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A. General Statistics 
 

GRADE A B C D E F ABS Total 

NUMBER OF CANDIDATES 7 10 17 13 9 5 5 66 

% OF TOTAL 10.61 15.15 25.76 19.70 13.64 7.58 7.58 100 

Table 1: Distribution of grades for IM French 2019 First Session  

B. The Written examination (75 marks) 
 

(i) Free Composition (25 marks)  
 

As in the previous year, essay title was (d), the argumentative one, was chosen by most candidates (66%). 

Only 5% chose essay title (b), which was a narrative. The informal email, essay title (a), was chosen by 16% 

of the candidates whereas, essay title (c), which was the dialogue, was chosen by 13% of the candidates. It 

has been noted that every year, most of the candidates choose to write the argumentative essay. 

 

When analysing candidates’ performance in their writing, most of them got high marks when it comes to 

relevance of ideas, meaning that most of them understood the title of their choice. Very few candidates lost 

marks for not respecting the word limit. As what happened in previous years, most of the marks were lost 

for not showing a wide range of vocabulary and for not showing a good command of grammar and sentence 

structure. Many candidates keep confusing “qui” and “que” and forget to leave verbs in their infinitive form 

where necessary. For example, instead of writing “c’est stressant d’essayer”, they wrote “*c’est stressant 

d’essaie”. It is also important to note that, since the majority of the candidates are showing a strong 

preference for argumentative essays, the need to master the present tense becomes more essential. A good 

number of candidates do not conjugate verbs correctly in the present tense, especially when it comes to 

using the third person plural. For example, instead of writing “quand les examens arrivent”, they write 

“*quand les examens arrive”. Furthermore, many candidates do not show a good command of the 

conditional tense and resort to plus-que-parfait instead.For example, instead of writing “ils n’auraient pas 

bien utilisé leur temps”, they write “*il n’avait pas bien utilisé leur temps”. 

 

It has also been remarked that many candidates do not use les pronoms toniques, which results in losing 

marks for incorrect sentence structure since they resort to subject pronouns or possessive adjectives instead. 

For example, instead of writing “pour être comme eux”, they either write “*pour être comme ils” or “*pour 

être comme leurs”. 

 

As has already been pointed out in last year’s report, in order to get higher marks in their writing, they need 

to show better use of linking devices to make their writing more coherent and cohesive. Linking words such 

as “D’abord”, “En outre”, “Par conséquent” would help candidates get a higher mark in their writing. 

 

On a positive note, most of the candidates who chose to write the informal email used the layout required. 

Also, many of those who opted for the dialogue made correct use of the imperative in order to give orders 

and made a conscious decision of using “tu” and not “vous”. 
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Another frequent mistake that candidates made was writing “qu’est-ce que” instead of “ce que”. For 

example, instead of writing “ils regardant ce qu’ils font”, many wrote “*ils regardant qu’est-ce qu’ils font.” 

 

(ii) Summary (20 marks) 
 

Overall, most candidates showed a good understanding of the passage. Many also respected the word limit 

by not writing more than they had to. Unfortunately, however, some selected entire phrases from the 

original passage and simply reproduced them in their summary; hence marks were lost for not showing a 

wide range of vocabulary and for not paraphrasing. For example, several candidates reproduced in their 

summary the word “garni” and the phrase “assurer l’entretien des lieux”, which can be found in the original 

passage.  

 

Marks were also lost for not using linking devices to link their sentences. As has been pointed out in the 

previous section, linking devices are of utmost importance in order to make one’s writing more coherent 

and cohesive, and this is particularly so when it comes to writing a summary.  

 

Agreement between subject and adjective was also often not respected. For example, instead of writing 

“sont disparus”, they wrote “*sont disparu” and after the use of the negative, the majority wrote “des” 

instead of “de”. For example, instead of writing “il n’y a pas d’habitants”, a good number of candidates wrote 

“*il n’y pas des habitants”.  

 

It has also been observed that some candidates show a poor command of the past passive. To take an 

example, instead of writing “les soldats qui ont été tués”, some wrote “*les soldats qui sont tués” or “*les 

soldats qui ont tués”. 

 

(iii) Literature essay (15 marks) 

 

With the exception of 9% of the candidates who chose to write about L’Envol by Philippe Delerm, the rest of 

the candidates chose to write about Oscar et la Dame rose by Éric-Emmanuel Schmitt, with 50% of the 

candidates choosing question (a).   

As often indicated in previous reports, some candidates could have achieved better results had they 

supported their arguments by including accurate and relevant quotes. Furthermore, some candidates lost a 

few marks either because they forgot to conclude their essay or because they did not make any reference 

to the author or to his other works which are part of Éric-Emmanuel Schmitt’s Le Cycle de l’Invisible.  

However, those candidates who did very well in their literature essay did not simply reproduce a narration 

of events but could discuss themes as indicated in the essay title of their choice. Overall, the majority of 

candidates showed a good understanding of the novel, however, one must not discuss all themes covered 

in the novel. Candidates must focus on what is being asked of them to discuss and organise their ideas to 

connect their arguments better.  
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(iv) Civilisation (15 marks)  
 

Generally speaking, most of the candidates performed quite well in this section of the exam.The question 

which asked about “un noisette” was incorrectly answered and some true/false questions were also 

answered incorrectly by some candidates.   

C. The Oral Examination (25 marks) 
 

Overall, the candidates’ performance was better in the reading part rather than in the speaking part, 

although when candidates had to change their intonation to show that a question was being asked, some 

either failed to do so or else only realised after reading it.  

What is also considered unacceptable at this level is the incorrect pronunciation of “un”, “une” and “en” and 

that some candidates read out the ending “-ent” of verbs in the present tense. It was also pointed out that 

some candidates had difficulty reading out the number “442” in French. 

Most of the candidates showed an understanding of the reading passages, however, most of them found 

the second question, which invites the candidate to focus on a particular section of the passage, harder than 

the first one which seeks a more general understanding of the passage. Their answers were at times too 

brief and when prompted by the examiner in order to develop their answers, they often repeated their first 

answer or read out from the passage.  

During the conversation, it was remarked that most candidates were able to talk about the topic they chose. 

Although some prompts had to be provided in order to help them continue the conversation flowing, overall, 

many showed they were able to respond appropriately and extend the conversation for a few more minutes. 

The majority used a wide range of vocabulary, used correct syntax and had good pronunciation. At times, 

candidates had to be reminded not to read out the notes they would have jotted down during preparation 

time so as to interact better with the examiner.   

 

Chairperson  

Examination Board 2019 


