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Part 1: Statistical Information 
 

GRADE 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 U ABS TOTAL  

PAPER A 52 127 174 135 63 - - 41 4 596 

PAPER B - - - 34 70 54 33 35 13 239 

TOTAL 52 127 174 169 133 54 33 76 17 835 

% OF TOTAL 6.2 15.2 20.8 20.2 15.9 6.5 4.0 9.1 2.0 100.0 

 
Table 1: Overall, statistical information 

 
Eight hundred and thirty-five candidates applied to sit for the Computer Studies SEC level 
examination. This is seven more candidates than last year. 
 
Five hundred ninety-six candidates applied to take the A-paper whereas two hundred and 
thirty-nine opted for the B-paper. Seventeen candidates were absent in both papers, of which 
four were registered for paper A and thirteen were registered for paper B. 
 
 
Part 2: Comments regarding candidate’s performance 
 
 
Paper I (Paper 2A Candidates) 
 
Question Topic Covered Max Average Facility 

1 System Analysis & Design 12 8.98 0.75 
2 Databases  9 6.85 0.76 
3 Logic  9 8.34 0.93 
4 Data Representation 5 2.81 0.56 
5 Number Systems 6 5.11 0.85 
6 Java 14 7.48 0.53 
7 Fetch Execute Cycle 10 7.83 0.78 
8 Data Buses 6 3.33 0.56 
9 Computing Terms  6 5.52 0.92 

10 E-Learning 8 6.72 0.84 
 

Table 2: Performance and Facility Levels in Paper 1  for Paper 2A Candidates 
 
 
The Java Programming question proved to be the most difficult for the candidates, followed 
by the questions about Data Buses and Data Representation. The questions on Logic and 
Computing Terms were found to be the easiest topics covered in Paper 1 by candidates 
opting for Paper 2A.  
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Paper I (Paper 2B Candidates) 
 
Question Topic Covered Max Average Facility 

1 System Analysis & Design 12 5.16 0.43 
2 Databases  9 4.12 0.46 
3 Logic  9 6.35 0.71 
4 Data Representation 5 0.84 0.17 
5 Number Systems 6 3.72 0.62 
6 Java 14 3.74 0.27 
7 Fetch Execute Cycle 10 4.98 0.50 
8 Data Buses 6 2.23 0.37 
9 Computing Terms  6 4.36 0.73 

10 E-Learning 8 5.54 0.69 
 

Table 3: Performance and Facility Levels in Paper 1  for Paper 2B Candidates 
 
The question on Data Representation proved to be the most difficult for the candidates, 
followed by the question about JAVA programming concepts. The questions on Computing 
Terms and Logic were found to be the easiest topics covered in Paper 1 by candidates opting 
for Paper 2B.  
 
 
Paper II A 
 
Question Topic Covered Max Average Facility 

1 Logic & Number Representations  17 13.46 0.79 
2 Operating Systems & Storage 17 7.27 0.43 

3 Java Programming 17 14.39 0.85 
4 Programming Languages & Software  17 9.78 0.58 
5 Input / Output Devices & CPU 17 8.37 0.49 

 
Table 4: Performance and Facility Levels in Paper I I A 

 
This paper had five compulsory questions each carrying seventeen marks. Candidates found 
the question on Operating Systems and Storage to be the most difficult question in this paper. 
The next most difficult topic turned out to be Input / Output Devices & CPU. The easiest 
questions were the ones about JAVA Programming and Logic & Number Representations. 
 
Paper II B 
 
As in Paper IIA, all the questions in this paper were compulsory. 
 
Question Topic Covered Max Average Facility 

1 Operating System, Applications and Hardware 17 10.89 0.64 
2 JAVA Programming 17 9.50 0.56 
3 Language Translators 17 7.63 0.45 
4 Storage & Devices 17 9.42 0.55 
5 General Computer Terms 17 14.59 0.86 

 
Table 5: Performance and Facility Levels in Paper I I B 
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This paper had five compulsory questions each carrying seventeen marks. Candidates found 
the question on Language Translators to be the toughest, followed by the question about 
JAVA Programming. The candidates found the question about the General Computer terms 
to be the easiest question. 
 
