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Is there anything you would like to say about the current GCSE course? 

• Too much content, not enough time! I wish there was a meaningful chance to teach 

transactional language and that it was then properly tested 

• There is too much vocabulary content which doesn't allow pupils to practice their listening g 

and speaking skills to the fullest. 

• too difficult & grades not comparable to other subjects. Able students achieve on average 1-

2 grades lower & then do not choose to study a MFL at A Level - this is killing off labngyafes 

in the secondary sector especially German. I have been teaching nearly 30 years & since the 

new GCSE came in my results have taken a huge nosedive - I feel I have adapted my practice 

well & the students' academic profile is no different so why is this? The exam is too hard and 

it is too difficult to reach a top grade - this is also always skewed by native & bilingual 

speakers. This is having a disastrous effect on language uptake 

• It is not comparable with the difficulty of other subjects.  It also needs to be more relevant 

to young people's interests, and boys. 

• It is better than it used to be for example with the inclusion of culture.  However a lot of it is 

irrelevant to most teenagers. Why learn to talk about the environment. If you can’t have a 

console conversation with someone in France for example ? There should be less content , ie 

no more social issues and environment, so that they can be taught the relevant content well, 

in more depth. 

• It is too academic and does promote language learning for all 

• Some elements are much less relevant to a current teenager's life experience, e.g. assuming 

work experience, part-time work and exchange visits. 

• The content is very challenging - the sheer breadth of vocabulary and grammar is daunting 

• The current structure don’t provide a good chance to know my students skills in Spanish. 

This gcse is very difficult in comparison to another subjects and It’s very difficult to attract 

students to pick my subject on KS4. The listening should be included into de speaking one, 

for example. 

• Listening and reading skills aren't being tested when vocabulary included is obscure and the 

marks hermes are so rigid. It is unfair on hard working students to expose them to these. 

Roleplay and writing bullet points in target language are often unclear what is required even 

if the bullet point is understood, disadvantaging able students from achieving the marks they 

deserve for the language they produce. 

• No real issue with the content, it's just the harsh marking of German in particular and that 

the top grade boundaries are so much higher than they are for every other subject. Also 

number of native speakers prevent non-natives achieving top grades 

• The content is vast, so much so as a teacher, I do not have enough time to cover it in any 

depth. There are too many ‘components’ to each skill. Why do the picture-based tasks even 

exist?? Who ever needs to talk about a picture in any language?? The role-plays are 

ridiculous. The translation tasks are so hard at higher, they are more like a level standard. 

The literary part of the exam is modified to remove the past historic, rendering it pointless, 

and is just a token gesture. The exams try to trick students into picking the wrong answer. 

Students can be penalised in the speaking exam for a mistake that teacher-examiner makes, 

which is wrong on many levels.  Many teachers put students who are capable of achieving a 

grade 6, in for foundation for fear of the student ‘dropping off the bottom’. Teachers should 

not be put in this position.   I could go on... 



• Need to balance with native speakers putting up the grade boundaries 

• It doesn’t have enough transactional language in it - practical use should be weighted 

heavier 

• Not enough focus on learning the language for the purpose of communication. The language 

used is very challenging with very few pattern repetition and a focus to often on working out 

the answer through the context instead of answering because students understand what 

they hear or read. The degree of proficiency expected is very high with an average of 5 hours 

a fortnight, ibelieve the teaching episode are more about exam skill than language learning 

hence the sometimes inexiting lessons. 

• The tiering of H / F is limiting and skews the results for middle ability students, Teachers are 

afraid of making the wrong tiering decision and some pupils who maybe capable of 5 or 6 

are entered for F, thus limiting their potential grade. Removing the tiers or the ability to mix 

tiers for the different skills would be far better. 

• It is too challenging and aspirational considering the lack of MFL teaching in primary. The 

content is not inspiring and we have to teach to the exam with exam boundaries that 

penalise all students not even just those at the top end. 

• The current GCSE has not been thought for SEN students and do not make it easy for them 

to keep on languages after KS3 

• Foundation level should be more accessible to weaker students. There should be more 

practical transactional language & role plays as in the GCSE pre-controlled assessment. Role 

plays are very uneven in difficulty and bullet points should be in English. The translation into 

English is marked too harshly. There should be one tier of entry for all. 

• The exam is very off putting for many students. The fact that the instructions are in the TL on 

the speaking and writing papers mean that many students are not able to show what they 

can do and write nothing. The authentic texts are inaccessible and irrelevant. The number of 

different skills that a student needs to succeed is huge. Many of the topics are uninspiring. 

Students are put off by the large amount of learning required for the oral. Grades between 

different subjects do no seem to have parity 

• I work in a very deprived school. The  content is way out of their experience and they see it 

as irrelevant and impossible. Motivation is low except amongst my highest achievers. 

• There are quite a few topics that students don't know how to talk about in English, let alone 

another language! 

• It is too selective 

• The focus should be on useable language and not on being able to discuss or understand 

vocabulary on global warming issues 

• The new GCSE particularly the listening and reading exams, have become exceptionally 

difficult. Even native speakers, who have worked with us, find questions difficult and can't 

get full marks. It is very demotivating for students every time they do exams. 

• Does not cater for a wide range of students. Alternative qualifications are needed. 

• The increase in difficulty is needed to challenge More Able learners and prepare them for A 

Level and the content in which we do GCSE helps students to speak a language which I have 

no issues with. The problem comes with Tiering papers and the not being able to mix tiers 

which puts many students at a disadvantage 

• I strongly believe that the Tiered exam papers are unfair and do not reflect the students' 

knowledge. The Listening Higher paper is so hard that even I as a native speaker had to stop 

a few times and think about the possible answers because of the misleading questions/ 

answers. I am in favor of getting rid of the tiers and have one paper that groups the tiers. 



• Too hard - Some of the questions in the reading and listening (more so listening) are just too 

hard and only really native speakers can achieve them.  One of ths issues is just that, schools 

enter native speakers for GCSE as it usually adds to their progress 8. In what other subject 

does this happen? 

• The current course is too difficult for students to get a good grade in. The skills required at 

GCSE level are too demanding, and even native speakers find the level of vocabulary quite 

extensive. The range of structures and grammatical concepts that they need to use to accrue 

be some of the top marks are overwhelming. Far too hard and they don’t give students the 

incentive to want to continue with languages as it’s too hard to get a good grade in 

comparison to other subjects. 

• We require one paper which covers Foundation and Higher so all students can access all 

grade on papers. 

• The language and vocabulary required as well as knowledge of idiom is what makes these 

courses inaccessible to lower ability learners and basically, not much fun. The amount of 

work required to succeed versus science and Maths is ridiculous and killing the subject. The 

same is true of the grade boundaries. 

• There is too much inconsistency in the way the papers are marked/grade boundaries etc 

• The assessment methodology for all 4 skills is deeply flawed. Reading and listening papers 

include questions set with deliberate distractors and obscure language items to ‘trick’ 

candidates. Worse still, the mark schemes are often ridiculously prescriptive and and 

narrow. This means that students get no credit for what they have understood in reading 

and listening or have communicated in the speaking and writing papers.   The fact that the 

QCA demands that the instructions are in the TL for speaking and writing is pointless and 

unrealistic. Students at this level would always think first in English about what they wanted 

to say in a real-life role play situation.   I have taught MFL for 36 years in various roles as a 

classroom teacher, head of MFL, assistant head and now SLE and am deeply saddened by 

the current situation. My students have always achieved good results in spite of the 

changing GCSE regimes with sig plus VA scores but numbers choosing A Level have declined 

to the point where we are no longer considered viable, This most recent  decline is due in no 

small part to the A Level reforms and the dropping of AS levels, but also the widely 

publicised harsh grading   I could go on ...... I am leaving teaching at the end of this academic 

year with a heavy heart. 

• The reading and listening exams are very difficult and often the students can’t access the 

question in English e.g . The way the question is worded.  Theme 2 is very difficult to teach 

and students find it very difficult to answer writing questions on how they volunteer in their 

town for example. 

• The speaking exam is too easy-some pupils just memorise answers 

• It's unfair the exam for non native speakers since they are marked together with the native 

speakers. Look at the boundaries at different languages ie. Greek compared to German or 

French. It's absurd as they are formed 

• We are wanting to test far too many things; TOO MUCH content and far TOO MANY skills 

This makes the course a negative experience for too many learners. And teachers. 

• There are too many topics areas and sub themes 

• The course stretches the best in my class, but is very difficult for the less able. I would prefer 

more transactional language. 

• Exam is far too difficult for students. 



• The course content doesn’t prepare the students well for the exam content which seems 

random. The exams are designed to ‘trip up’ learners in reading and listening 

• Grading and changing of Grade boundaries is unfair and demotivating to even the best 

linguists 

• We need to be able to go back to mixed tier entry or abolish tiers altogether 

• Bilingual students should not be taking the same exams 

• No 

• It would help if students start languages in KS1 having 2 hours per week. Starting in KS2 only 

30 minutes per week in the best cases is a rubbish, a shame!! This is the start of the 

problem, not the GCSE content or exam!!! 

• Get rid of "4 skills" mentality 

• Assessment needs to allow for mixed tier entry  Fairer marking needed 

• too difficult - listening is out dated 

• Far too many themes and topics. Language needs to focus on helping students to 

meaningfully communicate. 

• There needs to be tiring like there was in the past to allow students to achieve the best 

grades 

• Too much content. GCSE exams far too hard.  Not being able to mix tiers at exam entry is 

disadvantaging many and is nonsensical. The "blatant "trap and trick" mentality in the 

reading and listening exam papers in particular is incredibly demotivating and disheartening. 

• The rubrics are too difficult for foundation students to understand which causes an issue 

when accessing the questions on the paper. It’s a barrier to their sucess. 

• The content is far too complicated and the exams are designed to purposefully trick children. 

It is unfair and poorly designed 

• The course structure is too complicated that a lot of time is spent trying to get the pupils to 

understand the different elements of the exam - the speaking exam in particular takes quite 

a while to explain and even longer for pupils to grasp 

• You're not raising standards if you only need just over 50% to get a top grade. The topics 

themselves are fine but the texts in both the reading and listening papers are largely 

inaccessible to the majority of students, hence your low grade boundaries. It might be a 

grade 7, but our students are still demotivated if they scrape 50% in a paper and are 

therefore deterred from A Level. Also the foundation tier is not much different from higher 

tier. 

• Tiering of entry are an issue and should be scrapped 

• I would have just one tier, that way is really fair to all students. 

• I like the structure of the new GCSE. I like the topics. It is too difficult for a good proportion 

of students. The grading is unfair when compared with other subjects and puts the majority 

off continuing at A level. The number of native speakers skews results and grades. 

• Split tiers of entry should be possible, listening & reading papers need to be accessible to all. 

They hare far too Chelle going as it is now. 

• It’s too hard. We should expect the students to learn less in terms of grammar and content 

and to be more confident at using the language, even if it’s at a lower level. The level we are 

expecting from our students in the uk is higher than the level expected in MFL in other 

countries. 

• The topics are outdated and often the role plays are not situations pupils would find 

themselves in 



• Scrap tiering  Take away the distractors and tricks in the l and r exams, this is not how 

language works.  Ensure transparency with markschemes especially aqa speaking.  Bullet 

points for writing I. English as it is not a reading exam 

• 1. We should rethink the entire nc to allow students to gradually master language from the 

most basic stuff - as you do when you actually learn a language in real life. Less boring killing 

between topics - instead focus on gradually building up competence.   2. Simplify the gcse 

exam structure. They are ludicrously complicated on the way they are run and marked - just 

look at the speaking!   3. Have a broader range of qualifications available. GCSE is ok for the 

more able, but for the less able it is a massive slog and fairly joyless 

• It would be great to have the scope to teach skills and language that are more engaging and 

which would allow for more creative teaching and use of the language. I feel very limited by 

the amount of content that needs to be covered in such a short time and feel that this 

prevents me from introducing more interesting cultural topics in ways that could be more 

useful for learners. 

