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GERMAN LANGUAGE 
 
 

Paper 8683/01 
Speaking 

 
 
Key messages 
 
•  The presentation, which should last between three and four minutes, should refer clearly to the culture 

or society of a German-speaking country and should also include some personal input. 
•  Candidates should ask the examiner at least two questions in the topic conversation and two questions 

in the general conversation and they should be prompted by the examiner if they ask only one question 
or none at all. 

•  No marks may be awarded for Seeking Information if a candidate asks no questions. 
•  The test should be completed within twenty minutes and the two conversations should be of 

approximately equal length, at around eight minutes each. 
•  It is important that the candidate’s two questions in each conversation should be asked within the 

allotted 8 minutes; the questions should be integrated into the discussions and not left to the end. 
•  The candidate and the examiner should be equally audible to anyone listening to the recording, and the 

recording equipment should be tested and placed accordingly. 
 
 
General comments 
 
Although most candidates were aware of the requirements for the speaking test, there were some who did 
not ask the examiner enough questions. At least two questions are required in each of the conversations. At 
some centres candidates were not prompted to ask any at all and thus failed to access the available marks 
for Seeking Information. Some examiners prompted the candidates to ask questions, but this was at the very 
end of the conversation, or even beyond the recommended 8 minutes. Topics chosen were nearly all 
appropriate and were often interesting and informative. Most candidates were responsive and spontaneous 
with very few relying on prepared answers. The marking of the tests was mainly quite accurate, with mostly 
appropriate use of the mark scheme. Some centres allowed the tests to last far too long, thus risking 
disadvantaging the candidates. Recording quality was usually good, but at some centres either the candidate 
or the examiner was less audible owing to incorrect placement of the recording equipment. 
 
 
Specific comments on the sections of the test 
 
Section 1 (Presentation) 
 
•  If the delivery of the presentation is lively and confident, and if the ideas and opinions required by the 

mark scheme are evident, nine or ten marks may be awarded for content. 
•  Presentations that are far too long should not receive high marks, as they cannot be considered to have 

been ‘well organised’, as in the published criteria. 
•  For a mark of five for pronunciation a candidate does not have to be a native speaker. 
•  A well-prepared candidate should be able to access at least four marks for Language.  A ‘reasonable 

range’ of structures and (topic-specific) vocabulary is required, delivered ‘fairly fluently’, and without 
ambiguity of meaning. 

•  There was a varied range of sometimes unusual and often up-to-date presentation topics, including the 
following: 

 Homosexualität, psychische Gesundheit, Austauschjahre, Mobbing, Gentechnik, Sebastien Vettel, 
Roboter, der Musiker Joris, Brot, Fettleibigkeit, öffentliche Verkehrsmittel, Kriege, Golf, Steroide im 
Sport, Kriminalität and Arbeitslosigkeit. 
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Section 2 (Topic Conversation) 
 
•  This conversation should deal with the candidate’s presented topic, following up on the issues raised, 

and should last about eight minutes. 
•  It should not be expected that a candidate knows any additional factual information. 
•  Issues more suitable for the General Conversation should not be raised until Section 3. 
•  The questions a candidate puts to the examiner to seek information, should be varied. „Was denken 

Sie?’ or „Was ist Ihre Meinung?’ are useful questions, but a wider range is expected for a mark of five, 
or even four. 

•  If a candidate asks only one question during the conversation the maximum mark for Seeking 
Information is three. If no questions are asked, even after prompting, the mark must be zero. 

•  A candidate must be able to respond to unexpected questions. If the material is predominantly 
memorised by the candidate, the maximum mark for Comprehension and Responsiveness should be 
from the ‘Satisfactory’ box. A mark from this box can also be awarded if a candidate can deal 
satisfactorily with basic situations and concepts, but not more complicated ones. 

 
Section 3 (General Conversation) 
 
•  This start of this section should be announced by the examiner. It should be clearly distinct from 

Section 2. There should be a complete change of topic and this conversation should also last about 
eight minutes. 

•  Personal details such as the candidate’s future plans and his or her interests may feature initially, but it 
is better to move on to more complex or wider issues in order to enable the candidate to access the 
higher marks for ‘Comprehension and Responsiveness’ or ‘Providing Information and Opinions’. 

•  Open questions by the examiner are more effective than closed ones, as they tend to encourage more 
extensive responses. Brief questions such as Warum? are particularly useful. 

•  It should not be expected that the candidate will know any specific information on an unexpected topic 
chosen by the examiner, such as a topic of current affairs. It would be better to switch quickly to a 
different topic if a candidate is clearly unhappy with or uninformed about the original topic suggested. 
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GERMAN LANGUAGE 
 
 

Paper 8683/22 
Reading and Writing 

 
 
Key messages 
 
In this paper, candidates read two texts with a common theme (Integration of disabled students into 
mainstream schools). 
 
They must then answer vocabulary questions for Question 1 and grammar questions for Question 2. 
In Question 3 and Question 4, candidates answer comprehension questions about the two texts. In 
Question 5, candidates are asked to summarise the two texts with reference to the advantages and 
challenges of integrating disabled students into mainstream schools and then to briefly give their own 
opinion. 
 
 
General comments 
 
The majority of candidates coped well with the demands of this exam and showed a good understanding of 
the two texts as demonstrated by their answers to Questions 3–5. The quality of language varied from 
excellent to very poor. Whilst some candidates wrote confidently using their own words, others restricted 
themselves to copying large chunks of the original text without attempting to rephrase ideas and opinions. 
This could not be credited. Question 1 and Question 2 also presented a difficulty for candidates who did not 
have a sufficient command of vocabulary and grammar for this level.  
 
In Question 5, students should be reminded to keep their summary brief and precise without going into too 
much detail in order not to exceed the word limit. 
 
