Let the mind manage the body
Que lesprit gére le corps

MAURITIUS
EXAMINATIONS
SYNDICATE

NCE 2024
GRADE 9

Tamil

Subject code : N620

EXAMINERS’
REPORT



Key Messages

Candidates are encouraged to do the following:

e Use the time left after finishing the tasks to proofread their work for spelling,
grammatical and punctuation mistakes that might limit understanding.

e Prior to attempting a comprehension text, the passage and questions must be
thoroughly read. After reading the questions multiple times until they fully
understand them, candidates should be able to demonstrate that they understand
the requirements and know where to get the important details.

e Every question guides candidates to the paragraph that contains the relevant

details upon which they should construct their response.
In Grammar:
Candidates continue to face challenges with the following grammar use:

e The use of appropriate case markers and subject-verb agreement
e Irregular verbs in the past tense accurately
e Converting a negative statement into an affirmative phrase

e The merging of two sentences using cohesive devices

In Reading:

Most candidates tackled all of the questions. There were very few incomplete scripts.
Although some of the terminology and phrases stretched the ability of stronger candidates,
the content was generally understandable by everyone. Questions requiring literal
comprehension were better done. Nevertheless, some found it difficult to answer
questions that call for inferences. Candidates poorly attempted task that needed them to

explain the meaning of words in context.

In Writing:

e While writing, candidates should be careful to use correct grammar, spelling, and
punctuation.

e Candidates should develop a plot and integrate a range of language structures
and vocabulary in their essays to keep the reader's interest.



e To write effectively, ideas must flow from one to the next and relevant information
must be logically organised.

e Candidates' erratic use of punctuation, which frequently resulted in poorly
constructed sentences, and their alternating use of the past and present tenses
made their responses less succinct, resulting in loss of marks.

e There should be enhanced opportunities for candidates to express themselves in

the language both in writing and verbally.

In Translation
e In general, candidates performed well when selecting the right vocabulary for
translation. However, some found it difficult to apply grammatical rules to the

translation task. Some lost marks due to spelling errors.

General Comments

It was discouraging to find a drop in the pass rate from 79.7% in 2023 to 74.4%in Tamil.
This could be due to declining performance in questions requiring higher order skills, such
as writing. Overall, it was encouraging to find that candidates could effectively manage

their time and could complete the paper.

Moreover, certain candidates still find it difficult to demonstrate that they understand and
are capable of doing specific paper components. The candidates' poor performance on

the word formation, error hunt and cloze text tasks was particularly indicative of this.

Candidates generally performed quite satisfactorily in their essays. It was observed that
candidates felt more at ease taking the narrative writing task. They found it more
challenging to write descriptive essays. Despite the fact that many are proficient in Tamil,
the vocabulary and sentence structure are still quite basic. Instead of concentrating on
describing the environment and atmosphere, those writing descriptive essays talked on
their personal experiences, slipping into narrative.

The best candidates for functional writing demonstrated a solid understanding of the
subject matter and excelled in utilising all of the provided points. It was alarming to see
that a lot of candidates did not try answering this question. Candidates who tried functional
writing produced flat writing pieces that were condemned for lacking idioms and

vocabulary.



The performance of candidates this year made it clear that they understood the core
principles required for the NCE Assessment. Many candidates showed that they were

capable of understanding the fundamentals of writing, grammar, and reading.

Comments on Specific questions

Question 1 — Basic Grammar

A number of fundamental grammatical concepts are evaluated in Question 1. Multiple-
choice and open-ended questions are used to evaluate candidates' understanding of basic
yet significant grammar rules. Several candidates performed well on this multiple-choice
task. However, the primary source of difficulty was found to be the use of verbal participles,
adjectival participles, and case markers.

Items 1 and 9 were correctly answered by most candidates.
However, the following items were found challenging:

Item 2

This item addressed the proper usage of afewar erés15. However, it was a notable challenge
for a considerable number of candidates. It has been noted that a large number of
candidates still struggle to differentiate between @& afma@Quéss and o &5 QLW FdsLb.
For item 2, the word seuaflsss was a great distractor and many got confused between

saahgssd and saalss

Items 4
This item focused on the correct use of eg#5. It was noted that many candidates still
struggle to differentiate between aflewerQuwséss and QuwGgdsws. In item 4, only a small

number of candidates were able to identify the correct answer, which was "s&eags".

