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SEC History
MAY 2016 Session
Examiners’ Report

Part 1: STATISTICAL INFORMATION

Table 1 shows the distribution of grades for the May 2016 session of the examination:

GRADE 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 U ABS TOTAL
PAPER A 3 27 41 31 19 - - 27 4 152
PAPER B - - - 6 16 17 7 19 16 81

TOTAL 3 27 41 37 35 17 7 46 20 233

% OF TOTAL 1.3 11.6 17.6 15.9 15.0 7.3 3.0 19.7 8.6 100.0

1.1. A total of 233 candidates registered for History in the May 2016 session, up by 28 candidates from last
year’s cohort (205):

 152 candidates sat for Paper A, compared to last year’s 151 candidates;
 81 candidates sat for Paper B, compared to the 54 candidates who sat for Paper B last year;

1.2. There were 20 absentees for this year’s session, which is double the number of candidates who were absent
last year:

 4 candidates failed to sit for both Paper I and IIA,
 16 candidates failed to sit for both Paper I and IIB.
 2 candidates sat for only one of the two Papers. Both of these candidates were registered for Paper IIB,

with one of these candidates failing to sit for Paper I but sat for Paper IIB, while the other sat for Paper
IIB but did not sit for Paper I.

1.3. A total of 121 candidates (79.6%) who sat for Paper A passed this year’s exam and got grades ranging from
1 to 5, while 27 candidates (17.8%) failed the exam. From the 81 candidates who sat for Paper B, 46
candidates (56.8%) passed and got grades 4 to 7, while 19 candidates (23.5%) failed the exam.

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

 The largest proportion of those opting to use Maltese to answer both papers or one of them is mostly to
be found among candidates sitting for Paper B.

 3 candidates used Maltese to answer both Paper I and Paper IIA;
 2 candidates used Maltese to answer Paper I but preferred to use English for Paper IIA;
 1 student used Maltese to answer both Paper I and Paper IIB;
 8 candidates used Maltese to answer Paper IIB but used English to answer Paper I.
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Part 2: GENERAL COMMENTS REGARDING CANDIDATES’ PERFORMANCE

2.1. The results obtained by candidates sitting in the 2016 session, when compared with those obtained by last
year’s cohort, indicate an apparent improvement in results. Nonetheless, examiners have noted that there
were several similarities with candidates’ general performance over recent years, observing a number of
worrying patterns that consistently repeat themselves year after year. These include the lack of essential
historical knowledge and basic linguistic skills.

2.2. Historical knowledge: Examiners noted that once again some candidates showed a serious lack of
historical knowledge:

 Candidates lacked understanding of basic historical terms and concepts while their knowledge of
historical facts was generally superficial;

 A number of candidates were also unable to recall and interpret events and indicate their importance in
their historical context;

 Some candidates were not capable of presenting properly construed arguments based on valid
historical evidence;

 Source analysis and interpretation and in particular the extrapolation of evidence beyond what is self-
evident in the sources was often challenging to some candidates;

2.3. Linguistic skills: Examiners noted a worrying and consistent tendency for low linguistic skills among the
candidates. While, knowledge of such skills were not required for attaining a good result in this examination,
proper linguistic articulation in History is not only an asset but a necessary tool both in narrative and
argumentative style of writing. Examiners noted that:

 Several candidates lacked a basic knowledge of English vocabulary and problems in syntax and
sentence construction. 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, whether they were writing in English or in
Maltese. The choice of language by candidates noted in 1.4. above might be indicative of the linguistic
difficulties of candidates, showing that a larger proportion of candidates who opt for Paper IIB prefer the
use of Maltese and are generally weaker in their overall academic performance.

 Essay writing also appears to have been a challenge for several candidates, who seemed to have little
clue that essay writing is more than just long paragraph writing. The idea of engaging with a title, and
discussing and presenting forth an argument, seemed to be beyond a number of candidates. There
were instances of candidates who simply regurgitated class notes and made little to no effort to discuss
the questions set in the paper.

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. Overall, candidates generally found it difficult to interpret the sources and link the evidence presented in the
questions with the wider historical context. Candidates often regurgitated the evidence presented in the
sources, without adding anything ‘new’ and of substance to their answers. Some candidates were unable to
distinguish between primary and secondary sources.
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3.3. Most candidates fared better in International History than in Maltese History with the best average obtained
in question 4 on the Reformation. In the Maltese section, candidates were most knowledgeable on Malta’s
economy under the British but showed a substantial lack of familiarity with the topic on Malta during World
War One, which also obtained the lowest score in the whole paper overall.

