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SEC FRENCH  

MAY 2017 SESSION 

 EXAMINERS’ REPORT 

 
1. General  
   
1.1 Registration for Examination  
  

1043 candidates sat for SEC French: 774 candidates registered for Paper A and 269 candidates 
registered for Paper B.  

 

   
1.2 Attendance for Examination  
   
 In Paper A, 1 (out of 774) candidates failed to attend for all or part of the examination, whereas for 

Paper B, the number of candidates absent was 12 (out of 269).  This amounts to a total of 13 
candidates (1.2%) of the whole cohort who registered for the examination. 

 

   
1.3 Overall Performance  
   
 Grades awarded were distributed as indicated in the table below.    
   

 

GRADE 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 U ABS TOTAL 

PAPER A 93 152 230 121 91 
  

86 1 774 

PAPER B 
   

49 60 58 39 51 12 269 

TOTAL 93 152 230 170 151 58 39 137 13 1043 

% OF TOTAL 8.92 14.57 22.05 16.30 14.48 5.56 3.74 13.14 1.25 100 

 
 
 

2. Analysis of tasks set 
  
2.1 Interprétation de l’image 
  
 A variety of photographs was selected and candidates, asked to choose one at random, were given some 

time to examine the picture carefully. 
 

 A set of questions were asked on the picture chosen. These ranged from asking objective questions about 
the content of the picture, such as physical descriptions, for which this year the candidate had to talk about 
two specific things, which were the age of the people portrayed and their clothes, to more subjective 
analysis, which involved how one could help in the particular situation shown in the photo. Ambiguous 
questions, such as Associez une couleur à cette image were left out. 
 

 This exercise requires not only the knowledge of basic expressions and vocabulary for the first few 
questions but also the ability to form an opinion and to make suppositions, essential elements when 
answering the last couple of questions. There is no definite answer to subjective questions but candidates 
are expected to give reasonable, acceptable answers and to be able to voice their proper opinion.  
 
The overall result in this exercise has been satisfactory.  

  
2.2 Jeu de rôle 
 Each examination session was assigned a different role play based on particular, familiar themes covered 

during the programme of studies.  This is a communicative exercise, where the candidate is expected to 
keep a conversation with the examiner, according to the situation portrayed, all of which form part of the 
candidate’s daily life. The candidate is expected to be able to cope with the situation and to express 
him/herself in good French.  Since a oui or non answer will definitely not help candidates obtain good 
marks in this exercise, candidates are encouraged to use the preparation time wisely and to construct 
sentences that allow the examiner to assess their competences.  
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3.1 Dictation 
 Five different texts were recorded and an effort was made to ensure that the level of difficulty of the 

content was equal in all cases.  
 
Markers were instructed to correct a list of pre-selected items where the same word or part of speech 
forming part of the spectrum of grammatical knowledge which the candidate is expected to possess, was 
to be corrected throughout the five texts. This year, a groupe nominal, such as les hommes or a groupe 
verbal like Je suis was included in the selected words for correction. Items varied in difficulty from articles 
and simple nouns to expressions, such as tout le monde.  Candidates are reminded that to obtain a good 
mark in this exercise, they must follow the logic of the text. 

  
 Some examples of errors found in the dictations are given below: 
 Words like toutefois, pourquoi and pourtant were very often spelled incorrectly and homophones continue 

to present problems: mais/mes and et/est. Some still cannot distinguish between un/en, le/les and 
jeunes/gens. Other mistakes could have been avoided had the candidate paid more attention: choises for 
choses and qu’à instead of quand; tried to follow the logic of the text: cher/chère for chez and listened 
carefully: ancien instead of un chien. Candidates must also bear in mind that accents are important in 
French. The word mère proved greatly problematic. Two variations were méré and mére and the word 
maire and mer were also given occasionally. However, an improvement in the punctuation marks and in 
verbs has been noted. Candidates are reminded to use well the last few minutes allotted to revision when 
certain mistakes like verb endings can be corrected.  

  
3.2 Listening Comprehension 
 All the listening comprehensions dealt with the same topic and questions were identically structured in 

format: Sections A and B were the most straightforward whereas Section C presented more challenges, 
although some questions were accompanied by a sentence with some missing words to fill in. One must 
keep in mind that although in Section C, marks are not lost for spelling mistakes, one cannot accept every 
answer given, such as coutour instead of couteau. This year, candidates seemed to have difficulty 
understanding the questions in Section C starting with Combien or Qu’a fait as the answers given were not 
related to the questions.  
 
However, examiners are pleased to note that all candidates attempted to answer all the questions in 
Section C and some also got full marks in this exercise.   

