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Part 1: STATISTICAL INFORMATION

1.1. Tables 1 and 2 provide an overview of the results obtained in the May 2017 session, and compare the
overall statistics for the past five years or six sessions. From this data, one can observe some interesting
trends.

Table 1 shows the distribution of grades for the May 2017 session of the examination:

GRADE 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 U ABS TOTAL
PAPER A 6 19 27 24 16 - - 22 4 118
PAPER B - - - 3 6 16 9 20 13 67

TOTAL 6 19 27 27 22 16 9 42 17 185

% OF TOTAL 3.2 10.3 14.6 14.6 11.9 8.6 4.9 22.7 9.2 100.0

Table 2 compares the statistics of candidates sitting for SEC History for the past five years:

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
Candidates sitting for Paper IIA 156 165 158 151 152 118
Candidates sitting for Paper IIB 86 86 68 54 81 67

Absentees 18 32 18 10 20 17
Number of candidates at Grade 1-5 127 139 130 111 143 101
Number of candidates at Grade 6-7 25 23 19 19 24 25
Number of candidates at Grade U 72 57 59 65 46 42

Total number of candidates 242 251 226 205 233 185

1.2. The number of candidates sitting for History this year has fallen significantly: the lowest in the past six
sessions, and well below the average of 224 candidates sitting for the examination every year.

1.3. This decline in numbers has been registered both in the number of candidates sitting for Paper IIA as well as
for those sitting Paper IIB. The Paper IIA cohort is indeed the lowest throughout the last five years, while the
Paper IIB cohort is the second lowest. Even in terms of ratio between the number of candidates sitting for
Paper IIA and Paper IIB, this year’s ratio is lower than that in previous years.

1.4. The number of absentees this year was 17, which is lower than the average of 19 absentees per year over
the past six sessions. It is also lower than the number of absentees for all the previous sessions since 2012,
except for 2015, when only 10 candidates failed to turn up for the SEC exam in History.

1.5. A total of 92 candidates (77.9%) who sat for Paper A passed this year’s exam and got grades ranging from 1
to 5, while 22 candidates (18.6%) failed the exam. From the 67 candidates who sat for Paper B, 34
candidates (50.7%) passed and got grades 4 to 7, while 20 candidates (29.9%) failed the exam.  This
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compares well with results over the last six sessions, with the number of candidates at Grade U this year
being the lowest over the same period.

1.6. Candidates sitting for History at SEC level have the option of answering the questions using either English or
Maltese. The absolute majority of candidates opted to use English, however, a small number of candidates
preferred to use Maltese:

 All candidates sitting for Paper IIA answered both Paper 1 and IIA in English;
 2 candidates used Maltese to answer both Paper I and Paper IIB;
 2 candidates used Maltese to answer Paper I but preferred to use English for Paper IIB;
 3 candidates used Maltese to answer Paper IIB but used English to answer Paper I.

Part 2: GENERAL COMMENTS

2.1. This Examination Board notes with concern the trend in the declining number of candidates sitting for SEC
History.

2.2. Examiners also note the persistence of worrying patterns in the candidates’ performance, some of which are
specific to the subject, such as the lack of essential historical skills, but others are indicative of wider national
trends, such as the lack of basic linguistic skills.

2.3. Examiners have noted that candidates have not managed to master adequately basic historical skills that
should be taught through the curriculum. These skills include:

 The understanding of basic historical terms and concepts;
 Adequate knowledge, understanding and interpretation of historical facts and events;
 The ability to build an argument supported with valid historical evidence;
 Analysis and interpretation of primary and secondary sources beyond simple comprehension.

2.4. Examiners have also noted:

 Several candidates lacked a basic mastery of English vocabulary and syntax;
 Many candidates found it difficult to understand the questions properly or did not bother to read the

questions carefully to provide the appropriate answers;
 Many candidates found it difficult to express themselves in either English or Maltese;
 Many candidates had difficulties with essay writing.

Part 3: COMMENTS REGARDING PAPER I

3.1. Paper I was divided into two Sections (A – Maltese History and B – European and International History),
each having three questions based on sources. Candidates were expected to answer all questions.

3.2. There were 17 candidates absent out of 185 registered candidates sitting for Paper I. Four of these
absentee candidates were registered to sit for Paper IIA; the other thirteen were registered to sit for Paper
IIB.

3.3. Out of the 172 candidates who actually sat for the exam, only four candidates chose to write their answers in
Maltese and these were all candidates registered to sit for Paper IIB. While the other candidates wrote in the
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English language, their way of expression, their use of idiomatic expressions, grammar and spelling left
much to be desired. This often led to unclear answers which failed to address the question properly.

3.4. Overall, candidates performed better in European and International History than in Maltese History.

 The candidates’ knowledge of the historical content for Maltese History appears to have been often
shallow, particularly for nineteenth century Malta and Malta’s bid for membership in the European Union.

 Most answers for the Section on European and International History evidenced a good grasp of the
historical knowledge. Answers given by candidates registered for Paper IIA indicate better knowledge of
facts than those registered for Paper IIB. Still, a large minority of answers across both cohorts, showed
confusion in historical content mixing up historical figures and events.

Maltese History

3.5. The highest mark obtained in this Section by candidates registered for Paper IIA was 38 while the lowest by
the same cohort was 2. The highest mark obtained by candidates registered for Paper IIB was 21, while the
lowest was 1.

 60 candidates who registered for Paper IIA obtained less than a total of 20 marks, while all but one
candidate from the Paper IIB cohort obtained a total of 20 marks or less.

 The average mark among candidates registered for Paper IIA was 18.8, while that for the Paper IIB
cohort was 10.1.