3.4. There were 21 candidates absent out of 233 registered candidates sitting for Paper I.

Maltese History

3.5. Question 1 on the naval exploits of the Order of St John:
The highest mark obtained by a candidate was 8 from a total of 17 marks and the average mark attained
was 5.

(a) Many did not mention the Knights’ role in maintaining peace in the Mediterranean and maintaining a
safe passage way for Christian ships in the Mediterranean.

(b) The Mediterranean and Maltese context of corsairs had to be kept in mind when giving the definition of
Corsairs. Some did not mention that they were ‘legal’ pirates or explain what this actually meant.

(c) The Mediterranean and Maltese context of slaves should have been mentioned by candidates. Some
did not mention the loss of freedom experienced by the slaves or their use in Malta. Some confused
slaves with serfs.

(d) Only 12 candidates answered this question correctly. Most candidates mentioned some form of
fortification but they got the answer wrong because they ignored one or other of the following three key
elements: the fortification had to be built by the Knights; it had to protect the Grand Harbour; and it had
to be built after the foundation of Valletta, that is, after 1566. More generic answers such as ‘the
fortifications of the Three Cities’ or ‘the fortifications surrounding the Grand Harbour’ were also not
deemed acceptable.

(e) Most candidates did not elaborate on the long-term consequences of Lepanto, and particularly how
after Lepanto, Spain and the Ottoman Empire had practically neutralised each other and concentrated
elsewhere during the following decades. Most mentioned how the Ottoman Empire started its decline,
but did not mention how in the immediate term, the Ottoman navy managed to renew itself as the
Christians did not exploit their victory to crush the Ottomans definitively.

(f) Most candidates had no clue as to the reasons why the Ottomans resented the loss of the Sultana,
mentioning all sorts of reasons, some of which were extremely far-fetched and imaginative but clearly
off the point. Only two candidates mentioned that the Ottoman government considered the loss of the
Sultana with all its treasures and dignitaries on board (including the Sultan’s alleged heir) as a threat to
its commerce and supremacy in the East.

(g) Very few candidates answered this question correctly as the War of Candia. Many had no clue and
gave all sorts of colourful names, albeit all incorrectly.

(h) Most candidates understood that the three sources were all secondary sources. Some guessed that
they were secondary sources but did not explain well why they were secondary sources.
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3.6. Question 2 on Malta’s economic and strategic development in the nineteenth century:

The highest mark obtained by a candidate was 11 from a total of 17 marks and the average mark attained
was 7.

(a) Most candidates were rather sketchy and vague in their answers, omitting specific details on the actual
development of the Dockyard after 1848. Several candidates also focused more on the reasons why the
dockyard was expanded, rather than how it expanded, which was what was requested in the question.

(b) Most candidates explained that employment in Malta increased as a result of the development of the
Dockyard. However, candidates should have expanded on the employment patterns in the 19th century,
noting how employment increased not just in the Dockyard but also in other industries that serviced the
Dockyard, the workers or the naval services in general.

(c) Many candidates mentioned how the building of the Suez Canal enhanced the importance of Malta after
1869 although few elaborated by noting how the building of the Canal helped to reduce the distance
from Britain to India by half and how Malta therefore became an important central port of call for the
transhipment of troops and merchandise towards India and the Far East.

(d) Many candidates simply mentioned that Malta was a refuelling depot for coal, but the wider background
for this development was left out, in particular, the technological developments in shipping caused by
the Industrial Revolution and the increased importance of coal supply depots as a result.

(e) Candidates were expected to explain the importance of India as the ‘jewel of the British Empire’ and the
connection to Malta as explained in Source C. Several candidates either left out Malta’s role entirely, or
else did not elaborate sufficiently the importance of India for Britain.

(f) Only a few candidates referred correctly to the building of the ‘breakwater’ in 1903 and explained that it
was intended to protect the entrance of the Grand Harbour from prevailing winds and storms. Other
candidates mentioned all sorts of ‘safety measures’ including coastal towers, Forts Tigne, Ricasoli and
St Angelo, chains, bridges and even the Victoria Lines.

(g) A few candidates answered this question correctly, indicating the term ‘Fortress Economy’ as that used
by historians to refer to Malta’s economy in the 19th century. All sorts of other terms were concocted by
candidates including entrepôt economy, growing economy, tiger economy, jewel in the Mediterranean
and so on.

(h) Most candidates answered correctly stating that Source C was a primary Source as it was an
observation made by an important contemporary British official who was reporting on Malta in 1878.
There were still some candidates who claimed that all sources were secondary and one even went as
far as to claim that primary sources had something to do with the primary sector in the economy!

3.7. Question 3 on Malta during the First World War:
The highest mark obtained by a candidate was 11 from a total of 16 marks and the average mark attained
was 4.5.

