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Assessment Schedule – 2020 
Scholarship French (93004) 

Question One 

Performance not at Scholarship level Scholarship Performance Outstanding Performance 

The candidate: 
•  makes errors that may hinder communication 

The candidate: 
• effectively communicates, in a natural way, and in a 

manner that is fluent and flexible 

The candidate: 
• effectively communicates, with sophistication and 

style, in a natural way, and in a manner that is 
sustained, fluent, and flexible 

•  expresses some personal opinions, beliefs, 
viewpoints or ideas  

• develops and integrates personal opinions, beliefs, 
viewpoints or ideas 

• develops and integrates sophisticated personal 
opinions, beliefs, viewpoints or ideas that are 
perceptive and insightful 

•  demonstrates some independent thinking • demonstrates aspects of high-level analysis and 
critical thinking 

• demonstrates aspects of high-level analysis and 
critical thinking 

• uses a (limited) range of structures and vocabulary 
that are only sometimes integrated into the 
response 

• uses a wide variety of complex structures and 
vocabulary up to and including CL8 or equivalent 
that is well integrated into a synthesised response 

• uses a very wide variety of complex structures and 
vocabulary up to and including CL8 or equivalent, 
that is well integrated into a high-level synthesised 
response 

• inconsistently and / or partially interprets the stimulus 
material and occasionally makes connections with 
his / her own ideas 

• interprets the stimulus material and makes 
connections with his / her own ideas that go beyond 
the given material 

• fully interprets the stimulus material and makes 
connections with his / her own ideas that go beyond 
the given material and that demonstrate 
independent reflection 

• assembles ideas that are limited or partially 
developed and that only sometimes go beyond the 
given stimulus material. 

• engages the intended audience throughout the 
response  

• demonstrates highly developed knowledge and 
skills in written language 

• expresses ideas with precision and clarity 
• makes logical, clear, concise and relevant use of 

written language. 

• captivates the intended audience throughout the 
response 

• demonstrates sophisticated knowledge and skills in 
written language 

• expresses ideas with precision and clarity, in a 
convincing way 

• makes logical, clear, concise and relevant use of 
written language. 

Score 1, 2, 3 or 4 Score 5 or 6 Score 7 or 8 
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Question One 

Êtes-vous d’accord avec Clémence et Audran ? Si on vous offrait la même opportunité, quel serait votre réaction et pourquoi ? 

 

Possible evidence: Responses are not limited to these examples and should be judged holistically. 

Performance not at Scholarship level Scholarship Performance Outstanding Performance 

A candidate will have picked most of the main points  
below and some specific examples, but they will tend 
to list those and struggle to justify their answers. 
Clémence 
• Wants to be able choose where she lives and be 

able to afford transport. 
• Despite working hard, she feels she cannot live with 

dignity.  
• However, she feels lucky, because many friends are 

unemployed because of the digital changes. 
• A parallel is made with the “yellow vests” 

movement, which was born because young people 
felt abandoned, without a voice. She doubts the 
‘Great Debate’ will help young people. 

• She agrees it is good to ask people directly to share 
their ideas (some examples given: on the economy; 
the environment; or how to start a good working life; 
how to make work more meaningful; how to prepare 
for future developments), but few young people 
participate. 

• She does not trust the government / the process. 
• She feels it lacks transparency and looks a lot like 

an election campaign.  
• It is a “consultative” exercise, so the ideas offered 

will not necessarily be followed, so it is easy to say it 
is useless. 

• Critics say young people will be ignored.  
• It's always the same thing; they always end up 

talking about taxes and retirement. 
• In any case, the President himself said there will be 

a debate, but that he will stay on (his) course. 

A candidate will cover the areas highlighted at left, but 
will start adding comments and include some answers 
to the second part of the question. 
Clémence 
• Wants to have choices. She does not have the 

opportunity to live the way she wants, nor do her 
friends. She implies the government is not sensitive 
to / aware of their needs. 

• There does not seem to be any discussion of the 
changes wrought by new technologies, which 
clearly affect young people, according to Clémence.  

