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FIRST LANGUAGE KOREAN

Paper 0521/01
Reading

General comments

In general, the performance in the first examination of this paper was very good. There were a few
candidates with exceptionally good performances and a small number who failed to present a full
understanding of the task, but the great majority of candidates successfully showed their comprehension of
the passages.

However, there were a few common problems: Firstly, some candidates did not write their answers in full
sentences, but in words or clauses. Candidates should be reminded that answers presented in such a style
cannot gain good marks for Language. For the same reason, using bullet points or lists in note-form can
have a negative influence on the mark awarded for language, even if such answers are correct. Secondly,
candidates should be made aware that all questions are asked with reference to the reading passages, so
answers are always expected to be made in relation to the context. Lastly, some candidates did not fully
understand certain questions and/or the part of them and, consequently, set off in the wrong direction. It was
not always clear whether this reflected their comprehension skills in Korean or whether these
misunderstandings arose due to carelessness or lack of time.

Comments on specific questions

Question 1

Most candidates answered all the questions in this section and understood the gist of the story. However, as
pointed out earlier, some candidates failed to provide evidence that they had grasped some of the more
specific details of the story. Such candidates often answered by giving the dictionary meaning of words or
phrases rather than explanations relative to the context of these words or phrases in the passage. For
example, (d)(i) and (d)(ii) asked for explanations of the phrases ‘improper power and ‘surrendered by
improper power’ in the passage. Some of the candidates wrote simple answers like ‘this type of power is
bad/unjust’ and ‘yielding to unjust power’ without providing an explanation for what these expressions
indicate in the passage. Similar problems were found in answers from some candidates to Question (e),
which asked what ‘errant past’ signified in the passage.

Another common occurrence was that some candidates only addressed questions in a partial fashion, failing
to notice instructions such as ‘in detail’, ‘find all the elements’, ‘from where to where’ and ‘in your own words’.
For example, Question (a) asked ‘to explain in detail how the exam cheating worked’. A full answer needed
to explain that students took their exam properly first, but then erased their own names and put down the
name of Seok-Dae, the class head-boy who threatened them, instead. Many candidates simply answered
that the students put the name of Seok-Dae on their exam papers, which is a crucial part of the required
information, but does not explain the whole procedure of the exam cheating. Similar problems were found
with Question (i). With reference to the whole passage’, this question asked how students’ attitudes toward
Seok-Dae had changed. Instead of describing the whole process of change, many students either wrote
down the student’s final opinion and attitude towards Seok-Dae or only wrote when the crucial moment of
change in attitude occurred.

Question 2

The majority of candidates successfully linked and explored the common themes of the two passages. A
very few weaker students misunderstood the instruction and simply worked with Passage 2 only. Although
the task required a comparison of characters in the two passages, some candidates compared the ways in
which the stories were developed instead, for which they could not score any marks. Another problem found
with some candidates was the stylistic presentation of their answer. Many students listed ideas rather than
linking them properly as part of a coherent piece of extended writing.
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Paper 0521/02
Writing

General Comments

Candidates were required to choose one topic out of four for discussion and argument and one out of four for
description and narration. Generally, candidates showed a good command of Korean with appropriate
vocabulary, expressions and use of grammar. A few made a large number of spelling mistakes and
punctuation mistakes e.g. spacing between the words, which did not, generally, interfere with meaning.

For the benefit of teachers and candidates, the following are some minor, but common mistakes made in the
category Language (Style and Accuracy):

Mistakes: Correction:
Spelling o st o} &t}
o ]
Haz, 5o, H A ¥ az, gk, A (orH o A)
- A= -2 A= (e.g. 718 A=)
Spacing between words: noun | nouno] ¢t} °
and a marker and verb stem | 71o] ¢t} r;g)groq]é’}iﬂr
and verb ending (a marker has | o] 74} ;‘74 ;*}
to be attached to noun and | ;o 7hA] = ] JSl
verb ending to a verb stem) BN Mg =
= T = Zj_]'“}l:%

Be consistent: use either
formal spoken style or written
style throughout the
composition, depending on the
nature of the topic chosen.