(a) Few candidates gave the correct answer ‘Nurse of the Mediterranean’, while many candidates
suggested all kinds of other titles, including ‘Hospitallers’, ‘Infermieri’ and ‘Infirmary of Europe’.
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(b) Several candidates explained more why Malta served as a hospital base, rather than how it served
such a role. Candidates should have given details on the 27 different hospitals that operated in Malta by
1916, including the barracks, schools and camps that provided a hospital service to over 25,000
wounded and sick soldiers. Candidates could also have elaborated on the role played by the Maltese
people in this respect.

(c) Candidates mentioned all sorts of places were prisoners-of-war were supposedly kept but the majority
failed to mention the actual places where they were really kept: Verdala Barracks, St Clement’s Camp,
Fort Salvatore, the Polverista Barracks and adjacent camps in the Zejtun area. Some candidates also
confused hospitals with the prisons for enemy soldiers.

(d) Some candidates simply proffered that Maltese soldiers fought in Salonika and Gallipoli together with
the British troops. Yet, by giving such an answer, candidates were merely repeating the question in
different words or simply rewording Source A without adding much of substance.

(e) This question required candidates to make an intelligent comparison between these two wars that were
very important for Malta’s economy in the nineteenth and early twentieth century. Unfortunately,
answers tended to be sketchy or simplistic, and several candidates simply repeated the content of
Source B in different words, without really identifying and highlighting the important comparisons and
distinctions between the Crimean War and the First World War in their impact on Malta. Some
candidates simply spoke about either one or the other without bothering to make any comparison.
Others had no idea about either war and their respective effect on Malta and were rather superficial in
their answer.

(f) Most candidates answered correctly by referring to the Dockyard and the naval base as that economic
sector that employed the largest number of Maltese workers during World War One. Still, a number of
candidates incorrectly mentioned other sectors including the commercial sector, industry, tourism or
health.

(g) Most candidates understood the need to elaborate on the cutbacks in defence-spending. However,
answers were generally superficial and lacked detail.

(h) Most candidates referred correctly to the Sette Giugno. Quite a few invented all sorts of other riots or
gave details of the hardships suffered by the Maltese rather than referring to the riots themselves.

European and International History

3.8. Question 4 on the Protestant Reformation in the sixteenth century:
The highest mark obtained by a candidate was 16 from a total of 16 marks and the average mark attained
was 9.4.

(a) The majority of candidates answered correctly stating that indulgences were issued by the Catholic
Church for the remission of sins and for a person to spend less time in purgatory. A minority of
candidates confused indulgences with the sale of relics in the Middle Ages or only answered that they
were sold to build the Vatican Basilica.

(b) Most candidates correctly concluded that the author was negatively depicting the Catholic Church,
using the wolf’s head to show deception in the sale of indulgences.
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(c) The majority of candidates answered correctly stating that Martin Luther was a German monk or priest,
giving other correct historical facts about him. Very few candidates confused Martin Luther with
someone else such as a king or an inventor.

(d) The majority of candidates failed to make a clear connection between the two sources. In most
answers, candidates simply described correctly what was happening in the sources, using the captions
in the sources, but without linking them together. A few candidates simply linked the sources by saying
that they were produced in 1517. Other answers were too generic to be awarded any marks. A small
number of candidates answered correctly by saying that it was the sale of indulgences by John Tetzel in
Source A that urged Martin Luther to write and nail the 95 Theses which event is shown in Source B.
Candidates had to explain how Source B was one of the consequences to what was happening in
Source A.

(e) Very few candidates sitting for Paper B gave correct answers. The majority either did not give an
answer or gave unrelated causes for the beginning of the Reformation. The majority of candidates
sitting for Paper A gave correct answers such as simony, pluralism and nepotism or gave a correct
explanation of these terms.

(f) Most candidates explained how the invention of printing made it easier, faster and cheaper for Luther to
spread his ideas to a wider audience. Others failed to understand what was requested from the
question and wrote that the invention of printing helped Luther spread his ideas without elaborating on
that point.

(g) Most candidates failed to mention the setting up of the Inquisition, the Jesuit and other religious Orders,
the Council of Trent or internal reforms within the Catholic Church. Most answers were broad and non-
specific such as “excommunicating anyone who attacked the Catholic Church” or “that the Church is
always good”.

3.9. Question 5 on the foreign policy of Nazi Germany:

The highest mark obtained by a candidate was 17 from a total of 17 marks and the average mark attained
was 8.5.

(a) The majority of candidates made reference to one of the clauses of the Versailles Treaty, especially to
the War Guilt Clause including the payment of reparations. However, only about half of the candidates
linked this to their argument to show clearly that Germany was treated harshly with the Treaty by the
victorious states.

