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AM ART 
MAY 2012 SESSION 

EXAMINERS’ REPORT 
 

 
The markers’ panel for May 2012 Advanced Level in Art submits the following report on 
the general performance of the candidates who sat for the said examination. 
 
A hundred and thirteen candidates registered for the examination. Ten were absent.  The 
breakdown of the Grades obtained by the candidates was as follows: 
 

Grade A B C D E F Absent Total 

Number of 
candidates  3 12 33 17 18 20 10 113 

% of Total 2.7 10.6 29.2 15.0 15.9 17.7 8.8 100.0 

 
 
Coursework 
 
The Markers’ Panel underlines improvements in the general submission exercise but 
stresses the fact that the candidate’s selection of works inserted in the Coursework 
portfolio should be the result of a self-assessing process, during which the works 
produced during the course of studies are reviewed and selected.  The portfolio should 
not be seen as a simple collection of works. 
 
The Coursework Section is an essential part of the Examination process and is meant to 
show how the candidate worked in the years preceding the presentation of the exam.  It is 
meant to show the candidate’s responses to different stimuli, his/her research and 
development of ideas, and his/her technical confidence in the use of different media. 
 
It is with disappointment that we remark that some candidates, albeit smaller in number 
than the previous years, tamper with and modify the portfolio provided by MATSEC in 
order to fit in works which are larger than the required size.  Excessive mounting is not 
desired and should be avoided. 
 
 
Paper I Project – Composition from a theme 
 
The research element of this Paper remains a point of concern as it has been over the 
years.  Candidates must show how they researched their selected theme and how they got 
their creative stimulus, how their ideas developed and how their work progressed.  This 
Paper is surely not about the presentation of a single Final Work.  The submissions 
ranged from Projects in which candidates made wonderful use of research resources and 
documented their work, to candidates who simply provided one piece of work. 
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Paper I – Work from Observation  
 
This paper is divided into sections a) the human figure and b) still-life with man-made 
and natural forms. 
 
The human figure paper showed the same difficulties and problems encountered over the 
past years.  Some candidates are simply not preparing themselves well for this paper.  A 
number of candidates do not possess a proper knowledge of basic anatomy and this 
obviously hinders them in the representation of the human figure. 
 
As in previous years, candidates generally achieve better results and show greater 
confidence in the still-life section of the work from observation.   The work submitted 
shows appropriate levels of artistic training for this paper, with some submissions 
showing extraordinary technical virtuosity. However, this paper does not only refer to the 
abilities to properly render the still-life objects, but also the manner in which candidates 
lay out the objects in front of them. Compositional skills are tested. 
 
The use of media which is not quick drying or which is not appropriate for ‘single-
session’ use should be strictly avoided. 
 
Paper II -History of Art 
 
The format of the History of Art paper asks students to prepare themselves widely on the 
subject, simultaneously giving them the opportunity to delve more deeply into specific 
areas. 
 
Section I allows candidates to discuss single works of art in a concise manner.  The 
candidates should strive to discuss the works within their art-historical context.  They are 
to provide basic information on the artist who produced the work and discuss its formal 
qualities.  Candidates should note that essays which are descriptive and which simply 
record what the works look like are not adequate answers. 
 
Section II tests the candidates’ ability to develop an argument in essay form.  Once again, 
the Markers’ Panel feels the need to repeat that too many candidates do not read the 
questions properly and thus stray away from the answer required of them.   The ‘custom’ 
of presenting a ‘preset’ answer remains manifest.  Similarly, other candidates restrict 
their essays to mainly biographical details without engaging in a discussion of works of 
art within their art-historical context. 
 
Candidates must also use artistic terminology properly. 
 
Chairperson 
Board of Examiners 
July 2012 