Item 5

This question evaluated the candidates' ability to correctly use the case marker ‘@) 5.
Although this is a common grammatical structure, many candidates failed to give the
correct answer. It appeared that several were unaware that the case marker ‘@. 1’ must

be used when the verb ‘sresir is present.



Item 6
The incorrect answer "swafGarmi” Was frequently chosen, suggesting that candidates
either missed the clue provided by the word "yesterday" or misinterpreted the personal

pronoun "£". It is recommended that candidates become well-acquainted with commonly

used time indicators and develop a clear understanding of personal pronouns.

Item 7
Most candidates attempted this item successfully. The expected answer was <yseiorag).
However, weaker candidates at times provided either the distractions sewmrer or

D VSLDTS.

Item 8
This item was reasonably well attempted by some candidates. However, a number of them
did not understand the meaning of the verb se»._ Qg and ended up selecting incorrect

options such as wnss815s, wigses and wrsgHer.

Item 10

This question assessed the candidates’ skill in using the correct conjunctions. Many found
it challenging, likely due to a lack of understanding of the meanings of individual
conjunctions. Candidates continued to confuse the conjunctions ‘@ @rad’, ‘abeapra’,

and ‘erewrGay .

Item 11

In this item, candidates were asked to convert the given sentence into its singular form.
The words ‘mrevser and ‘o ererer Needed to be changed accordingly. Some candidates
failed to achieve full marks because they did not understand the key term ‘g@ewuia’. TO
support weaker students in becoming familiar with Tamil grammatical terminology,

educators are encouraged to incorporate such terms consistently in classroom instruction.

Item 12

Several candidates were unable to answer this item correctly, as they did not know the
appropriate positioning of the word ‘9n@’ within the sentence. Some of the incorrect
responses given by candidates include: ng aupeps smwii Gumrli i Sybom

ST F TS SHIGWUSSHTH. SYLOLOT &IewlHemaTs FHHUSHTT euPpennsd st Cum’ L mi In@



Item 13
This item evaluated candidates’ ability to correctly use the word ‘2 1 Ger’ in a sentence.
While most candidates understood the task, some were unable to appropriately combine

it with the verb ‘Qeemm s .
2551 Coauamaws s ClFaimiLGer Ggm’iy Fmii L mg.

551 Caucmws s ClFain o 1 Ger Qumi’iy Fmid L mg.

Item 14

This question proved to be challenging, as many candidates had difficulty understanding
the key term. A number of candidates could not grasp the meaning of the terms
‘Quuwerdss Qsm_g. It is crucial for candidates to become thoroughly familiar with Tamil

terminology. Some of the incorrect responses are as follows:
QLT Lewid OsTHSS LIGRTSSTe) LOLOT (5 Lifld: e mmIFGorny.
QLT Lt OsTHSEH LIGTSST60 ILOLOT @b Lifld: e GerTy.

Candidates should receive thorough instruction on the proper use of srésalenansar. It would
be beneficial for Educators to prepare their students more effectively, ensuring they can

use erdgailewansar With greater proficiency.

Item 15

The inability of many candidates to successfully convert the negative verb into the
affirmative verb was caused by their poor understanding of the key concepts in the
question. Also, many candidates did not recognise that the word " 1_rer" indicates the

future tense. Some examples of candidates’ mistakes in their responses are as follows:
BICHGTSH G UG LIGTONS S, 6UBS TG
BICHGTS G DG LIGTaNS @ 6l LDM(h 6L TET.

It is advisable for teachers to equip their students more thoroughly for these types of
questions. To respond effectively to the topic, students must also understand the

instructions and grammatical terminology used in the Tamil language.



Question 2 — Basic Vocabulary

This question assesses candidates’ ability to handle vocabulary in context and their
understanding of everyday language used in Tamil. The primary objective is to encourage
the teaching of common vocabulary words. A lack of exposure to the language led to
confusion among some candidates, making it difficult for them to discern the correct

answer from the provided distractors.

The items that were answered well included:

Item 1
BT YGOL_FHEAT GWeUSE, FBIGNEBE G wevvrrrrrrerrnirairrerrnriieira, Gauesr(pLb.
In this case, the word g5 helped candidates identify oyewomf) as the correct

answer.

Item 4
Many candidates performed well here, with the word smuisgsaer in the sentence indicating

the correct answer spws5s.
Many candidates struggled with the following items.

Item 2
GTGOT Y LOLDTRYGHL_ULI LI BB B TeiT Q) (BBSSI. QLT LSS aTTeD af emL_

This item was particularly challenging for many candidates. The correct answer,
SJvmISAESTH,
was chosen by very few, suggesting that most candidates lacked a clear understanding

of the verbs = e._ggmi and sepaiers.