(b) A good number of candidates only said that the poster aimed to show that Germany was strong and
angry. More than half of the candidates failed to substantiate their argument with evidence from the
source while describing the Versailles Treaty in great detail. Some candidates managed to substantiate
their argument that the Nazi Party wanted to show German people that the Nazi Party was against the
Treaty by depicting a man with chained hands representing Germany unable to improve its economy as
a result of the restrictions imposed by the Treaty of Versailles. These candidates further argued that the
poster wanted to show Germany’s anger by using the flames and that the Nazi Party, represented by
the Swastika and the words ‘NSDAP’ on the poster, would be able to free Germany from the Versailles
Treaty.
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(c) While most candidates made some reference to the use of propaganda by the Nazi Party to promote
the personality of Hitler and Nazi ideology, including anti-Semitism and a strong racial policy, only few
expressed their ideas clearly. Candidates sitting for Paper A gave better answers by also explaining
how the Nazi Party, through the work of Goebbels, took control and made effective use of the media
such as radio broadcasts, books, films, newspapers, exhibitions, movies, school syllabi, leaflets,
posters and rallies.

(d) The majority of candidates answered correctly that there was an increase in military expenditure in the
1930s. However, only a few gave a deeper analysis of the data. A number of candidates concluded that
this expenditure led to tension between the Great Powers and consequently to the beginning of the
Second World War.

(e) Most candidates answered correctly by stating that Hitler held the position of Fuehrer in Germany.

(f) A number of candidates confused Hitler’s foreign policy with his domestic policy. Most candidates in
Paper B failed to identify one aim of Hitler’s foreign policy from Source C but answered from their
knowledge of the subject, at times either too generic or focussing on the Holocaust. Most candidates
also failed to explain their answer. Candidates sitting for Paper A obtained more marks by selecting one
of the aims from the source and giving a detailed explanation of it.

(g) Very few candidates sitting for Paper B gave correct examples of Hitler’s aggressive foreign policy. The
answers of candidates from Paper A were much better, at times going in great detail narrating the
history behind each example. The most common answers were the annexation of Austria to Germany
of 1938 and the invasion of Poland in 1939.

3.10. Question 6 on the City of Berlin during the Cold War in the 1960s:
The highest mark obtained by a candidate was 17 from a total of 17 marks and the average mark attained
was 10.

(a) Most candidates replied that Berlin was divided into Communist East and Democratic West. Others
gave a better answer by explaining how both Berlin and Germany were divided into four zones amongst
the Soviets and the democratic USA, Britain and France. Other candidates also added that Germany
was in a very bad state at the end of the Second World War.

(b) Most candidates answered correctly that Kennedy was the President of the USA. A small minority
answered wrongly that he was the Prime Minister of the USA.

(c) Few candidates among those who sat for Paper B gave a complete correct answer. Most were either
too brief in their explanation or went totally out of point. A good number of candidates also sitting for
Paper A gave good answers describing how people living in East Berlin travelled to West Berlin and
then to other Western countries in search of better work opportunities and more freedom. Other
candidates sitting for the same Paper failed to understand the question and gave out of point answers.

(d) The majority of candidates tried to compare the two sources. However, some failed to understand the
subject matter of the source. Some other candidates described and compared life in West Berlin to that
of East Berlin from their knowledge without using or giving examples of evidence as presented in the
sources and as requested.

(e) Most candidates answered correctly by making reference to the Berlin Wall.
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(f) The majority of candidates failed to link the question with the 1948 Crisis or the Berlin Blockade of 1948
and wrote about the building of the Berlin Wall, the fall of the Berlin Wall or about the confrontations
between East and West in a general manner. The majority of candidates who described the Berlin
Blockade in 1948 gave a good brief account of the events although some of these candidates failed to
state how the blockade came to an end with the re-opening of the rail and road links between West
Germany and West Berlin.

(g) The majority of candidates gave correct reasons on why the two sources are Primary Sources by
specifically explaining that the sources were written around the time of the building of the Berlin Wall in
1961 and that they describe what was happening at that time.

Part 4: COMMENTS REGARDING PAPER IIA

4.1. 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. Most candidates followed the rubrics, although there
were some exceptions:

 1 candidate sitting for this Paper only answered two questions from Section A and then produced
one answer for Section B that was out of point.

 1 candidate answered two questions from Section A and only one from Section B.