3.6. Question 1 on the Inquisition in Malta:

Highest mark Lowest mark Average mark Total mark
Paper A candidates 15 0 8.8

17Paper B candidates 13 0 5.0

(a) The false teaching being spread during the early years of the Order’s rule:
Candidates who gave a fairly good answer generally mentioned the spreading of Protestant teaching
and heresies. There were many who referred to Muslim teaching. No further amplification was made.
There were totally irrelevant answers too.

(b) The coming of Mgr Pietro Dusina in 1574
Only a couple of candidates could explain that Pope Gregory XIII sent Mgr Dusina as Inquisitor and
Apostolic Delegate to Malta when the Grand Master quarrelled with the Bishop. Candidates often
mentioned that there was the need to restore the Catholic faith, the need of a stable court because
things were not going well in Malta, lack of good leaders, criminality or gave vague answers, such as ‘to
investigate Malta about false teaching’.

Typical inaccurate answers included: “The quarrel between the Inquisitor and the Grand Master and the
Bishop on who would sit on the throne”.

(c) The Maltese city where the Inquisitor established his tribunal
Many candidates did not even understand this simple question. Some picked the answer from Source
B, while others indicated several places, e.g. Mdina, Floriana, Birkirkara, Cospicua, Valletta, Buskett.
Others indicated correctly that the Inquisitor eventually established his tribunal in Vittoriosa (Birgu).
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(d) The work of the tribunal of the Inquisition
Some candidates described the work of the Tribunal of the Inquisition simply as another court of justice
without further amplification.

(e) The head of the government of Malta at the time
Many answered correctly that the Grand Master was the head of the government of Malta at that time.
Some added that he formed part of the Inquisition. There were others who produced irrelevant or wrong
answers.

(f) Three sins dealt by the Inquisitor’s tribunal
In naming three sins which were dealt by the Inquisitor’s Tribunal, the few candidates who gave
acceptable answers, generally referred to blasphemy (or swearing), conversion to Protestantism,
adultery, heresy and witchcraft, and reading of prohibited books. Others referred to theft, murder,
treason, enslavement, among others.

(g) The common obedience to the Pope
A small number of candidates explained that the Grand Master as head of a religious order, the Bishop
as head of the Church in Malta, and the Inquisitor as Papal Legate and representative of the Holy See
in Malta, were all subject to the Pope. There were others who stated that these dignitaries were all
Christians and had to obey the Pope. One answered that the Grand Master, the Bishop and the
Inquisitor were all religious people appointed by the Pope.

Others produced irrelevant answers, such as the following: “To help people to fight wars and make
them more enlightened”

(h) Source A as a Primary source
A few explained that Source A was a quote from a letter of the General Inquisitor in Rome written in
1561 or that it was written during the period to the Bishop of that time. Others were vague stating that it
was written by the authorities at that time.

3.7. Question 2 on the Maltese political aspirations in the first half of the nineteenth century:

Highest mark Lowest mark Average mark Total mark
Paper A candidates 15 0 5.2

17Paper B candidates 5 0 2.4

(a) The setting up of the Comitato Generale Maltese
The Sources referred to claims for political rights. Candidates often even ignored the indication given.
Some stated that the Comitato Generale Maltese was set up as a liberal movement, to give a voice to
the people to express their opinion, but very few indicated the petitions of the Comitato Generale
Maltese to the British Government for administrative reforms in local government and the setting up of
an elected national council. Some confused it with other topics, including events at the beginning of the
British period, and even the Language Question.

(b) A pamphlet by Giorgio Mitrovitch
No candidate could correctly name one pamphlet written by Giorgio Mitrovitch. Some listed the
Declaration of the Rights of the Maltese Inhabitants as an answer.
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(c) The 1835 Constitution
Though a few candidates did indicate that in 1835 a Council having consultative powers and consisting
of seven members was set up, many could not indicate clearly who were the official and unofficial
members and that these were selected by the Governor. Many produced vague or irrelevant answers or
mixed up the 1835 Constitution with other events.

(d) The role played by Camillo Sciberras
Some candidates pointed out that Camillo Sceberras was the leader of the Comitato Generale Maltese
but few recalled his association with Giorgio Mitrovitch and their petitions for political rights. Further,
none made any reference to his pro-French sympathies or that he had liberal ideas.

(e) Censorship
There were a few candidates who defined censorship fairly well, e.g. “People had no right to freedom to
express themselves through newspapers or even by speech”. But many failed to give an acceptable
explanation of the term.

(f) The authority of the Governor
Candidates were expected to indicate that the Governor represented the British Authority headed by the
Monarchy. Quite a few were vague or completely off the point. Some simply wrote “the British”, “the
people and political parties”, and even “liberalism”.

(g) The major liberal right obtained as a result of the 1839 Ordinance
The Ordinance of 1839 referred to the Freedom of the Press. Many candidates wrote “freedom of
speech”. One candidate referred to the Sette Giugno, and another to the right to vote.

(h) The recommendations of the 1836 Royal Commission
Many candidates were off the mark indicating that they had no idea of the recommendations made by
the Royal Commission of 1836.

3.8. Question 3 on Malta’s bid to join the European Union:

Highest mark Lowest mark Average mark Total mark
Paper A candidates 9 0 4.8

16Paper B candidates 7 0 2.7

(a) The Association Agreement with the European Economic Community in 1970
Answers to this question were generally brief and rather limited indicating the candidates’ scanty
knowledge of the topic. Generally, most candidates explained that Malta sought an Association
Agreement with the EEC in 1970 to ensure an economic advantage.