Item 3

LDITGESTGUGET - eeveeensennnennsennsennnennss QsPwrer. euat @@rGurg of GLLWDRsarsd Oauiw
wr_rer. The word @@Gungis made this item harder for candidates to fully understand

the sentence. As a result, they were unable to select the correct answer, which was

GamdGumwmui. A common incorrect answer was yesriimui.



Item 5
BITCSTMILD 2YBF LOGHSGT LISFE B GGUMLELL T «uoveeieieeeeeeeee e e e eee e .

Candidates had to choose the correct word here, which was @®&mnrer. However, a few

candidates found this item difficult to do.

Question 3: Basic Reading Comprehension
Question 3A

Most candidates performed well on the basic reading comprehension section, as the
answers were relatively easy to locate within the small text. This question assessed
reading at an intermediate level by focussing on the candidates’ ability to extract specific
details from the text. In general, responses indicated a strong understanding of literal
meaning, with accurate answers to the majority of items. As the questions in this section
were straightforward and their answers easily identifiable, many candidates responded

correctly and achieved full marks.

Question 3B

This question required candidates to read a poster on a cleaning service While many
answered correctly, some lost marks due to challenges with questions requiring precise
and concise answers. To succeed, candidates should focus on specific details from the
text and ensure that they understand the context of the question. They should avoid
copying large chunks of the text.

Items 2 and 3 proved challenging for some candidates.

Here, candidates showed confusion between these two questions. Several candidates
gave identical answers to both questions, indicating difficulty in distinguishing between the
words afen_ and aflewev. Question 3 was about the price of the cleaning service and many
did not understand the meaning of the word afews. Thus, some candidates ended up
giving same answer for both questions. A common incorrect response for question 5 was
simply lifted as s @swrer QeuiPserssts, Gualar smwad, B CFR6T GIaTLIM®IS
QsradaBuiliar wpawrss wmUld@mser, from the passage without addressing the

question’s intent, resulting in no marks awarded.



Educators should be reminded that examination technique plays a crucial role in this type
of question. Candidates are expected to provide concise and precise responses. Simply

copying large portions of the text is unlikely to reward them.

Question 4: Word formation

The purpose of Question 4 was to assess students’ understanding and application of word
formation rules in Tamil. Although the transformations involved commonly used words,
many candidates faced difficulties due to grammatical errors and incorrect spelling.

Specific observations on individual items are as follows:
Item 1

Some candidates were unable to write the correct plural form of the word Gsmyper. Instead,

incorrect responses such as Ggmypmisar Or Gampaisar Were given.
Item 2

This item was designed to evaluate the correct use of the appropriate case marker in
sentences containing the verb Gsar in Tamil. Rather than correctly writing ‘oy@Awf 18,
some students offered incorrect alternatives such as ‘@ umss’, ‘9@ Awens, or simply

‘%@/ﬁwj’.
Item 3

Most candidates performed well on this item, as it was straightforward, and the personal

pronoun wyeug helped guide them to correctly write gLiys0srewr_m7 as the answer.
Item 4

Many candidates misunderstood how to form the a5 alewear@uéss for the verb ‘Ln®’,

which should be ‘um’. Some instead wrote incorrect forms like ‘Limggs’ or ‘Limgur’.

Item 5

This item was well done. However, rather than correctly writing ‘sflwnrs’, weaker

candidates offered incorrect alternatives such as ‘s, ‘sfg/’, or simply ‘sflunrers).’



Question 5 -Error Hunt

Candidates who performed well in this section displayed strong command of the Tamil
language, both in accuracy and appropriateness. However, some common errors were

observed in the following areas:
Item 1

Some students failed to correctly use the dative marker ‘ai’ with the verb ‘90’ Instead,
they used incorrect case markers like ‘@&’ and ‘@ar, resulting in errors such as ‘af." g e’

or ‘af " 19 7.
Item 2

This item evaluated candidates' understanding of the correct use of @sr allewearQwdsib.
Some candidates did not respond accurately, providing incorrect answers such as s@® =@

and B mSu.

Item 3

Many struggled to identify the correct form of the word w@gg. Incorrect responses such

as wwpHeoe and wrprHosear were found in some candidates' scripts.
Items 4

This item was generally accessible, and many candidates answered it correctly. Most gave

the correct answer Qsr(gGser.