4.2. Table 2 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

1 106 69.7 7 60 39.5
2 33 21.7 8 64 42.1
3 26 17.1 9 92 60.5
4 16 10.5 10 25 16.4
5 89 58.6 11 36 23.7
6 26 17.1 12 16 10.5

4.3. Questions 1 and 5 were the most popular questions in the Maltese History section, while Questions 9 and 8
were the most popular in the European and International History section.

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

 Candidates generally found it difficult to develop and articulate arguments at the required depth;
 Candidates were often unable to use skills such as analysis and critical thinking, and engage with

the essay title creatively, beyond the mere regurgitation of class notes;
 The level of the written language and the writing skills used by the candidates sitting for this Paper

was rather low;
 Only 2 candidates sitting for this Paper actually chose to write in Maltese.

4.5. Candidates sitting for this Paper fared better in Maltese History than in European and International History
with the best average results being achieved by those answering Question 3 on the Catholic Church in
Malta.
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4.6. There were 4 candidates absent out of 152 registered candidates.

Maltese history

4.7. Question 1 on the beginning of the rule of the Order of St John in Malta:
This was the most popular question in both sections with 106 candidates opting to answer this essay title
with the highest mark scored being 19 while the average mark attained was 14. Most candidates answered
this question satisfactorily. Examiners noted some interesting variations among candidates who confused
the name of the Grandmaster under whom the Order was expelled from Rhodes, and the number of
members of the special commission sent to investigate the conditions in Malta. Some candidates also called
Charles V a King instead of Emperor.

4.8. Question 2 on Thomas Maitland and the beginning of British rule in Malta:
33 candidates chose this essay title with the highest mark scored being 19 while the average mark attained
was 14.5. Most candidates who chose this question gave a good account of Maitland and the reasons why
he was called ‘King Tom’. Most candidates also explained well his relationship with the Catholic Church.

4.9. Question 3 on the evolution of the Catholic Church in Maltese society since the 19th century:
26 candidates chose this essay title with the highest mark scored being 20 while the average mark was 15.3,
making it the best average mark for all questions in both sections. Most candidates focused more on the
politico-religious questions of the 1930s and 1960s, to the expense of other important aspects such as the
charitable and social dimensions of the Catholic activity in Malta that were often ignored by most candidates.
Some also focused on the Church-State relations, particularly Maitland’s early rule, overlapping the subject
matter of Question 2.

4.10. Question 4 on the role of Malta’s political leaders in the change from Colony to Republic:
16 candidates chose this question with the highest mark scored being 18, while the average mark attained
was 14.8. Most candidates failed to answer this question properly, as they preferred to give a simple
narrative of the main events that occurred between 1947 and 1987. Several candidates confused the names
of the leading political protagonists and their agendas. Some could not even distinguish between the 19th

and 20th centuries. For yet some other candidates, they could not distinguish between Independence and
Integration.

4.11. Question 5 on Malta’s role in the Second World War:
This was the second most popular question in the Maltese History section with 89 candidates opting for this
essay title with the highest mark scored being 20, while the average mark attained was 13.7. Most
candidates merely reproduced their class notes on this theme without much bothering to engage directly and
constantly with the essay title. It was quite typical that several candidates only mentioned the George Cross
in the essay conclusion, as a sort of climax of what Malta had suffered during the war. There was no form of
discussion or reference to post war controversies on whether the George Cross was another symbol of
colonialism and with which the Maltese people would not really feed itself at the end of the day. Candidates
must be careful not to romanticise the past.

4.12. Question 6 on the Defence Agreement after Malta gained Independence in 1964:
26 candidates chose this essay title, with the highest mark scored being 20, while the average mark attained
was 14.4. Candidates provided varied answers, with several confusing the defence agreements, their
architects, the timing and what was achieved in each agreement. Concepts like neutrality and non-alignment
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might have been too abstract and beyond the candidates’ understanding since most of the ideas on these
themes were rather poor.

European and International history

4.13. Question 7 on the Voyages of discovery in the 15th and 16th centuries:
60 candidates chose this question, with the highest mark scored being 20, while the average mark attained
was 9.8. Though some candidates made a good effort to mention some Portuguese and Spanish explorers
and their voyages of discovery, few referred to new products that started to be exported to Europe.
Practically none wrote about their impact on European social or cultural trends, the development of ships or
sailing techniques and the effects the discoveries had on the Mediterranean. Only a couple of candidates
mentioned the development of better instruments used for navigation. There were also candidates who
besides producing rather brief answers, included Marco Polo with the explorers and wrote about the
discoveries of new sea routes without mentioning a single explorer.

