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Time allowed: Three hours 
Total score: 24

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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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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Subject:  French 
Standard:  93004 
Total score: 15 

Q Score Marker commentary 

1 6 

The candidate’s response communicated effectively in a 
fluent and flexible way. There was a good level of analysis, 
and the candidate offered insights and solutions. The 
response was developed with links to personal opinion and 
there was evidence of high-level critical thinking. There were 
subtle links to the stimulus material and the candidate made 
connections with their own ideas that went beyond the given 
material and engaged the audience throughout the response.  
There were errors in language that interfered with the 
sophistication and style of the response. 

2 4 

The response was mainly focused on the effects of an 
unhealthy lifestyle. The ideas went beyond but the response 
could have benefitted from being supported by effective 
examples from the stimulus material. This would have shown a 
more consistent interpretation of the stimulus material. 

3 5 

Ideas were expressed with precision and clarity, and 
communication was in a natural, fluent, and flexible way. 
The response reused points made in questions one and two. 
Staying close to the stimulus material prevented the response 
from achieving a higher score. 

 

 

 

 

 

  




