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A. STATISTICAL INFORMATION 
 

This report refers to the examination held during the Special September session 2020 because of Covid-19, 

and it is not easy to make comparisons with previous sessions. It is also important to bear in mind that Paper 

I (Aural/Oral components), that consists of Listening Comprehension, Free Conversation and Topic 

Presentation, was not held and the candidates were given the full marks allotted for this component, i.e. 

30%. The table below shows the number of candidates who registered for the Italian examination at 

Intermediate Level in May sessions between 2018 and 2019, and in the last 2 columns the Special September 

session of 2020. 

  

 May 2018 % May 2019 % Special Sept 
2020 

% 

No.of Candidates  72 100 93 100 112 100 

Grades A - C  41 56.9 50 53.8 63 56.3 

Grades A - E  57 79.2 78 83.9 89 79.5 

Grade A  6 8.3 9 9.7 6 5.4 

Grade B  12 15.3 9 9.7 13 11.6 

Grade C  23 33.3 32 34.4 44 39.3 

Grade D  9 12.5 17 18.3 21 18.8 

Grade E  7 9.7 11 11.8 5 4.5 

Failed  10 13.9 6 6.5 8 7.1 

Absent  5 6.9 9 9.7 15 13.4 

Table 1: Distribution of Grades for Intermediate Italian Special September Session 2020  

 

As shown in the table, there has been a good increase in the number of candidates sitting for this Special 

September session of Italian at Intermediate Level. This is very encouraging although the percentage of 

absenteeism went up too.  

The grid shows how grades B, C and D have marked a good increase and although candidates obtaining grade 

A or E are less than in previous year, the Grades A-C band is very encouraging. Even if the percentage for the 

band with grades A-E might be discouraging, it remains a fact that in 2019 there was an increase of 21 

candidates that obtained a pass in Italian at Intermediate Level, and another increase of 11 candidates in 

this last Special September session. At the same time, although there has been a remarkable increase in the 

number of candidates sitting for the exam, the number of failures has barely gone up.  

 

B.  COMMENTS ON PAPER II 
 

Due to the constraints caused by Covid-19, Paper I could not be set and carried out. As a result of this 

mitigating action, candidates were given full marks for this paper, i.e. 30%.  

Paper II – Written 
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Comprehensions 

Performance in this component was fair. The informative texts selected were in keeping with the level of 

most candidates, who were able to lift the correct answers from the text. All candidates made some attempt 

to write a relevant response to all questions set for the two different texts.   

As in previous years, some candidates gave only partial answers, in many cases answers were simply lifted 

from the texts, with candidates stopping at the wrong place or giving unnecessary information. High scoring 

questions in both passages were those testing a general comprehension of texts. 

Since Text 1 had mostly referential questions, candidates did not find many difficulties in answering to the 

questions as they were quite straightforward.  This is contrary to what happened for Text 2, in which the 

questions set did not elicit information in an orderly manner, and consequently the candidates had to read 

and understand well the questions. There were a few candidates who misunderstood what they were 

requested to do.  This scenario was valid especially for questions: 1, 8 and 9 (for example the candidates had 

to mention a tourist attraction in Rome and mostly wrote Colosseo whereas the text said Pantheon).  

Emphasis should be made that answers should be based on information found in the text and not from 

general knowledge.  Moreover, most candidates swapped the answers for questions 5 and 6 showing that 

they did not fully understand the purpose of the different activities organised for the marathon event. 

A common weakness for both texts were the answers given to the questions related to vocabulary or to 

what/whom an element is referring. It is reasonable not to know the meaning of all words but at 

Intermediate Level, candidates should have an ample understanding of more complex words.  It is suggested 

that candidates are exposed to a wide variety of texts in the classroom and exposed to a wider range of 

vocabulary. As always, candidates should be encouraged and trained to give full but relevant answers and 

use their own words wherever possible. 

 

Essay 

This year all titles were chosen by candidates. The majority of the candidates (about 65%) chose essay title 

A. However, since many candidates chose title A, there was a clear scene of seen one seen them all; they all 

repeated the same things over and over again and the essays lacked originality. 

The best essays were of those that chose title D (the reasons why tourists come to Malta). Most of them 

were interesting and humorous to read and certainly different. The most original were the essays of title C 

(surviving on a deserted island). Some candidates also gave a lot of insight and depth when answering essay 

title E (youthhood); it is true that frequent sweeping statements tend to ignore that many of our young 

generation can actually be very profound.  