(b) The role of Guido de Marco
Most candidates did not explain correctly the part Guido De Marco played in the process of Malta’s
application to join the EU. Neither did they know that he was Minister for Foreign Affairs. Many quoted
the Source stating that he had to take important decisions and only a couple of candidates inferred that
he initiated negotiations and formally presented Malta’s application to join the European Community on
16th July 1990.
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(c) The document issued by the European Commission
Only a couple of candidates indicated that the document is generally known as the Avis (1993). Some
simply stated that it was “an agreement”. Others referred to it as “the Treaty of Athens”, the “Treaty of
Accession”, the “Treaty of Acceptance” or the “Requirements of Entry of the Maltese Islands into the
EU”.

(d) The referendum held in March 2003
A good number of candidates answered this question correctly: the referendum was held for the
electorate to approve the proposal of accession to the EU. However, none of the candidates provided
any further amplification, while some were erratic.

(e) Alfred Sant’s vision for Malta’s relationship with the European Union
Many candidates could not explain what type of relationship in the EU Alfred Sant envisaged when he
was prime minister in 1996. Some simply wrote “partnership” but did not amplify on the topic.

(f) The negotiations for Malta’s membership with the European Union after 1998
Candidates could not give any indication of the negotiations that were made for Malta’s membership in
the EU after 1998. Answers were often brief and full of incorrect information, such as, placing the
referendum before the negotiations, mixing up events with the Treaty of Nice, and providing little or no
relevant information.

(g) The location and date of the Treaty of Accession
Some candidates indicated the year – 2003 – and the place – Athens/Greece – correctly regarding the
signing of the Treaty of Accession for Malta’s membership in the EU. However, there were others who
gave the wrong answer even indicating other places where the Treaty was signed, e.g., Valletta, Marsa,
St. Angelo, Rome, and Brussels, among others.

(h) The date when Malta became a full member of the European Union
Many candidates gave the correct year – 2004 – when Malta became a full member of the European
Union, but only a few could give the exact date – 1st May 2004.

European and International History

3.9. The highest mark obtained in this Section by candidates registered for Paper IIA was 46 while the lowest by
the same cohort was 9. The highest mark obtained by candidates registered for Paper IIB was 37, while the
lowest was 1.

 8 candidates who registered for Paper IIA obtained less than a total of 20 marks, while 21 candidates
from the Paper IIB cohort obtained a total of 20 marks or less.

 12 candidates who registered for Paper IIA obtained 40 marks or more, while no candidate from the
Paper IIB cohort obtained 40 marks or more.

 The average mark among candidates registered for Paper IIA was 30.4, while that for the Paper IIB
cohort was 20.3.

3.10. Some answers were biased in favour or against a particular group of people. One answer, in particular,
included bias against the Soviets by referring to them as ‘cruel’. However, most of the answers were
objective giving unbiased answers by stating facts and presenting arguments based on evidence found in
sources.
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3.11. Most answers given were within the correct time-period under study. However, related mistakes included
giving Hitler as king of Germany in 1871, J. F. Kennedy and Martin Luther King for the 19th century and
confusing the sequence of the Danish, Austro-Prussian and Franco Prussian Wars in the Unification of
Germany.

3.12. Question 4 on the Slave trade:

Highest mark Lowest mark Average mark Total mark
Paper A candidates 16 0 8.6

17Paper B candidates 13 0 6.0

(a) The relationship between the slave trade and the Sugar colonies
Some answers failed to explain the connection between slave-trade and the sugar colonies but simply
described what each one was. Few answers clearly pointed out that slaves from Africa were
transported to Central America to work in the sugar plantation and produce sugar amongst other
products.

(b) Support for the slave trade
Most of the answers given referred to one or two of the arguments in support of slave-trade, mainly the
loss of British commerce and the negative effect it had on Britain’s economy. Some answers referred to
doubts raised by the author of the source about the future of the British Navy. Only two candidates
referred to the loss of investment made by slave-trade operators and sugar-plantation owners.

(c) The intended audience of Source J
Most answers of the Paper IIA cohort correctly stated that the speech was directed at the British people,
specifically at those who wanted the abolition of slave-trade. Some other answers, particularly by
candidates from the Paper IIB cohort, were less specific and gave ‘countrymen’ as written in the source.

(d) Source K as a primary source
Most answers were correct in saying that it was published in 1789 at the time of the slave-trade. Wrong
answers included ‘it is an original drawing’ or ‘it is an old drawing’.

(e) The authors of Source K
Very few candidates correctly interpreted the source as having served as propaganda for the abolition
of slavery. Most answers were incorrect in saying that the source was produced by ship-builders or
slave-traders to build better slave-ships or to promote slave-trade.

(f) A slave on board the Brookes
Most of the conditions aboard slave-ships were correctly described. Some candidates referred to the
general conditions of work in the plantations.

(g) The abolition of slavery in the United States of America
Very few candidates explained correctly how the process of abolition of slavery in the United States led
to a Civil War in the United States.

(h) Two ideals of the Enlightenment that helped promote the abolition of slavery
Most answers, such as liberty, freedom, equality and human rights were correct but very often only one
ideal of the Enlightenment was mentioned resulting in the loss of marks.
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3.13. Question 5 on Germany in the nineteenth century:

Highest mark Lowest mark Average mark Total mark
Paper A candidates 15 0 9.5

16Paper B candidates 12 1 5.7

(a) The leadership of the German States in the nineteenth century
Most answers were correct by naming Austria and Prussia. Others incorrectly gave Russia instead of
Prussia.

