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General Performance 

The table outlines the number of candidates who sat for the Advanced Italian examination in May 

2014, May 2015 and May 2016 respectively as well as how each group of candidates fared each year 

in terms of the grades obtained. 

Table 1: Number of candidates sitting for Advanced Italian in 2014, 2015 and 2016 respectively and 

their grade attainment 

 
 

May 2014 % May 2015 % May 2016 % 

Candidates 190 100 160 100 152 100 

Grades A-E 137 72.1 113 70.6 113 74.34 

Grades A-C 91 47.9 73 45.6 77 50.66 

Failed 38 20 29 18.1 31 20.39 

Grade A 12 6.3 10 6.3 11 7.24 

Grade B 23 12.1 18 11.3 19 12.50 

Grade C 56 29.5 45 28.1 47 30.92 

Grade D 27 14.2 27 16.9 19 12.50 

Grade E 19 10 13 8.1 17 11.18 

Absent  15 7.9 18 11.3 8 5.26 

      

The first positive aspect that can be noticed is the decrease in the number of candidates who 

registered for the exam and were then absent. This means that although the global number of 

candidates applying for the exam is slightly less than that in 2015, in 2015, 11.3% did not turn up for 

the exam, whereas this year, this went down to 5.3%. 

This year’s results are much better than those obtained in the past two years. In fact there is an 

accentuated increase in the percentage as a whole of Grades A-E obtained, as well as an increase in 

the percentage of Grade As, Bs and Cs obtained. Consequently, the percentage of candidates who 

obtained the lower grades (D & E) decreased.  

May 2016 examination paper 

Paper I: Oral component and listening summary 

152 candidates applied for the exam but 10 of them were absent for the oral exam. Out of the 142 

candidates who sat for the oral, only 4 of them failed. Students find the aural section much harder – 

only 36 (25%) candidates got an acceptable mark in the listening component. In the summary, writing 

skills are at play as much as listening skills. Many candidates took notes while listening to the reading. 

However, in their vast majority, these notes were only intended to aid recall; there were few attempts 

at organising ideas, rewriting sentences, and editing the final text – skills pertaining to writing.  

The main errors in the summary writing were: 

 giving unnecessary details while missing main points; 

 adding one’s own opinions instead of material from the text; 

 copying parts or even whole sentences from the read text; 

 making various spelling and grammatical mistakes; 

 repeating words and ideas, showing a lack of editing. 
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Paper II: Essay and language exercises 

Essay  

The most popular essay was about social networks which taps into a number of social aspects. In 

these essays, unfortunately, a number of candidates had repeated material and examples. 

All titles were attempted by candidates and although a good number of essays offered a pleasant 

read, others could not come up with enough ideas – this was mainly seen in the Facebook essays 

and those on the generational gap. 

Some candidates demonstrated clear, argumentative and logical skills – the best essays to prove this 

discussed climate change. There were other essays which were below the expected A Level 

standard; they had very weak sentence structures, poor use of paragraphing and punctuation, and 

repetition. Poor essays included a dependence on formulaic responses and/or expressions. This is 

quite a disheartening situation considering that the Italian syllabus aims to develop the candidates’ 

confidence (at least on a linguistic level) in responding to the specific topics and prompts offered in 

the examination. 

The main language errors included: 

 inaccuracies in relation to the accordi M/F/S/P; 

 wrong use of Passato Prossimo which should have been mastered at A Level, and incorrect 

use of reflexive verbs, even in the present; 

 frequent poor use of congiuntivo presente;  

 wrong use of accents (many ignored accents or used accents wrongly); 

 very limited vocabulary in some cases and incorrect spelling due to Maltese influence.  

Candidates should write the number of words at the end of their work – some wrote much less than 

expected, whereas others wrote more. A lot of work needs to be done in relation to understanding, 

deconstruction and organisation of language production with regard to the topics set for discussion. 

Candidates should look critically at the topic chosen and consider the implications and assumptions 

which need to be made within the chosen topic.  This requires a lot of planning prior to the final written 

output.   

Language Exercises 

Only four exercises were set but these were professionally structured to assess the responsive and 

intensive writing ability expected from Advanced Level candidates, and not simply their competence in 

grammar. Candidates answered questions 1 and 3 (grammatical transformation tasks and 

vocabulary/spelling assessment tasks) adequately. The same may be said with regard to question 4, 

a short exercise in passage form meant to test the candidate’s ability in the compilation of sentences 

with particular emphasis on context meaning and sequence. Question 2 tested candidates’ ability in 

reordering sentences; here a good number of candidates failed to answer correctly simply because 

they did not grasp the meaning of some of the components and/or of the vocabulary.  

