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ANALYSE/CONTENT 
 
Subquestion 1 
 
5 A comprehensive and insightful analysis of how the structure and movement of the 

poem communicate the evolution of the poet’s feelings. The response includes pertinent 
references to the poem. 
 

4 A well-developed discussion of how the structure and movement of the poem 
communicate the evolution of the poet’s feelings. The response includes references to 
the poem.  
 

3 A basically satisfactory discussion of how the structure and movement of the poem 
communicate the evolution of the poet’s feelings. May deal with only part of the poem 
OR contain some interpretive flaws. 
 

2 An unsatisfactory response that merely describes the poet’s feelings or the structure/ 
movement of the poem OR a response with obvious interpretive flaws OR an 
extremely brief response. 
  

1 A response that does not discuss either the poet’s feelings or the structure/movement 
of the poem OR a complete misunderstanding of the poem OR an incoherent 
attempt to answer the question.  
 

0 Irrelevant or not in French. 
 

— Blank. 
 
 
Subquestion 2 
 
5 A comprehensive and insightful discussion of the connections between the “nous” 

and nature in the poem, supported by pertinent analysis of the text.  
 

4 A well-developed discussion of the connections between the “nous” and nature in the 
poem, with appropriate references to the text.  
 

3 A basically satisfactory discussion of the connections between the “nous” and nature 
in the poem, with some reference to the text. May contain interpretive flaws.  
 

2 An unsatisfactory response that does not address the question adequately OR a 
response with obvious interpretive flaws OR an extremely brief response. 
 

1 A response that fails to address the question OR a complete misunderstanding of 
the poem OR an incoherent attempt to answer the question. 
 

0 Irrelevant or not in French. 
 

— Blank. 
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Note: Student responses are quoted verbatim and may contain grammatical errors. 
 

ANALYSE 
 

Overview 
 
The analyse consists of two directed questions that require a close reading of a text the students have read 
and discussed in class during the year. The questions this year dealt with Anne Hébert’s intimate and 
evocative poem, “Nos mains au jardin.” Subquestion 1.1 asked students to establish links between the 
structure of the poem and the evolution of the poet’s feelings. Subquestion 1.2 asked for commentary on 
the relations between the notion of nous (that is, “we”) in the poem and images of nature. 
 

Analyse: Content 
 

Question 1.1 
 
Sample: 1.1A 
Score: 5 
 
This is a comprehensive and insightful response to the question. After a good introduction, the student 
analyzes each stanza in detail, discussing both the movement and structure of the poem and what they 
reveal about the poet’s feelings. The essay shows especially well how those feelings evolve throughout the 
poem. It also contains several insightful remarks, such as the one about the “sens enfantin de naïveté” in 
the first stanza, the one explaining the accumulation of terms to show the poet’s despair in the fifth stanza 
(which is wrongly called the third stanza), and the part that describes the conclusion as “piquante.”  
 
Sample: 1.1B 
Score: 3 
 
The response is satisfactory because it reflects a basic understanding of the poem and contains some good 
observations (the references to Surrealism and metaphors). However, the student shows only part of the 
progression of the poet’s feelings (“triste” and “espoir”) and deals with the structure and movement of the 
poem either through precise references that are not really explained or in general terms. The essay also 
contains awkward remarks and an interpretive flaw (“elle dit un oiseau vient”).  
 
Sample: 1.1C 
Score: 2 
 
This long essay is unsatisfactory because when it does not paraphrase the poem (as in the first half), it 
contains obvious interpretive flaws, especially the last paragraph that reflects a complete 
misunderstanding of the text. Indeed, the student claims that the poet is “tout le temps contente et 
hereuse,” that “Elle jamais parle du mort ou les choses depresantes,” and that “Elle nous dit que ‘nul  
oiseau / Nul printemps / Ne [se] sont pris au piège de nos mains coupées’ (10–12) pour nous montres que 
les mains et la nature vivent en paix.”  