(b) The Zollverein
Most answers were too generic and too short suggesting that candidates hardly knew why the
Zollverein was set up and how it developed. Answers by candidates registered for Paper IIA were more
comprehensive than those of candidates registered for Paper IIB.

(c) The German Princes
Most candidates focused on the opposition of the German Princes towards the unification of Germany.
Candidates argued in their answers that these Princes were afraid of losing their authority and lands if
Germany was unified. Very few candidates registered for Paper IIA mentioned that eventually these
princes endorsed the unification process when a Prussian-led unification would guarantee their political
influence

(d) Metternich
Most candidates correctly identified Metternich as the Austrian Foreign Minister, or as the Austrian
Chancellor, or that he was a conservative Austrian statesman. Some went into great depth with regards
to his involvement in the Congress of Vienna.

(e) Metternich’s policies on Germany
Most candidates failed to address the question but were limited to general comments such as that
Metternich used the ‘Metternich System’ to stop German Unity. However, none of the replies named
any tangible measures in this regard.

(f) Bismarck’s attitude towards Austria in 1866
Most candidates identified two out of three reasons from the Source that showed why Bismarck did not
want to wound Austria too severely. Such answers included ‘it did not want revenge on Prussia’, ‘he
thought of the possibility of making friends’, ‘Austria could become an ally of France or any other
opponent’. At times, answers were too short, making it unclear to what the candidates were referring to
exactly.

(g) Wars of German Unification fought by Prussia in the second half of the nineteenth century
Most candidates correctly identified the Danish War or the Franco Prussian War fought by Prussia to
achieve the cause of German Unification. When it came to explain what was achieved by these wars,
answers were often too general such as ‘this helped the unification’. Some answers highlighted
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confusion in the chronology of events giving the Danish War as the last war in the Unification process,
while others confused who acquired Schleswig and Holstein after the Danish War.

Some incorrectly named the Seven Weeks War or the Austro-Prussian War.

(h) The ruler of Germany in 1871
Most candidates gave the incorrect name of the German ruler in 1871. Such answers included
Bismarck, Wilhelm II, Frederick William and Hitler. The correct answer should have been Kaiser
Wilhelm I.

3.14. Question 6 on Cuba in 1962:

Highest mark Lowest mark Average mark Total mark
Paper A candidates 17 0 12.4

17Paper B candidates 15 0 8.7

(a) Primary sources
The majority of answers were correct and direct in explaining why Sources N and O are Primary
Sources. Others lost marks as their answers were unclear, stating that the sources are primary sources
because they are a newspaper and a letter.

(b) Kennedy and Khrushchev
Most candidates correctly identified J. F. Kennedy and Khrushchev as leaders of USA and USSR
respectively.

(c) The event
Most candidates correctly identified the event as the Cuban Missile Crisis. A small minority of answers
were too general giving ‘the Cold War’ as an answer.

(d) The leader of Cuba
The vast majority of answers correctly identified Fidel Castro as the leader of Cuba. A small minority
incorrectly said it was Khrushchev.

(e) The American opposition to the installation of Soviet missiles in Cuba
Most candidates noted correctly the vicinity of Cuba to the United States as the main factor leading
USA to be against the installation of Soviet missiles in Cuba.

(f) Kennedy’s measures in response to the installation of missiles in Cuba
Most candidates correctly identified the two measures taken by Kennedy in response to the installation
of missiles in Cuba. Some marks were lost in those answers where candidates argued that Kennedy
ordered the US Navy to sink any Soviet ship rather than to sink Soviet vessels that defied the blockade.
Some candidates even declared that the United States actually sunk some Soviet vessels.

(g) Evaluation of Kennedy’s measures
Most candidates gave their opinion sustaining their points with valid arguments. The majority argued
that the measures taken by Kennedy were too risky as they could have led to a nuclear war or the
beginning of the Third World War. Only two candidates argued that Kennedy had few options and that
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the decision to impose a blockade was the best one for the United States not to be seen as too weak or
too provocative.

(h) Khrushchev’s defence of his right to place weapons in Cuba
Most candidates appear to have understood and empathised with Khrushchev in Source O by
suggesting that Khrushchev had every right to place Soviet missiles in Cuba for the latter had every
right to defend itself.  Some candidates also referred to the Bay of Pigs Invasion to sustain the
argument. Most candidates also said that it was only fair for the USSR to place missiles in Cuba as the
United States had missiles in Turkey and Italy which were close to the Soviet Union.

(i) Consequences of the Cuban Missile Crisis
Most candidates referred to the dismantling of missiles from Cuba and Turkey. Other correct answers
included the setting up of the hotline between the Kremlin and the White House, while Cuba remained
Communist.

Part 4: COMMENTS REGARDING PAPER IIA

5.1. Paper IIA was divided into two Sections (A – Maltese History and B – European and International History).
Candidates had to choose and answer two questions from each section and answer in essay form. This
paper tested the candidates’ ability to construct arguments and discuss themes at some length and depth of
understanding. All essay questions were out of 25.

5.2. All candidates followed the rubrics.

5.3. Out of the 118 candidates registered for this Paper, 114 sat for the exam, while 4 were absentees.

5.4. All candidates answered this Paper in English.

5.5. Table 3 below indicates the distribution of questions chosen by candidates opting for Paper IIA:

Question Number of
candidates

% of all
candidates

Question Number of
candidates

% of all
candidates

1

M
AL

TE
S

E

93 81.6 7

EU
R

O
P

E
AN

60 52.3
2 48 42.1 8 59 51.8
3 36 31.6 9 48 42.1
4 14 12.3 10 36 31.6
5 28 24.6 11 23 20.2
6 9 7.9 12 2 1.8

5.6. It is interesting to note that the most popular essay titles answered by candidates were the first two
questions of each section (Questions 1 and 2 in Section A, and Questions 7 and 8). The least popular in
both sections was also the last question in both sections (Question 6 in Section A and Question 12 in
Section B).