 

Paper III: Written comprehension and written summary 

Written Comprehension 

The article set for the comprehension was an extract from an online newspaper www.corriere.it, 

written by Antonella De Gregorio. Sixty-three candidates out of 143 (44%) got an acceptable mark in 

the comprehension. It seems evident that candidates need to read more in Italian and work out more 

comprehension exercises. Some do not even understand the question and a substantial number give 

answers from their personal experience instead of from the article. Quite a few candidates gave 

answers which anybody could have given even without reading the set article. There were candidates 

who merely copied chunks from the article. In Question 8, candidates had to explain the underlined 

words and since many made no attempt to link them to the context, very low marks were scored.  
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Written Summary 

The summary is a very important exercise that necessitates a skill that requires adequate guidance 
and constant training. Its aim is to assess the candidate’s responsive and extensive writing ability in 
the language. The candidate, therefore, has to assert his/her capability to read, apprehend and 
analyse the content of a short article or story through a brief account of the passage.  

The majority of the candidates achieved at least an acceptable mark in this exercise. However, some 
quoted directly from the text.  Others felt the need to start with a short introduction while in a few 
cases candidates added subjective interpretations and comments to the original text. The most 
common fault, however, is as usual the inclusion of details that are irrelevant or not strictly related to 
the central theme, a weakness that underlines the candidate’s inability to choose between the 
essential and the non-essential. Clarity, brevity and precision are of utmost importance for a 
candidate to show that he/she has truly mastered the summarizing skill.  

The most serious drawback is, naturally, a sound knowledge of the Italian language. Such a 
deficiency hinders the candidate’s ability to express him/herself fluently and coherently. In such cases 
the end-product is made up of badly structured sentences replete with grammatical and spelling 
errors that often render parts of the summary incomprehensible.    

 

Paper IV: Culture, literature anthology and the novel 

Section A – EUROPA E ITALIA (culture) 

It is very disappointing to see that most candidates have a very limited knowledge of Italy’s culture, 

history and geography. Very few candidates were capable of either getting the facts right when 

answering the questions about l’Italia degli Appennini (Q.1) or of writing a good quality essay on some 

of the most basic characteristics of Italy (Q.2). It is also very worrying to see so many grammatical, 

spelling and syntactic errors in candidates’ answers.    

As regards question 1 the vast majority of candidates failed to answer questions 2, 3, 5 and 6 

correctly. In question 4, most candidates dealt with the topics very superficially and generically and 

failed to answer the question.  

In question 2 (essay), a good number of candidates did not know the difference between emigrante 

and immigrante and the majority gave very generic comments that one could learn by reading a 

magazine or watching a TV programme. It is evident that either the candidates did not study culture or 

else failed to grasp the very basic concepts of it.  

 

Section B – STORIA E TESTI (anthology) 

Anthology 

 

Fifty-seven percent of the candidates obtained an acceptable mark in this section. Almost 60% of the 

candidates chose the question on Francesco Petrarca’s poem Erano i capei d’oro a l’aura sparsi, with 

a wide and varied range of results. The remaining 40% opted for Alessandro Manzoni’s L’assalto ai 

forni; overall candidates performed significantly better in this text. 

 

The main weaknesses involved providing simplistic summaries of the literary works and approaching 

the subjects in a manner which was not critical. In some cases, candidates showed a lack of basic 

knowledge about literary periods, narrative styles and historical elements. Closer attention needs to 

be paid to spelling, morphology and to expressing thoughts in a more cohesive and   synthetically 

polished way. 

 

On a positive note, most candidates were able to choose the most relevant literary elements and 

recognize the texts proposed. Some of them gave very convincing answers in terms of 
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argumentation, interpretation and understanding. Quite a few of them also showed a mastery of a 

vast body of data. 

Section C – CAMILLERI / SCIASCIA (novel) 

Overall candidates replied well to the questions asked. Most of the candidates obtained good marks 

in this section of the paper; often marks were not lost because the candidates did not know the facts 

or details of the story but because of their lack of fluency in writing in the target language. 

Almost 70% of the candidates chose Andrea Camilleri’s novel La voce del violin, with the majority 

opting for the question concerning Salvo Montalbano’s relationship with colleagues and authorities. 

The remaining 30% opted for Leonardo Sciascia’s A ciascuno il suo, with a clear preference for the 

question regarding the teacher/detective and his role in the plot. Very few candidates decided to 

discuss the Sicilian environment and locations. 

 

The essays were not always convincing in their argumentation. They revealed a lack of familiarity with 

analysis of Italian novels and with a critical approach to the text. As to the linguistic aspects, 

vocabulary, grammar and orthography did not always pertain to an “advanced” level of writing. The 

syntax used was, in several cases, an inappropriate translation from English and/or Maltese. The role 

of the Sicilian dialect was often mixed up and misunderstood. However, despite the difficulty of 

dealing with the “new” experience of analysing an Italian novel, the majority of the candidates were 

able to focus on the most important aspects requested and to express their ideas in a 

communicatively effective way. 

 

As in previous years, problems with sentence structure seem to dominate still. Candidates need to 

bear in mind that should they wish to carry on with their studies in Italian, language errors have a very 

negative effect on marks in general essays, summaries and also literature essays. Candidates are 

expected to improve and refine their linguistic abilities, critical awareness and thinking skills. 

 

Chairperson 
2016 Examination Panel 
 


