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Paper 3180/01
Composition

Key messages

Performance for this series was very good overall.

Many candidates produced pieces of writing ranging from very good to excellent. They understood the
demands of the questions and presented work that was characterised with very good content and mostly
accurate language. They have demonstrated their ability to use very good variety of structures and sentence
lengths, and they have delivered well-structured pieces with the use of paragraphing, connectors and
appropriate punctuation marks.

Generally, most candidates delivered good content, but weaker candidates’ writing was characterised by
many spelling and grammatical errors that had an impact on their achievement.

A positive aspect that has been observed is the fact that fewer candidates deviated from the main topic or
wrote irrelevant material.

The use of lengthy introductory and concluding paragraphs in Section 1 is still an issue, as some candidates
dwelled too long on introductory greetings at the expense of the main topic.

Regarding word count, some candidates exceeded the limit. This was mainly because of the lengthy
introductory paragraph, or the inclusion of unnecessary clichés.

A further improvement on last year is a reduction in the use of extensive metaphors and similes particularly
in the descriptive essay.

One final observation is the use of colloquial language. This was particularly evident in the performance of
very weak candidates.

General comments

The question paper is composed of two main sections, 1 and 2. Section 1 includes three Questions (1a, 1b,
1c) from which candidates select one and write about 120 words. The mark is 15. Section 2 consists of four
Questions (2a, 2b, 2c, 2d); the candidates must select one and write about 200 words. The mark for this
section is 30. The total mark for the paper is 45.

In general, the exam in November 2024 was good, appropriate for the level, and has tested different abilities.
The prompts were varied in their challenges to stimulate responses from low, middle, and high ability
candidates.

As mentioned above, performance was very good overall with impressive performances for some candidates
who demonstrated very good awareness of the demands of the questions, wrote coherent pieces, and their
language was mostly accurate. As for weaker candidates, either some elements of the task were missing, or
they did not understand the demands of the question in addition to having persistent spelling and
grammatical errors in their writing. Also, their sentence structures tended to be in the main simple.

Performance for Section 1, 1b was the best (1.9 per cent of candidates), followed by good performance for
1la (88.5 per cent of candidates), and reasonable performance for 1c (9.6 per cent of candidates).
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Comments on specific guestions

Section 1 - Letter, Report, Dialogue or Speech

(@)

(b)

(©)

This was the most common choice by candidates (84.5 per cent). Overall performance was good
and many candidates understood the demands of the task. Their letter was well-structured in the
form of an introduction, presentation and conclusion. The language was generally good, with a very
good performance by strong candidates. Weaker candidates wrote lengthy greeting paragraphs
before moving to address the main topic, and their language had persistent errors in spelling and
grammar. In some cases, the main topic (the kind of help required from a friend) was not
addressed sufficiently.

Although 1.9 per cent of candidates opted for this question (least common choice), performance
was the best when compared to the other questions. Many candidates demonstrated good
awareness of the topic (environmental issues) and presented very good and relevant information in
addition to demonstrating knowledge of how to structure a speech.

It was the second most popular option (9.6 per cent of candidates). Although the topic is accessible
and should be familiar to this level, performance was the weakest compared to the other questions.
One reason for this was the use of lengthy introductory paragraph followed by lengthy greetings
and responses which had an impact on the key topic, and another reason is the lack of relevant
information about the ‘importance of walking or using a bike to go to school’. It must be mentioned
that there were a few candidates who delivered an impressive dialogue.

Section 2 — Essay

(@)

(b)

(©)

(d)

This was the most popular question (30.8 per cent of candidates). Despite this, performance was
the weakest compared to the other questions. Many candidates understood the demands of the
guestion, but the main issue was persistent spelling and grammar errors, particularly for weaker
candidates, in addition to other candidates writing pieces well short of the word count. Also, it has
been observed that the writing of some candidates was more narrative than descriptive, and it is
important for candidates to distinguish between these two forms of writing.