4.14. Question 8 on the Napoleonic Campaigns and the Continental System:
This was the second most popular question in the European and International history section with 64
candidates chose this essay title, with the highest mark scored being 19, while the average mark attained
was 9.1. Many candidates tended to skim through the various aspects of the question without going into any
detail or referring to any key character or events and their effects/results. Others failed to present any
chronological analysis or to evaluate the importance of the Italian, Egyptian and Moscow Campaigns, and
the Continental System in terms of success or failure for Napoleon Bonaparte and France.

4.15. Question 9 on the Industrial Revolution in Britain:
This was by far the most popular question in the European and International history section and the second
most popular question overall, with 92 candidates opting for this title. The highest mark scored was 15, while
the average mark attained was 7.6. Most of the answers were weak: candidates focused on some of the
negative social effects of the Industrial Revolution (particularly by mentioning pollution, urbanisation and
female and child labour) but very few wrote anything or dealt with diligence the various developments that
were introduced to improve the conditions of the working class. Answers were often generic providing some
vague references to schools and inventions.

4.16. Question 10 on the 1830 Revolutions in France, Belgium and Poland:
25 candidates opted to answer this question, with the highest mark scored being 18, while the average mark
attained was 7.8. Though some candidates referred to the Congress of Vienna as a long term cause of the
1830 Revolutions, most of the candidates were not so sure about the principal characters involved, often
mixing up names and events related with the revolutions in France, Belgium and Poland. There were
candidates who recalled causes of the French Revolution of 1789 rather than those of the 1830s.

4.17. Question 11 on Mikhail Gorbachev and the fall of communism in the USSR and Eastern Europe:
36 candidates chose this essay title, with the highest mark scored being 13, while the average mark attained
was 4.8, which was the lowest average scored for all questions in both sections. Though some candidates
have some knowledge of Gorbachev’s attempts to reform the Soviet Union through his glasnost and
perestroika ideas, most of the candidates found it rather difficult to argue on what led to the fall of
Communism. In most of the answers, there was little to no reference to Russia’s weak economy, the
implications of the Afghan War and Russia’s defence spending, the attempt to introduce market forces, the
end of the Brezhnev Doctrine or removal of missiles from Europe.
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4.18. Question 12 on Yugoslavia after the death of Tito:
16 candidates opted for this question, with the highest mark scored being 12, while the average mark
attained was 7.3. Most of the candidates tended to focus on Yugoslavia under Tito though they rarely hinted
at his idea of Brotherhood and Unity. Ethnic and religious differences were rarely emphasised though most
of the candidates indicated the names of the Yugoslav states. Moreover, few seem to have any knowledge
of Ante Markovic’s policy or the revival of the Great Serbia idea and its implications. Candidates seem to
have a very vague idea of the key events that characterised the dissolution of Yugoslavia and its ensuing
changes and events.

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. Most candidates followed the rubrics, although there were
some exceptions:

 1 candidate answered 2 questions, one from each section;
 3 candidates answered 2 questions from Section A, and one only from Section B, while another

answered 1 question for Section A and 2 for Section B;
 1 candidate answered 2 questions from Section A only;
 2 candidates answered more than 4 questions, with one attempting 8 questions (4 from each

section), and the other attempting all questions, although, the level of the answers was low;
 1 candidate provided three answers that were out of point and another of low quality.

5.2. Table 3 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 78 96.3 7 33 40.7
2 14 17.3 8 20 24.7
3 11 13.6 9 46 56.8
4 12 14.8 10 9 11.1
5 23 28.4 11 4 4.9
6 11 13.6 12 8 9.9

5.3. Questions 1 and 5 were the most popular questions in the Maltese History section, while Questions 9 and 7
were the most popular in the European and International History section.

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

 Answers were often brief, often mirroring the answer length expected from Paper I, rather than from
Paper II type questions. Candidates tended to ignore the weighting (marks indicated in bracket next
to each sub-question).

 Answers were often bereft of any form of analysis and candidates often confused very basic facts.
Answers were also often vague and sketchy.

 A large number of 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. It is interesting
that some candidates thought that the introductory statement at the beginning of each question was
a question in itself.
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 Examiners also noted that the level of the written language and the writing skills used by the
candidates sitting for this Paper was very poor. 6 candidates sitting for this Paper chose to write their
answers in Maltese.

5.5. Candidates sitting for this Paper fared better in Maltese History than in European and International History
with the best average results being achieved by those answering Question 5 on Malta during the Second
World War.

5.6. There were 17 candidates absent out of 81 registered candidates.

Maltese history

5.7. Question 1 on the cession of Malta to the Order of St John in 1530:
78 candidates chose to answer this question, making it the most popular question not only in the Maltese
History section but also throughout the whole paper. The highest mark scored was 21, while the average
mark attained was 8.6. Generally speaking, most candidates knew the answers, although this does not
mean that those who chose this question scored well.