• Some content is totally irrelevant to pupils in KS3 and 4 so they often don't see the point. 

• There is a lot of content to cover 

• Students perceive it as more difficult than other subjects. The limited time given to the 

subject in school is not sufficient to adequately prepare students for the exam. 

• The GCSE grade boundaries are unfair in comparison to other subjects. The oral is too 

difficult and the read and listening are bizzare. Quite a fair bit of content is extremely dull 

• GCSE and IGCSE not fit for purpose. Irrelevant for age group and uninspiring content. Too 

focused on exact detail in marking answers. Global comprehension and ability to 

communicate are not developed or assessed. Encourages rote learning through predictable 

content in exams. Pupils do not enjoy this and see no progress. Resources for MFL are 

expensive (listening material) and date quickly. A national strategy for language learning is 

needed where MFL starts at primary level and gets carried through secondary with enough 

curriculum time. 

• It is much better than the GCSE before it, but it's hard. There is a huge content and still so 

many exam questions that even native speakers cannot answer with confidence. Unfair so 

often with the answers that are acceptable and not,  especially the what is his 'attitude' 

questions. 

• Listen to teacher feedback & revise it before it’s too late & we have no linguists left... 

• The current gcse course means that there is no time to practise meaningful activities 

• Role play- bullet points don't need to be in target language. It then becomes a vocab/reading 

task and so if a pupil doesn't know the meaning of one word it is hard to do well.  Overall too 

much content to cover in the time and hours given.  Writing paper- bullet points often 

worded weirdly (Edexcel) and even when translated students often don't know to even 

answer them in English.   Lack of inspiring/engaging topics. Students would much rather 

study a film than describe their town in detail. 

• There are too many topics and the level of language is too difficult for this age range. A lot of 

what I am teaching at GCSE, I learned at A Level. I excelled at A Level and got a degree in 

MFL from Oxford, so I don't think it hurt me to put off the subjunctive and social issues until 

I was doing A Levels. On the contrary, it allowed me to hone my skills and grow my 

confidence. 

• Dating online pages, volunteering abroad? Who thought that motivate children 

• Too high expectations for 16 year olds    Too many tricks (especially in listening)    

Ridiculously difficult authentic texts in readings    Too much inference at GCSE - so unfair as 



it is not testing language competence.     All of the above  totally demotivating - even for 

higher ability students 

• It is so difficult we can no longer attract A Level candidates. The exam board cannot seem to 

make the papers  or skills fair nor equal from year to year. Foundation pupils can no longer 

access the papers. This is impacting their mental health and causing great anxiety and 

ruining their confidence. 

• Too inaccessible for most learners. Bullet points on writing are a barrier as is difficult content 

and topics many  students find difficult to relate to 

• Exams seem to want to catch students out rather than let them show what they CAN do 

• Mark schemes for listening and reading often confusing. Distinguishing what is accepted and 

not accepted down to semantics and challenges pupils knowledge of English rather than the 

foreign language. 

• Currently grade boundaries make grades unachievable and disengages students as a result 

of this. 

• Reading and listening exams contain questions and language which seem to purposefully trip 

students up rather than test their knowledge 

• It is too difficult and academic. It discouraged students from learning a language for 

communication purposes. Too many hoops to jump through / boxes to tick. It does not give 

students the confidence to want to continue to learn languages. It is not fun. The exam asks 

too much. Our school is for the first time letting kids opt out of a GCSE language because it is 

deemed too difficult and kids know they won’t get the same grade in a language that they 

might get in another subject. There is not parity between the difficulty of a language and 

some other subjects 

• It is dull, uninspiring and tailored to middle class pupils.  The exam is too difficult and is 

designed to trick pupils and trip them up rather than assess their knowledge and 

understanding. The speaking exam is a nonsense and the rubrics are nonsensical. I do not 

enjoy teaching this GCSE syllabus at all 

• The structure of the exams is fine but there is far too much content to get through and the 

children aren’t interested in discussing getting married. There is no time for any divergence 

from the syllabus and we are rushing all the time, resulting in a very superficial level of 

understanding. So frustrating. 

• Tiering, the sheer amount of content and bizarre literary text excerpts that are completely 

obscure for students that are not from upper middle class backgrounds are damaging MFL 

uptake. 

• I like the speaking and writing exams but hate the tricks nature of the listening and reading 

papers. It feels unnatural to try constantly to catch them out. Some questions are also 

ambiguous 

• Challenging content is not an issue but the extreme difficulty of listening and reading exams 

is very off putting and actively discourages pupils from further study at A level 

• The listening element is too difficult 

• The current course is not relevant to young people today and the level of difficulty is so high 

that neither student or teacher knows what it takes to achieve the higher grades! 

• Content is dull and recycled from Y7-11. Not enough time to embed grammar as the course 

(AQA) jumps around too much. Not enough time to add authentic material which all abilities 

like. Content is irrelevant by the time the book is published. Ie fashion in Studio 2. 

• The approved text books present far too much information per page which can be confusing 

and overwhelming for students and staff. 



• Too difficult and too much content. 

• The specification change has led to a syllabus that is impossible to deliver in two years and 

an exam process that no longer allows MFL for all. 

• Most GCSE students do not want to be able to talk about social and global issues in a foreign 

language. They want to be able to communicate effectively on holiday and chat with other 

teenagers they meet on holiday or on school exchanges. The exam doesn’t encourage them 

to become effective communicators or to use language spontaneously. At KS3 the move is 

very much towards less content and greater focus on the ability to use the language well. 

This is not the case with the GCSE course as it is too content heavy. 

• It’s still not as hard as o level but there is recognition of importance of translations 

• There is too much content so not enough time to teach grammar to allow manipulation of 

language. The content is out of touch with students (many students don’t have opinions to 

express on things like marriage/environment/poverty in English never mind in a foreign 

language) 

• Awful!! Not inspiring and far too difficult. And no need for translation into the target 

language. 

• The standard is very difficult, particularly the listening comprehension. 

• Tiering with higher and foundation is grossly unfair. If a paper can be created that is 

ridiculously difficult to reach a 9, then a one size fits all can be created. S (in particular) and 

W are similar prep. Why not create a 1-9 paper so that there isn't the jeopardy of students 

falling off the bottom of higher?? Especially when too many students end up in foundation 

because schools are so worried about the difficulty of higher. About time MFL wasnt being 

so disadvantaged from the top. 

• Make it more relevant and interesting!! 

• The listening is way too difficult compared to the other 3 skills and not comparable to the 

listening tasks given in AQA text books.  There are too many ‘traps’ in the listening and 

reading with texts using unnecessarily convoluted language that is not natural. I understand 

the need for pupils to have challenging texts but the randomness of these is striking - literary 

texts about finding husbands, nun reality shows etc.   There is nothing for lower ability pupils 

any more as the new GCSE is too difficult for them. Many pupils have asked for more useful 

language for use in daily interactions rather than discussing homelessness... 

• I think that the absence of controlled assessments is a big improvement and I think that 

most students can speak considerably better now. However, I think that the content 

expected of them is unreasonably high. 

• Listening is far too hard and does not year comprehension, instead focusing on pitfalls and 

traps to confuse learners. This is an extremely unrealistic representation of actual listening 

skills in real life. Writing tasks with bullet points in target language test reading 

comprehension before writing skills and disadvantage students who 

misinterpret/misunderstand the content of the guidance. Translation mark schemes, 

especially at A Level, are much too specific and rigid, favouring clunky or awkward phrasing 

and accuracy over communication. All this and more leads to demotivated students who do 

not see the point of learning a language as they will never get things exactly right. 

• There is too much content and not enough time it means that the students have to learn to 

pass the exam rather than having actual language skills itself. 

• more freedom less exam based 

• GET RID OF TIERS and allow all kids the chance to achieve every grade.    Bring difficulty in 

line with other subjects, especially considering most students have only been learning it for 



5 years maximum.     Make it compulsory to teach MFL from reception age - every week. 

Students think they are rubbish at it because they started so much later and therefore their 

levels of attainment are so much lower right up until the last minute before the GCSE! 

• It is too hard and is responsible for the decline of languages at a level and beyond 

• Pupils are discouraged because it is so much more difficult than other subjects. 

• Topics are now of a level style difficulty and far beyond the maturity of 15/16 year olds.  

Exams are tricky. 

• Expect fluency - ridiculous. Topics outdated. Examinations far too difficult 

• Demoralising and inaccessible for many pupils. Tiering needs to be removed as it 

disadvantages students and puts unfair pressure on teachers to make the right decision 

• Current GCSE topics are irrelevant to many young learners (holidays in particular is an 

alienating topic for some pupils from low income backgrounds). 

• Why the tiers of entry? Nearly every child I teach is predicted a top 5 or low 6 (our school 

adds added challenge) but can not access a 5 when they sit the higher tier. One tier for all 

and define by outcome like other subjects. Have a more desirable course for native speakers 

• It is irrelevant to the life’s of our students. In an inner city school in one of the poorest areas 

of the country our students find many topics completely impossible to understand and 

connect with. Many have never left the city let alone the country and therefore find the 

course boring and challenging! Some area like an IRP at a level but at a GCSE level would 

make it more interesting and accessible to many students. 

• I think a lot of content in the speaking exams especially recently has disadvantaged my 

learners in a low income area - they struggle to list disadvantages (or advantages really) of 

skiing holidays when many have never even left the area. 

• Topics and resulting topics are often dull (e.g. house, room)  Only interesting when teaching 

it in context with Goethe Zertifikat B1  Doe not help with living in Germany (e.g. ordering 

food, in a restaurant, bakery, ordering tickets, find date or time for event with friends => 

done in Goethe Zertifikat)  Marking too uninspiring - given detail, but no opinion => less 

marks  More jumping through hoops rather than learning language  Not enough time to 

teach language, only enough time to teach a syllabus 

• The expectations of the listening are issues for both tiers.  There should be the an option to 

mix tiers 

• Higher listening AQA is too hard.  Also why have two literary texts on the reading paper? 

This is not what the textbooks reach us to oractise. 

• It allows students to become competent linguists, but I think the extent of the tests 

(especially with so many speaking tests) it’s too much for some students. The marking is also 

harsh in comparison with other subjects. I think more could be done to promote the study of 

a language in GCSE, students don’t seem to know the importante and benefits of speaking a 

language beyond the obvious - holidays. Like I said, I believe more could be done to ensure 

pupils want to take MFL as an option. 

• The actual content and topics can be tailored to pupils’ interests as long as key vocab/ideas 

are covered but assessments (especially translations) seem to purposefully pick infrequent 

vocabulary and be very difficult 

• It’s way too difficult and the content is boring to teach and to learn.  It is irrelevant to most 

pupils daily life and the language they are likely to need if speaking the target language. 

• The GCSE exams are too difficult and dishearten pupils of continuing with the study of the 

language at A Level. In many occasions the exams try to test what they don't know instead 

of allowing them to show what they have learnt. Some exam questions seem devised to 



catch them.   Many pupils also choose other subjects at A Level because it is easier to get an 

A/A* and therefore secure places at university. Spanush is seen as too difficult if you're 

aiming  for top grades. 

