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Scholarship Exemplar 2021 

Subject French Standar
d 93004 Total score 20 

Q  
Score Annotation 

1 7 

From the first sentence, the candidate goes beyond the text communicating with 
sophistication and style in a natural way. Arguments are presented in a way that 
opens the debate presenting both negative and positive implications such as 
the section about “Fortnite” and video games. Critical thinking is shown using 
the stimulus, integrating this with personal opinion and independent reflection 
illustrating benefits in later life of video games. The response starts extremely 
strongly. The response is logically presented and engages the audience well 
throughout considering the pros and cons that technological innovations have 
though viewpoints on odd occasions become a little unclear in the lengthy 
explanations, which slightly hinder clarity, and are why this question did not 
achieve 8. Similarly though this response exhibits a high level of independent 
reflection, the response could go beyond the text as there are missed 
opportunities to mention how technological innovations have changed how 
people work, such as influencers or recruitment opportunities. 

2 7 

The response fully answers the question. The points are original and organised, 
though, as with question one, the response could be clearer and more logical in 
places, which prevents the response scoring 8. Ideas are expressed in depth, 
with evaluation of the stimulus producing an insightful and sophisticated 
response. Their argument is sustained throughout, justifying ideas and drawing 
implications. 

3 6 

Weaker in that the response fails to fully interpret the stimulus material. There is 
little reference to the stimulus from question two, which prevented this response 
moving to Outstanding. Communication is effective and is generally delivered in 
a manner that is natural, fluent and flexible, despite some pronunciation errors. 
Ideas are expressed with precision and connections made with own ideas going 
beyond the stimulus material. A wide variety of complex structures and 
vocabulary are well-integrated into a synthesised response. 

 