Item 5

The aim of this item was to transform the word &af® into af."®. Some candidates were
unable to make the correct transformation. Additionally, many left the word unchanged or

left blank spaces, which resulted in a loss of marks.

To improve results, it is important that students regularly practice reading and interpreting
texts of similar length and complexity. Educators should focus not only on guiding students
toward the correct answers but also on helping them understand how and why those

answers are correct.



Question 6 A: Cloze Text

This part of the exam assessed students’ comprehension of a familiar topic and related
language use. Since the subject matter was well-known to most candidates, it was not
especially difficult, and the majority completed it successfully. It is important that
candidates read all the options provided carefully, understand the passage as a whole,

and consider the grammatical structure of each word before selecting their answers.

Question 6 B: Open Cloze Text

The open cloze passage proved more challenging for many candidates, as it required
advanced thinking skills, particularly the ability to deduce the most suitable word using
context. Success in this task depends heavily on a strong vocabulary, and many students
struggled because they were unable to interprete the context effectively. Some responses
revealed a lack of understanding of the passage. While a range of acceptable answers
were permitted, consistent practice is key to overcoming these challenges. Specific

comments on items include:
Item 1

Only a few candidates successfully completed this item with the appropriate word wpga,
possibly due to a lack of understanding of the sentence. Particularly bright students

attempted successfully this question.
Item 2

This item had acceptable answers such as <yserre), erarGau. Even if it was straightforward

to find the right word, it was beyond the reach of many.
Item 3

This question allowed for multiple valid responses such as e ®fwisar, syeuiser and

erewerpd. As a result, many students were able to provide appropriate answers.
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Item 4

Instead of providing the correct verb #.15Gearar, SOme candidates either wrote a different
verb beginning with the letter ‘s’ in Tamil or made spelling mistakes. This task presented
a significant amount of difficulty for numerous candidates. Many candidates had difficulty
understanding the context of the sentence and ended up suggesting unrelated verbs, such

as G%73)5 s, 585 Cearerand @ 198Gser.

Item 5

This item had various plausible answers such as prer, Geunsl, Gumi1y. Thus, most

candidates were able to come with a correct answer.

Candidates are advised to consider their responses, ensuring that the answers align with
the sentence's structure and grammatical consistency. With appropriate drills and

exercises, good improvement can be achieved, at the level of the class.

Question 7 - Functional Writing

This task assessed candidates’ ability to compose a concise, functional text of 50-60
words based on a given context. The main focus was on clarity, conciseness, and the
writer’s understanding of both the audience and the purpose. This year, candidates were

required to write a letter thanking a doctor for their treatment.

Most candidates demonstrated a good grasp of the task, organizing their ideas logically.
Their responses generally featured an appropriate opening, a brief account of the
situation, and a suitable closing. However, some candidates included irrelevant details,

which detracted from the intended tone and focus of the letter.

To perform well in this task, candidates were expected to address all four bullet points

fully. Here is a breakdown of how each point was handled:

First bullet point: The question “When did you go to the hospital?” was generally well
handled by most students, with many mentioning the specific day and time of their visit.
Responses such as “Last Saturday | went to the hospital,” “I reached the hospital at ten,”
and “Last month | had to go to the hospital” provided clear context. However, some
students simply repeated the question in their answers (e.g., “I went to the hospital”)

without giving any additional details or clarification.

11



The second bullet point: In response to the question “Why did you go to the hospital?”,
most candidates provided a reason for their visit. Responses varied in depth—from simple
restatements of the question (e.g., “l went to the hospital”) to more detailed narratives that

clearly explained the purpose of the visit.

Third bullet point, “How did the doctor help you?”, proved to be more challenging for
candidates. Many responses lacked clarity, with some candidates writing vague
statements such as “He helped,” which did not sufficiently address the question. A number
of students overlooked this bullet point entirely, which negatively affected their overall

performance.
Fourth bullet point is, “Why did you like the doctor?”

This point was generally answered well with almost all candidates offering at least one
simple suggestion to patch up with their friend. Many responses offered several sensible

ideas such as “He is kind, He gave me medicine, He talked nicely”.

The more effective responses typically emphasized on each of the four bullet points and
developed their points using creative and relevant ideas. In some responses, additional
information was required for each of the four bullet points. The bullet points do not always
have to be given equal treatment but it is also true that the answer should not be too

unbalanced because otherwise a bullet point might not be adequately developed.

The strongest responses addressed all four bullet points with thoughtful and creative
content. Although not all points need to be developed equally, a major imbalance can lead

to underdeveloped sections and missed marks.

