be awarded regardless of whether questions are spontaneous or prompted, provided 
that they are relevant to the topic under discussion. A significant number of candidates this session had 
prepared questions which were not relevant. 
 
Centres are reminded that, except in extenuating circumstances, they should engage only one examiner per 
syllabus if at all possible. In cases where the engagement of two or more examiners on the same syllabus is 
unavoidable, the Examiners must co-ordinate with each other to establish an agreed standard and submit 
evidence of standardisation with the Moderation Sample. 
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FRENCH LANGUAGE 
 
 

Paper 8682/21 
Reading and Writing 21 

  
 
Key messages 
 
• In Question 1, the word or words chosen as the answer must be interchangeable in every respect with 

the word or words specified in the question. The inclusion of additional words or the omission of 
necessary words invalidates the answer. 

• In Question 2, candidates are required to manipulate the sentence grammatically, not to alter its 
vocabulary or meaning unnecessarily. 

• In Questions 3 and 4, candidates should not simply ‘lift’ (copy/cut and paste) items unaltered from the 
text. They need to manipulate the text in some way, re-phrasing by using different vocabulary or 
structures. 

• In Questions 3 and 4, candidates should not begin the answer by writing out the question. Answers 
beginning with (for example) Parce que are quite acceptable. 

• In Question 5, any material in excess of the wors limit is ignored. Candidates should not write a general 
introduction. 

• In Question 5b, candidates should be encouraged to venture some brief relevant ideas of their own 
without confining themselves to the material contained in the text. 

 
 
General comments 
 
There were a number of good scripts from able candidates who handled the various tasks with 
commendable fluency and accuracy, but the level of linguistic competence and knowledge of some 
candidates at the other end of the range was simply over-stretched by what was being asked of them. 
 
The topic was one to which candidates in general appeared able to relate well. 
 
Stronger candidates usually appeared familiar with the format of the paper and knew how to set about 
tackling the different types of question. Where candidates scored consistently poorly, it was often because 
they simply copied items unaltered from the texts in Questions 3 and 4. 
 
Illegibility remains a significant and growing problem, partly because of very poor or quirky handwriting and 
partly because of ambiguous and messy crossings-out and insertions. 
 
Most candidates managed to attempt all questions, even though some answers in Questions 3 and 4 were 
unnecessarily lengthy. Many questions on this paper could be answered in short sentences containing 
straightforward grammar and vocabulary, but some candidates still neglect the simple answer and attempt 
using structures which they cannot handle, often producing answers that cannot be rewarded. Candidates 
would also do well to look at the number of marks awarded for each question or part question (indicated 
either in the body of the question or in square brackets) as an indication of the number of points to be made. 
 
Many candidates still feel the need to incorporate the words of the question as an unnecessary preamble to 
the answer, which not only wastes time for both candidate and examiner, but also potentially introduces 
linguistic errors which can detract from the overall impression for the Quality of Language mark – e.g. (3d) 
Utiliser sa trottinette revient-il moins cher…; (4d) Certains locataires faisaient-ils preuve… . Answers 
beginning with parce que, en etc. are quite in order and generally preferable. 
 
In Questions 3 and 4, it is encouraging to note that simply copying items from the text has diminished lately, 
with more candidates understanding how to ‘work’ the text to avoid ‘lifting’, but it remains a common feature 
amongst the weaker candidates. It is important to remember that simply ‘lifting’ items directly from the text, 
even if they include more or less correct information, does not demonstrate understanding and therefore 
does not score marks at this level. Candidates must show that they can manipulate the text in some way 
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(even in a minor way) to provide the correct answer. They should try to express the relevant points using 
different vocabulary or structures. Even quite small changes (e.g. transforming nouns into verbs or finding a 
simple synonym) or extensions to the original can show that candidates are able to handle both the ideas 
and the language – see specific comments on Questions 3 and 4 below. 
 
Candidates who adopt the policy of replacing nouns with verbs where appropriate sometimes nevertheless 
invalidate their answer by including the de from the text – e.g. when attempting to rephrase le maintien d’une 
bonne forme physique they write Ils maintiennent d’une bonne forme physique, which does not demonstrate 
full comprehension and so invalidates. There were several other instances which cost the mark: 3(c) 
adoption/adopter d’une manière de vivre; 3(d) port/porter d’un casque; 4(a) obtention/obtenir d’un permis; 
connaissance/connaître du Code; 4(c) rechargement/recharger des batteries; 4(e) emprunt/emprunter d’une 
route. 
 
The paper ties the questions (and therefore the answers) to specific paragraphs (or occasionally to specific 
lines) in the texts. Candidates who find themselves writing the same answer for two questions need to pause 
for thought. 
 
Question 2, on the other hand, is not the time to attempt to find other words for vocabulary items used in the 
original sentence. This question is a test of grammatical manipulation, not of an ability to find alternative 
vocabulary for its own sake. Candidates should therefore aim to make the minimum changes necessary, 
whilst retaining as many elements of the original as possible. They need to be aware, however, that 
alterations made to one part of the sentence are more than likely to have grammatical implications 
elsewhere, particularly in matters of agreement. Candidates should not attempt to cut corners by 
omitting the prompt at the start of their answers. 
 
In Question 1, candidates nowadays appear more aware of need for the words given as the answer to be 
interchangeable in every respect with the word or words given in the question – i.e. the word or words to be 
inserted must fit precisely into the ‘footprint’ of the word or words which they are replacing. 
 
In Question 5, candidates should realise the importance of the word limits clearly set out in the rubric: a total 
of 140 words for both sections, a suggested 90 – 100 words for the summary of specific points made in the 
original texts and 40 – 50 words for the response. Material beyond 150 words overall is ignored and 
scores no marks. This means that those candidates who use up the entire allocation of words on the 
Summary automatically receive none of the 5 marks available for their Personal Response. Although 
there has been a marked improvement in this respect recently, candidates from some centres still write 
answers in excess of the word limit, sometimes by a large margin, meaning that many good answers to the 
Personal Response cannot be awarded any marks since the overall word limit has been exceeded before it 
starts. 
 
These limits are such that candidates cannot afford the luxury of an introductory preamble, however 
polished. It appears that candidates are still unnecessarily afraid of being penalised for not introducing the 
subject. In some cases, this resulted in candidates simply using up virtually a third of the number of words 
allowed, literally pointlessly, before they started. The word limit is already quite tight to achieve ten points 
and, from the outset, candidates need to make the point as succinctly as possible and move on to the other 
nine. It is a summary/résumé of specific points from the texts that is required in the first part of Question 5, 
not a general essay or a vehicle for personal opinions. 
 