• Listening exam is too difficult with too many distractions and isn't testing their 

understanding 

• No real problems with the topics - they are only a vehicle for skills and grammar acquisition. 

Big problem with unfairness in exams and harsh marking. 

• The course teaches topics and language that often will not be used in real life situations. The 

mark schemes demand use of 3 tenses and uncommon language which is not necessary in 

real life. The exam papers try to trap and trick the learners, which no foreigner has ever tried 

to do to me in 40 years. The grade boundaries are often too high and put students off taking 

the subject as they wish to succeed at GCSE and beyond. 

• Learning lists of vocabulary without context is totally pointless. Structures and need to be 

taught from the use of language viewpoint. The students need to learn how language is 

constructed and think more about how their learn it: learning styles and strategies. 

• Mixed tiers should be allowed 

• I think the speaking and writing are a fair test. Reading and listening are far too hard. I make 

my department sit this and nobody can work out the mark scheme. I used to have have A 

level classes, now nobody picks this subject as it is so hard and harshly graded. 

• Too difficult for most 

• Not accessible for lower ability learners. Tiers are a joke. Higher papers off the scale for 

disadvantaged. Overwhelmingly seen as too hard and puts children off. Takes a lot of hard 

work to put some joy into something so old fashioned, middle class and dry. Why is there 

nothing else to count towards progress 8? How is it fair to equate this to BTEC or other 

vocational courses? Why should low ability or SEND be discriminated against and prevented 

from doing languages because of a ridiculous public school attitude to rigour and standards? 

Joke. 

• Trying to teach pupils mainly from low income families about holidays, hobbies and free 

time when some can barely afford pens can be painful. They need less of these topics in the 

GCSE course and more things that are relevant to them, the environment and social issues 

seem to be the most popular year after year because it’s something they can actually means 

something to them. 

• There is far too much content & complex grammar to cover in 2 years. The grammar 

required is often closer to A level 

• The standard that students are expected to reach in order to reach their targets in their 

GCSE exams is too great, given that they all begin in year 7, with little or no knowledge of 

the MFL. In addition, exam boards have been inconsistent so far with grade boundaries 

making it difficult for teachers to accurately predict grades, which is a requirement at most 

schools. 

• I wish there was an alternative! 

• There is far too much content to be able to cover in a rigorous way. 

• There are too many topics and it is impossible to cover all and revise as well. Schools favour 

stem subjects and MFL take last pickings. 

• Too demanding. The way listening and reading make the exam terrifying for even v strong 

candidates. It is NOT good practice to produce an exam where even grade 9 students only 

remember the bits they couldn’t do. I feel very strongly about this 



• Some of the content is good, some is poor (eg marriage and relationships - they’re 14!).   The 

amount of content to cover is ridiculous. 

• Way too demanding linguistically to achieve an 8 or 9 grade. Perception of difficulty puts 

many students off and come January in year 11, some are asking to drop. A level numbers 

are definitely down because of difficulty of GCSE. Previous numbers with, granted, an easier 

GCSE, gave better A level numbers which produced linguists just as good as current 

Alevellers. FACT. Now, thligh, we have far fewer. The new GCSE is puttung stydents off and 

we ate losing out to STEM subjects. 

• Scrap the two tiers and allow for one single entry where everyone has the opportunity to 

reach all the grades. Make the content more relevant to today ‘a world with topics on 

influencers, social media music and tv but also the environment and mental health. More on 

francophone countries too and concrete examples of French being needed in the world 

today. 

• It is too difficult for average students and very difficult for SEND students . The grammar has 

become very difficult and is preventing stundents from taking GCSE 

• Places unrealistic expectations on pupils, translation task is redundant and the speaking task 

is pointless as it is still so very very scripted 

• Far too difficult. Listening and reading are incredibly demotivating. Pupils struggle to access 

listening. The text books do not represent the exams.  Far too much content to cover.  

Higher and foundation tier are extremely difficult to teach together for listening.   Scrap the 

two tiers altogether. 

• The end of mixed tier entry was very unfair and disadvantages students who are less 

competent  in certain skills 

• Over challenging  - content heavy. 

• Demotivating, not a true reflection of how you use the language naturally so students think 

they are rubbish at languages because they cannot access the exam material. 

• Listening paper is too hard. The Reading paper is too long. Foundation/Higher separate 

papers are not necessary. Differentiation should be by outcome. 

• There is too much content to cover in two years. 

• It is not comparable to other GCSE subjects.   The expectation is that pupils who do an MFL 

must gain a higher percentage to achieve the same grade as in other subjects.   This is 

grossly unfair and is making MFL more and more elitist as pupils feel like they have to do so 

much more to gain a grade 5 or above in an MFL 

• Make the grade boundaries fair and inline with other GCSEs, especially for German. Cut 

some content out if the course, there's too much to cover. 

• It has been a big backwards step in language learning. The content and assessment is 

archaic. The fact that all exams boards offer an almost identical qualification is embarrassing 

and pointless as it offers no choice at all. The lack of a relevant vocational qualification is 

shameful. The fact that private schools have been too scared to switch to the new gcse 

shows how much more challenging the new specification is compared  to the igcse 

• Get rid of tiers and have 1 exam. Pass rate on foundation too high for weak and/or 

disaffected students who are being dragged through Ebacc to meet government targets. 

• There needs to be the option to mix the tiers as was years ago.  This gives students a greater 

chance of scoring the 5,s and above.  There also needs to be an in-depth look at the grade 

boundaries, particularly in French. 

• The reading and listening exams are very unfairly marked at time with what is accepted as 

an answer and what isn’t. 



• Exams would be better if not tiered. Back in 1990s all students did the foundation paper 

then they could also do the higher. There was no disadvantage grades wise to doing the 

higher paper too 

• Listening is too difficult 

• Should not be for Native speakers 

• It is too broad and most staff ends up teaching for the GCSE exams only and not giving 

secure and strong skillls to students 

• Nothing other than that which has already been said 

• It bridges the previous gap between GCSE and AS level, but covering the vast and varied 

content in any depth in just 2 hours a week is very difficult. Some aspects of topics are not 

within  certain pupils’ grasp as they are fairly elitist, such as the higher vocabulary relating to 

hobbies and holidays. 

• I think the speaking and writing exams are mostly fair, except for quite random role plays 

and translations, however the reading and listening are very difficult and demotivating, and 

do not test students on what they have actually learned. It is also difficult to make a fair 

decision on tier entry, as the higher paper is so challenging as students who are of a grade 6 

standard are unable to get that. 

• Level of difficulty is higher than in most other GCSE subjects 

• The exam is too easy, especially the reading and listening. Standards are low, too many 

irrelevant topics, not enough cultural content. 

• The role play can be hit or miss, depending on which scenario a student gets. Some of the 

scenarios /subsequent prompts are a little obscure. 

• Students with a target grade 6 are very unlikely to achieve it as higher is too difficult for 

them to access - we need the opportunity to mix entry tiers across the skills.  Far too much 

obscure vocabulary and content.  Writing and speaking exams are reading tests - if students 

don’t understand the task, they are penalised, yet may be able to answer perfectly.   Native 

speakers can’t even understand some questions.   Students struggle to talk about global 

issues in English, never mind a second language  Exam is unfairly biased a towards middle 

class background students 

• Irrelevant topics; difficult and harsh assessments. 

• Yes too many topics to cover and vocabulary has become much more challenging with new 

GCSE. Only had native students who managed a Grade ‘9’ propose untiered exams as that is 

very tricky when parents insist their child does ‘higher’ but we know they will find it too 

difficult. Also there is too much inferring and deducting in the listening and reading papers. 

Good to test skills but keep it to assess their understanding of the French - even native 

French found the listening and reading was like doing an obstacle course which was testing 

much more than just checking understanding!! Leave the problem solving for A2 level. 

• I do not have any issue with making the level of GCSE more challenging as our language level 

in the Uzk does need to improve but I feel that the content could definitely be made more 

exciting/relevant etc.  My main issue with the new exam is that the questions are designed 

to constantly catch out pupils rather than to really test what they know. In Listening and 

Reading this is particularly the case.  In the active skills - Speaking and Writing, the main 

issue is that even the brightest of pupils can sometimes have a problem knowing what to do.   

In real life, you may not always be able to say/write what you want but you would know 

what you wanted to say/write.  The role play clues are cryptic and confuse pupils and having 

the instructions in the TL in the writing paper means that sometimes a lack of understanding 

(reading skills - which has already been tested in the Reading paper) can make that pupils 



lose a huge amount of marks.  In translation, it would be good to see a normal passage to 

translate with standard grammar rules at play- with some more challenging elements, of 

course, rather than every sentence testing a particular point - e.g the odd adjective that 

comes in front of the noun, always irregular past participles etc. Of course, some more 

challenging points should be included to differentiate but make it fairer to test the level 

pupils have reached. 

• Ridiculously difficult and offputting 

• I teach in an area of poverty and more and more students just cannot relate to why it is 

useful to learn a language.  I have a good team of teachers who can deliver good, engaging 

lessons, so we hook  about 40 students out if the year, but the majority see it as a waste of 

time. 

• Much too hard for lower attainers. Off putting for  pupils and a battle at options eve, Too 

much to cover in the time. 

• The content is so vast pupils cannot get to grips with necessary structures. Accessing the 

higher grades is virtually impossible. 

• It's far too difficult at Higher level,deliberately aims to trick students in L and R exams and 

markscheme too limited. Grade boundaries for higher grades should take percentages of 

native speakers into account,otherwise it's practically impossible for non native speakers to 

achieve grades 8 or 9. 

• Topics are not relevant for the workplace. Pupils would like a course that is more closely 

linked to the use of language in business. Alternatively they would like to learn the language 

they need when actually holidaying abroad. They constantly struggle to tell me about their 

plans for marriage, solutions for the environment as well as understand the implications of 

homelessness etc. Today we practised a role play which involved returning a mobile phone 

bought in Spain. Pupils found this bizarre - why would they buy a phone in Spain! Pupils are 

so excited about learning GCSE Spanish and then disillusioned when they are not able to 

communicate in Spain (in terms of holiday Spanish including medical) or consider working in 

the local area in a position which involves languages as they don't feel they have those skills. 

• I find the content dull and largely irrelevant. We should teach languages so that pupils 

achieve a level of proficiency in communication. Yet again we are teaching them to learn 

things by heart (speaking and writing) and how to avoid unfair and random pitfalls and traps 

(listening and reading).   The split into Higher and Foundation tier makes teaching very hard, 

demotivates borderline students and ultimately can cap achievement. 

• It needs to be lighten up a bit, it's impossible to teach 4 different skills in 2/3 hours a week. 

The writing and the reading could be combined, the listening exam needs to be made easier 

with fairer grade boundaries, the speaking exam could take the role-play or photocard away. 

Fairer, realistic grade boundaries need to be put in place if we want that students are willing 

to take up languages. Thanks 

• The GCSE is too difficult so not chosen by many, and very few carry on with languages to A-

level as other subjects are preferred, particularly now that only 3 subjects are chosen for a-

levels. My pupils enjoy the lessons but not few carry on with it even the GCSE as other 

subjects are seen as easier to do well in. 

• Unequal grade boundaries mean students prefer to opt for Spanish. Higher grade s generally 

in languages deter student uptake 

• It’s marked far too strictly. There should be one paper not foundation and higher. It’s too 

hard for gcse it needs to be simplified and made more relevant 

• Review topics 



• I am happy with the Higher exams. Students go into A-level more competent linguists and 

we have even increased A-level uptake. But the Foundation exams are too difficult. 

Instructions in TL make it hard for some students to access questions. 