Inconsistent writing style: verb ending
(e.g. formal spoken style and change to
written style in the middle of a
composition, or the other way around)

Register

In terms of content in Section 1, the majority of candidates generally had a fairly good idea of what they
wanted to convey but some showed weakness in the ability to develop an argument in a logical way.
Candidates should take care to sequence their sentences properly, in order to create a cohesive discussion.
Candidates are also strongly recommended to write an essay plan before they start writing, to help them
structure their composition beyond the level of the paragraph.

For the Section Description and Narration, candidates need to have a clear idea about the difference
between these two types of task with reference to the guidelines set out in the mark schemes in the syllabus.
For example, descriptive tasks require a good selection of interesting ideas and images and the ability to
evoke complex atmospheres with a range of details, whereas narrative tasks require a story which contains a
complex event with a climax as well as details of character and manipulation of timeframes.

Taking the time limit of the test into account, it is essential that candidates read the questions carefully to find
out what each question is specifically asking for. This will give candidates a better idea of what Examiners
are expecting from their compositions.

It should be pointed out that some candidates gave ideas and views (often religious) which were not relevant
to task set. Arguments supported only by religious beliefs can end up being too personal and may not be
always logical, which risks weakening the persuasive force of the case a candidate is trying to make.
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Comments on individual questions

Discussion and Argument

Question 1

(a) FHojrLs] o A wt]o] o] oJ &L ol FdH 53] dodEe] A4
FadsolA Sule 2epde AelFr] Sls) vdels oW
E_)\]}\]_J_

A challenging topic, chosen by a few candidates. Among them, some showed a sophisticated development
of their ideas, while others just listed lots of examples of the behaviour of celebrities on TV and in the media
and ended up writing a weakly structured, unconvincing essay.

) PN AFARS FAFUA? HAFUA? T ol HE o] ERd) HAAS
This was the second most popular essay title. Most candidates were able to construct good arguments in

support of their views. A small number of good candidates were able to discuss and balance arguments for
or against.

il

(c) NI E B AL ok ot} 2k ol thal] of WA A 742

This was the most popular topic. Most candidates were able to write about it offering good examples and
arguments. Still, there were a few who needed to develop the logical aspect of their writing more fully.

(@ 2Ex ggFole] BAC] el EEH RAN L. 53 fRAFE] AR B o7

Those who wrote about this topic all had a clear idea about it and were able to construct good, closely-
argued essays.

Question 2 Descriptions and Narration

rig

(a) 7190l = o Ao g3 HALS) HAA L. dE £ 715, Ab, w3k, &2, Z ], 5% Describe
The quality of writing was very much spread out from top to bottom. Most essays were generally sound, but
some did not have enough descriptive or impressionistic content, with some essays ending up in a listing of
events or another type of narrative, which was not the objective. Nevertheless, a small number of
candidates did very well indeed, scoring top marks.
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418 % 3 ol ] BARS) BAIA S
This descriptive task was chosen by only a small number of candidates. There were some good descriptions

but some simply replicated the story-line of their chosen book instead of giving the character descriptions
asked for.

(© ATl $4S HoE 4 2l Ao AL o % o] oo & wEo] mAA L

Generally, well done, with most candidates writing from their own experience. Those who provided good
details of character and setting and gave a climax to their story scored higher marks.

@ A BEAES 2elw T FUAFL olTE A b Polme mdasUh A7l
Aol Fereln] olopr] 7k A7) Hulch, Felme]

ol 2] 7FA o] it Abzde] dojuA Flwo] At
w7 3} oj W A o] Al Zto 7 MG M HAAQ

This was the most popular topic in this section. Most candidates coupled good imaginative abilities with a
fairly good storytelling technique. There were many good-quality stories with complex narrative events, but a
few stories ended up making little sense or were not really well-sequenced or structured.
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