Other candidates made the same point several times or went into unnecessary detail. 
 
It is strongly recommended that candidates count carefully the number of words that they have used as they 
go through the exercise and record them accurately at the end of each of the two parts, if only in order to 
highlight to themselves the need to remain within the limits. For the purpose of counting words in this 
context, a word is taken to be any unit that is not joined to another in any way: therefore il y a is three words, 
as is qu’est-ce que c’est? 
 
The most successful candidates often showed clear evidence of planning and editing their material with the 
word limit in mind, but other scripts were littered with crossings-out, which did little to improve standards of 
presentation and legibility. 
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Comments on specific questions 
 
Question 1 
 
This was a reasonably straightforward first exercise, although answers bearing little or no grammatical or 
semantic relationship to the given word in the question were regularly offered by weaker candidates. 
Candidates can often help themselves to narrow down the choice by identifying the part of speech involved. 
 
• In Item (a), candidates often correctly homed in on à peu près but many then lost the mark by including 

a superfluous d’ from the text, thereby infringing the ‘footprint’ principle (see General Comments 
above). 

• In Item (b), a fair number found comporte for comprend, but others were tempted by another word that 
began with com- (composé). 

• Item (c) produced a good number of correct answers, although conçue was also frequently offered. 
• In Item (d), both chez and dans earned the mark. One can only imagine that permit was offered for 

parmi, because it bore a resemblance of sorts. 
• Item (e) again saw the invalidation of a very large number of marks on the ‘footprint’ principle through 

the omission of donner and/or à. 
 
Question 2 
 
There were some good answers to this question from the strongest candidates, but the task proved beyond 
the range of candidates with an inadequate command of grammatical structures, or who failed to observe the 
basic rules of agreement. 
 
The weakest candidates appeared to see this as an exercise in simply re-arranging the order of the words of 
the original, with no regard for sense. 
 
In Item 2(a), a large number made the mistake of not altering the verb-ending in the transfer to reported 
speech or produced sente. There was some uncertainty over the reflexive pronoun too. 
 
In Item 2(b), a good number set about the transfer into the passive in the right way, but fewer saw any need 
to make encouragée agree. 
 
Item 2(c) saw more able candidates identifying the need for a subjunctive following il est essential que, 
although not all managed to form it correctly. 
 
In Item 2(d) a number of candidates attempted to create an après de + infinitive construction or to write 
après je la plie. Others seemed to think that la plie was a noun or that avant is a conjugated form of avoir. 
 
In Item 2(e) the correct form of the negative eluded many. Others simply swapped the position of ma 
trottinette and personne or wrote personne ne gêne ma trottinette. 
 
Question 3 
 
There was a tendency among weaker candidates simply to seize on a word in the question and to write out 
the sentence from the text which contained it or something similar, in the hope of including the answer 
somewhere along the way. Questions are usually specifically designed to prevent this. 
 
In Item 3(a), simple phrases such as On utilise le guidon/on tourne la roue de devant and on pousse/se 
propulse avec le pied/sur le sol/par terre scored both marks without the need for detailed descriptions of the 
mechanics involved. 
 
In Item 3(b), the ability to move around town quickly and to keep in shape were well understood for two of 
the three marks. The third mark was more often lost by candidates who did not understand portefeuille or its 
relevance here, or who confused things with sa contribution à l’économie. 
 
In Item 3(c), more able candidates often scored all three marks. Others tended to quote irrelevant chunks of 
the third paragraph or invented new vocabulary (détrimenter, malagréable) in an attempt to avoid ‘lifting’. 
 
Item 3(d) was successfully handled by candidates who saw the easy way of avoiding ‘lifting’ by using verbs 
to express port and conduite, although some offered se comporter or invented prudentement. A good 
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number pointed to the advantage of being able to fold the scooter for storage but some did not go on to 
mention why this saved money, as required by the question. 
 
Item 3(e) saw stronger candidates earning the first mark by making the point that a motor increases the top 
speed, but some confused 30 km as referring to speed rather than range/distance for the second mark. Un 
parcours plat was not widely understood, but some found effective ways of expressing the need for le bon 
entretien de la surface: une route/surface en bon état/bien entretenue/qui n’est pas abîmée/où il n’y a pas 
beaucoup de trous. 
 
Question 4 
 
In Item 4(a), formation was widely misunderstood, but the second mark was often scored by those who 
realised that permis was a noun. Stronger candidates understood the desirability of knowledge of le Code de 
la route and expressed it with an appropriate verb (connaître/étudierapprendre). 
 
In Item 4(b), there was a good deal of irrelevant material offered (catégorie, statut, anarchique, danser) 
before arriving at the relatively straightforward Elles réduisent les embouteillages/le nombre de voitures and 
Elles causent des accidents/mettent le public en danger. 
 
In Item 4(c), mise à disposition was often thought to mean being disposed of and location was interpreted as 
where the scooters were left/to be located. Elles rechargent les batteries offered a simple way of earning the 
third mark. 
 
In Item 4(d), the first two marks were most readily scored by the use of the verbs abandonner and 
endommager/vandaliser. The idea that the scooters were deliberately thrown off bridges into the river below 
was not understood by some who thought that they were hidden underneath the bridges or that vandals 
spent their time fishing them out. 
 
In Item 4(e), a good number identified the banning of the riding of scooters on pavements, and the likely 
consequence of breaking the rule. Negatives proved more problematic for the second mark: elle interdit 
stationner sans gêner or elle interdit de ne pas gêner, or with le passage des piétons being interpreted as a 
pedestrian passageway rather than as pedestrians passing by. The third mark was missed by candidates 
who assumed that 50 k/h was; somewhat improbably, the top speed of a motorised scooter, rather than the 
top speed permitted for any vehicle on the road on which it is travelling. 
 
Question 5 
 
Question 5a asked candidates to summarise the arguments for and against the use of trottinettes, as 
presented in the texts. 
 
Being concise is part of the task. See General Comments at the start of this report for the need for 
candidates to embark directly on identifying and giving point-scoring information without a general 
introduction. As usual, a good number simply wasted a significant number of words at the start. A number of 
others produced general essays giving their own opinions, whether or not these related to any of the points 
that had been made in either text. 
 