(a) It is interesting to note that a good number of candidates did not have a clue as to who granted Malta to
the Knights, mentioning among others Clement IV and Pius V.

(b) While some candidates made reference to some of the conditions imposed on the Order, several others
were rather sketchy and gave very few correct details.

(c) Several candidates made reference to some of the elements mentioned by the Order’s Commission
sent to report on the conditions in the Maltese Islands. Most referred to the islands’ lack of resources
and lack of defences. However, overall, the answers lacked much detail.

(d) While some candidates correctly reported on the initial negative attitude of the Maltese, more
elaboration was required. The answers were often too short.

(e) Most candidates gave fairly good answers on the choice of Birgu as the Order’s base.

5.8. Question 2 on Sir Thomas Maitland and the beginning of British rule in Malta:
14 candidates opted to answer this question, with the highest mark scored being 19, while the average mark
attained was 8.5.

(a) Most candidates got the answer right by stating that it was the Treaty of Paris, which was confirmed at
the Treaty of Vienna. Some candidates did not answer the question, while others simply invented
names of treaties, some real like the Treaty of Amiens, and others that were just a figment of the
candidates’ imagination.

(b) There was a considerable number of candidates who proffered that Maitland was a great opponent of
the Church in Malta.

(c) Most candidates gave some information on Maitland’s reforms in the Law Courts but most lacked
sufficient detail.
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(d) Some candidates confused Maitland’s reforms with the reforms suggested by the Keenan-Julyan-
Rowsell Commission of 1878.

(e) This question was answered adequately by most candidates.

5.9. Question 3 on the role of the Catholic Church in Malta:
11 candidates chose this question, with the highest mark scored being 16, while the average mark attained
was 8.4. One would have expected better answers from the candidates that chose this question.

(a) Few candidates dealt sufficiently on the services provided by the church during the last two centuries.

(b) Candidates’ knowledge on the politico-religious crisis of the 1960s was very superficial, with candidates
confusing Strickland with Mintoff, and George Borg Olivier with Paul Borg Olivier.

(c) The answers to this question on secularisation reveal that for many candidates this question was too
challenging.

5.10. Question 4 on the role of Malta’s political leaders in post war Malta:
12 candidates opted for this question, with the highest mark scored being 13, while the average mark
attained was 4.6, which was the lowest scored for all the questions attempted in Section A.

(a) Many candidates provided several alternative names of political leaders of the 1950s and 1970s,
mentioning among others, Eddie Fenech Adami and Napoleon Bonaparte.

(b) Only one candidate got the answer right while most candidates confused the 1947 Constitution with
other constitutional developments, while jumbling details in a confusing manner. Other candidates
simply left the question out.

(c) This question on the Integration proposal was confusing for many candidates who mistook it for
Independence or even the Republic.

(d) No candidate had any clue what the 1987 constitutional amendments were all about.

5.11. Question 5 on Malta’s role in the Second World War:
This was the second most popular question in the Maltese History section, being answered by 23
candidates. The highest mark scored was 21, while the average mark attained was 9.3, which was the
highest average obtained for all questions in both sections. Most candidates had a very good understanding
of the main developments during the Second World War in Malta, although there was some confusion
among candidates over the exact details of the E-Boat attacks, the attack on HMS Illustrious and the Santa
Marija Convoy. Some candidates were particularly imaginative in their answers.

5.12. Question 6 on Malta’s political independence:
11 candidates chose this question, with the highest mark scored being 8, while the average mark attained
was 4.8.

(a) It is clear from the answers given by the candidates, that few know the exact meaning of the term
sovereignty.
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(b) Paradoxically, many candidates remarked that Malta became part of the EU as a result of
independence, even if Malta’s accession into the EU was quite recent.

(c) Few candidates answering questions (c) and (d) could write at all on the Defence Agreements, with
some trying to play with the literal meanings of the word ‘defence’.

(e) There were candidates who confused Freedom Day achieved on the 31 March 1979 with Independence
achieved on the 21 September 1964.

European and International history

5.13. Question 7 on the Renaissance:
33 candidates opted to answer this question, making it the second most popular question in this section and
the third overall in both sections. The highest mark scored was 16, and the average mark attained was 4.8.

(a) Many candidates could define the term Renaissance as rebirth but very few could explain clearly why
the movement started in Italy or to distinguish it from Medieval or Baroque.

