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Check that the National Student Number (NSN) on your admission slip is the same as the number at the 
top of this page.

There are two sections in this examination:
•	 Writing – Questions One and Two
•	 Speaking – Question Three

The writing section takes place during the first two hours of the examination. Answer Questions One and 
Two in this booklet.

The speaking section takes place in the third hour of the examination. The supervisor will let you know 
when you are to go to the recording room, where you will receive Question Three.

If you need more room for your answer to Question One or Question Two, use the extra space provided 
at the back of this booklet.

Check that this booklet has pages 2–15 in the correct order and that none of these pages is blank.

Do not write in the margins ( ). This area will be cut off when the booklet is marked.

YOU MUST HAND THIS BOOKLET TO THE SUPERVISOR AT THE  
END OF THE EXAMINATION.
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OUTSTANDING SCHOLARSHIP EXEMPLAR

No part of the candidate’s evidence in this exemplar material 
may be presented in an external assessment for the purpose 

of gaining an NZQA qualification or award.
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Outstanding Scholarship 
 

Subject:  French 
Standard:  93004 
Total score: 19 

Q Score Marker commentary 

1 7 

The candidate provided a maturely written essay that 
captivated the audience and made the reader want to keep 
reading. It was written with sophistication and style in a natural 
way and this was sustained, fluent, and flexible. The response 
showed integration of sophisticated personal opinions and 
ideas that were perceptive and insightful. The response 
demonstrated high-level analysis and critical thinking. In some 
places, the response was quite descriptive of the audio and 
further development around these sections could have been 
made. 

2 6 

This question required candidates to consider the material and 
suggest solutions or options that a government could take to 
address the issue of processed and ultra-processed foods. 
The candidate’s response presented very interesting points, 
showing understanding of the text and using arguments that 
were justified in a sustained, convincing, and coherent way. 
The stimulus material was interpreted and evaluated well, with 
connections made with their own ideas, showing 
acknowledgement of and exploration of different 
perspectives. Ideas were assembled with precision and clarity 
in a logical and seamless manner through a synthesised 
response.  

3 6 

The candidate initially stayed quite close to the stimulus 
material and drew from it effectively. The candidate began to 
go beyond the given material and solutions were offered, but 
these could have been developed more to move the response 
to a higher grade. 
In this response, the candidate communicated in a natural, 
fluent, and flexible way. The candidate spoke clearly and 
concisely with correction intonation. The candidate was also 
able to successfully self-correct.  

 

 

 

 

 

 
 