The mark scheme specified many rewardable points, which stronger candidates managed to accumulate 
efficiently and succinctly enough. The weakest simply copied out verbatim chunks of the text, hoping 
seemingly randomly to chance upon some rewardable material. 
 
The most commonly identified points in favour included the ability to get from place to place more quickly, the 
benefits for physical and mental health due to the exercise involved, and the relative cheapness. 
 
Commonly mentioned points against included the risk of collisions and other accidents caused by 
inexperienced users, and the dangers of pedestrians tripping over scooters which had been left on 
pavements. 
 
There is no specific penalty for ‘lifting’ in this exercise as far as content is concerned, but excessive reliance 
on the language contained in the text is liable to be penalised in a reduction of the quality of language mark. 
 
The Personal Response (5b), which asked for possible measures to combat vandalism in society, was 
interpreted by some as referring only to preventing trottinettes being vandalised. Others rather vaguely 
suggested more laws against it and more severe punishments or greater use fuse of surveillance cameras. 
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More interesting responses sometimes pointed to a lack of worthwhile activities and opportunities available 
to young people, and a sense of envy and frustration caused by social and economic disadvantage. 
 
Quality of Language 
 
The quality of language varied from good to very poor. The very strongest candidates wrote fluently and 
accurately, demonstrating a broad and flexible range of vocabulary and a commendable control of structure. 
The weakest struggled with the rudiments of the language, finding it difficult to express their ideas in a 
comprehensible form. 
 
Agreements of adjectives with their nouns and verbs with their subjects (and even the process of making 
nouns plural) – the nuts and bolts of the language – appeared largely random in many scripts. Some 
candidates seemed to be unaware of the need to make any agreements at all. One can only urge candidates 
to be much more systematic and rigorous over checking what they have written. But the problem may in 
some cases be much deeper than this: ils leurs m’est à disposition; il mère n’étérai pa content. 
 
There appears to be an increasing tendency even amongst those who do appreciate the need for 
agreements to confuse how to make nouns and adjectives plural with how to make verbs plural: for example 
the plural of le casque becoming les casquent, and the plural of elle cause becoming elles causes. 
 
Incorrect verb forms were prevalent, even with very common verbs in the present indicative, e.g. faire, tenir, 
prendre, pouvoir. 
 
The use of the infinitive (–er) ending – or indeed anything else that sounded vaguely similar – seemed 
interchangeable with the past participle (–é) in some scripts. 
 
The approach to spelling was in some cases phonetic or idiosyncratic, e.g. on/ont, son/sont, ces/ses/c’est, 
ce/se, mes/mais/met, sa/ça, et/est, qu’en/quand often seemed to be completely interchangeable. Even some 
of the most common words were misspelled: mammant (maman), hôt (haut), assé, dais (des), tros/t. 
 
Personal pronouns and adjectives were among the most common sources of error as well as the 
constructions following some common verbs: interdire, aider, demander, permettre, obliger, laisser, 
persuader, essayer etc. 
 
The above section inevitably focuses on linguistic weaknesses which prevented candidates from 
satisfactorily expressing answers which one suspected they may actually have understood. But stronger 
candidates were nevertheless often able to transmit the required information and opinions using French 
which, even if sometimes flawed, communicated effectively enough to be comprehensible to a sympathetic 
reader and to enable their answers to be rewarded. 



Cambridge International Advanced Subsidiary Level 
8682 French Language June 2023 

Principal Examiner Report for Teachers 
 

  © 2023 

FRENCH LANGUAGE 
 
 

 
 
 
  

 
 
Key messages 
 
• In Question 1, the word or words chosen as the answer must be interchangeable in every respect with 

the word or words given in the question. The inclusion of additional words (or the omission of necessary 
words) invalidates the answer. 

• In Question 2, candidates are required to manipulate the sentence grammatically, not to alter its 
vocabulary or meaning unnecessarily. 

• In Questions 3 and 4, candidates should not simply ‘lift’ (copy/cut and paste) items unaltered from the 
text. They need to manipulate the text in some way, re-phrasing by using different vocabulary or 
structures. 

• In Questions 3 and 4, candidates should not begin the answer by writing out the question. Answers 
beginning with (for example) Parce que are quite acceptable. 

• In Question 5, any material in excess of the word limit is ignored. Candidates should not write a general 
introduction. 

• In Question 5b, candidates should be encouraged to venture some brief relevant ideas of their own 
without confining themselves to the material contained in the text. 

 
 
General comments 
 
As usual, there were some very good scripts from able and well-prepared candidates who handled all the 
tasks with commendable fluency and accuracy, whilst there were some at the other end of the range whose 
level of linguistic competence was severely challenged by what was being asked of them. 
 
Illegibility remains a significant problem, partly because of very poor or quirky handwriting and partly because 
of ambiguous and messy crossings-out and minute insertions. 
 
There are still occasional problems caused by candidates writing drafts in pencil and then writing over them 
in ink. This can make scripts largely unmarkable when they are scanned. 
 
Most candidates appeared familiar with the format of the paper and knew how to set about tackling the 
different types of question. Where candidates scored consistently poorly, it was often because they copied 
items unaltered from the texts in Questions 3 and 4. 
 
Most candidates attempted all questions, although quite a lot of answers in Questions 3 and 4 were 
unnecessarily lengthy. Many questions on this paper could be answered in short sentences containing 
straightforward grammar and vocabulary, but some candidates still neglect the simple answer and attempt 
structures which they cannot handle, producing answers that cannot be rewarded. Candidates would also do 
well to look at the number of marks awarded for each question or part question (indicated either in the body 
of the question or in square brackets) as an indication of the number of points to be made. 
 
Many candidates still feel the need to incorporate the words of the question as an unnecessary preamble to 
the answer, which not only wastes time for both candidate and marker, but also potentially introduces 
linguistic errors which can detract from the overall impression for the Quality of Language mark – e.g. (3a) 
Un client peut-il choisir… ; (3c) Les sites offrent-ils…; (4a) Ces sites diminuent-ils… . (4c) M. Conchard 
doute-t-il…(4d) D’autres patrons trompent-ils… Answers beginning with parce que, en etc. are quite in order 
and generally preferable. 
 
The paper ties the questions (and therefore the answers) to specific paragraphs (or occasionally to specific 
lines) in the texts. Candidates who find themselves writing the same answer for two questions need to pause 
for thought. 