As regard the language itself, candidates are still having problems with the correct use of punctuation marks: 

the use of the colon and semi-colon is still a myth. And that resulted in never ending sentences with several 

commas and a complex syntax. It is also evident that very few candidates know how to use the verbs in the 

Impersonal Form and also that very few candidates have a basic knowledge of the Conditional and 

Subjunctive tenses. 
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Some common mistakes that candidates can easily avoid: 

 Internet is often used with the article: l’Internet, nell’Internet. The same for Youtube and 

Instagram. The plural form with an “s” is erroneously used: alcune Youtubers 

 Frequent mistakes in the concordanza: molte turisti vengo a Malta per questi ragioni; il primo 

ragione, gli adolescente. 

 Mistakes in the use of the accent: anché, cosi, piu, perche, and the confusion between e and è  

 Errori di morfologia: un isola, esperienzono, dell’altri paezi, noi abbiamo molte attrazione belli, il 

giovani, non mi piace gli pesci. 

 Errori di ortografia: interesante, pocchi, dimenticiamo, devvono 

 Interferenza linguistica: technologia, communicazione, generozi, ingleze. 
 

On a positive note, compared to the past years, their writing skills are to be praised. Some candidates’ level 

of Italian is excellent and can easily be considered of an Advanced Level standard. There were a number of 

essays in which there were very few corrections and others with idiomatic Italian and an excellent level of 

language with regard to syntax and lexicon. 

 

Literature: Ammaniti / Cassola /Benni 

22 candidates chose Io non ho paura of Ammaniti: 14 answered Brano 2. The other 8 candidates answered 

the questions of Brano 1. 

It is evident from the marks achieved that many candidates have to improve in this section. On a positive 

note, in comparison to previous years, our observations and considerations are being followed because 

answers are more straight to the point even though much more work needs to be done. 

Since candidates who answered the questions set to Brano 1 needed to pay attention to the details of the 

story, a good studying strategy and memory were required.  The candidates failed to answer well the 

questions a, c, d, f and g, and if they were totally wrong, 16 points were deducted, meaning half of the full 

marks set for this task.  Candidates need to realise that even though the book has a simple story, its 

implications and reflections are not that straightforward. 

Character analysis requires a refined reading, an eye for detail and reading between the lines. When one 

reads well the story, candidates need more training in certain details. The same problem presented itself for 

Brano 2.  Most candidates avoided to answer questions h and i and those who answered them, did not get 

them totally right.  Many failed to answer fully question b which requested a description of Michele’s 

relationship with his parents. 

66 candidates answered the questions set on La Ragazza Di Bube of Carlo Cassola. Very few opted for 

questions on Brano 3, whilst the big majority answered questions on Brano 4 taken from the latter part of 

the novel. This proved to be more attractive possibly because the text gets more exciting and one particular 

incident includes a cold blooded shooting. This is confirmed by the high score obtained by all candidates in 

question c, which deals with the tragic shooting incidents of the faccenda di San Donato.  Questions d and f 

proved to be the main stumbling blocks. These two questions required an in-depth knowledge of the action 
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in the novel and some of the candidates drew the wrong conclusions about some of the incidents, especially 

with regards to the mob behaviour that caused the demise of Don Ciolfi.  

The brani regarding the novel Margherita Dolcevita of Stefano Benni were chosen by very few candidates 

but the ones who opted for this novel performed favourably with 6 out of the 8 candidates scoring over 50% 

of the total 30 points obtainable. 

 

Grammatical Competence: Some limitations still exist even at this level. These are: the faulty use of 

preposizioni articolate, errors in the use of pronouns and the difficulty to use the more complex tenses of 

the verbs to construct the more intricate syntactic structures.  

The most common errors are: 

 Incorrect use of irregular verbs;  

 Wrong choice of use of the auxiliary verbs essere/avere in compound tenses; 

 Spelling mistakes due to interference from Maltese, like pratica/prattica; azione /azzione  

 Faulty agreement in gender and number between noun and adjective;  

 Missing or wrong accents; 

 The correct use of è (with accent) and e (without accent). Ha (verbo avere) and a (at). 
 

Language competence: Some candidates still lack a flowing style in their writing. This points to the fact that 

they have little contact with the language and that their exposure to it probably results from a classroom 

experience only. Candidates should be encouraged to expose themselves to written Italian by reading 

newspapers and magazines, and spoken Italian through watching suitable television programmes. The 

majority of candidates expressed themselves quite adequately. In some cases, handwriting left much to be 

desired.  

 

C. CONCLUDING COMMENTS 

 

On a positive note, candidates sitting for Italian at Intermediate Level continue to increase as the trend has 

shown during the last years. However, the percentage of those not turning up for the exam continues to 

grow too. In 2018 the absentees were 6.9% of those applying, in 2019, 9.7% and in 2020, 13.4%: that means 

in two years the % has nearly doubled itself.  
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It is encouraging to see that after there was an increase of 21 candidates in 2019 when compared to 2018, 

now there is another increase of 19 candidates in 2020. This has brought about an increase even in the 

number of passes, without luckily increasing the number of failures.  

 

Chairperson 

Examination Panel 2020  