Overall, candidates showed a good awareness of audience and purpose, with many
displaying comfort in writing a letter to an adult. However, weaker candidates struggled

with vocabulary and comprehension, particularly of key Tamil terms like w@ggiaid ,aer

199 855 and 9 s

12



Band 1

GTGHT LDGSTLD T B G GETSH L.

BGVLD. BELDMIW 9paUeD. CIFGID LSETH LpGOLD BTG LD(hSEI6uLDeets LI CLmGerssr. eroesiep med
@uailed Bacr et Fanevply H(LpICeTaT . YFRTTED [BAGT FMEIG (LPLYWITS H606Ve 0N T6D
$M&sLILL GLar. FrIsar ClummieniowyL e 616s @ CFmgemend ClauwiGiser. Coad 61658 % $5%
Gouawrgw oBpHIFmans ClETRSGiF6r "@ralled o ar sewevply Hpeu GeuesTi_mbd", 616
Mleayengen i eTesresfl_Ld G 1o faalT. fsisaer 2 miser Geuemeuiled LO% FeOVIT. HSBGTTC 6165 H S,
o2 Bt 199 3S5S). GTGIT LOGTLD TS BRTVFGT  @ow. "Grmwumm UTLHGY

GDUDD ClFVQILD , HYeOeuT!

QUL &G

afloevr

This response was rated as excellent. It is instantly clear that the candidate has a strong
understanding of both the audience and the purpose. All key points were effectively

developed, with relevant details included throughout the essay.

Band 2

9| GUTLIQTAT LD(HSSII T, 2mI(LpHLD 2 auisGar,

QUGKTSHHLD GTGT 2_GTANEI &3 6F 6LGRTSHE B1%@FLD 2T (LSS B1% @BLD. BT BeVLDTUI @) (55 % Cmer.
@) a6t B (H6HeTTe) b 2 68T & BLOLISST(HLD 6THSS G@MDIULD @)V TLOG) 1T BS/
QUBEH DTS T TN 6TLOG| DGOV ML &1 LS LITS).

Gumes FallE%) PeOLD BTG LD (5SS 6L 6Ts G LI GLITOewest. 6T Lo(hggieud LITFGHer. 9jeud
6TG8I% & LD(HB&IF6T OETBDSS M. BTG Lo(BBS5I%H6T &4 Csesr. Aflg Cruss1s L Ln @ Bres
FRwml b pCaerr. LG Bevrm)

@)L 5o,
Gzal

This response demonstrated a clear understanding of the audience and purpose, and
most of the required points were addressed. However, due to the frequent spelling

errors, it did not meet the standard required for Band 1.
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Band 3

9| GUTL{GITGIT LD(5SGHI6U T I (LpSHLD 9 fsSer,

6TGYT <9 LILIIT 6TGuTawT L_LD LD(h& I eULDen et Ll GLimety. 2 esr(h) euesrig o w GLimGeurer. bmesr
QNwrGw el QBSP DS BT HTUIFD B5IBI%HS O\FT6wT1LY (55 CHET. LO(BSSHI0T 6T68 %@ LD(BBHSI
QOSTRSB DT, LD(HSSHIIT BOWGIT. b 2 655G BTD) Fnm% Cmeor.

L 1211)))
@LiLig 5o,

a6l

This response attempts to address the key points in a brief manner; however, frequent
spelling and grammatical errors sometimes obscure the intended meaning. Moreover, the

target audience and purpose are not clearly established.

Band 4

QUGSTSH B LD,

BTG LD(55 G| ULDGDGSTUIIG) LD(BSGIeUew TLI LITFSHGILI GLITGTTW. TGS LD (5SS 6 LDGH 6T & L
GuirestTw) SISO, BAGH LD(hSSHIT. 2 616 2 Fal O\FUISTI. 66T 2 615G LD(hSSHI T
195531 b &S] Iami 3) %G DG

QUL &S

Geuevesr

This response is weak, containing numerous grammatical errors, particularly in verb
conjugation. These mistakes appear frequently throughout the answer. Additionally, not

all required points have been addressed.

Question 8 - Reading Comprehension

This year, most candidates produced well-structured responses, and only a few failed to
address all questions. The top-performing students demonstrated exceptional
comprehension abilities. To avoid repetition in responses, candidates are reminded to

read both the passage and each question carefully before answering.

Important reminders for candidates include:

14




e Lifting from the passage is acceptable when a question does not require a
response in the candidate’s own words. However, unnecessary detail should be
avoided.