Paper 8682/22 
Reading and Writing 22 
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In Questions 3 and 4, it is encouraging to note that copying wholesale from the text has diminished in recent 
series, with more candidates understanding how to ‘work’ the text to avoid ‘lifting’, but it remains a common 
feature amongst the weaker candidates. It is important to remember that simply ‘lifting’ items directly from the 
text, even if they may include more or less correct information, does not demonstrate understanding and 
therefore does not score marks at this level. Candidates must show that they can manipulate the text in 
some way (even in a minor way) to provide the correct answer. They should try to express the relevant 
points using different vocabulary or structures. There is an encouraging trend for the stronger candidates to 
understand how to do this quite simply, avoiding unnecessary over-complication. Even quite small changes 
(e.g. transforming nouns into verbs or finding a simple synonym or extensions to the original) can show that 
candidates are able to handle both the ideas and the language – see specific comments on Questions 3 
and 4 below. 
 
Candidates who adopt the policy of replacing nouns with verbs where appropriate sometimes nevertheless 
invalidate their answer by including the de from the text – e.g. in 3(a) when attempting to rephrase la 
planification de voyages, they write Ils planifient de voyages, which does not demonstrate full comprehension 
and so invalidates. There were several other instances which cost the mark: 3(b) verification/vérifier de la 
qualité…; prise/prendre de décisions… 3(d) gain/gagner de visibilité…; renforcement/renforcer de… ; 4(b) 
sabotage/saboter de l’établissement… ; diminution/diminuer du score… ; adoption/adopter d’une fausse… 
4(c) anéantissement/anéantir de sa… ; fermeture/fermer de son… . 
 
In Question 1, candidates nowadays appear more aware of need for the words given as the answer to be 
interchangeable in every respect with the word or words given in the question – i.e. the word or words to be 
inserted must fit precisely into the ‘footprint’ of the word or words which they are replacing. 
 
Question 2, on the other hand, is not the time to attempt to find other words for straightforward vocabulary 
items used in the original sentence. This question is a test of grammatical manipulation, not of an ability to 
find alternative vocabulary for its own sake. Candidates should therefore aim to make the minimum changes 
necessary, whilst retaining as many elements of the original as possible. They need to be aware, however, 
that alterations made to one part of the sentence are more than likely to have grammatical implications 
elsewhere, particularly in matters of agreement. Candidates should not attempt to cut corners by 
omitting the prompt at the start of their answers. 
 
In Question 5, candidates should realise the importance of the word limits clearly set out in the rubric: a total 
of 140 words for both sections, a suggested 90 – 100 words for the Summary of specific points made in the 
original texts and 40 – 50 words for the Personal Response. Material beyond 150 words overall is ignored 
and scores no marks. This means that those candidates who use up the entire allocation of words on 
the Summary automatically receive none of the 5 marks available for their Personal Response. 
Although there has been a marked improvement in this respect recently, candidates from some Centres still 
write answers in excess of the word limit, sometimes by a large margin, meaning that many good answers to 
the Personal Response cannot be awarded any marks since the overall word limit has been exceeded 
before it starts. 
 
These limits are such that candidates cannot afford the luxury of an introductory preamble, however 
polished. It appears that candidates are still unnecessarily afraid of being penalised for not introducing the 
topic. Some candidates wasted up to a third of the available words by defining terms at the start, re-phrasing 
the question or stating what they intend to do in their summary: Les deux textes presentaient des arguments 
pour et contre l’usage des sites d’avis clients et dans les paragraphes suivant on décrie ses arguments. 
Dans le Texte 1, il y a des arguments qui proposent l’usage de ces sites d’avis et quelques’uns de ces 
arguments disent que… The word limit is already quite tight to achieve ten points and, from the outset, 
candidates need to make a relevant point as succinctly as possible and move on to the other nine. It is a 
summary/résumé of specific points from the texts that is required in the first part of Question 5, not a general 
essay or a vehicle for personal opinions. 
 
Other candidates make the same point several times or go into unnecessary detail. 
 
It is strongly recommended that candidates count carefully the number of words that they have used as they 
go through the exercise and record them accurately at the end of each of the two parts, if only in order to 
highlight to themselves the need to remain within the limits. For the purpose of counting words in this 
context, a word is taken to be any unit that is not joined to another in any way: therefore il y a is three words, 
as is qu’est-ce que c’est? 
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The most successful candidates often show clear evidence of planning and editing their material with the 
word limit in mind, but other scripts are littered with crossings-out, which do little to improve standards of 
presentation and legibility. 
 
 
Comments on specific questions 
 
Question 1 
 
This was a reasonably friendly first exercise, even if answers from weaker candidates sometimes appeared 
to be chosen largely at random and bore no grammatical or semantic relationship to the given word in the 
question. It sometimes seems that the weakest candidates base their choices on matching the first or last 
letter of the prompt word. Candidates would be better advised to narrow the choice down by identifying the 
part of speech involved. 
 
• Item (a) was the most often correct, helped no doubt by matching the present participles, although the 

occasional addition of en to the answer infringed the ‘footprint’ principle. 
• In Item (b), écrits was often thought to be a noun (as elsewhere in the Paper), leading to numerous 

commentaires and notes. 
• Item (c) was the least successfully answered, du moins usually being replaced by en plus (de), 

précédents or de première main, or accompanied by the unnecessary addition of théroriquement. 
• In Item (d), en plus featured again, whilst the omission of par also cost the mark. 
• Item (e) was often correct, although a large number added à at the beginning or comme la peste at the 

end. 
 
Question 2 
 
There were some good answers to this question from the very strongest candidates, but it proved quite 
demanding for candidates with an inadequate command of grammatical structures, or who failed to observe 
the basic rules of agreement. 
 
In Item 2(a), the need for the passive was spotted by most, but many had problems with forming the past 
participle of offrir (offri, offré) or by omitted the agreement. 
 
In Item 2(b), the past participle was again a problem (lit, li, lis, lut), but also unfamiliarity with the après avoir 
construction. 
 
In Item 2(c), the pronouns caused problems for some candidates. Less predictable was the appearance of 
fiont or fiennent. 
 
Item 2(d) saw more able candidates identifying the need for a subjunctive following il se peut que, with an 
encouraging number also managing to form it correctly. 
 
Item 2(e) caused problems for some candidates who did not understand the need for de to become à, but 
even those who did, often missed the agreement on faciles. Some opted for facilement 
appréciables/appréciés, but then also missed the agreement. 
 