5.7. Candidates sitting for this Paper fared equitably in both sections.
 The best average results in Section A were achieved by those answering Question 4 on Malta’s

economy under British rule with a score of 16.1. The best average results in Section B were
achieved by those answering Question 7 on Early Modern Europe with a score of 16.0.

 The lowest average results in Section A were achieved by those answering Question 2 on the
building of Valletta, with a score of 13.5. The lowest average score in Section B were achieved by
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those answering Question 12 on the European Union, with a score of 11.0, although this question
was only answered by 2 candidates only.

5.8. Overall, candidates performed adequately but examiners also noted common challenges among candidates:

 One gets the impression that candidates are studying by heart “template answers” and then they try
to reproduce that material no matter what. In fact, it is clear that candidates are not reading properly
the questions set but are opting to transfer their knowledge on the theme on paper without taking
into consideration how examiners are expecting them to use the mentioned knowledge;

 Analysis is missing and candidates simply lack awareness of the language used in the discipline.
Very few of the candidates were capable of developing a series of arguments and sustain them
throughout;

 Some candidates continue to use the we/they attitude when referring to the Maltese;
 Writing skills, sentence construction, the correct use of verbs and tenses and so on are non-existent

in most cases.

Maltese history

5.9. Question 1 on the Turkish attack on Malta in 1565 and the significance of the Knights’ victory:

Number of candidates Highest mark Lowest mark Average mark Total mark
93 19 2 14.5 25

It is clear that a good number of candidates preferred to give more importance to the second part of the
question rather than the first part. Candidates were expected to account for the Turkish attack of 1565 and
then assess the significance of the Knights’ victory over the Turks for both the Order and the Maltese
islands. Generally, candidates responded better to the second part of the question and seemed confused
about the reasons for the Turkish attack.

The international dimension of the issue was not given enough importance by the candidates. For instance,
the fact that the time was ripe for an Ottoman attack since the major European powers changed their policy
of hostility vis-à-vis the Ottomans or the psychological effect of the successful attacks by the Turks against
Christian powers and navies like the attack on Gozo, Elba, Corsica and Reggio Emilia were rarely
mentioned.

On a positive note, most respondents referred to the point that Malta had an attractive strategic position for
the Ottomans. Another missing argument was the Order’s poor navy at the time in question.

It was interesting to note that few candidates used the term Ottomans in their essay.

It was disappointing that a candidate even referred to Fort St Michelangelo.

5.10. Question 2 on the building of Valletta as ‘a city of palaces built by gentlemen for gentlemen’:

Number of candidates Highest mark Lowest mark Average mark Total mark
48 21 2 13.5 25

Once again it transpires that candidates gave more importance to the second part of the question in which
they were expected to report how the Knights’ changed their newly built city “in a city of palaces built by
gentlemen for gentlemen.”
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A good number of candidates were aware that after the 1565 siege, the Knights scrapped their plans to try
and regain Rhodes and instead they decided that Malta should be their permanent base.

5.11. Question 3 on the main causes, events and results of the Sette Giugno riots of 1919:

Number of candidates Highest mark Lowest mark Average mark Total mark
36 21 3 15.3 25

Candidates seemed unsure about the sequence of the events, the number of people shot, the causes and
the results of the Sette Giugno. For instance, a good number of candidates were aware that increases in the
price of bread and increase in unemployment because of the First World War led to the riots but seemed
indifferent to other causes prompting the events like the differences in wages between Maltese and British
employees, the overwhelming increase in taxation and the campaign from the Maltese activists in favour of
constitutional reforms.

5.12. Question 4 on the fortress economy in Malta under British rule:

Number of candidates Highest mark Lowest mark Average mark Total mark
14 20 10 16.1 25

It emerged that ironically a good number of candidates who opted to answer this question were not able to
explain the meaning of the term fortress economy, but nonetheless, they were able to report that Malta
prospered in an era of war. They failed to explain that the British invested good sums of money only when
their military department required such an investment. As an example of a prosperous era, some candidates
referred to the Crimean War but other booming episodes like the Civil War in the American Colonies or the
opening of the Suez Canal were not mentioned.

Some candidates answered convincingly the part dealing with emigration schemas.

5.13. Question 5 on World War II and its impact on Malta:

Number of candidates Highest mark Lowest mark Average mark Total mark
28 17 5 13.7 25

Candidates focused mainly on the immediate effects of the Second World War emphasizing the destruction
of homes and historical buildings, air raids, and shelters. On the other hand, the distressful state of the
economy, unemployment, the impact on agriculture, and above all, the need of reconstruction, were not
considered. The granting of the Macdonald Constitution did not figure anywhere. The George Cross was not
mentioned in the equation.
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5.14. Question 6 on Malta’s relations with Britain under Prime Ministers Borg Olivier and Mintoff:

Number of candidates Highest mark Lowest mark Average mark Total mark
9 18 4 13.7 25

This was an unpopular question with candidates. There was considerable confusion in the candidates’
responses. Very few understood the way the Defence Agreement was changed under Mintoff’s
administration. The latter’s alliances with the non-NATO and Communist countries were totally missing.

Borg Olivier’s and Mintoff’s rendition of ties with Britain were not included at all. This was the crux of the
question.