¢ Irrelevant information in an otherwise acceptable response is not credited.

e Spelling and grammatical errors are not penalized if the meaning remains clear
and shows understanding.

e Students should avoid copying large sections of the passage. Instead, they should

extract only the relevant parts and provide brief, well-crafted answers.

Item 1

Item 1 was simple and clear, allowing nearly all candidates to provide the correct answer.

Item 2
A frequent incorrect response for Question 2 was wywaead &b 61’ L mbd rgHeD

LI BSTISH6T. Y esTTe0 geuiser GLFaledenev.

Item 3

This question presented a challenge for many candidates, with some answering only the
first part of the question and omitting the second part. As a result, these candidates lost
the opportunity to earn full marks, as partial credit is not awarded for comprehension

questions.

Item 4
Most candidates answered this question correctly by providing the answer &

9 uUCen(® Blewpw Fmmis 0% TeTeTaT.

Item 5
This question was also well-answered, with the majority correctly selecting wjeuisesss

@Cr wr@fwres Cauemev OFuwiwls 199 &@GLb.
Item 6

Question 6 was straightforward, and a direct lift from the passage was accepted.

LG peTLIfsenL LD CLFalebene; SjeuaF@GLl LiwLb.
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Item 7
Attention should be given when copying from the passage, as errors in copying led to
responses like wywever @ srs Q@QensgL LUTisS SPF HUHGTLI LITTTL 1q OSTT6T, where the

important word 2 ewipgsrer was omitted.

Item 8

This item question to be quite challenging. It was observed that some candidates still
struggle to understand question words such as how, when, and what, which led to
confusion and incorrect responses. No marks were awarded when candidates added

irrelevant text like: @ Brer, @woear alurGwrw @)BHSTET 2IGT LFSHIULD®TUID @)(HSS

Couatt(hLd. YSTTED IYLPF) UGS GG FIHERTWITH (B)(HBSTCH.

Item 9
Both Questions 9(a) and 9(b) were answered well, with most candidates able to accurately

locate the correct responses.

Item 10

Question 10 was simple and allowed for a direct lift from the passage, which was accepted
as a valid response.

Qaufl b Caupun® Q@BBSTRILD IUTFEET FETLITSATTS )5S (LpLgUfLb.

Item 11

This question focused on identifying the change in Amalen. Candidates were expected to
include key points such as weuans® peawuFser LT @QWBSTIGaT SYeuaT LPD QIGLIL
pewrLiisGarr(m) Lp&Herrar. However, a few candidates struggled with the term wnzip.s and

skipped the question entirely, resulting in a loss of marks.

Item 12

This was one of the most difficult questions. A significant number of candidates left this
question unanswered. A large number struggled with understanding the given terms and
were unable to produce accurate synonyms. Some attempted to use the words in
sentences instead. Educators are encouraged to place greater emphasis on vocabulary

development to help students with such tasks.
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Question 9 - Translation

The translation task was generally appropriate for the candidates’ level, though some
lacked the proficiency required for accurate translation. While many had the potential to

translate the text correctly, gaps in their translation skills affected their performance.

In the first part, most candidates were able to translate common vocabulary into Tamil
effectively, reflecting a solid grasp of basic translation. However, the words ‘famous’ and

‘suddenly’ posed difficulties for some students.

In the second part, omissions were common. Phrases such as ‘during holidays’,
‘delicious’, and ‘watch movies’ were frequently left out. Candidates struggled with
vocabulary, subject-verb agreement, proper verb tense usage, and correct application of

case markers as well as spelling.

These challenges suggest a need for more focused practice. With consistent training,
particularly in handling more complex structures and unfamiliar terms, students can

improve their translation skills significantly.

Question 10 - Extended writing

This question assesses writing at an advanced level. Candidates were given two options:
one narrative and one descriptive. They were required to choose one. This task assesses
higher-order writing skills, such as the ability to creatively develop a plot, express ideas
with correct grammar and syntax, use varied sentence structures, and employ a wide

range of vocabulary.

This year’s responses were generally at par with, or even better than, those from the
previous year in terms of overall quality. Most candidates demonstrated a clear

understanding of the task requirements.

The distribution of responses to Question 10 was fairly balanced, although more
candidates opted for the narrative essays as usual. This was largely due to the popularity
of the story prompt, which many found more accessible and enjoyable. Candidates were
particularly interested in writing about something which they lost, a topic they were

comfortable discussing, which likely contributed to the high number of narrative essays.