• Limits students from disadvantaged areas as there is such a need for cultural capital 

• There should be no tiers. The speaking and written tasks (bullet points) should be in English. 

They are checking production of the language not comprehension. In a real life situation, 

somebody (or yourself) would be saying ‘how do I say....in Spanish’ or ‘could you ask .....?’ 

• Tiering needs to disappear or students should be entered in either foundation or higher in 

each separate skill.   Also the course should be either more transactional and literary texts 

should be dropped as they are not at all relevant to students at this stage. 

• The exams are way too difficult to pass compared to other subjects 

• I actually like the current GCSE style but there is far too much content and role plays and 

writing in TL can disadvantage a pupil if they misunderstand 1 key word. I think it is good 

prep for A Level if you can keep them motivated through all the content. 

• The Higher tier is far too hard. Too many high ability students who work hard ans do tgeir 

best still can't achieve the level required to tackle the highet paper.   The language in the 

roleplay is odd and it is too hard to interpret what the students need to say.  Thr writing 

exam format is good and the addition of translation is welcome as it is a skill required in the 

workplace.   Reading and listening insanely hard in both tiers.  Good riddance of controlled 

assessments. 

• Pupils complain about having to give their opinion on subjects they have not yet considered 

such as career or marriage plans .  They also complain that in listening questions they are 

required to INFER meaning but in translation and reading in general they are expected to be 

completely precise. They receive mixed messages about communication. 

• No probs with the course. I did feel however the grade boundaries should be lowered. 

• I would think this GCSE does not help students to become fluent in a language. They want to 

become independent speakers but when are they ever going to be asked about what they 

think about the environment or ow many times they recycle? The other topics are ok, but 

these mentioned above, I don't understand why we teach them! 

• Test what my students know, not what they don’t. Stop trying to trip them up. Get rid of 

tiers or allow for a mixture. This GCSE is killing MFL. 

• There are too many distractors used and it feels like they are being tripped up constantly. 

there is way too much content and level of difficulty too high. the impact of native speakers 

in gradings is demoralising. it is a lottery whether to put them in for foundation higher... 

tiers should be removed. There is not enough teaching time to cover so much content and 

much of it is not interesting to people... lots are not mature enough to access the themes! 

• Listening and reading exams are totally unfair and too challenging. Tiered exam entries also 

mean some students don't reach potential as teachers either play it safe or risk a students 

grade. Mixed tiers were fairer but no tiers would be even better. 

• It feels very much that it’s aimed at the middle classes. Working in a low-income school 

some of my pupil have never been to the seaside on a day trip never mind a holiday or a 

skiing holiday! There is too much content and we are having a decrease in contact time 

meaning it has to be ex focussed. A two stage KS4 has made this worse- NOT better. There 

should be an additional level 2 recognised certificate in MFL that would appear in league 

tables so we would actually be allowed to teach it at KS4 

• Amount of content is too much and the tricks in the listening and reading papers just put 

students off and make them feel bad. More could be about culture and history. 



• Stop the foundation/higher tiers of entry 

• It builds nicely on KS3 topics.  Spontaneous speaking is encouraged due to the oral exam.  

Listening paper is always really difficult 

• We teach to exams and listening exams are only accessible to native speakers. Listening 

exams should not contain inference. 

• The listening paper is very difficult and demotivating for students 

• Stop making it so hard and invite natives to do their own qualifications. 

• There should be time made for schools to take pupils abroad to practice relevant language 

• Speaking exams great but Role Play silly in the way it is set up.  One tier with increase 

difficulty for reading and foundation would help.  Writing testing reading as well as need to 

understand billet points is unfair. 

• The course has too much content to be covered in two years. Individuality and spontaneous 

language learning is sidelined due to the pressure to deliver the content. The course is no 

longer accessible to students of all abilities. The papers are too challenging for less able 

students or students with any kind of SEN condition. The exam boards continue to try to 

'trick' students with the wording of the questions and texts, particularly in Listening. Rubrics 

and bullet points in the target language especially on the writing paper are testing students 

reading and translation ability before they even begin to write and is leading to confusion. 

Please test their ability to write freely on a topic instead of these over prescriptive bullet 

points. We are really not happy with this new GCSE and neither are the students. It is far too 

challenging for today's students. Attitudes and work ethics have changed and they don't 

want to do a subject which they perceive as being so much harder than the others, when 

they have no intention of studying it further. 

• The level of grammar required is ridiculous. Several things I did not cover until A-level when I 

did my GCSEs in the early 2000's. The sheer amount of content is very difficult to get 

through, as are the number of different exam skills required. The mark schemes for the 

reading and listening are ridiculously specific and require pupils to note down details that 

have no relevance to the question asked; ie, SOMETIMES helps with homework vs helps with 

homework and the question does not ask for a frequency. This course puts off pupils from 

continuing to Alevel and is too hard for Lower Ability pupils, meaning we now have a high 

level of "off-language" pupils who cannot access the course. This is such a shame, because 

functional language an d culture would do them the world of good 

• It is not fit for purpose and switches pupils off languages and is demoralising for both pupils 

and teachers due to its difficulty 

• Too difficult by comparison to other GCSE subjects 

• The grade boundaries on the reading and listening papers make students feel that they 

aren't good at languages. E.g. they might get grade 6 for 50% but they come away feeling 

like they haven't understood half of the paper. The mark schemes are also too strict. There 

are too many topics and we often have to skip 1 or 2 like global dimension or celebrations in 

favour of grammar and exam practice. I think one element (role play or photo) should be 

removed from the speaking exam. 

• The current course is completely unacceptable. Students are not encouraged to continue 

with languages and frequently comment that they feel as though the listening and reading 

papers are designed to catch them out and make them fail. I strongly disagree with the 

tiering system as it disadvantages our middle ability pupils - you have to cap them at a 5 or 

risk them falling off the bottom of the higher paper. On a good day in an untiered subject 



these students are able to achieve a 6 or even better. It is completely putting students off 

the study of languages. 

• It does produce good linguists- better preparation for A-level but content is dull 

• The content is better for being rigorous but it must either be simplified or the format of the 

exams made simpler. 

• There is little scope for the weaker pupils to be motivated by the topics, despite how 

engaging I make my lessons. There is a lot to cover in the time and it feels that the exam 

board are trying to trick pupils. The exams are not a representation of real life use of the 

language. Finally, the role plays are always put in a weird situation, which if the pupil hasn't 

understood, means that they get little or no marks. 

• Unreasonable expectations of students in exam conditions - not enough time, questions 

which seem designed to trip up students, breadth of vocabulary needed, quite arbitrary 

mark scheme which gives more marks for "Je vais faire" than for "Je veux faire" - 

differentiated by a single vowel sound!  Difficulty in identifying vocabulary that is not stated 

on the spec but is likely to appear in the exam.  Cumulative marks lost because students 

don't understand a single item of vocabulary.  Being tested on reading skills in a writing 

exam.    Huge middle-class bias in content. Poorer students have to invent a lot of content 

around family,  house, food, possessions, holidays etc. before they can even start writing 

about it in another language.    Research has shown that lying carries a higher cognitive load 

than telling the truth, and that writing about imaginary circumstances is more difficult than 

relating a memory.  Poorer students who do not have the experiences needed are therefore 

having to work harder for the same marks, and are more likely to make errors in their work 

because of the higher cognitive load.    The content itself is  out of synch with reality. Many 

students of 15 do not have part-time jobs now, many schools don't arrange work 

experience, the vocabulary for technology is out of date, etc.   Finally,  the fact that MFL 

exams are tiered is a serious disadvantage to students who are in the 4-6 bracket.  There is 

no need for tiers in MFL as differentiation by outcome is easy to achieve in languages. 

• Mixing of tiers will help the situation, but most of the students are demotivated by the end 

of the gcse course. 

• It has not moved with the changes in curriculum allocation. The number of hours a student 

receives now in comparison with 10 years ago (and longer) means that the course can not be 

enjoyed. It’s drilled, drummed, forced into students just to pass the exam. It’s no wonder 

that students don’t wish to continue even after KS3 as teachers are teaching gcse course in 

year7/8/9 to get a head start from year 10. The gcse is then pretty much exam focussed only 

so of course students don’t wish to do alevel unless they are truly talented as there is little 

or no enjoyment at KS3/4. 

• Far too much content to be taught with not enough time. 

• The course is too hard and the grading too severe. 

• describing photo in Foundation exam - I have never seen any clear guidance on how 

acceptable generic but grammatically and factually accurate answers are. it seems that 

students get rewarded for bland, pre-learnt answers and punished for ambitious but 

perhaps erroneous ones. I would scrap it. 

• No 

• Don't like the exams especially Listening and Reading - too hard, nonsense texts, ridiculous 

demands, silly grade boundaries. 

• Aspects are not relevant to young peoples’ lives 



• Far too much content, leaves no time for depth of study or to add cultural activities, which 

might increase pupil interest and motivation.  Exams often present information in a form 

which seems designed to be inaccessible to many. Tasks are confusing or open to 

interpretation; listening and reading tasks are excessively challenging. 

• It does not give lower students the ability to learn the skills for a Prato also level. It is too 

academic. Ed excel paper is not graduated and I think is the most difficult with more 

elements than the igcse edexcel. 

• The examinations are far too difficult - what was A level grammatical structures a few years 

ago is now included in the Foundation papers. Having a tiered system but restricting 

students to complete each skill at the same tier is unfair. Either we should be able to select 

different tiers of entry for each skill or there should be no tiers and one exam for everyone 

as in the majority of subjects. The vast majority of the content is not relevant to my 

students. Many of them couldn’t write/talk about the environment, charity work or 

homelessness in English never mind in French. 

• Too many topics  Too much emphasis on rote learning  Translation into TL 

disproportionately don't for weaker students  I liked coursework 

• Not fit for purpose, students can get the best mark at the end and still not able to 

communicate in the foreign language at all 

• Way too challenging and it's putting students off continuing after the GCSE 

• The text used for some of the exam questions are bizarre and seem designed to confuse 

students. Even those students who get good grades feel despondent leaving the exam as a 

result. 

• This listening paper in particular is unnecessarily difficult and in no way reasonably reflects 

what we should expect of the average 16 year old 

• no 

• The tier system seriously disadvantages students who should be achieving grades 5-6 (or 

even 7) as about half the higher listening and reading paper is inaccessible. As a result we 

have students who should be achieving grade 6 who we feel we have to enter for foundation 

to ensure they get a grade 5 as opposed to lower due to a ridiculously difficult paper.  The 

MFL GCSE does not test students on what they know, but rather tries to trick them into 

giving the wrong answer. I am not sure any other subject is assessed in this manner! 

• Remove tiers. Make it more accessible by removing all the ‘tricks’ from the listening and 

reading exams and focusing on genuine understanding. 

• Far too difficult. We need to change this to avoid the continued decline in uptake. 

• Speaking is too hard - role play is confusing 

• No more questions on skiing please.  It is way too hard and we are losing students as it is 

boring. 

• Dull, not relevant, students can’t play I their strengths as they have to be entered for one 

tier for all skills, this is highly unfair 

• For the more able students the new gcse is great! I’ve found more students are taking a level 

because they feel more confident. However for middle and low ability students it doesn’t 

work at all! 

• The grade boundaries for GCSE and A level are unfair and much more harshly marked in 

comparison with other subjects 

• It discourages people from learning languages. It’s outdated and irrelevant and doesn’t 

create linguists but parrots if they can memorise the content. 