• However, one could wonder about the themes 
mentioned as points of discussion: the economy; 
the environment; how to start a good working life; 
how to make work more meaningful; how to prepare 
for future developments (i.e. themes imply some 
discussion about preparing for work, improving the 
economy, thus creating better lives, etc.) 

• Clémence is a “yellow vest”, so clearly is involved in 
politics. She is marching and protesting, but is not 
prepared to engage with the debate (some 
extrapolation about why not). 

• Exploration of why young people doubt the ‘Great 
Debate’ will help them: the themes do not feel 
relatable; they keep hearing discussion about 
taxation, but do not see how it affects them, etc. 

• Exploration of why youth such as Clémence do not 
trust the government / the process; she feels it lacks 
transparency (explanation of what this implies: 
people are asked questions, but are told ideas might 
not be adopted, so what is the point – the fact 
Clémence mentions that it feels like an election 
campaign is telling.) 

Candidates are able to summarise the texts using 
information from the previous columns. Whichever 
themes they approach (students are not expected to 
cover all these ideas), candidates will have used the 
texts, some personal readings and practical examples 
to justify their points and open up the debate. For 
example, they might discuss:  
• the impact of young people not getting involved 
• issues about democracy 
• the danger of protesting in the streets, rather than 

engaging in dialogue 
• concerns about the future 
• examples of young people, such as environmental 

activist Greta Thunberg, becoming engaged in civic 
actions 

• that while taxation might seem boring, it actually 
affects everything the government does and, 
consequently, has a big impact on the lives of young 
people   

• contrasts between New Zealand and France and 
mention practical examples of young people 
engaged with the political establishment here (youth 
parliament, youth councils) 

• imaginative alternatives to the big problems that are 
not being tackled as they would hope by politicians 

• alternative ways of involving young people in a 
democratic way 

• whether the ‘doom and gloom’ outlook presented is 
justified, or unduly pessimistic. 
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Audran 
• He does not think you have to be old enough to vote 

to get involved in politics; involvement is not a 
matter of age and young people are interested. 

• The problem is that young people access 
information differently.  

• Young people want forums where they can debate 
and find reliable information. 

• He found it odd that there were no social network 
links on the Grand Débat site, (so, in his opinion, 
young people were not the target). 

• Debates were held in places that were difficult to get 
to for young people without a car, a problem in rural 
areas.  

• Subjects discussed in the great debate do not 
interest young French people, e.g. taxation. 

• They would prefer to discuss issues such as 
universal national service, ecological transition, 
democracy, and education.  

• He did get recognition – the Secretary of State for 
Youth confirmed he was interested in Audran’s 
initiative and would like to take part. 

 

Audran 
• He gives examples linked to age and politics; 

consideration of the situation in New Zealand, such 
as the fact there was a discussion about lowering 
the age of voting to 16. 

• Discussion of whether the problem is indeed that 
young people access information differently – do all 
young people use technology? 

• Discussion of why there were no social network 
links, which could have allowed people to post 
opinions online – was the reason concerns about 
safety, moderation etc? 

• Discussion of whether young people are 
disinterested in taxation and retirement, or instead 
lack understanding – do young people want to keep 
working until they are 90?  

• He would prefer discussing issues such as universal 
national service, ecological transition, democracy 
and education – would they actually fall under a 
different umbrella to the topic discussed?  

The fact Audran got to meet the Secretary of State for 
Youth shows the government actually wants to hear 
from young people.  
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Question Two 

Performance not at Scholarship level Scholarship Performance Outstanding Performance 

The candidate: 
• demonstrates superficial or limited understanding of 

the text in English or te reo Māori 

The candidate: 
• demonstrates understanding of the text and justifies 

his / her own argument(s) in a coherent way in 
English or te reo Māori 

The candidate: 
• demonstrates understanding of the text and 

inferences, and justifies his / her argument(s) in a 
sustained, convincing and coherent way in English 
or te reo Māori 

• inconsistently and / or partially interprets the stimulus 
material and occasionally makes connections with 
his / her own ideas 