 
Comments on specific questions 
 
Question 1 
 
(a) Almost all candidates answered this question well and identified the word Deutschland from the 

text. 
 
(b) The majority of candidates answered this question correctly and provided the correct synonym. 
 
(c) Many candidates answered this question well. 
 
(d) Most candidates answered this question well. 
 
(e) Nearly all candidates answered this question correctly.   
 
Question 2 
 
(a) Candidates answered this question well and the majority answered correctly. 
 
(b) Many candidates answered this question correctly.  
 
(c) This question was usually answered correctly, and candidates recognised the infinitive requiring zu. 
 
(d) A significant number of candidates managed to answer this question correctly and used the correct 

word order. 
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(e) Many candidates answered this question correctly and used the correct gender for the noun. 
 
Question 3 
 
(a) Almost all candidates answered this question correctly. 
 
(b) Many candidates answered this question correctly and were awarded full marks. They understood 

the dilemma that teacher found themselves in by wanting to support integration but being 
overstretched at the same time.  

 
(c) Most candidates scored at least two marks. In order to obtain full marks, it was necessary to 

mention three out of four possible answers.  
 
(d) This question was often answered correctly. Some candidates did not mention the fact that the 

courses should be free for teachers.  
 
(e) The question presented no difficulty and most candidates referred both to the lack of trained 

teachers and to the problem that school buildings are not adapted for disabled students. 
 
(f) The majority of candidates scored at least two marks in this question. However, some candidates 

failed to mention the fact that Lisa is deaf. 
 
Question 4 
 
(a) The majority of candidates answered this question well and gained full marks with many even 

mentioning more detail than necessary.  
 
(b) This question was usually answered correctly, and candidates identified the two benefits that 

integration brings to the students.  
 
(c) Most candidates identified the three details necessary here to gain full marks. 
 
(d) Some candidates struggled with the second part of this question and did not mention the fact that 

the important thing is not her disability, but her character. 
 
(e) A significant number of candidates answered this question well, with many giving additional details. 
 
(f) This question presented no difficulties for most candidates and the answers were mostly extensive. 
 
Question 5 
 
Most candidates gave good responses to this task and were able to identify various advantages and 
challenges of teaching disabled children in mainstream schools. Candidates should be reminded to adhere 
to the word limit as any points after the 150 word cut-off will not be credited. The aim of this question is to 
produce a concise summary. Candidates should be discouraged from rephrasing points of the text and 
instead they should summarise points briefly and succinctly.  
 
In Question 5(b), the majority of candidates were able to give a well-founded opinion on the topic. Many 
candidates supported their opinion with valid reasons, often drawing on their own experience.  
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GERMAN LANGUAGE 
 
 

Paper 8683/32 
Essay 

 
 
Key messages 
 
In order to perform well in this paper, candidates should: 
 
•  select the title which they feel most confident about; 
•  write a response that is clearly relevant, supported with examples, coherently structured and well 

informed; 
•  use German which is accurate and of a suitably advanced nature, as well as demonstrating a good use 

of idiom and appropriate topic-related vocabulary; 
•  use sentence patterns which show some evidence of complexity in a style which is easy to follow. 
 
 
General comments 
 
Most essays were clearly structured with an introduction, a conclusion and ideas organised into paragraphs. 
As always, the strongest essays demonstrated insight and opinions were supported with well-chosen 
evidence.  
 
Many candidates had an excellent command of German and achieved marks for Language in the Good or 
Very Good category. They used an impressive range of vocabulary, both general and topic-specific, and 
produced essays which were fluent and of an appropriate register. Some were clearly familiar with spoken 
German and although the language read reasonably well, spelling was often phonetic and punctuation was 
sometimes missing. 
 
Common errors included: 
 
•  confusion between man, Mann and das, dass; 
•  lack of punctuation; 
•  confusion between possessives; 
•  lack of capitalisation of nouns; 
•  incorrect word order after subordinating conjunctions. 
 
 
Comments on specific questions 
 
Question 1 
 
Freunde aus der Kindheit bleiben lebenslange Freunde. Teilen Sie diese Meinung? 
 
This was the most popular title. Candidates came to different conclusions but those who recognised the 
difficulties of maintaining childhood friendships had much more material to work with: moving schools, 
changing countries, divergence of interests and a changing outlook on life. Very few mentioned that with 
current technology it is much easier to remain in contact with friends than in the past. 
 
Question 2 
 
Es gibt viel mehr Männer als Frauen im Gefängnis. Warum ist das Ihrer Meinung nach so? 
 
Few candidates selected this topic despite the fact that the title was straightforward. Those who chose it 
approached it in different ways but managed to produce a coherent explanation. 
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Question 3 
 
„ Ich bin glücklicher bei der Arbeit als in meiner Freizeit. Ist das so ungewöhnlich?“  Peter, 60 Jahre alt. Was 
halten Sie von Peters Standpunkt? 
 
This question was chosen by a small number of candidates but those that did choose it found no shortage of 
points to defend their opinion. 
 
Question 4 
 
Der Mensch is von Natur aus nicht fähig, mit seinen Mitmenschen in Frieden zu leben. Wie stehen Sie zu 
dieser Aussage? 
 
No candidates chose this title. 
 
Question 5 
 
Um die Umweltverschmutzung wirklich zu reduzieren, müssen wir die Weltbevölkerung auch drastisch 
reduzieren. Sind Sie auch dieser Meinung? 
 
This title was popular with candidates but some seemed slightly shocked by it. Some made coherent links 
between overpopulation and pollution but others found it a difficult subject to address. It was, of course, 
possible to disagree with the statement from the start and discuss other more effective ways of tackling 
pollution. This approach enabled candidates to use arguments they were familiar with. 
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