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In general the performance of the candidates who sat for the examination was average and there 
were only a handful of high achievers.   
 
Ninety-eight candidates registered for the examination. The breakdown of the Grades obtained by 
the candidates was as follows: 
 
Grade A B C D E F Abs Reg 

No 3 11 21 11 28 15 9 98 
% 3.06 11.22 21.42 11.22 28.56 15.30 9.18 100 

 
 
Coursework  
The majority of the candidates presented a physically well organized folder; however, the Board 
of Examiners would like to suggest that each section of the coursework, that is the Portfolio, 
Personal Study, Visual Journal and Thematic Project Work, is bound or kept in a sub-folder within 
the main folder, and is clearly marked accordingly. A number of candidates did in fact present 
each section in a separate plastic folder. Also, the title of the starting point for the Personal Study 
and the Thematic Project Work should be clearly indicated. All sheets should be duly numbered 
and a ‘List of Contents’ indicating the works included in each section should be submitted.  
 
Most candidates abided by the MATSEC regulations and avoided the inclusion of signatures, 
photographs and other material that might have disclosed their identity.  This regulation should be 
strongly observed – not adhering to it may lead to the candidate being disqualified.  
 
A number of candidates included works on plywood and other supports which are not in 
conformity with the syllabus.  A few candidates did not adhere to the number of sheets stipulated 
for each section, and others tried to bypass the provision by overlapping sheets or gluing sheets 
together. Candidates are to submit the right material on the stipulated number of sheets; they 
need to work on selectivity. 
 
In general the Coursework seems to betray a lack of commitment on the part of the candidates.  
 
A good number of candidates included a substantial number of borrowed photographs (mostly 
downloaded from the internet). Such secondary sources are only to be included if they play a role 
in the development of the candidate’s own work. 
 
Some coursework included works executed in the eleventh hour so that the paint layer was only 
superficially dry with the consequence that the examiners could not separate the works without 
causing extensive damage.  
 
A number of works seemed to be influenced by people other than the candidate. 
 
Portfolio 
Some candidates presented copies of photographs or art works as part of their portfolio. Although 
such exercises may serve a good purpose, these should not in any way substitute the candidate’s 
work from direct observation or imagination. 
 
Many candidates presented a number of separate and disconnected works which do not point to 
an appropriately planned course of study.  Well organized Project Works, showing sustained 
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research and the development of analytical and technical skills in visual representation, should 
form part of the coursework.   
 
Visual Journal 
In general the function of a Visual Journal has not been comprehended. In most cases this was 
merely used as a sketchbook or scrap-book and lacked appropriate annotations.   
 
Personal Study  and Thematic Project  
A common problem manifested itself in these two sections: many candidates presented scanty 
preparatory work accompanied by photographs downloaded from the internet with their final work. 
In these Projects the candidate is expected to show focused investigation, development, critical 
analysis and realization of the selected theme. 
 
Paper 1 – Extended Thematic Project  
In general the marks obtained in this section reflect those obtained in the Coursework; candidates 
who presented a structured Coursework and a well focused and developed Thematic Project 
found the necessary material at their disposal during this examination.  
 
A handful of candidates made a replica of the Thematic Project Work – this is an inappropriate 
response. 
 
Paper 2 – Work from Observation: Human Figure 
In the great majority of cases the mark obtained in this examination reflects that obtained in the 
Coursework as a whole.  The candidates who worked hard at their easel throughout the course 
did well in this examination. 
 
Paper 3 – History of Art 
The candidates generally showed a superficial art-historical knowledge of the works discussed. 
Most of the candidates who did well in this paper did well in the other sections of the examination.  
 
 
 
Section (i) Critical Analysis 
 
Very few candidates provided an in-depth and holistic art-historical analysis of selected works.  In 
general there was little critical analysis, and many candidates lost marks by completely ignoring 
the context of the work and the artist himself.  The majority of the candidates supplied only 
descriptive information.  It is clear that candidates need to prepare themselves better in this 
section and provide a deeper and more solid critical  commentary.  
 
 
Section (ii) Comparative Essay 
 
In general the candidates showed a lack of vocabulary and artistic terminology. A number of 
candidates repeated the given information in their essay; this is superfluous unless the argument 
being discussed calls for such information. A number of candidates merely provided a superficial 
description of the works being discussed. Others tried to fit the works in a pre-set formula, 
describing the works’ religious, political, and social context even when these were not so 
significant to the respective works, while totally ignoring the iconographic and aesthetic context. 
 
 
Section (iii) Synoptic Essay 
 
Some essays demonstrated a good understanding of the selected question, but outstanding 
quality was very limited.  In many cases, candidates failed to truly understand the question and 
the argument it implied. This resulted in incomplete answers being given.  In other cases, 
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candidates were too generic in their analysis and failed to illustrate their arguments with solid 
examples.   
 
 
 
Chairperson  
2014 Examination Panel 