• The listening test is too difficult.  The topics are of no interest to teenagers. The grading is 

ridiculously harsh 

• The listening is unnecessarily difficult. It seems like the questions are trying to trick students 

rather than actually asses their ability to take information from a spoken passage 

• Reading exam paper - questions are at times confusing.. even for native speakers 

• Some content has become irrelevant as a lot of things are done online without having to 

speak to someone or things that schools don't do (i.e. reserving a room in a hotel / my 

school doesn't do school exchanges or work experience).    I feel the exam tiering is difficult 

to sort your students through - the odl GCSE where you could mix and match the tiers were 

better as it would play to the student's strengths.     The speaking has caused and is still 

causing emotional problems for my students as some can't cope with the rigidity and 

requests of it. 

• I think changing the topics studied to topics more relevant to the world around them and 

less babyish (ie me, my family, my holiday, my clothes, my friends...) would go a long way to 

motivating pupils. Why not make more of environmental issues, places that can be visited in 

French-speaking countries, simple politics, aspects of culture in some French speaking 

countries, art, real TV / cinema culture, even science recent discoveries, space conquest, etc. 

Topics that would make them feel like they are learning something beyond the language 

itself. 

• Level of difficulty in listening and reading exercises in textbook doesn't match the exam. Also 

grade boundaries are ridiculous. Very discouraging 

• Exam boards are not open with how they award marks. Often errors in their marking. A 

review of exam boards and their marking needs to be investigated. Under current system, 

you could not advocate languages for all. Grade boundaries are disheartening, especially at 

foundation, many students fail to attain grades 4/5, whereas would have attained a grade C 

under previous system. Many disheartened students. Perception languages are hard, backed 

up by the exam and the outcomes. No enjoyment, rushing through content and yet Ofsted 

say we cannot start GCSE overtly before. So much more to say and unhappy with. 

• The oral exam is a nightmare of stress for the teacher examiner. Should be a pack to open 

for each student rather than teacher organised - too much possibility if teacher error 

affecting pupil mark 

• It is very uninspiring, low on useful grammar and heavy on useless vocab cramming. The 

point of language is to communicate, GCSE does not prepare children for that 

• Poor consideration of disadvantaged students in terms of content. EG talking about 

advantages and disadvantages of a skiing holiday, when the majority don't go on any holiday 

• Some topics too difficult whilst others fail to inspire the students. Content too difficult at 

higher level. Style of questions vary too much. Too much inference for mid to lower ability. 

• The type of questions asked are designed to penalise students rather than give them the 

opportunity to show what they can do. Please address this dire situation. It was a key factor 

in my having severe mental health issues as a result. I am and always will be a passionate 

teacher of MFL 

• Remove tiering in exams 

• Far too difficult, level of difficulty compared to other subjects makes it not an attractive 

option for even high ability students who feel they will achieve better in other subjects. 

• Some good elements eg photo card at speaking. Speaking generally is a better assessment of 

ability rather than pre learnt controlled assessment. Reading too hard - random topics at 

times and q&a in TL. 



• The listening exam is irrelevant. Trying to trip up and trick pupils, this does not reflect real 

experiences in life where pupils will need to listen and respond. Listening should be tested 

alongside speaking, as the are symbiotic. You can not have a conversation without listening 

and understanding! 

• It's too difficult and unless students are very good linguists and extremely keen learners, 

they have only little chance of doing well in the exam. It is way too much content to cover 

even with good groups. The exams are very hard. 

• Difficulty about right, but cultural opportunities more important than ‘relevance’. 

• The grade boundaries are too high. The content is mostly irrelevant to teenagers. The exams 

are too difficult and too complicated. 

• Too many topics to cover, exams are too difficult. 

• There should be more time for learners to explore the cultural element of the language 

within the curriculum for them to appreciate why they are learning this languague 

• No 

• More cultural content, fewer irrelevant topics. Stimuli for writing and speaking should be in 

English. Get rid of tiers. 

• Doesn't teach students about culture or learning the language, way too difficult for them, 

they don't know their own language (English) and its grammar so no chance for them to 

access the grammar in MFL + topics and key words are things students don't even know in 

their own language 

• Too much content. Impossible to cover content and grammar in 2yr course. Grade 

boundaries affected by native speaker entries. Far too difficult for average pupil. 

• Too difficult to access, expects students to have a certain standard of English to work out 

cognates, I often have to teach the meaning of the cognate in English first!  The questions try 

to trick pupils , rather than test their understanding. Literary texts are too difficult for non 

native speakers. There should be an alternative qualification of similar value for schools , 

which is vocationally based and adds to league table. In the past there have been more 

relevant qualifications which have equipped students who want to go into travel and 

tourism rather than study A level languages . 

• Listening and Reading exams are too difficult and harshly marked for GCSE. Grade 

Boundaries are just too high. My native speakers don’t get full marks in these exams, and 

that really shows these exams have not been designed to test students’ real ability to 

comprehend and communicate in Spanish, but they seem to be misleading and test students 

in content that is way too challenging for 16-year olds to understand. Also, Dfe seems to 

forget that in most secondary schools KS3 students have 2 hours a week for languages, and 3 

hours a week in KS4. This is not enough time to teach all the content and skills we’re 

expected to. Plus, MFL teachers also fight against the stigma that languages are regarded as 

“optional” or “not important” in the UK. Therefore our first priority is normally to raise 

motivation with languages with a whole school impact, and to explain parents why their 

child needs a GCSE in MFL. I think MFL teachers need more support from the Dfe in 

promoting this idea. There also need to be more support and free CPD for MFL teachers, as 

there is a shortage of good MFL teachers. 

• If the grade boundaries were lowered then the pressure would be off to get through 

everything and we would have time to teach for enjoyment. The course itself is not bad just 

the exams and high grade boundaries at the end. 

• There should not be pedantic penalisation for simply exam mistakes rather than language 

mistakes i.e forgetting to ask 2 questions 



• Inaccessible to many when in a mixed ability class  Stressful for students  Graded too harshly 

• The listening is far too difficult. The writing is Marked unfairly. Pupils who use beautiful, 

complex language throughout are marked down due to ‘lack of opinions’ which is subjective 

anyway. The environment topic is difficult and pupils can’t relate to it unless they are keen 

geographers. 

• The requirements of the exam are ridiculous in places. They expect AS standard language to 

get the top grades. I teach in a grammar school so it’s still just about accessible but I imagine 

it’s almost impossible for lower achieving pupils to access. 

• The exams are unfair and don’t reward for what the students do actually know. 

• Difficulty of exam 

• The exam papers are not fit for purpose. The language skills of listening and reading in 

particular are not tested in terms of what students know, but are based on students k owing 

how to answer to trap questions. Very discouraging as it is hard to make young people like 

something for which they make so many mistakes in in comparison with other subjects. 

• All their hard work is not rewarded by the final exam. Tricks, unfair testing and difficulty is 

demotivating. 

• It disadvantages the less able, which prevents them getting a grade even though they have 

excellent work ethics. This seems highly unfair considering parents are now very insistent 

that they give up the subject to focus on getting English, maths and science. They would 

easily use languages for holidays and for interest but they are prevented from continuing. 

Languages at GCSE is becoming a dead duck unless you want to do it at university. 

• Whilst some of the topics are relevant a number are obscure and weird with such heavy 

amounts of obscure vocabulary. I would like to see a knowledge based part to the exam 

around literature or history or film. Students could be taught content and asked to apply and 

evaluate - as in other GCSEs - and Learn about the country and culture. 

• There is too much content. It is too difficult. The marking of exams is harsh. The gcse & A 

level exams seem designed to catch students out 

• Foundation tier assessment way too hard 

• Grade boundaries too high, would like to see a return to mixed tiers 

• I wish it wasn’t tiered 

• It’s dull, it’s mechanical, and it does little to inspire love of language. Work in linguistics, 

some sociolinguistics (dialect, accent) to make it more relevant and interesting. 

• It's just a case of teaching for thr exam and not real language learning 

• There is a difference between content, which I take as then, and grammar, which I feel is 

unfairly treated wakeful for those pupils attaining grade 5 or lower. The exams also unfairly 

test inferred meaning rather than actual sense which disadvantages pupils with lower 

processing skills. 

• Parts of it are irrelevant. Describing a photo is pointless and the literary texts in the reading 

are too difficult 

• Much of the content is outdated. Students do not see the relevance of making a phonecall to 

book a room or table as it is done online. Many schools no longer offer work experience, 

some don't go on holiday every year etc. 

• There is too much content and therefore not enough time to develop proper language 

manipulation skills. Less topics needed ( get rid of the family/ school/ type topics which are 

done to death at ks2 and 3 and focus on fewer, more sophisticated topics. Make the 

listening and reading exams more accessible as it completely disheartens them to get such 

low scores. 



• grade boundaries between 3 and 4 for GCSE foundation have a big gap in between 

• The listening and reading exams are too difficult, with regards to the amount of vocabulary 

pupils are meant to be able to work out, and also unrelatable content e.g. reducing speed 

when driving in the rain. GCSE pupils don’t drive yet! The speaking should also include more 

transactional content that pupils might actually use in the country e.g. asking for directions, 

ordering food. The tourist office scenario is, these date, largely redundant thanks to Google 

and TripAdvisor. 

• The listening & readin exams are too difficult.  There is too much focus on distractions and 

trying to trip students up rather than comprehension.  Content is not relevant eg TV 

programmes, environment  Focus Is always on application of language. No credit for what 

students know.   Content disadvantages students from lower income backgrounds eg 

holidays 

• Listening and reading too difficult and out of realms of experience of most teenagers. 

• Too hard and unfairly marked depending on the language 

• The range both of vocabulary and skills required make it impossible to teach the content 

rather than just skate over everything. This is particularly difficult for students who have 

opted for a second language or one they started in Year 8. 

• The exam content on the upper band of grades is often impossible to access even more able 

or over qualified candidates.  The listening papers or just.. Ridiculous.  Then the mark 

scheme for them are similarly narrow and over subtle.    Students struggle to understand the 

criteria,, they feel disheartened and want rid of languages for the future, thus killing the A 

level. 

• Current structure of KS4 GCSE French does not allow enough time for pupils to prepare for 

the exam.As the expectations of the course are bigger nowadays, the pupils have still only 2 

years to become fluent in the foreign language. There are pupils who can cope with this, 

however there are pupils that cannot access it at all even they are studying and doing their 

best everyday. KS3 lessons are often disrupted due to poor behaviour and lack of interest 

from the part of pupils and then it is very hard/almost impossible for some learners to catch 

up at KS4. 

• There is no room for any creativity in teaching due to the content being so dry 

• Listening exams too hard 

• i feel we are losing kids who would have taken languages in the past because they know they 

can get a better grade in another subject more easily than they can in MFL. Why have we 

made languages so hard? And why are we tiered? It seems yet another stick to beat us with. 

Uptake is down. We are on the brink of losing A-level and this is all down to the students 

perception of languages being hard and that they can get a better grade more easily in 

geography for example. 

• Needs more authentic texts and less literature  Listening paper in French is ridiculously hard 

- pupils should be able to listen and gain points for showing their understanding rather than 

having to ‘interpret’ the questions   Speaking role play rubrics and stimulus should be in 

English not the target language as currently what the pupils have to say is very opaque   

Entries should be allowed at a mixture of both higher and standard levels  Exam should be 

set so that pupils get a feeling of achievement, particularly with the listening and reading 

papers...major diffeentiat ion should be in outcome if speaking and writing 

• I have taught French and Spanish to foundation and higher tiers and for me, the biggest 

problem is that the GCSE has not yet been consistently marked. In addition, massive changes 

in grade boundaries from year to year (but not the difficulty of the papers) makes it 



extremely hard for teachers to accurately predict student's grades. This also makes it 

extremely frustrating for us as teachers. I would also prefer an exam system without tiers so 

that students didn't worry about failing higher papers or being limited on foundation papers. 