  
4.1 Message à rédiger 
 Candidates had to write an email to their friends invited to their birthday party informing them that 

unfortunately they are ill and so, they have to postpone the party. Marks were divided between the 
communicative aspect (2/5) and the linguistic one (3/5).  Once again, this year’s performance in this 
exercise was very weak as a good number of candidates simply copied from the task set or recycled 
phrases to reach the required 50 words, showing the limited mastery of vocabulary. Whereas candidates 
were required to do two things: explain the situation and postpone the party, some failed to satisfy one or 
both instructions. Candidates could have elaborated on the idea of illness by referring to ailments, such as 
j’ai un rhume / la grippe / j’ai eu un accident. Some invented ailments in certain parts of the body, such as 
je suis malade à la gambe or made use of words in English: j’ai la tummy malade. Candidates are 
encouraged to be more pragmatic in their writing. While some proceeded to describe their party with the 
decorations, food, music etc. which was irrelevant to the task set, others wrongly understood that they had 
to write an email inviting their friends over for their birthday party. 
 
Messages were not always coherent and some showed a serious lack of planning with many crossed-out 
sentences. A considerable number of candidates did not present the message in the required form of an 
email, thus needing a de, à, date and objet format, although those who did it carried it out well. 
Unacceptable grammatical and syntactic mistakes were abundant. Some of these were: on êtes le premier 
juin ; je très triste parce que la situation ; je dessolé parce qu’elle êtes malade.  
 
However, a limited number of candidates made proficient use of more complex grammar structures or 
expressions, such as Ma mère m’a donné le feu vert pour organiser cette fête and Ne vous inquiétez pas. 
Nous nous amuserons ensemble le 20 mai! 
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 It might be that candidates are not giving this exercise its due importance and more practice is required in 
this section of the examination paper. 

 
4.2 Culture et civilisation 
 The format presented was similar to that of previous years except for the exercise in Section IV where 

the crossword was replaced by a list of names from which candidates had to choose the right answer.  
  
4.2.1 Specific remarks about candidates’ performance:  
  
 Section II:  A good number of candidates obtained full marks in this exercise.  
  
 Section III: Candidates did quite well in this exercise, with a good number of them obtaining full marks.  
  
 Section IV:  Candidates did quite well in this exercise and the examiners feel that they fared better than 

in the crossword set in previous years. The answer to question 10 was often incorrect since Jules Ferry 
was mistaken with Jean de la Fontaine. 

  
5.1 Tâche à accomplir 
 Two titles were proposed, identical for Papers 2A and 2B, with the only difference being that candidates 

sitting for Paper 2B were given support to better understand and write. Both titles were taken from a 
context with which the candidates are quite familiar, one dealing with a descriptive event while the other 
concentrated on a healthy lifestyle. 
 

 As in previous years, the marking was carried out on two different levels: the communicative aspect was 
marked out of 6 and the linguistic aspect was marked out of 9. Marks for various aspects being marked 
were broken down (e.g. 0 – 0.5 – 1 – 1.5 – 2) to help the examiners with their marking. The performance 
in this exercise was balanced: some had very good ideas and made good use of vocabulary whereas 
others did not deserve a pass mark.  One could notice that a great number of candidates found great 
difficulty in reaching the word limit set, especially candidates sitting for Paper B.  

 
 Tâche 1: This seems to have been the more popular title. However, most candidates, especially those of 

Paper B, concentrated on giving the physical description of the person chosen and totally ignored the 
description of the event in which they had participated.   

  
 Tâche 2: This title seemed to be less popular with the candidates although those who chose this task 

seem to have fared better than the others. In this exercise, the letter format was required, which some 
ignored or did wrongly, and the use of the imperative was a must. 

  
 Most examiners felt that candidates lacked the necessary vocabulary and grammar for this exercise. 

Most candidates who opted for Tâche struggled to go beyond a basic physical description and to 
describe their friend’s character while the adjectives used rarely went beyond the common généreuse / 
intelligente / belle. The passé composé required for Tâche 1 and the imperative necessary for Tâche 2 
presented huge pitfalls, At times, the future was used in Tâche 1 and some did not understand the 
phrase dans un pays étranger. Sentence structure also proved to be very weak: ‘Le 2

e
 jour à passe a 

l’arena de la festival. Sont journée à trés stressant parce que Claudia a prepare pour la première 
prove de la chanson. Candidates are still struggling to organize their work, thoughts and ideas. In 
some instances, work was presented in a disordered, jumbled manner with pieces of information 
scattered all over the paper and marked with an asterisk or with chunks of paragraphs crossed out. At 
times, paragraphing was inexistent with a considerable amount of candidates presenting their work in 
one whole paragraph with no defined introduction or conclusion. A number of candidates chose either 
to completely opt out of this exercise or to write only a couple of sentences. On a positive note, unlike 
previous years, candidates did not copy irrelevant chunks of text from the compréhension de l’écrit but 
one could notice the huge influence of Italian, such as Simon ha; dal votre pays; lui non a vittorie. 
 