Question 3 
 
In Item 3(a), most candidates identified the fact that the sites are designed for people planning visits to 
hotels and restaurants, although some thought they were targeted at the establishments rather than the 
customers. Attempts to avoid lifting planification sometimes led to the unrewardable planner. For the second 
mark, candidates needed to make it clear that contributors are supposed to have visited the establishment in 
person, whilst the use of stars and scores enables potential new customers to make choices at a glance 
without necessarily reading the comments. 
 
In Item 3(b), the many successful candidates found the simple solution of replacing the nouns verification 
and prise by corresponding verbs, providing they remembered to adjust the following de (see General 
Comments). Some thought claires was synonymous with éclairées in this context. 
 
In Item 3(c), candidates generally understood the benefits of having a large number of views to consider but 
attempts to express leur mise à jour régulière with ils les mettent tous les jours were not rewarded. 
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In Item 3(d), candidates often pointed to the increase in profile, reputation and clientèle, successfully using 
verbs to replace the abstract nouns of the text, as suggested by the wording of the question: Qu’est-ce que 
les sites…aident à faire? This often helped to avoid ‘lifting’, even if the invention of some new verbs (see 
Quality of Language) resulted in some loss of marks. 
 
Item 3(e) was misunderstood by some candidates who got things the wrong way round by suggesting that 
customers trusted traditional advertising more than the sites, or who did not explain that the sites could do 
good as well as harm. 
 
In Item 3(f), les attentent and les atteintes both confused things for some, but candidates often found 
straightforward ways of earning the first mark: comprendre/écouter/prendre en compte ce que les clients 
veulent. The double negative implied in déconseile was challenging for some, but a good number 
understood the advice not to filter out/suppress all negative comments. The third mark was frequently earned 
by the use of tricher/mentir or tromper, 
 
Question 4 
 
In Item 4(a), candidates often successfully identified the tendency to concentrate on details which were 
mineurs/peu importants/quelconques (but not insignificants) and on personal preferences, even if not all saw 
the need to make concentrent reflexive. The third mark required candidates to indicate that the comments 
were never positive/always negative. 
 
In Item 4(b), some candidates who understood the aim of unscrupulous competitors could not earn the credit 
by inventing a new verb (sabotager) but the reduction of the average score was often well expressed, as was 
the use of a false identity. 
 
In Item 4(c), candidates were often successful in mentioning the coincidence of the date of the supposed 
visit with the establishment’s closure for the holidays. Many went on to express the aim of destroying the 
owner’s reputation, but bâtir was surprisingly often confused with battre, bringing with it suggestions of 
physical violence against the owner. This idea was reinforced by the suggestion that la fermeture forcée 
would be brought about by the use of force. 
 
In Item 4(d), successful candidates found ways of avoiding lifting avis élogieux (commentaires 
positifs/favorables/flatteurs) to express the idea of owners writing favourable reports on their own 
establishments or persuading friends to do it for them. The use of verbs to replace filtrage and rélégation was 
seized on by a good number, whilst others successfully turned the sentence round with Ils mettent des/les 
commentaires positifs en tête de liste or similar. 
 
In Item 4(e), fictifs was not always understood or satisfactorily expressed for the first mark, but candidates 
who answered with an active verb (e.g. payer…) as required by the wording of the question, usually scored 
the second mark. 
 
Question 5 
 
Question 5a asked candidates to summarise the benefits and dangers for proprietors and their customers, 
as presented in the texts. 
 
Being concise is part of the task. See General Comments at the start of this report for the need for 
candidates to embark directly on identifying and giving point-scoring information without a general 
introduction. 
 
The mark scheme identified 14 rewardable points, of which candidates could score up to a maximum of 10. 
A good number achieved the maximum, and many scored highly, knowing how to select material carefully 
and economically in this exercise. Some candidates simply copied out verbatim chunks of the text, hoping to 
chance upon some rewardable material. 
 
The most commonly identified benefits to customers included enabling them to make informed choices about 
the best places to stay or eat, giving a wide range of trustworthy, up-to-date opinions based on first-hand 
experience. The establishments themselves can grow in reputation and popularity and attract increasing 
numbers of customers by understanding their expectations. 
 



Cambridge International Advanced Subsidiary Level 
8682 French Language June 2023 

Principal Examiner Report for Teachers 
 

  © 2023 

Potential disadvantages regularly identified included reviewers focusing on minor issues or their own 
personal preferences, or making a point of being negative about everything. More sinister are proprietors 
who hide behind the mask of anonymity to post fake reviews, either praising their own establishment or 
damning those of their competitors, or getting friends or even commercial companies to do the job for them. 
Alternatively, some proprietors cheat by filtering negative comments or hiding them at the bottom of the list. 
 
There is no specific penalty for ‘lifting’ in this exercise as far as content is concerned, but excessive reliance 
on the language contained in the text is liable to be penalised in a reduction of the Quality of Language mark. 
Those who simply resort to presenting a list in the form of bullet points using nouns without introductory 
verbs are also unlikely to score more than a bare minimum as far as the language mark is concerned. 
 
The Personal Response (5b) asked what qualities candidates would like to be known for amongst their 
friends. Assuming they had not already exceeded the word limit, candidates usually produced a list of 
desirable attributes: kindness, generosity, loyalty, honesty, dependability, being a good listener, someone 
who will do anything for family and friends. The best added brief reasons why the attributes they selected 
were important. Some candidates misinterpreted the question and wrote about the importance of reputation 
to a hotel or restaurant, or about the qualities which they would like their friends to display. 
 
Quality of Language 
 
The quality of language varied from excellent to very poor. The strongest candidates wrote fluently and 
accurately, demonstrating a broad and flexible range of vocabulary and a robust control of structure. The 
very weakest struggled with the rudiments of the language, finding it difficult to express their ideas in a 
comprehensible form. 
 
Agreements of adjectives with their nouns and verbs with their subjects (and even the process of making 
nouns plural) – the nuts and bolts of the language – were the most common source of errors. Words 
regularly changed their spelling and/or gender from one line of the answer to the next. One can only urge 
candidates to be much more systematic and rigorous over checking what they have written. But it could be 
that the problem may in some cases be much deeper than this: S’as devien faciles. 
 
There appears to be an increasing tendency even amongst those who do appreciate the need for 
agreements to confuse how to make nouns and adjectives plural with how to make verbs plural: for example 
the plural of l’attente becoming les attentent, and the plural of il apprécie becoming ils apprécies. 
 