Candidates must show proficiency in both complex and simpler sentence structures. It is

highly recommended that candidates carefully proofread their work to correct any spelling

17



mistakes. Special attention should also be given to prepositions and ensuring subject-verb
agreement is maintained throughout. A small number of candidates left their essays

incomplete.

Educators are encouraged to support their students in practising composition writing,
providing them with the guidance needed to achieve the best possible results. The variety
of responses was promising, with many candidates submitting essays that reached Band

1 level.
For narrative essays:

e Detailed relevant content

e Complexity in languages

e Accurate G/S/P and syntax

e Good use of varied sentence structures

e Wide and precise vocabulary

For descriptive essays:

The same rules apply to descriptive essays while maintaining focus on descriptions being

well-developed which create atmosphere.

Essays that effectively integrate all of these elements will receive high marks. To help with
the expectations of Examiners a sample of essays is provided below. These samples
reflect the range of responses received this year and are accompanied by feedback

highlighting their strengths and areas for improvement.

Narrative Writing

This topic was quite popular and generated a wide range of responses. It was accessible
enough to be tackled in various ways, making it a common choice for many candidates.
Nearly all candidates successfully incorporated the phrase “grar saueewms @) ®sGser.
alerapred 9ewss srent ywaiaee , With several even using it as introduction to their
narrative. Stronger responses made effective use of dialogue, appropriate vocabulary,

and consistent, accurate use of tenses.

Weaker answers, however, often switched between past and present tenses and showed
inconsistent punctuation, resulting in long, unclear sentences that made it difficult for the
reader to follow. These responses also tended to repeat ideas and rely heavily on basic

language structures and grammatical constructions.
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Band 1: Example 1

BT Hauenevw Tl )55 CHer. T0)GTGIDT6) eSS &TewT (LpLY W T G)EH6V. TGS,

o1y BTl eSlewreneu 1A% LG SGLD. eTTe), g @fL 1965 BBSI LYWl 6TeT GHLOULD L)%
UBSSLOTL @) (BBSS. BImFear Gsmaleyd L1 L msefilayd Gzlg eTedewr @)L mIsearu L
unigGsmh.  erred BaBSHer el UTissaledeme. Go@yld FAEIGET 610 TH L (LpLD
CueCasrmid. OsL' L Couemen, 9euis@pLd SLI LITTEHSAINGOGV. 6T BTl G5 26wT(h 6TeTM)
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Band 1: Example 2

Gunes gL 6165% @& LIL L FLOLIQILD, 6TGH LDGTH6V (Q)GWTay)ILD @) (BBSSI. 2T FesflsE) LpewLp, Hev
ST FH 0 Glauarenar GLogmisar LiehLp (L L GemarLl GLimev @)(BBSSI. BTeILD GTGH [56UTLIGH,

QYpBELD 6168 BMufLd 'LicvndHeur s (5% @S GlFarGmmLp.

BIBIGET T LGS LoessF@ yoralled oyenl GEHTLD. BIBISET GF 2 WILDAGT LOTLDISeSL
unigGsmib. BAEIGaT AbLpEISmETL UP&Esg 0)Fm_m&Gerrd. yLiLDLd BIEISET BLpedle
o L' &Iips &GO QU WL TGS LILD /BI 5 G QTS o eTGL_mLb. Bie Ol germ) R Quilw
n@ gdleow GCas GLmbd. preigser uggy WL L af D@ @@ Yelleowsd setGLmLD. [BIEIS6T
@aflenw i Gumed gLy Gasmid. L6l 61m1% @%@ LI L6 19 Wig). Hie ClTeTn) 2 LpH6sT FNISE)
aflppsar. e prul 1SR BIepBSSI.

"e1evrest GlFuwiw GeouessGLd?” e1eiimy BleowersCE6r. BT @b LIFF T LiaierTed Fs&gLons
CunGenair. BresT euenevwrul @)bpCHer. OGN TED 6T BIEWS FHTewT (LPLY N6V, L6
6TGET [BGRTLIGYIS & LISSSH 6D UBS. 6168 LDGSILD LIl LIL_$5F]. H1eOIeiin) @b &HTeuedsTIcH 6B
GTGST [BERTLIGNGSTULD TG BAGHWIU|LD &TLILITHMGTTET. BreeT BloGwml @)mpGser HeanL &ulled

[BIBISET HTOUDHTI)% G BETD) Fo ) GEOTTLD.