This was the least popular choice by candidates (16.8 per cent of candidates), but performance
was the best compared to the other questions. Many candidates were able to come up with a
creative story about the ‘flying bicycle’ Some content was very interesting, and the language was
mainly accurate for many candidates. There was also a good use of reported speech. As for
weaker candidates, the main issue thatimpacted their achievement was persisting errors, illogical
sequence of events, and lack of focus.

The question was the third most popular (22.7 per cent of candidates). Performance was
reasonable overall. Many candidates were creative in the type of story they came up with, but it has
been observed that one of the main reasons for this lower performance is again the use of lengthy
introductory paragraphs before starting/continuing with the story. It is also unfortunate that despite
good creative stories and content, the spelling, grammar and structures were erratic in many
places, particularly for weaker candidates. In addition, weaker candidates’ writing had patches of
ambiguous content as well as not presenting events logically.

This question was the second most popular choice by candidates (29.7 per cent). Performance
was very good overall and almost equal to the performance of 2b. Many candidates argued well the
pros and cons of ‘working whilst studying’. The writing of many candidates was well-structured, and
the language was accurate in the main. As for weaker candidates, the main issue was the lack of
giving relevant information on the topic, and in some cases their writing included repetitive themes.
In addition, there were persistent errors in their language particularly when attempting to use more
complex structures. It has also been observed that the use of metaphors and similes this series
was less than that reported last year.

Spelling and Grammar Errors

The errors observed this series are like those reported last year. Below are some samples of weak and
strong language/structures:
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Examples of strong structures

QSS,‘Mﬁdw\gbi&aﬂ;um@)@ummuls_@a;ﬁ;&;bﬂ\d)ud‘m;mumu -
D38 e le e (a8

gj;i@ﬂ;ég;;&b@;gcQ}gugcu&)})ﬂwbbo}w‘sgﬁa.;i_gmuas..ﬂ\ﬁ)‘gum -
Al oda (g ady A8e Latiy g ans ) (3la58 L) Jile Y Aandal (35005 4855

5% Al puaall Jia il jlga alllall Sy Cum cadUall 2y Al ol Jaall of @ Jiral) Sy pmill o -
sl e DUl ae L a5 Ayl 8 52k ol jlgall o3 5 cJanl) ol Apaall g 4ty alans

POl clgalibo ) Jamy oSy aas Lo S8 Uy 50 ) Cann s il A80e e o m L WL -
oo Laia) Ay jad S 4K 13 G b i alall ppadd) J4dE ) Jrend)

Examples of weak/awkward structures, misspellings and grammar errors

(Slie allal) aie allas (Y () el ) Al il o oS -

(Boladly yail) Bl el -

(oY) Yl s -

(o) Bsad el god Jus 5 (i) uadll S -

(k) gl sl -

(B) G el gy -

(7 e k) a8 A B e pla -

(o) SV Sl mins) il K115 il limaains -

(X of dy ) cudy ey )i -

(hiae s q:\j) dlaal Huaaill 8 Gaclus iy -

) (o8 () i) bjsle U il A5 (ol (als Ul ol sy (3 -
(Bl alasY) e iS5 elas 308 s aa gy Un) Ll (il 0S5 cas & s S s -
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ARABIC

Paper 3180/02

Translation and Reading
Comprehension

General comments

The performance of most candidates this year is good overall. The majority of candidates attempted all
guestions, and a high percentage of them scored well. Good translation skills were displayed, with a suitable
knowledge of vocabulary, grammar, and syntax.

Comments on specific guestions

Section A — Translation into English

Many candidates achieved high marks in translating this section as they successfully displayed a good
knowledge of Arabic/English vocabulary and used correct grammatical structures. However, for some
candidates, certain words in the text proved to be challenging which resulted in only few scoring the very top
mark. This is especially reflected in the performance of the less able candidates who did not understand the
meaning of the key word in the text, ‘dictionary’ (Lus&/_x) $8). There were some instances of inconsistent
phrasing and a lack of coherence in some sentences.