(b) Most candidates wrote less than 100 words for each of the following:

i. Art: A few candidates referred to changes in style and mentioned one famous painter but
otherwise no candidate had any clear knowledge of any artistic development in techniques or
subject pertaining to the period. Quite a few referred to Leonardo da Vinci.

ii. Architecture: A few candidates referred to the inheritance of classical style and mentioned the
hemispherical dome. Many confused the Renaissance with the Baroque. Others mentioned
Michelangelo as an architect without qualifying their answer.

iii. Literature: Most candidates had no idea of what distinguished Renaissance literature. A few
referred to Shakespeare. Others confused the term literature with literacy. Many could not
distinguish between medieval or early modern literature and the Renaissance.

iv. Sculpture: Most candidates could explain the development in sculpture only in the sense that
sculptors starting sculpting the human figure in the nude and referred to Michelangelo as an
example.

5.14. Question 8 on the abolition of Slavery:
20 candidates answered this question, with the highest mark scored being 9, while the average mark
attained was 2.7, making it the lowest average for all the questions in both sections.

(a) Quite a few candidates mentioned sugar and cotton. Many others listed tomatoes, rice, and wheat.
Others included gold and spices.

(b) Candidates could not give any valid reason to explain the importance of African slave-trade except that
lots of men were needed to work in the fields.

(c) Some candidates made generic references to poor conditions, ill-treatment (punishment) and provision
of small amounts of food. Most of the candidates seem to have no knowledge of the ordeal the African
slaves suffered both or board the slave ships and in the plantations.

(d) Though a few candidates referred to lack of human rights, most candidates could not connect the Age
of Enlightenment with its liberal influence. No candidate made any reference to the philosophers or the
monarch despots.
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(e) No candidate could explain how slavery was abolished in England and in the United States. A few
candidates referred to Martin Luther King (20th century).

5.15. Question 9 on the Industrial Revolution:
46 candidates opted to answer this question, making it the most popular question in this section, and the
second most popular overall. The highest mark scored was 14, while the average mark attained was 7.8.

(a) There were candidates who defined the Industrial Revolution as the change from cottage industry to the
factory system, but most candidates failed to explain how the new machinery helped its progress.  Only
a few candidates mentioned the use of the steam engine or the importance of coal and iron.

(b) Many indicated correctly that Germany, France and Belgium were the three countries that industrialized
soon after Britain.

(c) Candidates were not able to indicate and analyse thoroughly the social problems experienced by the
workers (men, women, and children) during the Industrial Revolution. Some referred to famine and
unemployment as men were replaced by machines. Some candidates also made a reference to the
Luddite protests that occurred in Britain.

5.16. Question 10 on the Unification of Italy:
9 candidates chose to answer this question, with the highest mark scored being 13, while the average mark
attained was 5.7.

(a) Some candidates defined the Risorgimento as a movement for the unification of Italy but failed to
substantiate their answer.

(b) Candidates seem to have failed to understand this question. Practically none made any reference to the
political division of the Italian peninsula as a result of the Congress of Vienna, the Carbonari movement,
the revolts of 1820 and 1830 or the 1848 revolutions.

(c) Only a couple of candidates could indicate correctly that Mazzini was a republican and the founder of
the Young Italy Movement.

(d) Though a few candidates have a fairly good idea of the Agreement of Plombiѐres, they failed to indicate
the principal actors (Napoleon III and Cavour) or how the event contributed towards the unification of
Italy.

(e) Quite a few candidates could explain that Garibaldi was the leader of The Thousand/Red Shirts that
invaded Sicily and that he fought for the unification of Italy. Most candidates, however, were unable to
explain clearly his involvement in the process of unification of Naples and Rome.

(f) Many candidates identified correctly Rome as one of the territories that were eventually added to the
Kingdom of Italy. On the other hand, only just a few could identify Venetia.

5.17. Question 11 on Communist-led Yugoslavia:
Only 4 candidates chose this question, making it the least popular question in both sections. The highest
mark scored was 13, while the average mark attained was 7.

(a) Two of the candidates gave the names of four Yugoslav socialist republics correctly.
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(b) Only one candidate indicated the three ethnic groups and two religious groups correctly.

(c) Candidates were unable to explain coherently what happened in Yugoslavia after Tito’s death.

(d) Some candidates stated that Milošević was a Serbian leader but did not indicate that he was the
president of Serbia.

(e) Candidates defined genocide fairly well.

(f) A couple of candidates indicated that some of the former Yugoslav republics have sought to join the
European Union.

5.18. Question 12 on historical personalities:
8 candidates answered this question, with the highest mark scored being 12, while the average mark
attained was 8.1. The answers were generally brief and vague. Such answers often indicated the
candidates’ lack of knowledge of historical facts and failed to evaluate the impact of the personalities on
history. Most of the candidates opted to write about Marie Antoinette, Napoleon Bonaparte, Bismarck and
Gorbachev.
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