
 
 
 

UNIVERSITY OF MALTA 
 

THE MATRICULATION CERTIFICATE EXAMINATION 
INTERMEDIATE LEVEL 

 
 
 
 

ITALIAN 
 

MAY 2009 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

EXAMINERS’ REPORT 
 
 
 
 

MATRICULATION AND SECONDARY EDUCATION CERTIFICATE   
EXAMINATIONS BOARD 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



IM Examiners’ Report – May 2009 
 

 2 

 
 

IM ITALIAN 
MAY 2009 SESSION 

EXAMINERS’ REPORT 
 

The following is the May 2009 session statistics: 
 
Grade A B C D E F Abs Total 
Number of 
candidates  15 31 73 28 24 23 5 199 

% 7.5 15.6 36.7 14.1 12.1 11.6 2.5 100 
 

Tab 1 
 

A Comparative statistics between three May sessions: 
 
 May 2007 % May 2008 % May 2009 % 
Candidates 260 100 220 100 199 100 
Grades A-E 226   86.92 186   84.4 171   85.9 
Grades A-C 152   58.46 128   58.2 119   59.8 
Failed   31   11.92   26   11.8   23   11.6 
Grade A   17   06.54   15     6.8   15   07.5 
Grade B   45   17.31   32    14.5   31   15.6 
Grade C   90   34.62   81    36.8   73   36.7 
Grade D   39   15.00   31    14.1   28   14.1 
Grade E   35   13.56   27    12.3   24   12.1 
absent     3   01.15     8      3.6     5   02.5 

Tab 2 
 
 Last year’s report lamented the fact that the number of candidates had gone down from 
316 in 2006 to 260 in 2007 and then to 220 in 2008. This year, unfortunately, the slump continued 
by a further 21 which means that almost a hundred and twenty students have been lost in three 
years. As this year there was a gain of 44 candidates at Advanced Level, it seems that students 
are opting for the full Advanced Level, perhaps not seeing much practical use for the 
Intermediate.  
 
  Table 2 shows that this year there was a slight improvement in the candidates’ overall 
performance, the only negative differences being 0.3% more candidates Failed, 0.1% less 
obtained Grade C and 0.7% less got Grade E. It is quite intriguing, however, that the table for the 
average marks obtained by the candidates in the various parts of the examination shows that 
these averages are rather high, especially the average total, 56.64 marks out of 100. This is 
because the good candidates did very well, but others did rather poorly. It is rather surprising that 
the average mark for Literature fell below 15 out of 30 marks, whereas this section is the one 
where candidates did very well at Advanced Level. 
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Part I   
 Not surprisingly the oral test was the part where the students obtained the highest marks, 
an average of 13.8 out of 20. At 6.05 marks out of 10, the average of the Listening Précis was 
almost equal, relatively.  
 
Section A - Language  
 The average for the Written Comprehension  was 10.95 marks out of 20 and 
surprisingly the Essay’s average was slightly higher at 11.63%. It is rather unusual that 
candidates do better in the essay than in the comprehension. Here many students showed lack of 
ability to extract the answer to certain inferential questions – a clear proof that they did not 
regularly read texts taken from newspapers and magazines. Understanding such texts should not 
be difficult for candidates sitting the Intermediate Certificate. Some of the answers revealed that 
many students still don’t know how to extract the meaning of words or phrases in their context to 
find the correct answer. The number of students who wrote answers in their own words was low: 
the majority resorted to copying the text as it was printed. 
 
 The main faults with the Essay were due to spelling and grammar rules mistakes. These 
were understandably more numerous than in the Advanced Level essays. Students should be 
encouraged to learn through their own errors during the two years of preparation for this exam. 
 
 The essays  were set so as to provide candidates with a good choice of topics that are 
related to their active or passive experiences. However it is evident that many students still prefer 
to treat the set topics in a very generic manner. Failure to mention their own activities is not 
conducive to good essay writing. Consequently their views on the generation gap sounded quite 
convincing but when they mentioned voluntary organizations it was evident that many lacked 
direct experience because their arguments were vague. Regarding the first topic some students 
misunderstood “sociale” for “socializing” activities and spoke about friends and fun. The second 
topic attracted a lot of stereotyped extremist views about immigration, religion and linguistic pride, 
some of which are absolutely shocking: some said that illegal immigrants should be thrown into 
the sea, that foreign words should be written phonetically, while religion swung from 
anticlericalism to fatalism. Few attempted balanced views and the majority revealed their stark 
immaturity. The most abundant details were mentioned by the candidates who wrote about 
“Amici”: they knew all the names of the participants, their songs, dances, etc. However, those 
who wrote about “Striscia la notizia” generally missed the worthy denunciation of misdeeds and 
dwelt on the lighter aspects of the programme. Many candidates only spoke of one of the 
programmes and did not bother to compare the good or bad points of both, which was implied in 
the invitation to explain why they preferred one to the other. The essays on Facebook attracted a 
lot of candidates, who showed that they are very knowledgeable about this phenomenon, but the 
passionate way they defended it revealed their immaturity. 
 
 
 
Section B. Literature 
 
 All the candidates chose to answer a question on Andrea Camilleri’s Il ladro di 
merendine.  The other two set books were ignored completely. Of the 194 candidates, 49 chose 
the first Camilleri passage (Brano 1) and 145 chose the second (Brano 2).  Ninety-six (49.48%) 
candidates obtained at least 10 points in the literature question and ninety-eight (50.52%) 
obtained less than 10. As the examiners have often remarked in the previous years’ reports, most 
candidates seemed to have a good idea of the novel’s content, but the problem was that many 
marks were lost due to poor (in extreme cases, very poor) language.   
 
 A number of candidates wanted to include everything they knew, rather than what was 
required for that particular answer.  In this way they ended up repeating material, exceeding the 
normal limits and thus increasing the number of mistakes in spelling, grammar and vocabulary. 
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Performance in the various parts of the exam was as follows: 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Chairperson, 
Board of Examiners   
 
25 August 2009 
 

Exercise Average Maximum 
Oral 13.80 20 
Listening Précis 6.05 10 
Written Comprehension 10.95 20 
Essay 11.63 20 
Literature 14.31 30 
Average of Totals           56.74 100 