Incorrect verb forms were common, even in the case of some very frequently used verbs such as prendre, 
faire, venir, tenir, pouvoir in the present indicative. 
 
The use of the infinitive (–er) ending – or indeed anything else that sounded vaguely similar – seemed 
interchangeable with the past participle (–é) in some scripts. 
 
The approach to spelling was in some cases phonetic (e.g. cher/chaire), even with very common words, e.g. 
peu/peut/peur, mes/mais/met, on/ont, son/sont, soi/sois/soit, ces/ses/c’est/sait, sa/ça, ce/ceux qui, all of 
which often seemed to be selected at random.  
 
Adverbs caused problems: indépendantement, conséquentement, vitement, and other new words were also 
much in evidence, often heavily influenced by English: insignificants, calculations. This was particularly 
evident in non-existent verbs such as damager, gainer, attracter, attraire, renforcir, sélecter, rélégater, 
filtrager, vérifiquer, expériencer, disminuir. 
 
Time spent in studying vocabulary in lexical groups might be time well spent, whilst emphatic pronouns, and 
indeed pronouns in general, would certainly repay further study, as would constructions following certain 
common verbs: permettre, interdire, aider, laisser, demander, obliger etc. 
 
The above section inevitably focuses on linguistic weaknesses, but the majority of candidates were able to 
transmit the required information and opinions using French which, although sometimes flawed, was 
nevertheless generally comprehensible to a sympathetic reader. The cohort also included some very strong 
candidates who displayed an ability to write French which was both virtually free from error and 
commendably idiomatic and convincing. 
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Paper 8682/23 
Reading and Writing 

 
 
There were too few candidates for a meaningful report to be produced. 
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Paper 8682/31 
Essay 31 

 
 
Key messages 
 
In order to be successful on this paper, candidates need to read all the questions carefully, make a judicious 
selection and then take sufficient time to plan their essays before starting to write. They should then write 
logical, well-illustrated answers on the precise question set. Candidates should use the introduction to show 
their understanding of the essay title with all its elements and the conclusion to show their considered final 
judgement of the issues they have discussed. Structure and use of paragraphs are also key factors in 
enabling both clarity of thought and logical progression through an argument to be shown. In order to attain 
high marks for language, candidates should be able to demonstrate command of accurate and idiomatic 
French which shows complexity both in grammatical structure and vocabulary. 
 
 
General comments 
 
The overall standard of this candidates was similar to that in previous years: there were a good number of 
high-standards scripts, but most were in the adequate to poor bands. It was clear that most candidates had 
understood the rubric for the paper and although many essays were of the correct length, there were also 
some very short answers. Although some candidates were able to express their ideas effectively and 
introduced the topic clearly in the opening paragraph, arguments were often limited to general statements, 
with little development and few examples. Most of the candidates did attempt a plan but it was often written 
in English and was very short, in list form and sketchy in content. Many essays had no introduction, at times 
merely starting with oui/non or je suis d’accord. Some essays ended abruptly without a conclusion, and it 
was quite rare for candidates to consider both sides of the arguments. Many scripts did not follow the format 
of an essay, with a clear introduction, paragraphs and a conclusion. Others used a series of learned phrases 
as a framework for their essay such as: D’une part, beaucoup de gens affirment que…. d’autre part, d’autres 
insistent que. Many found it hard to sustain this level of language and the disparity often highlighted their 
lack of grammatical awareness. Several candidates wrote alternative words or spellings in brackets which 
impeded comprehension. Content marks reflected the level of discussion, structure and sophistication of the 
argument. 
 
The quality of language varied considerably across the cohort, and there were a number of essays where the 
language mark was in the good or very good bands. There were a fair number of weak scripts which had 
frequent errors in the use of basic grammar e.g., verb endings, agreements, spellings, vocabulary, and 
register. There was at times a considerable degree of interference from English and/or Spanish which 
significantly affected the communication of ideas. Some candidates demonstrated so little grammatical, 
structural or idiomatic awareness that their essays were rendered largely incomprehensible. Better scripts 
were clearly expressed, using accurate grammar and a range of structures. 
 
Candidates who planned their essays carefully, defined the terms of the question and wrote a logical and 
persuasive argument, before arriving at a balanced conclusion, were most successful. In demonstrating 
familiarity with a range of linguistic structures and idioms they were able to convince the reader with the 
coherence and relevance of their arguments.  
 
Among a number of common errors, the following were seen: 
 
There were many spelling and gender errors, including in words provided in the questions: le mère, le 
peirre/le pare, la fils, le famille 
 
Spelling errors and anglicised spellings: technology, plusieurs de, beaucoup des, gouvernment, 
environment, sur ligne, l’impacte, je d’accord, c’est signifique, la plus part, l’innovation technologie/ les 
nouvelles technologiques 
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Confusion between: comme/comment; tenir/avoir; par/pour; grâce à/à cause de/parce que/ car 
 
Nouns used without articles and verbs used without a subject pronoun: Est important parce que… 
 
Use of accent on à in the perfect tense: l’éducation à été …,; le monde à changé. 
 
Missed infinitive in two-verb structures: ça peut transformé; ça peut être utilisait… 
 
Incorrect use of negatives: c’est pas, c’est n’est 
 
Incorrect word order: ils aussi pensent; une spécifique structure 
 
Use of faire for rendre: les nouvelles technologies fait les élèves paresseux 
 
Incorrect use of preposition after common verbs. 
 
Comparisons: différent que; les mêmes …comme  
 
Overuse of chose/choses; personnes/gens; beaucoup 
 
Confusion between: ces/ses/c’est; ça/sa; son/sont; ce/ceux; mais/mes/met 
 
 
Comments on specific questions 
 
Question 1 
 
La famille « typique » n’existe pas. Êtes-vous d’accord? 
 
This was a popular question but tended to elicit answers that were quite limited in content and language. 
Some candidates simply described their own families, others merely listed different types of family. They 
were generally in agreement that there is no such thing as a typical family, although it was clear that some 
understood this to be the traditional nuclear family. Better responses talked about how societal change had 
resulted in different types of family. They mentioned single parent families, blended families where divorced 
people and their children came together and same-sex couples with or without children. They pointed out 
that changes to laws and attitudes meant that all these types of families were now accepted. Other 
candidates understood typique to mean behaviour within the family and in comparison to others. They 
explained that, in that sense, no family is completely typical as there are differences in culture, religion, and 
internal relationships. Some felt that being in a typical family meant feeling loved and supported. Weaker 
candidates often had difficulty organising their ideas and structuring their answer, leading to significant 
repetition. 
 