European and International history

5.15. Question 7 on the Renaissance, the Discovery of the New World and the Protestant Revolt:

Number of candidates Highest mark Lowest mark Average mark Total mark
60 23 8 16.0 25

Most candidates answered this question well by giving a valid assessment of the Renaissance, the Age of
Discovery and the Protestant Revolt. Many mentioned events, developments, people and places relevant to
the question. Most candidates mentioned the causes of the Renaissance and expanded on how this
movement influenced the Arts. With regards to the Age of Discovery, most candidates mentioned some of
the causes and the contribution of the early explorers, Christopher Columbus, being the most mentioned
explorer. When discussing the Protestant Revolt, the greater number of candidates focused on Martin
Luther’s protest and Henry VIII’s break with the Roman Church.

5.16. Question 8 on the Third Estate and its difficulties in France before the Revolution of 1789:

Number of candidates Highest mark Lowest mark Average mark Total mark
59 25 2 14.0 25

Most candidates discussed the social, economic and political situation of pre-revolutionary France and
focused on those causes of the French Revolution that were directly linked to the Third Estate, such as the
social inequalities existing in France at that time; the composition of each Estate; the unfair distribution of
wealth; the tax exemptions of the privileged orders; the types of direct, indirect taxes and feudal dues paid by
the peasants and the common people; the exclusion of the Third Estate from any say in the government.

Most candidates ended their account with the calling of the Estates General or with the storming of the
Bastille as the event that triggered the revolution proper.

5.17. Question 9 on the rapid industrial development in Britain and the effects it had on that country:

Number of candidates Highest mark Lowest mark Average mark Total mark
48 23 4 15.0 25

Most candidates answered this question adequately by dealing with the two components of the question. In
their answer, most candidates gave a comprehensive explanation why the Industrial Revolution started in
Britain during the eighteenth century. The most frequent causes mentioned were: Britain stable political
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system after the Glorious Revolution of 1688; Britain’s constitutional monarchy; the Agricultural Revolution;
Britain’s overseas colonial empire; the presence of an entrepreneur-like nobility and the abundance of coal
and iron ore resources found in Britain.

When answering the second part of the question, most candidates mentioned the principal effects of the
Industrial Revolution in Britain, namely: the invention of machines that speeded up production; the
introduction of the factory system; the expansion of the cotton, coal and iron industries; migration to the
industrial cities; child labour and exploitation of the labouring classes; and pollution caused by the burning of
coal and industrial waste dumped in rivers and lakes.

5.18. Question 10 on the outbreak of the First World War in 1914:

Number of candidates Highest mark Lowest mark Average mark Total mark
36 23 3 14.7 25

The majority of candidates identified and expanded on the following causes of the First World War: the
system of alliances; the arms race and the naval race in particular between Britain and Germany; the
scramble for colonies in Africa and Asia by the European Powers; the competition for international trade as a
result of the industrial development in Europe; rivalry between Austria-Hungary and Russia in the Balkans,
the Balkan Wars and the Moroccan Crises and the Sarajevo assassination of 1914 and the subsequent
countdown to war in July-August 1914.

5.19. Question 11 on the beginning of the Second World War and the policies adopted by Adolf Hitler:

Number of candidates Highest mark Lowest mark Average mark Total mark
23 25 2 13.7 25

Most candidates argued that Adolf Hitler was solely responsible for the outbreak of the Second World War.
However, there were some more objective analysis by some candidates who argued that Hitler was a
product of his times and that he reacted very cunningly by taking advantage of certain events rather than
causing them, such as: the unpopularity of the Treaty of Versailles with the German people; widespread anti-
Semitic sentiments in Germany and other countries in Europe; the collapse of the German economy during
the Great Depression; the series of unstable and short-lived governments of the Weimar Republic and the
inability of the Allies to take a firm stand against his aggressive foreign policy.

5.20. Question 12 on the formation of the European Economic Community and its major Treaties:

Number of candidates Highest mark Lowest mark Average mark Total mark
2 18 4 11.0 25

The question was the least popular with the candidates. Of the two candidates who attempted this question,
the answer given demonstrated shallow and vague knowledge about the subject and lacked a logical and
coherent account of the causes and the major landmarks of the history of the European Union from its
foundation to 2007, namely the founding fathers of the European Union (Monnet, De Gasperi, Adenauer and
Schuman), the original members of the Common Market; the CAP, the Single Market, the adoption of the
Euro as the single European currency; the major treaties of the European Union and the periodic
enlargement of the European Union from 1973 to 2007.
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Part 5: COMMENTS REGARDING PAPER IIB

5.1. Paper IIB was divided into two Sections (A – Maltese History and B – European and International History).
Candidates had to choose and answer two questions from each section and answer the questions in a more
structured format. All questions were out of 25.

5.2. Most candidates followed the rubrics, although there were some exceptions. 4 candidates answered all 12
questions, albeit very briefly and low in quality. 1 candidate answered 2 questions in Section A, but only 1
question in Section B.

5.3. Out of the 67 candidates registered for this Paper, 54 sat for the exam, while 13 were absentees.

5.4. Most candidates answered this Paper in English, although 5 candidates answered in Maltese.

5.5. Table 4 below indicates the distribution of questions chosen by candidates opting for Paper IIB:

Question Number of
candidates

% of all
candidates

Question Number of
candidates

% of all
candidates

1

M
AL

TE
S

E

45 83.3 7

EU
R

O
P

E
AN

23 42.6
2 29 53.7 8 20 37.0
3 1 1.9 9 35 64.8
4 6 11.1 10 8 14.8
5 26 48.1 11 14 25.9
6 1 1.9 12 7 13.0

5.6. Questions 1 and 2 were the most popular questions in the Maltese History section, both of which focused on
the period of the Order of St John in Malta. The least popular were Questions 3 and 6 both of which focused
on the twentieth century, showing that candidates opted not to answer questions that dealt with chapters of
Modern History.