• interprets the stimulus material and makes 
connections with his / her own ideas that go beyond 
the given material 

• interprets and evaluates the stimulus material and 
makes connections with his / her own ideas that go 
beyond the given material and that demonstrate 
independent reflection and extrapolation 

• assembles ideas that are limited or partially 
developed and that only sometimes go beyond the 
given stimulus material 

• assembles ideas with precision and clarity in a 
logical manner, through a synthesised response to 
the question / statement; arguments are supported 
by examples that are evaluated 

• assembles ideas with precision and clarity in a 
logical and seamless manner, through a deliberate, 
synthesised response to the question / statement; 
arguments are supported by examples that are 
effectively evaluated; implications are drawn 

• offers arguments that are unclear and / or are not 
supported by effective examples 

• presents a descriptive, rather than analytical, 
response. 

• develops and integrates personal opinions, beliefs, 
viewpoints or ideas that acknowledge and explore 
different perspectives and that go beyond the given 
material. 

• develops and integrates sophisticated personal 
opinions, beliefs, viewpoints or ideas that are 
perceptive and insightful and that investigate and 
extensively explore different perspectives 

• demonstrates insight and independent reflection at 
the highest level. 

Score 1, 2, 3 or 4 Score 5 or 6 Score 7 or 8 
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Question Two 
How are the two generations contrasted in this text? Do you agree with author’s conclusions? 
 
Possible evidence: Responses are not limited to these examples and should be judged holistically. 

Performance not at Scholarship level Scholarship Performance Outstanding Performance 

The candidate tends to list and simply answer what 
each generation was like or wanted. 
 
Young people in May 1968  
• Made their revolution, and protested. 
• Revolted against the authority of their fathers and 

the submission of their mothers.  
• Cultural revolution along with sociocultural 

transformation of France; they wanted to get rid of 
the last remnants of a puritan society (examples 
include single-sex schools, sexual taboos, or moral 
strictures). 

• Wanted freedom. 
• Rebelled against their parents to emancipate 

themselves. 
• The young people protesting in 1968 went to 

university and were better educated than their 
parents. 

• Utopian component – the general feeling was that of 
progress – it was necessary to change society and 
to prepare for a better future. 

Young people today 
• Hyper-connected youth seem far from this 

revolutionary spirit.  
• Today we are witnessing a digital revolution where 

digital skills are essential to survive in the world of 
tomorrow. 

• Digital tools have also caused a knowledge 
revolution; traditional hierarchical relationships are 
flipped, with parents consulting their children to 
cope with new technologies. 

The candidate starts justifying and supporting their 
statements and expands on their opinions. 
 
• Young people in 1968 revolted against their parents 

and today’s young people help them cope with 
digital changes. Some candidates might discuss 
changes in education where learner becomes 
teacher, or disagree and cite examples of young 
people protesting (such as climate change 
marches). Others might pick up on the change in 
hierarchical structures in workplaces (such as 
Google, Apple, or Microsoft) with a more 
collaborative model, or disagree. 

• Candidates might want to discuss the need to move 
away from a “puritan” society and discuss the fact 
that New Zealand still has many single-sex schools. 
They would be expected to mention some reasons 
why they agreed or disagreed with this. 

 

The candidate fully answers both parts of the 
question. They are more original and organised in 
their thoughts, and draw from a broader range of 
examples to illustrate their points. 
 
For example: 
Young people today are questioning the values of 
their parents and grandparents. They did not create a 
better world and we are now facing the consequences 
of their choices. The social divide is increasing rapidly 
and the gap between poor and wealthy people has 
never been so wide. In 1968, people went to 
university to achieve better employment and better 
pay. It is true that more young people go to university 
now than in previous generations, but this does not 
mean young people find employment easily. A greater 
number of people with higher education qualifications 
raised employers’ expectations. We are more likely to 
have temporary contracts or precarious jobs. To make 
matters worse, we are now told that subject-specific 
learning is not enough, and we will likely have to 
retrain several times in our lifetime to meet 
technological advances. 
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• Traditional hierarchies at home and at work are 
different; young people are no longer satisfied with 
the command or authority structures of the past and 
are launching a “collaborative” revolution. 

