
 

Oktatás i  Hivata l  

 
 

Országos Középiskolai Tanulmányi Verseny 2012/2013. tanév 

Angol nyelv I-II. kategória - 2. forduló 

MEGOLDÁSOK 

 

 

Listening 

 

 
TASK 1 

 

1. B 

2. B 

3. A 

4. B 

5. A 

6. C 

7. B 

8. A 

9. A 

10. C 

 

 

 

 

TASK 2 

 

11. AB 

12. A 

13. A 

14. A 

15. AB 

16. AB 

17. B 

 

  



 

TASK 3  

 

18. abuse, infidelity 

19. erode, corrode 

20. barrage, comments 

21. antidote, quiet 

22. intimate, breaking 

23. compliments, neutralize 

24. contradict, irrelevant 

25. public, privately 

26. equals, respect 

27. cure, accepting 

28. renegotiate, unreasonable 

 
 
 
 

  



Use of English 
 
 
TASK 1 (1 points per item) 
 
1/ as 

2/ body 

3/ beyond 

4/ house 

5/ dead 

 
 

 

TASK 2 (1 points per item) 
 
1/ b 
2/ a 
3/ d 
4/ c 
5/ a 
 
 

 

TASK 3 (1 points per item) 
 
1/  a (b: Little did he know…) 

2/  both 

3/  a (b: ….with  NATO.) 

4/  a (b: … as you used to be.../were) 

5/  neither (a: …his actions…; b: …other times.) 

6/  neither (a: …fantastic   …; …and warm  …) 

7/  b (a: …staff , which…)  

8/  a (b: …does not need to do…) 

9/  both 

10/  a (b: …afraid of being fired.) 

 
 

 

 

 

TASK 4 (1 points per item) 
 
1/ b 
2/ a 
3/ a 
4/ a 
5/ d 
 
 



 

TASK 5   (2 points per item) 
 
1/  has been slightly less rain // than there was 
 
2/ make  any/much     difference to me // whether we invite  
              
 
3/  as accurate an answer // to the interviewer’s question 
 
4/  highly likely to // have passed 
 
5/ no means // is the circuit board to be  
 
6/  impressed by   // how  good/great/brilliant a  
      
 
7/ who/that suggested // (that) the class (should be) 
 
8/ it was  // being overlooked for promotion/being overlooked for promotion was // the factor 
 
9/ would have liked  to // have been selected/be selected   
 
10/ have any objection to // our parking/us parking 
 
 

 

 

TASK 6 (1 points per item) 
 
1/ B     ….I promise…. 

2/ C … two hours’ / a two-hour 

3/ D 

4/ D 

5/ A … you have tried… 

 
 



OKTV – 2012-2013 - TAPESCRIPT 
 
 
TASK 1 
 
Interviewer: Jen, would you like to tell us a few words about your new book? As I understand it 
is about the 2012 Olympics, isn’t that right? 
Jen: Not quite, and it is definitely not only about the London Games. If anything, it’s about the 

Olympic spirit in general. In my book I tell my readers thirteen incredible stories about 
Olympians doing everything they can to win, to finish or to even compete. These are the thirteen 
wildest stories about Olympic athletes, and what they'll do for a chance at the gold. 
Interviewer: Could you give us a taste of what sort of stories these are? 
Jen: Well, just to give you one example, let me tell you the story of the Kenyan track and field 
athlete, Kip Keino. The Olympics wait for no man, and Kip knows that all too well. Suffering 
from a bad case of gallstones (really, is there ever a good case?), a German doctor insisted that 
running in the 1968 Summer Olympics would endanger him severely, but nothing would stop 
Kip. In the 10,000 meter race, he collapsed with a lap to go. Instead of calling it quits, Keino 
showed up four days later to run in the 5,000 meter race and took the silver. Although he was told 
not to run again, Keino was determined to take part in the 1,500 meter race. An hour prior to the 
race, still incredibly unwell, he boarded a bus, but was caught in a massive amount of traffic. 
Keino, already quite late for the event, ran two miles to the stadium in time to register for the 
race. He won that race and set a new Olympic record time. Shortly after the Games, Keino had 
the gallstones removed. 
Interviewer: Now, that really is incredible. 
Jen: Or, just to take another example, here’s the story of Australian sculler or rower Bobby 