5.7. Questions 9 and 7 were the most popular in the European and International History section, with these
questions focusing on the Industrial Revolution and Early Modern Europe. The least popular was Question
12, which focused on the European Union.

5.8. Candidates sitting for this Paper fared slightly better in European and International History.

 The best average results in Section A were achieved by those answering Question 5 on Malta
during the Second World War with a score of 11.3. The best average results in Section B were
achieved by those answering Question 10 on the outbreak of the First World War with a score of 9.9.

 On the other hand, the lowest average results in Section A were achieved by those answering
Question 6 on Malta’s foreign affairs after 1964, with a score of 2. The lowest average results in
Section B were achieved by those answering Question 12 on the European Union, with a score of
4.4.

5.9. Overall, candidates sitting for this Paper found the tasks challenging, although a few managed to perform
rather adequately.

 Answers were often brief. Candidates tended to ignore the weighting (marks indicated in bracket
next to each sub-question).
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 Answers were often bereft of any form of analysis and candidates often confused very basic facts.
Answers were also often vague and sketchy.

 Several candidates did not bother to read the questions properly and tried to put in all that they knew
in their answers, often without any reference to the question being asked.

 The level of English is poor and writing skills are simply inexistent.

Maltese history

5.10. Question 1 on the Turkish attack on Malta in 1565:

Number of candidates Highest mark Lowest mark Average mark Total mark
45 17 2 8.9 25

This was the most popular question with the candidates. Still, the majority provided very poor answers and
were unable to give sound reasons for the 1565 Turkish incursion. Some candidates even mistook the
Turkish Sultan who commanded the attack with Mustapha Pasha and Dragut.

5.11. Question 2 on the building of the city of Valletta:

Number of candidates Highest mark Lowest mark Average mark Total mark
29 18 0 6.6 25

The responses to this question were generally poor. In fact, the absolute majority failed to get a pass mark in
this question.

Candidates’ knowledge about Francesco Lapparelli’s role in the construction of Valletta and the regulations
issued by the Knights with regards to the buildings erected in the mentioned city is simply non-existent.

A good number of candidates were unaware that Valletta was built on the Sceberras peninsula.

5.12. Question 3 on the Sette Guigno:

Number of candidates Highest mark Lowest mark Average mark Total mark
1 6 - 6 25

Only one candidate answered the question and this makes analysis a difficult enterprise. For sure, the
respondent was unable to tell where there is a monument commemorating the Sette Giugno victims, and the
causes that led to the event. The candidate was able to mention how the Riots triggered the granting of the
1921 constitution but no mention was made of the subsequent birth of an organised trade union movement
and the founding of the Labour Party in 1921.

5.13. Question 4 on Malta’s economy in the nineteenth century:

Number of candidates Highest mark Lowest mark Average mark Total mark
6 13 4 9.8 25
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Most of the candidates that answered this question were familiar with the term fortress economy. However,
they gave weak explanations about the effects left by the Crimean War and the Suez Canal on the Maltese
economy.

Candidates were unable to show clearly how the naval dockyard developed during the nineteenth century.
The projects involving the Dock No. 1, the Dock No. 2, the Macina, Somerset Dock and so on were missing.
None of the candidates were able to provide a chart of the development of emigration in the 19th century
which was limited to Mediterranean countries like Algeria, Egypt, Greece, Spain and Turkey.

5.14. Question 5 on Malta’s role in the Second World War:

Number of candidates Highest mark Lowest mark Average mark Total mark
26 16 5 11.3 25

A select few candidates were not aware that Malta during World War Two was attacked by both Germany
and Italy. Most of these candidates believed that either Germany or Italy, and not both, had attacked Malta.
Many of the candidates who answered this question offered a general shallow response to this question.
Their answers concentrated mostly on the factors caused by the war that shattered the islands’ tranquillity.
Very few referred to way the war ruined the island’s economy or how life was disrupted: e.g. the closing of
Malta’s schools, the disruption to the islands’ transportation system and the exodus of some 3000 Maltese
refugees who sought a haven in Gozo. A good number of candidates did not mention the role of the
merchant/convoy ships that were sent to Malta but were attacked and sunk. Other scenarios that were
missing included the impact of the Second World War on British attitudes towards the Maltese, the need of
urgent economic diversification after the war, and the wave of emigration that became inevitable in the post
war years.

5.15. Question 6 on Malta’s foreign policies after 1964:

Number of candidates Highest mark Lowest mark Average mark Total mark
1 2 - 2 25

Only one candidate answered the question. A detailed analysis is not possible.

European and International history

5.16. Question 7 on Early Modern Europe:

Number of candidates Highest mark Lowest mark Average mark Total mark
23 17 0 9.0 25

Most candidates mentioned some of the best-known examples of artistic masterpieces of Leonardo da Vinci
and Michelangelo, but failed to link their contribution to other aspects of the Renaissance. When discussing
the voyages of discovery, most candidates focused mainly on the voyages and discoveries of Columbus and
made very brief and shallow explanations with regards the use of the caravel, the compass and gunpowder
in the early discoveries and colonization. Most candidates recognized the connection between the invention
of the printing press and the spreading of the Protestant movement, but most answers lacked detailed
reference to the printing of the 95 Theses, the translation of the Bible in the German language and the
printing of Protestant prayer books and leaflets.
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5.17. Question 8 on the French Revolution of 1789:

Number of candidates Highest mark Lowest mark Average mark Total mark
20 20 0 8.6 25

Most candidates recognized that France was divided into three main social classes, but not all candidates
referred to these classes as the First, Second and Third Estates and described the social class that formed
part of these estates.  Some candidates mentioned three social classes, such as the nobles, the clergy and
the common people without any reference to the technical term of ‘Estates’.