• In an EBACC for all school, 80% of our students are entered for GCSE level Spanish. As a 

school, we are massively promoting language learning, however the foundation paper is so 

unevenly marked, a lot of our students slip into the 3 bracket, even though they have a good 

base knowledge of language, the foundation exam does not reflect their ability and too 

many students who should do higher in other schools are entered for it. If we want 

languages promoted in this country, the split between foundation and higher needs to be 

widened or reduced to one tier for all with larger grade boundaries. At present, it switches 

students off as it’s too ‘difficult’. 

• Pupils perform a grade lower in mfl than other subjects. Why is this? The exams are too 

challenging even for the most able. The speaking exam is too stressful to conduct as a 

teacher and unrealistic role play where you can’t rephrase  - in real life this would not 

happen. Literary texts are frightening for pupils. Writing tasks with instructions and prompts 

in mfl are not fair. Testing is on production of language not understanding the bullet points! 

• Some topics are not relevant to pupils’ lives and experiences 

• No 

• The harshness of the marking is putting people off.  We are losing linguists as a result. 

• Grade boundaries are too high and this demoralises pupils. 

• I would do away with topics - house and home, daily routine, school etc. We do these at KS3  

Too many topics and lists of vocabulary...  Listening exam is just too hard, too many tricks. If 

you want to test their listening skills- do it in a way that kids live their life- videos and simple 

straightforward content 

• Heavily biased to those with advantaged backgrounds. When talking of maypoles and 

boarding schools it is out if the realm of experience for lots of students who lead less 

privileged lives. 

• Part of the topics content is irrelevant and school trips or visits should be part of the 

curriculum 

• There are too many questions to try to ‘catch them out’ and often answers are unfairly 

rejected as they seem to be a test of translation rather than comprehension skills. 

• The topics are often irrelevant and boring. The listening exams are too hard and expect 

students to read the examiners mind as to what answer they want! 

• The exams are out-dated, especially some of the role play questions and it is too content 

heavy. They would be.hetter off being able to use a dictionary for vocabulary and being able 

to concentrate on structures. 

• Doesn't provide them with anything useful to have confidence in using the language. 

Students want to know useful things for when they go in holidays with their families. 

Especially for those that may not want to take up a future career in languages, at least they 

have something they can use after. The current gcse is total nonsense and leaves students 

with little confidence in their abilities to be able to practically use it. 

• Get rid of foundation and higher  Put the prompts for the role plays and writing qs in English 

• Too much content to cover in schools that don’t have enough hours to give. Despite 

government expectations of E-Bacc, schools are unwilling to push it as they know how hard 

the MFL Gcse is. They would rather they didn’t take it than impact their results. Uptake at A-

level is catastrophic. 



• The listening and reading are too hard, and the questions do not test language ability but are 

full of tricks. Students find the writing very challenging and the speaking is not very 

accessible for less able students. 

• It takes a lot of time and effort to make the lessons enjoyable and relevant for my mixed 

ability classes, and these lessons use up a larger proportion of the guided hours than teach 

to the test lessons. Students work extra hard in MFL without receiving recognition for said 

hard work due to exams seemingly designed to catch them out, harsher marking and the 

impact of native speaker entries due to the bell curve. 

• There's too much content. Marking of listening & reading is ridiculously strict. There are 

much easier GCSE's out there and only the high achievers want to risk their overall grades 

with languages, knowing that they will also have to work really hard. 

• The strange role plays for speaking are very difficult even for more able learners because the 

scenarios are so unrealistic. The bullet points on the writing paper should be in English as 

this is otherwise a reading test and puts some learners off. Overall I don’t mind the format of 

the exams, just the content is so boring. 

• The listening exercises are ridiculously hard and demand an ability to infer meaning which at 

GCSE is too much. The low ability students feel that the exam is out of their depth. 

• The exams are way too hard 

• The marking schemes are unfair and restrictive especially for reading and listening.  There is 

too much content to cover effectively and role play bullet points are often ambiguous 

• It is not the content topics I have an issue with but the demands of the exam that is the 

problem 

• It needs a radical overhaul. 

• I think that the grade boundaries for the foundation tier, which is where we are supposed to 

enter our lower ability pupils, are so harsh! It is almost impossible for pupils to access a 

grade 5! The range for a grade 3 is massive and so many pupils that you would expect to be 

a grade 4 come out with a 3! It shouldn’t be that you are more inclined to take the risk of 

entering pupils for higher to give them a better chance of getting their grade 5! 

• It’s is too content-heavy for a 2 year course 

• NA 

• Having topics like voluntary work, when students are largely too young to do any, especially 

abroad, or in depth on the environment, or homelessness just seems like a complete waste 

of time. Beyond their experience, far too complicated and a complete turn off in terms of 

inspiration. 

• Role plays photo card questions totally inappropriate for the age of students   Booking a 

hotel room with a room for 2 people ! They are 15 16 years old and most adults would do 

that on their phone /app   Why not learn about Spanish speaking countries, history of Spain, 

connections with uk through that, link culture & language   Very desillusioned, speaking too 

complicated   Tiering unfair for 5/6 grade students   One paper for all 

• Too hard. Too much focus on complexity of language at the expense of communication, 

especially in the speaking exam. Totally ridiculous to have to spend time drilling kids to learn 

speaking exam answers, but without this they could not do well against the mark scheme. 

• Too much content, not enough time. Too many different skills to practice: roleplay, 

photocard, Gen Con, 40 words writing, 90 word writing, don't like only 2 bullet points for 

150 word writing. Can't revise as still teaching content. 



• There needs to be urgent reform of the GCSE syllabus otherwise we will be facing an ever 

increasing decline in language learning. Pupils need to feel they can succeed and the whole 

process needs to be less of a slog. 

• Content should reflect topics that are meaningful to teenagers- more about internet, 

popular culture etc,. The main issue is the difficulty of the exams and the fact that there is a 

huge gulf between foundation and higher tiers which makes reasonable linguists come out 

with a 5 because teachers are too nervous to enter them for higher. Get rid of tiering, make 

the exams accessible and don’t presume in photo card questions that every child has two, 

straight, middle class parents who work! 

• Assessments should not be as hard especially for the listening and translation. The mark 

schemes are too arsh. 

• Not practical enough. Students want to function in day to day situations, use business or 

tourist language.... Not discuss homelessness and pedestrian zones. 

• Not having controlled assessment is a good thing. 

• Full of traps and content that is too hard for the maturity of the students. Marking is harsh 

and unfair. It seems the individual languages work in isolation and no work is done to 

standardise the level for each paper. 

• It is not fair for the course to be 100% exam based. The grading is incredibly ambitious and 

often puts off students from continuing  learning a language. They often mention how 

difficult is to get a good grade compared to other subjects, particularly if we remember that 

unlike other subjects, students start learning a language from scratch in Y7. 

• It is designed to catch pupils out, not encourage to communicate. It should follow the model 

of CEFR (particularly for speaking, reading and listening) and that way it would motivate and 

pupils would learn in a meaningful way. The foundation writing paper (and crossover 

question) should be written in English though (if not all of the higher), as that is an extra 

barrier for lower ability students. The translation is designed more as a grammar test than a 

form of mediation, and again demotivates and turns pupils off. 

• It is too difficult 

• Too much content and not enough time to really practise or fully understand the language 

• Too much content and levels  in assessment  unrealistic. Emphasis is too much on high level 

acievers 

• There is too much content to squeeze into teaching time before the speaking exams. There 

is no time to include good speaking practice in lessons. GCSE Role play exams have bizarre 

and unpredictable elements. Translations are extremely harshly and unfairly marked. Very 

able students nearly always underperform in MFL exams as they are so harshly marked. Too 

much inference is expected. Impossible to teach and learn all the idioms that are expected 

to be known. Too much focus on volunteering. 

• Vocabulary is a particular issue as the specification does not outline all of the words that 

students are expected to know and exams regularly include obscure vocabulary or words 

which are not on the specification. 

• To me the GCSE should be designed to allow students to deal competently with situations 

that may arise if they were to go on a gap year or holiday or have a holiday job, to be able to 

communicate effectively to manage situations in a foreign country with a sound grammatical 

knowledge. Deeper discussion topics should be for those who develop that passion for 

languages and wish to take it further. 

• Difficult to succeed and therefore pass at foundation which is a shame because a lot of 

students do try hard 



• It is.putting pupils off languages as it is too hard. Pupils can only.suceed if they get 

immersion.somehow or have some linguistic background give there is no real language 

teaching at primary school. It is far easier to achieve well in a subject like History compared 

to.French. 

• It is too difficult and the inclusion of pre 20c literature is ridiculous 

• No 

• The role plays are particularly unfair and difficult and some of the reading and listening 

questions such as literary texts. 

• The listening and reading GCSE papers are ridiculously hard and put pupils off MFL. 

• The level of difficulty makes it incomparable to other subjects. Students getting a grade 8/9 

in English struggle to get a 5/6 in MFL. Content is too big for the time we have to teach 

them. 

• It is designed to trick students not to help them to understand the language and the culture,  

especially the listening and reading exams that seem to be designed for only native speakers 

who are the only ones who can achieve higher grades 

• There is too much content and I disagree with rubrics in target language for the role play in 

speaking exams plus billet points in writing. 

• Yes! Stop trying to catch students out with ridiculous tricks in the reading and listening. 

Surely languages are about understanding and communicating. They don’t need to listen for 

what someone’s sister said! 

• Too much content. Most of the topics are uninteresting for teenagers. Unfair grading 

because the majority of pupils who study languages are higher ability so it is harder to attain 

higher grades. The exams, especially the listening, are so difficult the pupils think they are 

rubbish and feel demotivated. 

• The speaking test is unnecessarily unwieldy. The listening are too long. 

• Exams are too difficult especially Reading and Listening. Uncertainty of outcomes for the 

other other two skills. 

• Listening and reading papers are ridiculously difficult. Speaking exam overly complicated 

with too much scope for the teacher to cost the student marks. Having marked this 

component I have experienced teachers costing students two grades in the speaking exam. 

• There is simply too much content to develop fluency and spontaneity.  Some of the topics 

are too difficult or too mundane.  The exams don't try to test students' abilities with a body 

of knowledge - rather, they attempt to catch them out or confront them with unknown or 

obscure vocabulary. 

• It is a course designed by middle white people who have generally only taught in middle 

class school. It is not relevant to teenagers at all, and even less so to children from poor or 

isolated areas. In addition, the Higher paper is prohibitively difficult meaning teachers have 

to play it safe and enter a greater number if candidates for Foundation papers. 

• Difficult to pass at foundation. Writing should not have the rubrics in target language as it's 

yet another reading test. There should be one tier with a continuous and fair distribution of 

grades according to actual ability. It's almost impossible to teach two completely different 

exam requirements and course content in mixed ability classes (because a chronic lack of 

funding doesn't allow many schools to split GCSE classes into foundation and higher only) 

• It has a massive middle class bias. There are too many parts to the exam. Tiering puts 

massive pressure on teachers and not being able to mix tiers disadvantages learners. Pupils 

inevitably underachieve in MFL compared to their other subjects. They find it so difficult and 

they are put off further study. The role play situations are weird and often inaccessible. 



• The marking and instructions are so unfair and unclear that even as a native speaker with a 

degree in French language and didactic (in a French speaking country), I would not get 100%! 

• Cramming too much into too short a time period 

• Too much content for a two year course. Materials provided by the exam board for teaching 

don't match the difficult of the texts and recordings in the exams. 

