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IM ITALIAN 
MAY 2016 SESSION 

EXAMINERS’ REPORT 
 
Statistics  
The table below outlines the number of candidates who registered for Intermediate Italian in May 
2013, May 2014, May 2015 and May 2016, and the grades they attained. 
 
Table 1: Number of candidates who registered in May 2013, May 2014, May 2015 and May 2016, and the 
grades they attained. 
 

 May 2013 May 2014 May 2015 May 2016 

    No. % No. % No. % No. % 

Total of 
Candidates 

173 100 116 100 139 100 121 100 

Grades A - C  101 58.4 53 45.7 83 59.7 72 59.5 

Grades A - E  150 86.7 96 82.8 120 86.3 105 86.8 

Grade A  9 5.2 7 6 7 5 5 4.1 

Grade B  27 15.6 17 14.7 30 21.6 23 19.0 

Grade C  65 37.6 29 25 46 33.1 44 36.4 

Grade D  33 19.1 26 22.4 19 13.7 19 15.7 

Grade E  16 9.2 17 14.7 18 13 14 11.6 

Failed  21 12.1 20 17.2 12 8.6 14 11.6 

Absent  2 1.2 0 0 7 5 2 1.7 

  

The figures above show that there has been a decrease in the number of candidates sitting for the 
Intermediate examination in Italian. However, less registered candidates were absent for the exam. 
The overall performance shows a decline in comparison with 2015. The percentage of candidates 
who obtained grades A - C in May 2016 might be misleading since it seems very close to that of last 
year. However, the breakdown of this percentage shows a decrease in the percentage of candidates 
that obtained grades A and B and an increase in the percentage of candidates that obtained a Grade 
C making up for the aforementioned decrease. The overall percentage of passes remained 
unchanged because of the increase in the attainment of lower grades.     
 
Remarks  
 
Oral: Out of 121 candidates who applied for the exam, 3 missed the oral exam. In the free 
conversation and the topic presentation (that had a weighting of 20% altogether), the average mark 
was very high showing a very good command of Italian. The fact that candidates prepare a topic of 
their choice in the topic presentation helps them prepare themselves very well. One needs to remind 
some stakeholders involved that the topics have to be chosen from the list provided in the syllabus.  
 
Listening précis: Out of 121 candidates, 31 took down considerable notes while listening, another 25 
jotted down a few words, while all the others, 65, did not write anything at all and were the ones who 
got the lowest marks. In some cases, candidates just tried to reproduce whole sentences of the 
passage showing that oral receptive skills are in most cases superior to written productive skills. 
Some candidates included personal comments that were missing in the text. Candidates need to be 
made aware that: (1) they cannot include their personal opinion or comments on the text; (2) their 
handwriting needs to be legible; (3) they need to avoid writing long sentences with the hope of 
including the correct part.  
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As regards grammatical competence, candidates still have difficulties with the agreement between 
nouns and adjectives, the conjugation of irregular verbs, the use of preposizioni articolate and 
pronouns. They need to be trained to take notes and not tackle a listening text as a dictation activity. 
Candidates also need to express their ideas in a logical manner and need to avoid making mistakes 
related to Maltese influence. 
 
Part II – Written 
 
Comprehensions: Two comprehensions were given, the first one being Quando andare al cinema 

era una festa. The candidates coped well with most of the questions given. They were able to 

decipher the information needed even when asked to answer the question by paraphrasing parts from 

the text given. The candidates found questions 5b and 6 challenging as they weren’t able to link the 

information requested to the expressions given. In most cases, the answers were vague and unclear.  

In the second comprehension, Italia, record di morti premature per inquinamento, many candidates 

showed an ability to identify keywords. However, there still remains a need for the candidates to 

develop greater skill in substituting the keywords and writing the answer without copying chunks from 

the text. Candidates should also move beyond the literal in referential questions. Candidates still need 

to learn to make a distinction between subjective observations and ones which are objectively 

verifiable, particularly when the argument is familiar to the candidates (like the text presented in this 

exam session). Most candidates attempted all the questions. 

 

Candidates need to learn how to provide answers which require some processing of the text, and 

need to learn how to manipulate the text rather than simply lifting information from it. Candidates are 

also encouraged not only to paraphrase their answers but to establish a clear connection between the 

expression needing to be explained and its metaphorical meaning.   

Essay: In general, essay planning was weak; only a small number of candidates managed to present 
a clearly structured text with evidence of a coherent progression of ideas from the beginning of the 
composition to its end. 
 
The fact that all five titles were chosen is a very good sign. The first and third titles were the most 
popular, whereas the second title was the least chosen one. Unfortunately, candidates who chose 
titles 1, 2 and 5 lacked ideas and were not original. This suggests lack of reading and imagination. 
The candidates who chose title 3 generally had the most original ideas. However, not all candidates 
wrote an article and some failed to use the Imperative tense. Even those candidates who chose title 4 
had quite original essays but they lost marks particularly due to the fact that they were not capable of 
writing a formal letter. Some candidates tend to write excessively long sentences resulting in 
difficulties in sentence construction. Some candidates have very good knowledge of the Congiuntivo, 
make good use of linking words such as inoltre, a parte questo and invece.  
 
A few candidates showed they possess a good working knowledge of the written language. By using 

some more complex expressions to convey their ideas, these candidates showed they are proficient 

in basic, everyday language.  

A number of candidates gave the impression that they had hardly ever studied Italian before starting 

their two-year course in preparation for the Intermediate Italian examination. These candidates 

committed several puerile grammatical and lexical errors which rendered their exposition in this 

component below the acceptable limit. Such errors as the wrong article for masculine/feminine nouns 

and the use of conflicting adjectives with nouns or subject with verb demonstrate a poor standard of 

the written language. 

Candidates must be aware that the successful completion of this exam depends not only on the 

demonstration of basic language skills, but also on the ability to use language in different language 

contexts and to organise and structure language in an effective and appropriate response to the topic 

chosen for discussion. 

Literature: The first two questions dealt with Io non ho paura by Niccolò Ammaniti. Candidates did 

quite well on the whole as they were able to link the content studied to the questions asked. Some 
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candidates needed to be more relevant in their answers. In Brano 2 question g, candidates struggled 

in answering a complex question in which the symbolic nature of darkness and fear in relation to the 

book was discussed. Candidates are encouraged to pursue a deeper understanding of the book and 

to delve into complex themes such as darkness vs. light, hope vs. desolation and life vs. death. 

Questions 3 and 4 on La ragazza di Bube by Carlo Cassola were chosen by the vast majority of the 

candidates. It is evident that candidates find it very hard to express themselves in written Italian. Also 

most candidates fail to give importance to details leading to often very generic answers for which 

marks are lost. Most of them know the “trama” of the book but when it comes to answering specific 

questions about the protagonists or events they either do badly or do not even attempt to answer the 

question/s. Such instances include questions 3a, 3c, 3f and 3g and questions 4a (2
nd

 part), 4f and 4g 

where the vast majority of the candidates lost most of or all the marks due to a lack of deep 

understanding/knowledge of details.       

Only 10 of the 118 candidates attempted questions 5 and 6 on Margherita Dolcevita. Most of them 

answered quite correctly. Their answers showed commendable competence in reading and analysing 

the set text. The candidates interpreted and evaluated both the passage and the text quite aptly. Only 

a few demonstrated that they were poorly acquainted with the selected text. These candidates’ 

answers demonstrated poor writing skills with work which was often illogical and inarticulate. Sitting 

for the examination without sound preparation should obviously be discouraged.   

 
Chairperson  
2016 Examination Panel  

 