When discussing the causes, most candidates gave adequate answers, although these still tended to be
either brief or not having the appropriate terms when describing the nature of the cause (e.g. ‘the King found
himself without money’ instead of ‘the French Monarchy was heading towards bankruptcy’).

Some candidates attempted to give an inaccurate account of the most significant events and turning points
in the French Revolution. The most common events mentioned were the fall of the Bastille, the Women’s
March to Versailles, the Declaration of Rights of Man, the flight and execution of the King, the Jacobins and
the Reign of Terror and Napoleon’s early victories and seizure of power.

5.18. Question 9 on the Industrial Revolution:

Number of candidates Highest mark Lowest mark Average mark Total mark
35 16 0 9.6 25

Most candidates gave a shallow account of the reasons that led to the development of slums in the early
Industrial Revolution in Britain. The most mentioned causes were the migration of peasants to the industrial
cities and the development of working class sub-standard dwelling houses close to the factory-mills. Most
candidates gave more focus on the living conditions of the working-class families, such as lack of proper
sanitation, noise and air pollution from factories, over-crowding, disease, malnutrition, alcoholism and crime.

When discussing the other changes in Great Britain occurring as a result of the Industrial Revolution, most
candidates gave adequate answers, though these were either brief in the explanation provided or repeated
the idea in different words. The most common changes mentioned were the inventions taking place in Britain
at that time such as the spinning jenny; the revolution in transport involving canal and railway building;
women and children employed in factory-mills and mines respectively; the setting-up of trade unions and the
gradual improvement in the working conditions of the working classes etc.

Most candidates managed to mention at least three or more reasons why the Industrial Revolution started in
Britain, such as: Britain’s stable government and expanding economy based on free-trade; Britain’s overseas
colonial empire and availability of resources; Britain’s natural resources of coal and iron; the existence of an
entrepreneur nobility and merchant class that were eager to invest in new industries and inventions.

5.19. Question 10 on the outbreak of the First World War:

Number of candidates Highest mark Lowest mark Average mark Total mark
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8 17 2 9.9 25

Most candidates were able to explain how and why Europe became divided into two rival alliances: the Triple
Alliance and the Triple Entente by 1914. They were also able to show how these alliances dragged Europe
into war rather than preserved the peace.

On the other hand, most candidates failed to give a satisfactory explanation of the development of an arms
race before the war. They made very brief and unclear references to the naval race between Britain and
Germany, and/or the technological developments that affected the production of more accurate and
sophisticated weapons, such as cannons, rifles, the machine-gun and the early bi-plane fighters.

Most candidates also gave shallow reasons to explain how colonial rivalry was a cause of war. The most
mentioned arguments were the Scramble for Africa; the need for raw materials for industrial production and
the drive towards national aggrandisement.

When discussing the disagreements in the Balkans, most candidates offered adequate responses, referring
to the upheavals in the Balkans, the Balkan Wars, the rivalry between Austria-Hungary and Russia in the
region, the Sarajevo assassination in 1914 and the subsequent count-down to war.

5.20. Question 11 on the Interwar period:

Number of candidates Highest mark Lowest mark Average mark Total mark
14 16 3 8.6 25

When dealing with the way Germany was dealt in the Treaty of Versailles, most of the candidates made
some references on how this treaty affected Germany, such as the war guilt, the reparations, the limitations
imposed on the German army, navy and air force, and the demilitarization of the Rhineland and how this
treaty was seen by many Germans.

Most candidates gave vague answers on the efficacy or otherwise of the League of Nations, giving no
specific examples of disputes where the League was involved in the mediation. No mention was made with
regards to Japan’s aggression against China, nor of Italy’s invasion of Ethiopia.

Many of the candidates were also unable to provide any in-depth knowledge on the seizure of power by
Mussolini and Hitler in Italy and Germany respectively. Similarly, few candidates attempted to analyse how
these two dictators managed to hold to power in the years that preceded the outbreak of the Second World
War, by mentioning press censorship, suppression of democratic institutions, imprisonment of political
dissidents, the setting up of a secret police, the use of the media for propaganda etc.

5.21. Question 12 on the European Union:

Number of candidates Highest mark Lowest mark Average mark Total mark
7 7 2 4.4 25

Most of the candidates answering this question adequately explained the intention of Europeans to bring
peace and economic cooperation in Europe with the aim of avoiding conflicts between nations that had
resulted into two world wars. Yet, many of the candidates elicited shallow knowledge of the first steps that
led to the formation of the European Economic Community by 1957, making no reference to the founding
fathers (De Gasperi, Monet, Adenauer and Schuman), the E.C.S.C., or even the Treaty of Rome of 1957.

When discussing the entry of the United Kingdom in the European Economic Community, practically all
candidates, with only a few exceptions, were unable to produce adequate and convincing arguments on
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Britain’s errant membership process. No mention was made about the Britain’s initiative to set up EFTA or
De Gaulle’s veto against Britain’s entry in the E.E.C. in the 1960s. In similar fashion, most candidates failed
to mention any three treaties of the European Union. The treaty that was mostly mentioned was that of
Maastricht. Some even mentioned the Schengen Agreement as one of the treaties. Most candidates did not
include an adequate brief account of the significance of these European Union treaties mentioned in their
answer.

Chairperson
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