19




These two essays demonstrate clear development of ideas, well-organised structure,
effective language use, and coherent paragraphing. The essays showcase higher-level
features, including a broad vocabulary and the appropriate use of less common words. To
continue performing at this level, students should maintain the focus on clear development

of ideas and logical progression of thoughts.

Band 2 Essay
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While this is a good essay, it lacks the sophistication needed to compete for a higher band.
A variety of language is attempted, but occasional errors in spelling, word choice, and
word structure hold it back. To improve and reach a higher band, focus should be on
enhancing the complexity and variety of sentence structures. Candidates can work on

expanding vocabulary and use more precise word choices.

20




Band 3 Essay
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The main problem with this essay is the language, despite the well-developed plot.
Throughout the essay, numerous sentence-level errors are present, and the overuse of
relatively short sentence forms limits its effectiveness. The response is also shorter than

expected. These factors contributed to the lower grade awarded for this answer.

Band4 Essay
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This response falls within the Needs Improvement performance band. It contains
numerous grammatical errors, and the overall language quality is lacking. The use of basic

sentence structures throughout further limits the effectiveness of the response.

Descriptive Writing

The quality of responses varied among candidates. In stronger answers, the common
place was often depicted, typically featuring expressive language and a strong

understanding of descriptive techniques. Weaker responses, however, tended to focus
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simply on a place they went, resulting in a more list-like, less detailed approach. The best
responses were those that recognised the importance of describing the place, rather than

merely narrating the story.

The phrasing of the question helped guide most candidates, and they went on to describe
the various scenes of what they see, hear, how people behave and how is the atmosphere
using rich and evocative language. The top essays provided valuable ideas ample
descriptions, with well-written answers demonstrating the effective use of adjectives,
especially in capturing the overall atmosphere. On the other hand, some candidates

tended to narrate events than describe them, which is usually penalised.

Band 1: Example 1
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Band 1: Example 2

6Tes1% @ Wb 919855 @)L 1D SL_psens. praT L_paseg 2afled aufssHCner. afl (B wLpenmsefed
BTGHT 67687 Y LILITGoUT(H) HL_HHew 165G O)FGID Ted 6T651% @ YaTailevT D& HFF F(HLD. HL_eS68 FHFLD
CasL @0wair. <ymi@g Cuflw QUi HYWSH6T QUIGLL. IYBS REF 66815 @R(h LBW @)6rLiLd
SBEDGI.

FL_DaH I & @& @5 aIFHLD HTDMI BeOeS/. HL_c0led BTG LIL GSHeaT LITiSH Lo% L) Gaer. brer
Fov Cromisafied ewted Lg% BLSH G mi@ Brer HyLLTCT®R Lbg aflenarwtm(h % Cmner.

BEIS6T essTedled OlLiflw oypmeT ewted afhsar &L 5% CnmLb.

BrasT HL_pHanguiled Fev CarpisGart®h) s Hiled e &) Couar. Hev Cromisafled BrmI%eaT
uafGgmpgsar FTUGGUTD. FLPFenT 6Ies@ H®WPUWLD WHPFRULD F@HLD. LDSHHET
@aruwml Cuo SPSFnIis6r wasFeT Fevi BETHSDIISAT LV FHDDIVTL LILIGHHEHaT
FL_DE®IHE (BB DTIHT. THaT Fa %@ LISPT HL @Uuiey T(HSHDTIHeT.

BT 919 a51g Ymi@G G OumpsGurgs apLyFCner erearCe, FLPEamr eTarsEGL
955 @)L LD YGLD.

These two responses fall within the Excellent performance band. They demonstrate a
broad and varied vocabulary, with both essays being detailed, well-structured, and
consistent. The sentence structures used to explain the developments are executed
expertly, and the grammar is consistently accurate throughout. Overall, these responses

exhibit a high level of writing proficiency.

Band 2 Essay
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Although the essay is of considerable length, the sentences lack depth and complexity.
Numerous errors in tense, verb forms, and spelling disrupt the overall flow of the response.
Additionally, there is limited variety in sentence structures. With improved accuracy and

greater sentence variation, this essay could have achieved a significantly higher rating.

Band 3 Essay
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This response demonstrated limited variety in sentence structures. Although some forms
were used correctly, errors were frequent and affected overall accuracy. As a result, the

essay received an average score.

Band 4 Essay
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This response is notably brief and does not include developed content. While some
relevant information is included, the overall organisation is unclear, and the response

lacks a natural flow. Additionally, frequent errors throughout further impact the clarity and
effectiveness of the writing.
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