Interviews  
 
As in previous years, interviews were conducted to verify the authenticity of the projects 
submitted earlier. Private candidates were called in and were questioned by a panel of 
members from MATSEC and the Computer Studies examination board. A good number of 
candidates exhibited their work and answered the questions presented by the panel. A few 
others, however, found themselves in difficulty even when answering the most basic 
questions about their project or the programming language in general. 
 
Reports on Papers I, IIA & IIB 
 

Paper 1 

 

Question 1 
 
The majority of the candidates answered this question correctly. A few candidates found it 
difficult to identify three types of documentation. 
 
Question 2 
 
The majority of the students answered the first part of the question correctly but some 
students seemed not to be aware of the different types of relationships that exist in the 
context of databases.  
 
Question 3 
 
The absolute majority of the students gained full marks for this question showing mastery of 
the concepts related to logic circuits.  
 
Question 4 
 
This question was answered correctly by the majority of the students with the exception of a 
few who failed to answer question (a) by giving the total number of different characters (27) 
but instead calculated the largest positive number that can be represented (1111111 = 127). 
 
Question 5 
 
The majority of the students answered this question correctly. 
 
Question 6 
 
Unfortunately, when answering this question, a good number of students failed to show even 
basic knowledge of JAVA programming constructs. This extended to the lack of knowledge of 
the meaning of basic terms. 
 
Question 7 
 
Most students answered this question correctly with the exception of a few who failed to 
distinguish between Personal Computer and Program Counter. Some students also found it 
difficult to put the steps of the fetch execute cycle in the correct order.  
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Question 8 
 
A good number of students answered part (a) correctly but many found parts (b) and (c) more 
demanding. 
  
Question 9 
 
The majority of the students answered this question correctly. 
 
Question 10 
 
The majority of the students answered this question correctly. 
 
 
 
Paper 2 A 
 
Question 1 
 
The majority of the candidates answered part (a(i)) correctly however a considerable amount 
failed to provide correct answers to part (a(ii)). In answering part (b), many students 
answered by giving what the acronym ASCII stands for while part (c) was answered correctly 
by the majority of the candidates.   
 
Question 2 
 
Many students found this question particularly difficult. Few knew three features of a single 
user OS when answering part (a). When answering part (b(i)), some candidates provided 
answers that included other operating systems and trade names. When answering part (b(ii)), 
the majority of candidates answered correctly while the majority of candidates provided wrong 
answers for part(b(iii)).     
 
Question 3 
 
The majority of the candidates answered this question correctly. A few found it difficult to 
draw the flowchart while others failed to produce the correct output to answer part (b(ii)). 
 
Question 4 
 
In answering question (a), some students failed to show knowledge of the difference between 
a compiled and an interpreted program. Most students gave correct answers when answering 
parts (b) and (c). In part (d), few candidates gained full marks for this part of the question. 
Some only gave 3GL and 4GL as an answer leaving out the reason why selecting such a 
language for the particular context. 
 
Question 5 
 
In answering part (a(i)), some students failed to distinguish between serial and parallel data 
transfer. The majority of the candidates gave wrong answers for part (a(ii)) while most 
candidates answered part (a(iii)) correctly. Good answers were generally provided for the 
remaining part of the question with the exception of part (b(iv)), where the majority of the 
candidates passed through the assembly program once and failed to notice the use of the 
loop. 
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Paper 2 B 
 
Question 1 
 
Answers to this question were either entirely correct or completely wrong. This shows that 
students were either well prepared on this topic or else had no idea of Operating Systems 
and their features. 
 
Question 2 
 
This question seemed to provide students with the greatest challenge. While some students 
did show knowledge of basic JAVA concepts, many others failed to answer this question 
correctly particularly when answering question (f(i)) that asked candidates to show how an 
array of 10 integers is declared. 
 
Question 3 
 
In answering this question, some candidates found it difficult to distinguish between source 
code and executable code however a few did highlight that executable code is the result of 
translating the source. Answers to part (c) were generally correct while in answering part (d), 
many students found it difficult to determine the instances where it is best to use one type of 
translator rather than another. For part (e), a large number of students showed knowledge of 
syntax errors but failed to show knowledge of other types of errors.  
 
Question 4 
 
The candidates did well in this question with the exceptions showing lack of mastery of basic 
terms. In some instances, lack of proper expression in English made it difficult for the 
students to answer correctly.  
 
Question 5 
 
This question was answered correctly by the majority of the candidates. 
 
 
 
Chairperson 
2016 Examination Panel 

 

 