Pearce. Typically, Olympic athletes only have to worry about the other athletes during the 
Games, but in Bobby's case, nature decided to interject. In the 1928 Olympics, Pearce was having 
a ball, winning all of his rowing races with little effort. When the quarter finals rolled around, he 
was dominating his other opponents when a family of ducks came into his lane. Instead of just 
plowing right through the fuzzy little creatures, Pearce stopped rowing to let them pass. He won 
the race by 20 lengths and still broke the course record. The ladies love a man who brakes for 
ducks. 
Interviewer: Yeah, they sure do. 
Jen: Let me tell you one more story, which I find particularly heart-warming in these times of 
overpowering materialism in professional sports. Could you turn down a million dollars in the 
name of your compatriots? I didn't think so. However, Teofilo Stevenson, an amateur Cuban 
boxer, was offered $5 million USD to go professional and take on the current world heavyweight 
champion, a guy you might know as Muhammad Ali. Instead of taking the money and running, 
Teofilo turned down the offer saying "What is one million dollars compared to the love of eight 
million Cubans?" Like a boss. Even though it was five million. He went on to win three Olympic 
gold medals for Cuba in the 1980 Summer Olympics. 
Interviewer: Thanks a lot Jen, I can assure you that now you have at least one enthusiastic reader 
who will definitely buy your book. 
Jen: You’re very welcome! 
 
 



TASK 2 
 
At 35,000ft, the klaxon-like screaming of a distressed toddler screeches through a pressurised 
cabin. For travellers already stressed by lengthy security checks, crammed into cramped seating 
and unnerved by the very fact of being so high above ground, it's almost enough to make them 
shatter the Plexiglas windows and jump. And it's a source of anxiety for the embarrassed parents, 
too, desperately trying to pacify their wailing offspring while facing disapproving stares from 
fellow adults. 
One airline is offering what it says is a solution. Budget carrier Air Asia says from February it 
will provide a "quiet zone" for passengers aged 12 and over at no extra cost. Separated from the 
rest of the cabin by toilets and bulkheads, these seven rows of economy class seats should be 
immune from the sound of infant tantrums, the company claims. It is following the example of 
Malaysia Airlines, which in April announced it would limit families with children sitting on the 
upper deck of its Kuala Lumpur to London service.  
For the childless and the easily irritable, it may be a blessed relief. Equally, many parents will 
surely be disgruntled at the suggestion they should be segregated from other passengers like 
second-class citizens. But others accustomed to getting around with offspring in tow can see the 
point.  
Hitherto, the sound of noisy or distressed children was one that all users of mass transit were 
expected to tolerate. Typically, UK train operators which provide "quiet coaches" instruct 
commuters not to use their phones and ensure music devices aren't heard by other passengers - 
but no mention is made of infant noise pollution. 
Certainly, there appears to be support for segregation. In April, a survey of 1,666 British adults 
by Jetcost.co.uk found that 53% supported child-free flights. A poll by Tripadvisor in August 
found that over a third of Britons would be prepared to pay extra to travel by air without the 
presence of children. 
But although airlines could presumably charge a healthy premium for the privilege of no-infant 
compartments, there might be logistical difficulties. In smaller aircraft, with different layouts to 
those used by Air Asia and Malaysia Airlines, screening off the sound of crying children will not 
always be practical. Adult-only flights would mean reducing the number of available customers, 
and thus have a negative impact on profitability. And perhaps most importantly, introducing 
segregation would risk infuriating families who resent the idea they should be treated as second-
class citizens. 
Arguably, part of the deal when travelling in economy class or on low-cost carriers is that you 
have to put up with other people's irritating habits in extremely close quarters. Simon Calder, 
travel editor of the Independent, has taken his two daughters around the world with him. He 
believes families who pay for their tickets should not be discriminated against.  "I very, very 
much think that people need to be tolerant," he says. "People who have a problem with children 
on flights need to get over it. "If they don't like it, I have two words for them - ear plugs. We're 
living in the 21st Century where people have iPods."  
Perhaps, while they're listening, they can play a lullaby. 
 
 
 
 
 



TASK 3 
 
Despite truly wanting to have happy and harmonious marriages, (or other committed, intimate 
relationships) many people inadvertently stress and even destroy theirs by injecting them with 
steady doses of interpersonal poison. Unlike blatant acts of abuse, deceit, or infidelity, the major 
problem with these destructive behaviors is that they are so insidious and subtle that by the time 
their ill effects are noticed, the damage has already been done. Similar to a drop of water, that by 
itself is of little consequence, but over time can erode solid rock or corrode thick iron, the steady 
“drip, drip, drip” of these toxic relationship habits can destroy even a strong connection. 
1. Complain: If you want to subject your relationship to a form of “water torture,” frequent 

complaining will do the trick. Even when the complaints aren’t directed at your partner, they still 

can do damage because hearing a steady barrage of negative comments wears people down. So, 
the obvious antidote for the poison of complaining is to keep quiet or say positive things. So, 
instead of saying “The theater was too cold,” or “The service was so slow,” or “Damn, another 