Question 2 
 
La première fonction de la prison est la punition, pas la rééducation. Qu’en pensez-vous? 
 
Few candidates attempted this question and some found it hard to express their ideas. Overall, they agreed 
that the role of prisons should be to punish people for the crimes they had committed and to act as a 
deterrent. They felt that people should be deprived of their freedom and given the chance to reflect on their 
actions. They did also express the opinion that re-education should be a fundamental role of prison as it is 
important for criminals to re-integrate society and obtain jobs after release in order to prevent them from re-
offending. The limitations of language were much in evidence in responses to this question. 
 
Question 3 
 
Les voyages à l’étranger: luxe ou nécessité? 
 
This was a popular question and there were a number of interesting responses about the purpose of 
overseas travel. Many candidates defined the terms luxe and nécessité in order to make the distinction 
between the two. They understood luxury in two senses – expensive, five-star travel or something that brings 
pleasure but can only be done rarely. They explained that overseas travel was expensive because of the 
cost of travel, accommodation, subsistence and visas. This meant that it was often out of the reach of most 
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people and therefore a luxury. Some pointed out that these costs could be cut by using cheap airlines, 
camping and travelling off season. It was clear that travelling overseas was essential for some people. 
Examples were given of those fleeing wars and famines, people travelling for medical treatment, for 
work/study or for visiting family. Better responses pointed out the benefits of foreign travel on a personal 
level, including learning about new cultures, languages and countries which would bring a better 
understanding of the world. In this sense foreign travel was also seen as a necessity. Overall, candidates 
were able to put forward a range of relevant arguments with good illustrations.  
 
Question 4 
 
Le monde de l’éducation a été transformé positivement par les nouvelles technologies. Êtes-vous d’accord? 
 
This was the most popular question and gave the candidates a chance to explore their own experience of 
the use of new technology in schools. The best answers explained how the new technologies have 
transformed education both in the classroom and at home. They mentioned the benefits of learning online 
during the Covid pandemic which prepared the way for greater exploitation of this method of learning. In 
addition, they referred to the benefits of being able to access resources outside lesson time to consolidate 
learning, complete homework, or for children who are unable to attend school due to illness. Within the 
classroom, the use of laptops, tablets and smartboards was seen to be a positive for teachers and 
candidates and the chance to use email to send homework or ask questions was seen as valuable. Some 
candidates did point out some negatives for the use of technology in education such as candidates 
plagiarising work or cheating in exams, accessing material outside the syllabus during lessons and giving the 
opportunity for cyberbullying. Overall, the candidates felt that the use of new technology in education had 
more positive than negative effects and they were able to illustrate their views using clear and relevant 
examples. 
 
Question 5 
 
Les gens sont trop attachés à leur confort personnel pour se concentrer sur les dangers de la pollution. 
Qu’en pensez-vous? 
 
Relatively few candidates attempted this question. Some wrote an essay on the dangers of pollution without 
paying much attention to le confort personnel. Better responses referred to the apathy of people who were 
seemingly unaware of or simply did not care enough about the environment to make changes which might 
have some beneficial effects such as driving electric cars, avoiding fast fashion and recycling. It was felt that 
people are lazy, living in their own little bubble, in a world where technology has made everything too easy. 
Changing habits would be hard but it was clear that governments needed to do more to make people aware 
that their actions on an everyday basis were having an impact on the environment. Overall, the responses to 
this question showed knowledge of topic-specific vocabulary but were somewhat limited in the range of ideas 
offered.  
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Key messages 
 
In order to be successful on this paper, candidates need to read all the questions carefully, make a judicious 
selection and then take sufficient time to plan their essays before starting to write. They should then write 
logical, well-illustrated answers on the precise question set. Candidates should use the introduction to show 
their understanding of the essay title with all its elements and the conclusion to show their considered final 
judgement of the issues they have discussed. Structure and use of paragraphs are also key factors in 
enabling both clarity of thought and logical progression through an argument to be shown. In order to attain 
high marks for language, candidates should be able to demonstrate command of accurate and idiomatic 
French which shows complexity both in grammatical structure and vocabulary. 
 
 
General comments 
 
The overall standard of this group of candidates was similar to that in previous years. There was a wide 
range of ability demonstrated, from the very weak to the very good. Most of the answers fell into the middle 
range for both Language and Content elements. Candidates tended to make a limited number of points and 
general statements related to the title but then often also included material not directly relevant to the precise 
question. This was the case in Question 4, particularly, where candidates sometimes merely discussed the 
benefits and dangers of social media. Sometimes, they succeeded in making a wider range of points but with 
little development and few examples. Some candidates wrote very long personal and anecdotal responses to 
Question 1 and Question 4 which were inappropriate in a discursive style essay. Content marks reflected 
the level of discussion and sophistication of the argument. 
 
Across the cohort as a whole, the quality of language varied considerably. There were significant 
inconsistencies in the use of basic grammar, including prepositions and agreements (singular/plural; 
masculine/feminine; subject/verb), use of accents, and interference from mother tongue. Spelling errors as 
well as poor punctuation were much in evidence, even in good scripts. There were also a number of scripts 
where candidates had made some last-minute changes to their work, but overlooked how these would 
impact on the rest of a sentence, in particular on adjectival and subject-verb agreements. The candidates’ 
work was often well presented, although there were many examples of poor handwriting. Some candidates, 
due to insufficient planning, made excessive numbers of untidy revisions in the text of the essay, leading to 
lack of clarity and hindering the examiner’s ability to follow the argument. 
 
Planning is a key element when writing a discursive essay and some candidates appear to bypass this 
important phase, writing a cursory few words as their plan, or nothing at all. It is clear that there is a strong 
correlation between a careful plan and a structured and focused response, resulting in a higher content 
mark. Candidates who planned their essays carefully, defined the terms of the question and wrote a logical 
and persuasive argument, before arriving at a balanced conclusion, were, therefore, most successful. Some 
of the strongest candidates managed to produce the detailed, well informed and tightly argued response that 
scored a very high mark for content. Answers generally would have benefited from a wider range of clear 
and targeted examples. Those who were able to deploy a range of linguistic structures and idioms with 
accuracy and succinctness scored the highest for language. 
 