• They are not really revolting to change the world, 
but rather to repair the damage caused by the 
consumer society born in May 1968 (illustrate by 
giving some examples from: a planet degraded by 
the effects of climate change, a rapidly declining 
biodiversity, artificial intelligences that may replace 
humans, states that are becoming more 
authoritarian, endless terrorism, an unprecedented 
increase in the number of refugees). 

• They will have to protect, preserve, rebuild, 
moderate, and regulate the world in which they live. 

Both 
Same desire to change society, to transgress taboos, 
to break down borders and hierarchies with the same 
consequence: challenging authority.  
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Question Three 

Performance not at Scholarship level Scholarship Performance Outstanding Performance 

The candidate: 
• communicates with limited confidence in a manner 

that is hesitant 

The candidate: 
• effectively communicates in a manner that is 

natural, fluent, and flexible 

The candidate: 
• effectively communicates with sophistication and 

style, in a manner that is natural, fluent and flexible 

• expresses ideas without a coherent or logical 
sequence; inconsistently engages the intended 
audience 

• expresses ideas with precision and clarity • expresses ideas with precision and clarity, in a 
convincing way 

• inconsistently and / or partially interprets the stimulus 
material and occasionally makes connections with 
his / her own ideas 

 

• interprets the stimulus material and makes 
connections with his / her own ideas that go beyond 
the given material  

• fully interprets the stimulus material and makes 
connections with his / her own ideas that go beyond 
the given material and demonstrate independent 
reflection and extrapolation  

• uses a (limited) range of structures, vocabulary and 
occasional (or little) use of idiomatic expressions 

• uses a wide variety of complex structures and 
vocabulary up to and including CL8 or equivalent, 
that is well-integrated into a synthesised response 

• uses a very wide variety of complex structures and 
vocabulary up to and including CL8 or equivalent, 
which is well-integrated into a high-level synthesised 
response 

• speaks with incorrect intonation; accent affects 
communication; fails to self-correct. 

• speaks clearly and concisely with correct intonation; 
accent has little effect on communication;  
self-corrects as necessary 

• speaks clearly and concisely with correct intonation; 
accent has no effect on communication; 
self-corrects as necessary 

 • uses language appropriately, such as idiomatic 
expressions, fillers and pauses that fit the context. 

• uses language appropriately, such as idiomatic 
expressions, fillers and pauses that fit the context. 

Score 1, 2, 3 or 4 Score 5 or 6 Score 7 or 8 
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Question Three 
« Autrefois les hommes avaient peur de l’avenir. Aujourd’hui, c’est l’avenir qui a peur des hommes. » – Anise Koltz 
En tant que jeune adulte, avez-vous le pouvoir de changer l’avenir ? 
 
Possible evidence: Responses are not limited to these examples and should be judged holistically. 

Performance not at Scholarship level Scholarship Performance Outstanding Performance 

The candidate mostly uses examples from the 
listening and reading texts, but attempts to answer. 
The candidate struggles to go beyond listing 
information and to come to a conclusion 
To reach 4, the candidate will need to acknowledge 
the term citizen, as the discussion is expected to 
revolve around the use of either democratic / elected 
institutions, or protest to change. 
The candidate will outline what they would like to see 
change, although this will be heavily influenced by the 
previous texts. 

The candidate starts to link examples from the texts 
and their own to their opinions. They will start to 
explore the things they can do to change the future 
and the limits of their power.  

The candidate will use information similar to other 
candidates, but will cite many examples showing their 
ability to change the future, and will consider possible 
obstacles and explain how to overcome those or why 
they cannot be overcome. 
The candidate might have a more balanced approach 
and weigh in a range of facets / aspects, or make a 
passionate and articulate stand, with a well-
constructed argument. 
The candidate will ask questions, contrast the texts to 
their own experience in New Zealand, and explore 
whether these examples / discussions can actually be 
applied. 

 

Cut scores 

Scholarship Outstanding Scholarship 

15 – 22 23 – 24 

 