On the other hand, some well-constructed sentences were found: l’entraîneur d’Agathe l’a encouragée 
à pratiquer encore plus le tennis; Elle a chanté très bien et le public était très surpris ; Avec l’argent 
qu’elle gagne, Sarah aide les pays pauvres à construire des écoles ; Pierre a trouvé cette épreuve très 
difficile parce que la piscine à Londres était plus grande que celle à Tal-Qroqq …   In Tâche 1, some 
candidates also chose relevant titles, such as : …, ‘un talent au collège’ and …, ‘une inspiration pour 
nous’. 
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5.2 Compréhension de l’écrit 
 The same text was proposed for Papers 2A and B, with the questions for paper B adapted to the level of 

difficulty expected for this paper. The text was globally understood. 
 

 Paper 2A  
 Question 1: overall good performance.    
 Question 2: overall good performance.  Most candidates got all the answers correct.  
 Question 3: overall good performance.    
 Question 4: weak performance. Candidates usually leave out some important elements when it comes 

to paraphrasing a sentence in French as happened with une vingtaine d’années.  
 

 Question 5: an overall good performance although some candidates lost marks because they only 
wrote jeux and encyclopédie. 

 

 Question 6: overall good performance.  
 Question 7: overall good performance. 

Question 8: a satisfactory performance.  
 

 Question 9: fair performance. The fact that it was clearly stated that titles, such as Le téléphone 
portable/Le portable were not to be accepted helped candidates to try to come up with different 
alternatives, such as La vie avec le téléphone portable and Le téléphone qui a fait une révolution.  

 
 

 
 Paper 2B 
 Question 1: overall good performance.  Synonyms E and F seemed to be the most challenging.  
 Question 2: overall good performance. Question E presented some difficulty. 
 Question 3: overall good performance since this year, this question offered multiple answers from 

which the candidate had to choose.  
 Question 4: weak performance. The vast majority of the candidates gave dans le métro and dans la 

vie as answers.  
 Question 5: a fair performance as some candidates gave as answer abîmer les yeux. 
 Question 6: a fair performance as some candidates did not understand qui n’existaient pas en 2001. 
 Question 7: overall good performance. 

Question 8: a fair performance since very few managed to find an adverb and a verb in the infinitive. 
 Question 9: a fair performance even though this year, candidates had to choose the most suitable title 

and not invent one themselves. Many opted for option C instead of B. 
 

5.3 Language exercises  
 In both Paper 2A and 2B, candidates were given two exercises which focused on no specific area but 

which required knowledge of many different points. 
 

   
 Paper 2A  
 Exercise 3 required candidates to associate a question with its logical answer.  With only one answer 

fitting each question, the candidate had to rely on linguistic and pragmatic skills to make the correct 
association.  Markers commented that there was a great improvement in this exercise and that the 
general performance was good. 

 

   
 Exercise 4 proposed a text where candidates had either to conjugate the verb, given in brackets, in a 

particular tense which was also indicated or choose the correct word.  It seems that the performance in 
this exercise was satisfactory, with the major pitfalls being the participe passé of mettre and the 
pronom relatif. 

 

 
 Paper 2B  
 Exercise 3 required candidates to associate a question with its logical answer.  With only one answer 

fitting each question, the candidate had to rely on linguistic and pragmatic skills to make the correct 
association.  Markers commented that general performance in this exercise was fair with candidates 
finding questions G, H, I and J more challenging. 

 

   
 Exercise 4 proposed a text where candidates had to rely on their linguistic knowledge to underline the 

correct answer.  The performance in this exercise ranged between weak and fair, with a great number 
of candidates not being able to apply the grammar rules learned to be able to choose the right option 
especially with the verb dormir, the relative pronouns and the passé composé of the verb avoir.  
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6 General Comment 
 Candidates did well in most of the oral section of the examination whereas the overall performance in the 

Message, Tâche and some comprehension questions left much to be desired. Candidates need to learn 
how to understand what is written, apply a grammar point to a particular context and to familiarize 
themselves with a wider range of vocabulary to strengthen their linguistic performance. 

 
 
Chairperson 
Examination Panel 2017 
 