Among a number of common errors, the following were seen: 
 
Incorrect spelling of common words: résaux, status, sociétée, un individue, la plus part, environment, 
gouvernment, le stresse, l’aspet, deuxiement  
 
Incorrect vocabulary: place for endroit; stage for stade 
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Incomplete negatives : on peut pas... 
 
Beaucoup des gens; des bonnes relations 
 
C’est instead of il est: c’est clair que … 
 
Difficulties with relative pronouns : qui/que; la façon que; la raison pourquoi;  
 
Confusion between: ces/ses/c’est; ce/ceux. 
 
Overuse of plusieurs, personnes, choses, beaucoup 
 
Misuse of pronouns : le premier enfant pense que leur/leurs parents; les parents veulent que son/ses 
enfants  
 
Difficulty with structure : les parents leur aident/leur encouragent 
 
Comparisons : différent que; les mêmes …comme; 
 
Confusion between par/pour; comme/comment; enfin/afin; mes/mais; technologie/technologique; 
privilegié/privilège; pareils/appareils 
 
Confusing car/parce que/à cause de 
 
Anglicised structures: ils ne sont pas donné 
 
Incorrect use of plural verb after cela: cela aident  
 
Incorrect use of preposition after common verbs: encourager de; préférer de; écouter à leurs parents  
 
 
Comments on specific questions 
 
Question 1 
 
Le premier enfant dans une famille bénéficie d’un statut privilégié. Êtes-vous d’accord ? 
 
This was a very popular question and the subject clearly resonated with the candidates. Responses were 
generally personal in nature with candidates keen to share their own experience. Many felt that first born 
children do indeed have a privileged position within the family. They mentioned the fact that these children 
have the full and undivided attention of their parents until the next child arrives, they are given responsibilty 
and freedom and they have new clothes and toys. In some cultures, it was clear that there were other more 
significant privileges such as being the sole heir, inheriting both money and family businesses, or perhaps 
being the only child in the family to be sent to school. Candidates also felt that younger children tended to 
look up to the eldest and that parents put a lot of trust in the eldest to take care of younger siblings. It was 
felt that with the privileges come at times unbearable pressures, where first born children are expected to 
take on adult responsibilities, to be successful at school and never make mistakes. Sometimes, the eldest 
could be the scapegoat for misbehaviour within the family and suffer the consequences. Responses were 
generally well balanced, with arguments supported by a good range of examples. 
 
Question 2 
 
Les caméras de surveillance : sécurité ou menace pour le public ? 
 
This was a less popular question. Those who answered it were able to show both sides of the argument. 
They recognised that cameras do serve a useful purpose in making the streets safer. They act as a deterrent 
and then can help police to identify criminals. Some candidates argued that the use of cameras had become 
too widespread and was now threatening personal security in some instances e.g., when used in shops, 
toilets and commercial premises. It was also argued that shops were using cameras to assess customers’ 
shopping habits in order to maximise profits by placing products strategically. People were not happy about 
being filmed without their consent. There were concerns expressed about who had access to the footage 
from cameras and how it would be used. There was genuine fear expressed about totalitarian regimes 
controlling the population. It was also felt that cameras could be hacked and images altered. The overall 
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conclusion was that cameras do have their uses in ensuring safety and controlling crime but they need to be 
used in a carefully monitored and regulated way. 
 
Question 3 
 
Faut-il arrêter de voyager pour protéger la planète ? 
 
This question attracted a good number of candidates. Most equated travel with tourism and particularly mass 
tourism. They explained the problems that it brings to the environment with pollution created by air travel and 
destruction of natural habitat to build hotels. Some drifted off into long explanations of the different types of 
pollution which were not always closely linked to the question. In general, it appeared to candidates that 
there were many reasons why it would be good to stop travelling to help the planet. However, in contrast, it 
was clear that travel brought great benefits in terms of our well-being and personal development as well as 
promoting greater understanding between nations and cultures. Many mentioned the fact that tourism has a 
positive effect on the economies of developing countries and created wealth that could be reinvested into 
helping the environment. A small number of candidates mentioned the idea of le tourisme vert which was a 
way of ensuring that travel would not damage the planet. The point was also made that fewer business trips 
were now made because of the use of video meetings, a post-Covid benefit which was helpful in the fight to 
protect the planet. Most candidates agreed that it was not possible or desirable to avoid travel but that we 
should all be more aware of the need to protect our environment. There were some clearly argued and 
thoughtful answers, well-illustrated with examples and statistics. 
 
Question 4 
 
Notre dépendance aux réseaux sociaux affecte sérieusement notre perception de la réalité. Êtes-vous 
d’accord ? 
 
This was the most popular question, but answers tended to focus more on the pros and cons of social media 
platforms and less on the idea of the effect on our perception of reality. Some candidates did argue that an 
addiction to social media can lead to a distorted view of reality. They quoted examples of posts of digitally 
enhanced photos depicting perfect bodies and sites where influencers show their perfect lives in carefully 
chosen images. Being continuously exposed to this type of material could lead young people to feel unhappy 
about their own bodies and insecure in their own imperfect lives. The best scripts were able to point out the 
benefits of social media in allowing communication between people across the world and allowing up to the 
minute information on news items of concern to all, including pandemics, conflicts and natural disasters. In 
these cases, social media are a vital link to what is real in the world. It was clear to candidates that education 
in the use of social media was essential and that all young people should be taught to look critically at digital 
content. The best responses showed that social media can affect our perception of reality if we allow it to, but 
that we should recognise the value of this technological advance and use it in moderation. 
 
Question 5 
 
Les jeunes s’expriment haut et fort sur le sujet de la pollution mais leurs voix ne sont pas entendues. 
Pourquoi ? 
 
Relatively few candidates attempted this question. Many wrote a general essay on pollution and made little 
reference to les jeunes. Better scripts used the example of Greta Thunberg as a young person whose voice 
is being heard and whose actions have had considerable effects around the world. Candidates gave a range 
of reasons why young people’s voices might not be heard. Some felt that governments are too focused on 
other issues such as the economy, wars and conflicts, industrial progress to take the environment seriously. 
Others felt that world leaders tend to be older and therefore unlikely to be affected by the environmental 
challenges in the future, so less inclined to take account of what young people are saying. Other candidates 
felt that young people are not listened to because of their age and perceived lack of experience. There were 
some thoughtful and well-illustrated answers displaying a good knowledge of topic-specific vocabulary and 
relevant statistics.  
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There were too few candidates for a meaningful report to be produced. 
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