traffic jam,” try to make a positive comment or say nothing at all. 
2. Criticize: Another common, corrosive habit that many people have is to frequently criticize 
their partner. Even worse than being a constant complainer, being a constant critic is a sure fire 
way to stress an intimate bond to the breaking point. So, rather than saying critical things, try to 
develop a routine of expressing compliments which tend to neutralize the toxic effects of 
criticism. Thus, approval is the elixir that helps to cure the relationship ills of criticism. 
3. Contradict: It’s amazing how often partners contradict each other even when the difference is 
irrelevant or adds no value to the conversation. In most instances, is it really important to interject 
that you left the party at 10:30 instead of 11:00? Or that the show you saw was on 47th street and 
not on 8th avenue? Basically, unless you are correcting a crucial mistake, do not contradict your 
partner in public. If you must offer a different account, try to do it privately. Hence, whenever 
possible, support and agree publically; disagree or correct privately and thus cure your marriage 
of the woes of needless contradiction. 
4. Control: Simply said, besides acts of overt abuse, dishonesty, and infidelity, being controlling 
is one of the most damaging things a person can do to his or her intimate relationship. Even if we 
mean well, when we tell our partners what to do and what not to do, we are not relating like 
equals on a level playing field of balanced power and mutual respect, but actually disempowering 
our partner and mainlining a potent venom into the very heart of the union. The cure is simple – 
work on being more accepting. 
5. The final toxic tendency I’d like to mention is saying “No” instead of “Yes.” If your partner 

makes a request or asks you to do something for him or her, the only sensible reply is (something 
like) “yes,” or “sure,” or “okay.” If it turns out you’ve agreed to an unreasonable favor, you can 

always renegotiate. So, if your typical response to a request is to say “no,” or even “maybe,” at 

least within your marriage, try to become a “yesman” or “yeswoman” and reap the rewards of a 

healthier, more loving relationship. 
 
Remember: Think well, act well, feel well be well! 
 

http://www.psychologytoday.com/basics/stress
http://www.psychologytoday.com/basics/infidelity
http://www.psychologytoday.com/basics/marriage


OKTV WRITING TASKS – RATING SCALE 

 

 TASK ACHIEVEMENT COHERENCE AND COHESION GRAMMAR AND SPELLING VOCABULARY 

7  Task fully elaborated 

 Contains relevant and original thoughts 

 Meets text type requirements  

 

 Clear, logical organisation of ideas 

 Fully cohesive on paragraph level 

including appropriate introduction and 

conclusion 

 Excellent sentence level cohesion 

 Wide range of appropriately used linking 

devices 

 Wide range of structures 

 Accurate use of structures  

 Accurate spelling and punctuation 

 

 Sophisticated use of extensive 

range of vocabulary 

 Accurate use of vocabulary 

including collocations and 

expressions 

 Fully relevant vocabulary 

 

6     

5  Task mostly elaborated 

 Contains some irrelevant parts 

 Meets text type requirements with some 

inconsistencies 

 

 Mostly logical organisation of ideas 

 Appropriate introduction and conclusion 

with some paragraph level cohesion 

 Good sentence level cohesion  

 Good range of linking devices, 

occasionally used inappropriately 

 

 Good range of structures  

 Occasional minor mistakes that do not 

hinder communication 

 Mostly correct spelling and punctuation 

 

 Natural use of good range of 

vocabulary 

 Occasional minor mistakes that 

do not hinder understanding  

 Mostly relevant vocabulary 

 

4     

3  Task only partly elaborated 

 Contains many irrelevant parts and 

unimportant details 

 Many inconsistencies in text type 

 

 Ideas often not logically organised 

 Introduction or conclusion is missing with 

frequent lack of paragraph level cohesion 

 Some sentence level cohesion  

 Limited range of linking devices OR 

linking devices often used inappropriately 

 

 Limited range of grammatical structures 

 Many minor mistakes OR some major 

mistakes 

 Persistent spelling and/or punctuation 

mistakes 

 

 Limited range of vocabulary 

 Occasional major and minor 

mistakes sometimes hindering 

understanding 

 Occasionally irrelevant 

vocabulary 

2     

1  Task not elaborated, only one or two 

details mentioned 

 Mostly irrelevant parts 

 Inconsistent text type 

 

 No logical organisation of ideas 

 No paragraphs at all 

 Mostly inaccurate sentence level cohesion 

 No linking elements OR linking devices 

mostly used inappropriately  

 

 No range of structures 

 Frequent mistakes that hinder 

communication  

 Frequent incorrect spelling and 

punctuation 

 No range of vocabulary 

 Frequently inaccurate 

 Frequently irrelevant 

vocabulary 

 

 

0  No assessable language OR 

 Task misunderstood OR 

 Less than half the required length  

 If Task Achievement is ‘0’, award ‘0’ 

overall. 

 

 If Task Achievement is ‘0’, award ‘0’ 

overall. 

 

 

 If Task Achievement is ‘0’, 

award ‘0’ overall. 

 

 

 Awarding of points: to achieve (for example) 7 points in a category, all the requirements detailed in that box must be met. Marks for the 

‘blank’ bands (i.e. 6, 4 and 2) will be awarded when the requirements are met from a combination of the upper and lower bands.  

 Written work will be assessed by two independent markers.        