• None of the topics are geared to relevance in the work place, the key issue is transition from 

ks1,2 etc right to A level.     The subject as it stands does not cross link and vice versa to 

other subjects enough, like business studies, history, cooling, so no practical skills...  Little is 

done in line with Inter national trade, jobs that use languages, so pupils think it a waste to 

learn here,  compared to the continent and the factors nog a stand alone subject in primary 

schools.     It's a mess here and even universities are axing MFL, I wonder why.     But at the 

heart, MFL has influenced Brexit, as it has a deeper purpose to stop racism , hatred of other 

cultures etc via cultural education .     Schools do trip overseas and many families can't afford 

to send their children.     But we lack speakers, companies coming in to showcase , why the 

UK needs MFL.     You never seem to listen and learn. That is why MFL is so low on tale up , 

and you have ignored all types of other languages pupils speak, mother tongue,  Polish, 

Indian, Chinese , to turn these pupils into linguists of Eau languages too....    Brexit. Say no 

more...the UK is unprepared and so it lacks via all the research capable and able people to 

use MFL to trade overseas. English alone will not work. 

• Remove tiers at GCSE. Less content to allow mastery of some topics, at least. One topic per 

theme (AQA GCSE) could easily go. 

• Less content and more practical. 

• The listening exam is extremely difficult..even native speakers don't score full marks. It sets 

out to confuse students and is not a proper representation of their abilities. 

• Foundation is far too challenging and cultural capital plays a big role. Put writing instructions 

in English and on role plays. Take out pre Alevel subj like social issues 

• Listening exam does not resemble any of the aural material in textbooks designed to deliver 

the content of the gcse spec. 

• The listening and reading exams are the sticking points for me. I can teach them to say and 

write what they want but teaching them to recognise sometimes quite bizarre vocabulary is 

impossible. 

• Fair too much content 

• We have changed to IGCSE. Would change back to GCSE if we were able to mix and match 

tier of papers.  Translation is very challenging and the marking of it is very stringent. The 

difficulty in achieving higher grades does not inspire students to co tune study post GCSE. 

• Reading and Listening papers far  too difficult. Literary texts - questions - why?  Balzac? 

Really? Writing and speaking questions on skiing holidays. Maybe applicable for private 

school children but totally irrelevant for the area in which I teach . 

• There is too much content to teach in the 5 terms of KS4 which is what Ofsted are wanting 

schools to do.Mark schemes are too punitive and don’t recognise when students have the 

main gist. 

• The level of language required for a 4/5 is too high. 

• Make it less content heavy with more relevant topics + more time for culture and projects   

Scrap tiers and make a decent gcse assessment. The listening is completely insane. I am 

leaving the profession as it does not motivate me at all to be a teacher in the UK 



• Too hard  Irrelevant  Unfair marks awarded in comparison to other subjects  Expectations 

over teaching time unrealistic.   Irregularities between examination boards  Unclear 

expectations of marking/grades  Better examiners needed for marking exams 

• Listening far too difficult, disheartening then for the reading which follows in on the same 

day. Foundation boundaries for 4/5 too high. Higher Tier too difficult and too much of a risk 

of a U. Too many grades 3s on Foundation. Topics do not prepare students for the random 

and often bizarre GCSE questions AQA. Ensure all questions are fair in a socio-economic 

perspective. EBI: Remove tiers, double weight the exam i.e. worth two grades, like science, 

to improve status in school and value for pupils. 

• Far too hard 

• Too hard, disengaging, harshly assessed 

• While the course reflects modern issues it does not reflect issues relevant to my inner city 

students neither do they have the general knowledge of the subjects at hand. 

• Stop the tier, differentiate on full exam. Make the questions relevant as native speaker 

struggle to understand them. 

• There are some topics which are irrelevant (e.g. transport, social problems) as they are just 

too long. Main issue is there is far too much content to teach and the standards to reach top 

grades are far too high. (You can't have high standards for grammar and accuracy but also 

get students through so many topics in 2 years. I sat the Spanish GCSE as an adult 2 years 

ago and had difficulty interpreting some of the questions correctly despite understanding all 

the Spanish.      I do think the course needed to be more demanding (moving away from CA 

where they could learn parrot fashion) as anyone could get good grades as it creates better 

linguist. However, other subjects still have lots of CA so this is not fair. 

• It’s been made so difficult it’s made students reluctant to take it at GCSE as even the more 

able are aware they won’t get as good grades inMFL as in other areas. We’ve ended up 

teach to the exam which makes lessons more rigid and less fun. Learning a language should 

be fun and creative but we don’t have time for that. It would be nice to use more popular 

culture including film to encourage students to be curious and want to expand their 

horizons. 

• I would love an examiner to find some students aged 15-16 can talk about their regular 

volunteering in soup kitchens etc. and about the Spanish festivals they have visited in 

English! Let alone in Spanish! 

• Get rid of tiers of entry / reduce content - themes. 

• Too many topics, not enough emphasis on culture at all ( general culture assessment about 

the countries studied or project based to present). Harsh marking. All this is not really 

motivating students  to have the time or freedom to enjoy. Mfl should not be an exam but 

become a lifelong skill... 

• The tiers need to go. 

• Its content is too heavy, and the exams are more designed to catch pupils out than to test 

their knowledge. The grade boundaries are by far much harsher than in most other subjects, 

which makes MFL less appealing to pupils considering them at A-Level. 

• The exams are too difficult, especially the higher papers. Some topics are irrelevant to the 

average 16 year old. 

• Listening and reading papers in particular are unfair for those with less developed skills in 

English. Questions are often worded as to trick students and assumes a level of cultural 

understanding and higher level thinking skills which is unreasonable. I feel pure knowledge 

of the target language should be tested rather than these advanced inference skills. 



• I'd like to get rid of tiering and it harshly marked when compared to English or other 

subjects. Some topics are irrelevant to young people and some questions on the papers are 

misleading. 

• Subjects are dry and dull, very uninspiring and as long as students learn by heart they can 

get a 4 without understanding. 

• The contents is irrelevant to students and the exams are ridiculously difficult and unfairly 

marked 

• The language required for the exam is somewhat artificial and does not always sound 

genuine to a native speaker. Additionally, we expect students to learn the vocabulary from 

the text books but confront them with more specific terms during the exam which confuse 

and discourage them. 

• It seems much harder to get a top level compared to other subjects. Native speakers are 

compared to non native speakers. 

• It doesn't reflect how native speakes actually communicate when we sa learners must 

include tenses etc 

• Extremely challenging for lower ability learners 

• Too much irrelevant content, with vocabulary that is difficult to cover in the time allicayed to 

MFL in school.    Speaking Exam entirely based on 1 x 10 minute exam is unfair. 

• Too difficult to get the grades compared to other subjects. Too many tricky questions or 

based on subjectivity. 

• It is killing MFL 

• The listening component is far too difficult and unaccessible to most students. This must 

change, especially the mark scheme that doesn't accept a wide enough range of answers 

and answers that require the students to be psychics!!! The answers must be in the 

recording, not students having to guess and imply things from it!!! 

• Not based on the real language of every day French speakers e.g. top 1000 words 

• The current GCSE course bears no resemblance to the interests and motivations of young 

people. Topics like jobs and marriage are not interesting to 16 year olds. The content is too 

hard and the expectations ridiculously high. The course is demoralising young people and 

restricting their chance to explore language learning fully 

• The fact that MFL exams are marked much more harshly and that students continue to 

receive lower grades in MFL in comparison with other subjects, strongly discourages 

students from even considering MFL as an option. This is especially true to disadvantaged 

students or students in rural settings. MFL is not taught properly in the primary setting (to 

no fault of primary teachers) but students are given predicted target grades set by data that 

doesn't reflect this. Students who are disadvantaged or live in rural areas often don't have 

the experience of going abroad on holidays. They may have never been to a tourist office or 

booked a table in a restaurant. 

• There is a lot of exam technique required to achieve well which detracts from the linguistic 

level needed e.g. remembering to include opinions, tenses. The reading texts are often very 

long and challenging and do not seem to represent the difficulty students are capable.of 

coping with given the time schools are able to dedicate to language learning through KS3+4. 

The listening exams often seem to be trying to trick students using very difficult vocabulary 

and expecting inference which sometimes presumes other knowledge outside of the 

student's general experience. The speaking role plays are unfair, such a broad range of 

topics and the transactional ones are often much more challenging and require students to 

know how to deal with situations they may never have faced e.g. renting a bike. 



• I disagree with tiering 

• The standard required has become more and more difficult for students who do not 

experience things set on the course. Many students do not have opinions on some of the 

topics they are asked to study such as marriage and children/poverty and homelessness and 

charity work. 

• The mark schemes are far too pedantic and punitive. The amount of dense text in the 

reading papers is detrimental for the lower ability children. There is almost a culture of 

setting traps for pupils instead of fairly assessing their knowledge. The speaking exam is a 

complete nightmare - the role plays are misleading, the strictness over rewording questions 

and the adherence to time limits often means that the teacher unwittingly disadvantages 

pupils. There is too much for a teacher to have to think of when conducting the tests. So.e of 

the English vocabulary used in reading/listening questions is beyond the ability of some of 

the pupils which disadvantages them. Some of the contexts of the questions in these papers 

are alien to the experiences of a number of the pupils. 

• There should not be tiers of entry. 

• The tiering  is unfair, the content is not useful in a future work context. 

• Far too much content and irrelevant content In Exams, totally unfair to pupils.  People who 

write exams need to have insight into young people from all over uk from different 

backgrounds 

• The exam is mainly based on distractors  and how to avoid them. Not really testing the 

overall understanding of the students. Students find the exams difficult and demoralising. 

• It needs to be more transactional, practical, not talking about your middle class holidays and 

describing family relationships and outings/celebrations 

• Some aspects are too specific, ie the translations should be more generous 

• It is too difficult in terms of linguistic complexity which makes it inaccessible for many 

students. The emphasis on grammar and the huge range of vocabulary mean lots of time is 

spent on these and less developing a love for languages 

• Languages can be made inspiring by the right teacher but the grade boundaries need to be 

in line with other Gcse subjects or we risk less and less uptake year on year as in most 

schools it is an optional subject and not an easy one at that 

• Tiered entry is unfair 

• It should be made communicative so they can actually speak when they go abroad.     French 

and German should not just be brought in line with Spanish in terms of the unfair grading, 

but in line with Geography and History so they can have a fair crack at a good grade in any of 

these subjects.     Currently, there is not a level playing field so they opt out. 

• Too difficult, too much vocab, need for lots of cultural capital to appreciate specificity of 

situational dialogue and contexts, little relevance to upskilling for working life 

• It turns students off languages 

• Writing questions can be too vague, students would struggle to answer them in their own 

language, let alone TL. The content also excludes low-income students and feels targeted to 

students from a higher socioeconomic background. 

• It’s regimented, focused around situation which bare no resemblance to a real life 

conversations/situations, favours the high ability, favours the wealthy, grammar heavy 

leading to expectations of serious complexity despite it supposedly allowing for the fact that 

pupils do not get to prep in advance - doesn’t seem correct in reality.   How is it right to 

expect foundation pupils to score 72% across 4 papers for a grade 5??????? It’s NOT fair 

• It is inflexible, unrealistic and tedious. 



• Extremely challenging and somewhat dull 

• Too difficult 

• It is not accessible to lower ability students any more. 

• Students should be able to sit different tiers for different skills to reflect their strengths 

especially for students with SEND. 

• It is extremely difficult and demotivated students at GCSE and A level. 