Here is a list of some challenging words/phrases in this section:

o Audall s dl) &l el was not always translated in full.

e Ayl ilY) Only a few candidates translated the word 4Ll (proverbs/sayings) correctly.

o sl sl 44 Gy 33 Not many candidates identified that the verb ‘started’ refers to ‘dictionaries’, although
it was vocalised in the text (Writing dictionaries started ...), instead, it was translated as “I started writing
dictionaries...”.

o lLadgsill yac A goodnumber of candidates missed to translate =< ‘age, era’, but where a similar
meaning was used, it was accepted.

L5 Sl (sl 8l C2and Some candidates missed the word ‘electronically’.
el #1350 The word ‘extract’, was translated into a similar meaning word, like ‘get’ and it was
accepted.

e Some candidates used the adjectives instead of the the adverbs for ‘quickly’ and ‘easily’, and this was
leniently marked.

Question 2 Translate into Arabic

Overall, candidates did well in this section. The great majority translated the text in full which indicates a
good learning process is taking place. A few candidates, however, left some blanks for the words/phrases
that they did not know the meaning of.

Here is where some candidates struggled with advice on how they could improve:

Only a few candidates identified the plural form of ‘¢! ~all’,
Candidates could benefit more from practising the use of comparative and superlative forms, as in
B AV 5 anall um e xSy

e Many candidates found the expression ‘¢_Sll ¢! a2l fairly challenging, but a similar meaning was
accepted.
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o Candidates could also benefit from learning the direction vocabulary such as ‘north, south, east, west’,
as some were mixed up, as in ‘bl < 2. Also, not many candidates were successful in translating ‘the
south and north poles’ correctly.

e Some candidates struggled with the plural form of certain words like, &Y ¢ulaille Clladll (Jlaall
Ll Yk Jle N, but these were leniently marked.

Section B — Reading Comprehension

Most candidates answered these reading comprehension questions successfully and confidently. It was
evident that most candidates read the questions carefully before answering. The best candidates also knew
how to select the specific information required from the text.

Questions 3-12

Question 3, Question 4, and Question 5

These were straight forward questions which almost all candidates answered correctly.

Question 6

A few candidates gave a wrong answer by saying ‘z sl a x’ instead of ‘w2l Ala’, The question asks to
list three places. So, the focus is on the place not the event.

Question 7

Most candidates were able to provide full answers here showing a good understanding of the text.
Incomplete answers were not rewarded as they were missing key information.

Question 8

Some candidates did not provide all three elements required by the question and/or provided incomplete
responses. It is recommended that where the question asks for 2 or 3 pieces of information that candidates
list their answers rather than copy or lift a whole paragraph from the text. This could indicate a lack of full
comprehension of the text as well as the question.

Question 9

Most candidates answered this question correctly with very few who gave incomplete answers, thus missing
vital information like W » sl and daiiell,

Question 10 and Question 11

These questions were answered correctly by most candidates albeit with some lifting from the text by few
candidates.

Question 12

Given the choice in this question, those candidates who attempted to provide synonyms for all the words
increased the likelihood of getting full marks on this question.

Question 13

The best candidates who did very well in this question chose three words out of five and gave their
meanings/synonyms in Arabic. Some candidates correctly wrote the synonyms of all the words and the
Examiner marked the best three. This should be encouraged by all candidates and could benefit the weaker
ones, because it gives them a better chance of scoring some marks.

Candidates also should be trained to give/explain the meaning of the words within the context of the text,
because certain words can have many synonyms, and some can be unrelated to the text.
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Candidates who used dialect or incorrect spelling were penalised. A few candidates did not answer this
guestion. This could be because they ran out of time. Candidates should be reminded that time management
in the exam is crucial.

A final remark to those candidates who put some answers in the blank pages (at the end of the exam paper):
Although it is the Examiner’s role to check the whole paper for any answers, it is the candidate’s
responsibility to label these answers correctly or put a note next to the question number. In addition, where
an alternative answer to a question is given at the end of the paper, the answer in the body of the test paper
should be crossed out. It should not be left to the Examiner to mark or pick the correct answer because the
Examiner will only mark the first response.
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