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Mark Scheme: Teachers’ version

Syllabus

Paper

Pre-U — May/June 2010

9782 03

Part I: Discursive Essay (40 marks)

e Accuracy and linguistic range (24 marks) [AO2]

o Development and organisation of ideas (16 marks) [AO3]

Accuracy and linguistic range

Development and organisation of ideas

22-24

Excellent

Almost flawless. Excellent range of vocabulary
and complex sentence patterns. Good sense
of idiom.

18-21

Very good

Highly accurate. Wide range of vocabulary and
complex sentence patterns. Some sense of
idiom.

15-16

Excellent

Implications of question fully grasped. Ideas
and arguments very effectively organised,
illustrated with relevant examples. Wholly
convincing.

14-17

Good

Generally accurate. Good range of vocabulary
and some complex sentence patterns.

12-14

Very good

Most implications of question explored. Ideas
and arguments well organised, illustrated with
relevant examples. Coherent argument.

10-13

Satisfactory

Predominantly simple patterns correctly used
and/or some complex language attempted, but
with variable success. Adequate range of
vocabulary, but some repetition.

9-11

Good

Main implications of question explored.
Organisation generally clear but lacking
coherence in places. Some relevant examples.
Some ability to develop argument.

6-9

Weak

Persistent errors may impede communication.
Simple and repetitive sentence patterns.
Limited vocabulary.

6-8

Satisfactory

Some implications of question explored.
Patchy or unambitious organisation, but with
some attempt at illustration. Some irrelevant
material.

Poor

Little evidence of grammatical awareness.
Inaccuracy often impedes communication.
Very limited vocabulary.

No relevant material presented.

3-5

Weak

Limited understanding of question. A few
relevant points made. Rambling and/or
repetitive. Ideas and arguments poorly
developed.

Poor

Minimal response. Implications of question
only vaguely grasped. Very limited relevant
content. Disorganised, unsubstantiated and
undeveloped.

No relevant material presented.
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Discursive Essay Indicative Content

Candidates are free to interpret the question in any way they wish. The following notes are not
intended to be prescriptive but to give an indication of some of the points which could be made in
response to the question; they are by no means exhaustive.

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

«Camas cepbé3Hana npobnema B Mupe — 3arpsasHeHue nnaHetbl». CornacHbl N1 Bbl €
3TUM MHeHunem?

Opportunity to compare the impact of pollution on the planet with other problems it faces.
Candidates are likely to discuss the problems of pollution and then explore other problems,
before drawing a conclusion as to whether pollution can be judged to be the most serious
problem for the planet, or whether other issues are more serious. The best candidates will
draw a clear conclusion, justifying their opinion.

MoxxHo xeHuTbcs B 16 neT, a ronocoBatb Ha Bblbopax B 18 net. Noyemy, no-Bawemy?

Opportunity to discuss the inequality (or otherwise) in the ages at which one obtains certain
rights. In addition to the right to get married and to vote, candidates might discuss the ages
at which other rights are granted (driving, for example) or other differences: the fact that, for
example, one can join the army at 16, but not buy alcohol until the age of 18. The question
asks why the situation is as it is, and candidates should offer an explanation for this.

CornacHbl N1 Bbl, YTO MNOJIMTUKM OONblUe MHTEPECYHTCA CBOEN Kapbepowu, 4em
OyAyLWUM Hallen CTpaHbI?

Opportunity to discuss the motivation of politicians, and to offer an opinion about their
purpose and role in society. Candidates should compare both sides of the argument, before
coming to a clear conclusion, saying to what extent they agree with the statement and
offering justification for their opinion.

«Camoe BaxHO€ B XXU3HU — ObITb XOPOLIMM rpaxkgaHMHOM». CornacHbl N Bbl C 3TUM
MHeHuem?

Opportunity to consider whether being a good citizen is the most important thing in life.
Candidates might consider what it means to be a good citizen and what else is important in
life. The candidates should draw a strong conclusion as to whether being a good citizen is
the most important thing in life, or whether something else is more important, justifying their
answer.

«Kypunbwmkn He nmeOT NpaBa Ha 6ecnnaTHoe 3apaBooxpaHeHne». CornacHbl N Bbl
C 3TUM MHEeHuem?

Opportunity to consider whether smokers, who some might consider to have brought ill
health on themselves, should have access to free healthcare. Candidates might consider
whether smokers might morally be asked to pay for healthcare, and, if so, then why not
others who might be judged to have brought misfortune on their own heads, such as the
skier who breaks a leg on the slopes? Candidates might also refer to the contribution
smokers make to the economy through taxes. Candidates should draw a conclusion, saying
to what extent they agree or disagree with the statement, giving reasons for their opinion.
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Part II: Use of Russian (20 marks)
YnpaxHeHue 1 (Other correct variations not listed here will also be accepted.)
2 BCcTpevaemcs, BCTpevyanuch, byaem BcTpevaTbes [1]
3 cnydmnocb [1]
4  XoT4T, xoTenu, bygyT XxoTeTb [1]
5 obObsAcHAT [1]
6 HayHéT [1]
[Total: 5]
[AO2]

YnpaxHeHue 2 (Other correct variations not listed here will also be accepted.)

7 A XuBY Heflaneko OT O4eHb M3BECTHOIO PblHKA.

OR

£ XuBy Heganeko OT pblHKa, KOTOPbIA O4YEHb U3BECTHLIN.

8 [o Toro, Kak OHV MOCMOTPENN MaTy Ha CTaauoHe, OHW noobeaanu B pecTopaHe.

9 [locne TOro, Kak CTy4eHTKa Hanncana cCouMHeHne, eé cectpa en no3BoHMUNa No TeneqgoHy.

10 Mbl 3HaeMm CTyAEHTKY, KOTOPOWN Mbl MOCHanNu NMCbMO.

11 3aBTpa npueneT geayLuka, YTo/4ero 4eTu XayT C HeTeprneHneMm.
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YnpaxHeHue 3 (One tick for each, then see conversion table.)

12 Poccuiickuin (example)

13 nonyuun

14 npeTteHgoBanu

15 3uMHASA

16 npongér

17 rony

18 orpomHyto

19 B

20 Ha

21 Hawen

22 cnoBam

Number of ticks Mark
19-20 10
17-18 9
15-16 8
13-14 7
11-12 6
9-10 5

7-8 4
5-6 3
3-4 2
1-2 1

0 0

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

nurp

NnoMoOXeT

CKasan

nobepna

N3MEHEHUA

oonbLWUM

3awuTy (accept sawmTon)

noasam

Hac
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