• Too many topics, difficult topics, no assessments to help final grade 

• The GCSE is so difficult that it puts off students to study a language at A level.  The marking 

and grading of GCSE MFL is not in line with other subjects so students achieve generally 

worse than other subjects. 

• Ridiculously challenging questions which also try and catch you out on the listening and 

reading.   Content is demanding so not always very easy to fit time in for some of the more 

interesting cultural aspects.   Some content is irrelevant and more helpful language could be 

taught to use in real life contexts. 

• The vocabulary demanded in the exam can be very different to that in the textbooks, the 

level is too challenging and puts off even the best students as they achieve less in mfl than 

their other subjects. 

• Too hard. Too much content. Exams unfairly biased towards those with higher cultural 

capital from home. Unfair to ask students to infer answers in a foreign language when many 

are just learning to do this in English. Rather than encouraging a greater, in-depth 

knowledge of grammatical structures, the new style of GCSE is forcing many schools to 

adopt 'learning set phrases by rote' to compensate for the level of difficulty. Very off-putting 

for students as tasks are not achievable. Many will be put off further study as they believe 

they are not doing well when in fact they are making good progress for their age but the 

goalposts have shifted so this appears not to be the case. 

• I would prefer more practical elements focused on the world of work. E. G. How to write a 

letter/CV, business vocab etc 

• The grade boundaries are ridiculous compared to other subjects 

• Describe a photo task should be better photos with way more nouns to name at foundation 

level. Items they can name as well as people and place.     Role plays are somewhat abstract 

and should follow the natural course of conversation. Tickets for a television studio is silly... 

• Content much too difficult for majority of learners in a mainstream secondary school 

• Grade boundary’s are too high compared to other GCSEs, meaning strong students feel they 

can’t do a language well 

• Why are so many questions repeated 

• Level of difficulty is too high for lower ability learners.     Some tasks e.g. the writing exam 

test the wrong skill e.g. reading to be able to understand the question making them an 

unfair task.    The speaking test is too complex with too many task types for many students 

to cope with. 

• Too difficult 

• Change is needed to support and inspire PP 

• I hate it. The content is not relevant, it doesn’t inspire learners and doesn’t allow them to 

communicate in any meaningful way in the TL countries. Tiers of entry need to be scrapped 

or bring back mixed tiers. An alternative to GCSE needs to be offered alongside for those 

pupils who are of low ability and whose option we are wasting on a poor grade regards of 

how hard they work. 



• Very unfair that native speakers can influence boundaries/ mark schemes.Difficulty of GCSE 

and ridiculously high grading means many students require private tuition - benefitting more 

wealthy students and disadvantaging poorer families in terms of results.Bringing in of A-

Level content at GCSE is also very unfair and puts many students off. 

• Speaking role plays impossible for lots of kids. Kids don't buy gym subscriptions or visit TV 

studios. Autistic kids don't understand the bullet points (neither do I always). It shouldn't be 

a guessing game and they should be able to show what they know rather than waste time 

trying to be psychic. 

• The course content is irrelevant to teenagers today. The current political climate has made 

the hard sell of languages even harder as students think they won’t need a language because 

everyone will speak english once we’ve left the EU.     The examinations are very hard - 

students know they will probably get a lower grade in an a level or gcse in MFL than in other 

subjects. The mark schemes are too subjective and the quality and consistency of examining 

has meant that results are unpredictable.     The learning by rote approach for the vast 

grammatical knowledge and vocabulary that students are expected to know is directly at 

odds with trying to encourage students to be able to communicate and make themselves 

understood and the mark schemes are punitive in favour of antiquated grammatical 

Structures and terminology.     The content of the course and the perception of difficulty is 

not inspiring language learning in schools or  Society 

• The listening exam is far too difficult. Too much content to cover in 2 years. The literature 

section is a waste of time and difficult to teach. Marking should reflect understanding not 

inference. Mark schemes are very harsh. It should be one exam not tiered if wanting to 

encourage GCSE take up. 

• The GCSE content isn’t reflected in the actual exams - these are unfairly put together 

particularly the reading and listening. Students don’t feel they can achieve and they unfairly 

disadvantaged when native speaker grades are taken into account as well. 

• It’s too difficult, the exams don’t match the books vocab etc its impossible to teach to and 

the chances of getting a 9 are slim unless you’re native 

• I think the tiered exam should be withdrawn 

• Far too difficult, harshly marked exams and not really appropriate for young people.   Tiers 

should not exist. They push teachers and students to make a difficult and monumental 

decision.   A positive point is that controlled assessment has disappeared. The current GCSE 

has improved teaching in a small way and has made ‘better’ linguists, but the exams are far, 

far too difficult and full of traps and distractors. Please test what they know and understand 

- especially in listening - don’t trick the students at every point of the exam. Also, please 

make the exams not a mixture of skills - FOR EXAMPLE - in writing - please make the 

questions in English - so that students can show what they know, not decipher a convoluted 

question in the MFL first and then fail to write the appropriate answer because of a 

misunderstanding.     The main thing I’d like is appropriateness and fairness - I feel that they 

students are just being tricked and robbed of grades. The listening marks achieved nationally 

must show that the papers aren’t fit for purpose.     There must be a better way to ‘prove’ 

understanding and develop a love of learning. More needs to be done to promote languages 

nationally and make a cultural shift happen. Students need to value languages and feel that 

they can do well in them and not gamble a college or university place and the grades they 

might get. It I easier to get higher grades in other subjects, so why take languages???     A 

massive shame - it’s a subject that I love and I can see students being turned off left, right 

and centre all over the country. Lots of university departments have closed and the number 



of exam entries has dropped too.     A worrying picture, but one that I hope will become 

increasingly positive over the coming years. 

• Listening is way too difficult  All instructions /questions across all papers including writing 

should be in English   Students canny hold a conversation in a foreign country based on the 

current GCSE 

• I’m so tired of seeing students opening results that are grades 7-9 in all subjects except MFL. 

We have to contend with native speakers taking the top marks away from able none natives, 

Mark schemes that require students to become mind readers about the exact wording 

required to get the mark even when students have clearly understood the message and are 

constantly battling the “but if I take another subject I’ll get a better mark” line at both GCSE 

and A level. It’s time for a radical overhaul that actually tests language skills, not ability to 

jump through hoops, interpret concepts that are irrelevant to most teenagers, let alone 

those from poorer backgrounds, and read the minds of those who write exam papers! 

• Totally unsuited to lower ability students being taught in large classes. Need a certificate 

course for students unable to access sheer amount and difficulty of current course. 

• It’s too hard. When an English student who’d lived in France from age 7 and returned to 

England in y11 and still couldn’t get a grade 9 in the reading, or listening, you know the exam 

is too hard 

• The listening element is too hard. 

• Remove tiering. Mark more positively. Or allow mixed tiering entry 

• AQA's  mark schemes are a travesty!! 

• The listening exam is poorly structured and doesn’t assess students’ ability accurately. The 

same applies to the translation tasks. 

• Harder to get a high mark than other subjects 

• It's a definite improvement on the last version - controlled assessments were very bad for 

MFL.   The new exam is fairer, although too probably too difficult for my weakest GCSE 

students (grades 2 - 4) 

• I feel that the MFL Foundation GCSE doesn't allow low ability pupils to make progress. At our 

school, on the South Coast, we believe in languages for all and MFL is not an option and is a 

core subject.   In addition, the listening and reading papers have a plethora of 'trick' 

questions that bring down the good attainment in the speaking and writing exams.   MFL 

isn't taught to an adequate standard in KS2. Therefore, secondary MFL teachers have to 

bridge a gap where other subhects have been taught since Year R. I have been teaching MFL 

for 13 years (1 year as joint HOD) and it is an uphill struggle every year to relay how difficult 

it is to SLT to bridge the gap that other subjects have had. I love languages but feel that the 

GCSE should help the less able pupils feel that yhey have made progress. I have pupils who 

wotk incredibky hard but cannot access the content. 

• The biggest barrier to success is inconsistent marking and grade boundaries which are much 

higher than other subjects. Students then think it’s too difficult to succeed and stop trying 

• Questions in the writing should be in English 

• The mark schemes in listening and reading border on the ridiculous. The emphasis is not on 

communication, which it should be. 

• Content needs to be accessible for all. Hard to describe holiday if never experienced. Hard to 

talk about pocket money you don't receive etc 

• The current GCSE offers little opportunity to interact with target language culture or history, 

which is a missed opportunity as these as the aspects which often engage and inspire pupils. 

The content of Spanish and French exams would be interchangeable were it not for the 



languages. Pupils are required to memorise obscure topic related vocabulary (e.g 

‘deboisement’) but not more common words. The complex nature of the exams also means  

that too much time is spent racking exam skills e.g how to conduct the photo card or role-

play, how to avoid red-herrings in the listening and readings. 

• Why dobwe still have tiers? 8 exams to determine on of 9 grades? Tiering puts children at a 

huge disadvantage, see the 5 grade boundary on the 2019 F tier Spanish paper.  The 

listening exams, esp H tier, are ambiguous, bizarre and incredibly difficult 

• It is not fit for purpose. Content is dry and uninspiring. It excludes low ability and low income 

students ("you are working in a Swiss ski chalet..."   - my students never leave Wigan). But 

most crucially, it is DESIGNED TO CATCH THEM OUT and they know it. Whatever happened 

to 'sympathetic native speaker'...  How utterly demoralising. I would discourage my own 

child from choosing MFL GCSE. 

• It’s not the gcse that makes the pupils enjoy/continue the language. It’s what I do in the 

classroom. It’s the desire to succeed and to master. 

• This survey is incredibly biased if you're hoping anyone will take it seriously! 

• Much better than the previous GCSE. 

• The exams texts are often bizarre, but this doesn't mean the taught content of the course 

has to be. 

• It’s not relevant to young people’s lives and too content heavy 

• It's dreadful and it needs to change so badly, it doesn't compete with other subjects 

• Listening way too difficult. Grade boundaries ridiculous. Why put so much that they don’t 

even expect the 9s to get? In writing and speaking students MUST understand whether to 

write simply or with complexity, not just write. The role play prompts are daft. All that said I 

much prefer this GCSE to the one with controlled assessments. 

• The higher tier examination is inaccessible to many. Better to have easier tasks but require a 

higher percentage for a 9 than demoralisingly hard tasks with a low pass mark. 

• The topics aren't all relevant to 15 and 16 year olds. The exams themselves are an awful way 

of testing their skills. The listening exam shouldn't contain questions that try to catch 

students out. The speaking exam role plays are out of touch with teenagers. The writing 

exam is too difficult and the literature question needs to be removed from the reading 

exam. 

• We need topics that are more relevant and interesting for teenagers nowadays.    We need 

consistent and fair exams that don’t have ridiculously high grade boundaries and that are 

not harshly marked. 

• I would add that before I became aware of it I was unaware or ignorant to the fact that the 

GCSE topics do not favour students from a lower social economic status but they certainly 

do. I often have to ask students to ‘make it up’ which always makes me feel ashamed. I have 

found myself teaching GCSE exam technique from very early on in the course just to allow 

students time to adopt the skills and techniques necessary to get through the exams. This 

equates to less time teaching the interesting stuff we all joined to teach. I feel like they are 

judged unfairly in comparison to other subjects. Luckily they enjoy my lessons. 

• The topics are generally relevant, however more teaching time needs to be allocated via 

nationwide measures, so schools cannot cut at random subjects that require frequent 

contact time. Available teaching resources are not up to standard, out of touch with reality, 

and create a lot of extra work to make lessons effective and engaging. Why would a 15 old 

student want to plan their wedding?! 


