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1.   General information and statistics 
This report assumes that the readers are familiar with the English Language SEC 2008 Syllabus and format of 
the paper.  The components and weighting are the following: 
 
10%: Speaking skills 
15%: Listening Comprehension  
25%: Language Use 
25%: Reading Comprehension Skills 
25%: Writing Skills (20% writing task, 5% shorter writing task) 
 
1.1 Statistical Information 
The number of candidates for the SEC English Language examination was more or less the same as last year’s.  
 
For the fifth consecutive year there has been an increase in applicants for Paper IIA.  
 
This swing towards Paper A continues to be worrying as this year 335, that is a good 11.2% of candidates taking 
the A paper, got an Unclassified mark. Of these, 265 could have been awarded Grade 6 or Grade 7 had they 
opted for the B paper.  Again, among the B candidates there is more to worry about.  Out of 2933 who took the 
examination, 893 (30.4%) did not make it to Grade 7 and remained unclassified.  Of these 374 (12.75%) scored 
less than 25 marks overall. 
 
The two issues pointed out in last year’s report remain, namely that there is a sizeable  group of students who 
should not have opted for the A paper and a large group who should not have taken the examination at all as 
they were not ready for it. 
 
Table 1: Distribution of grades 
 

Grade 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 U Abs Total 
IIA 
% 

139 
4.6% 

533 
17.8% 

805 
26.8% 

577 
19.2% 

566 
18.9% 

-- -- 335 
11.2% 

45 
1.5 

3000 

IIB 
% 

-- -- -- 137 
84.7% 

514 
17.5% 

549 
18.7% 

680 
23.2% 

893 
30.4% 

160 
5.5% 

2933 

Total 
% 

139 
2.3% 

533 
9% 

805 
13.6% 

714 
12% 

1080 
18.2% 

549 
9.3% 

680 
11.5% 

1228 
20.7% 

205 
3.5% 

5933 

 
 
 

1.0 General Information and Statistics  
1.1   Statistical Information 
1.2   Note on absences 
 
2.0 Comments on candidates’ performance 
 
2.1   Paper 1 Part 1 (a) Listening Comprehension 
2.2   Paper 1 Part 1 (b) Speaking using Picture   P rompts 
        Paper 1 Part 1 (c) Speaking using a role pl ay 
2.3   Paper 1 Part 2       Language Use 
2.4   Paper 2                  Writing 
2.5   Paper 2                  Reading Comprehensio n 



SEC Examiners’ Report – May 2008 
 

 3 

1.2 Absences 
There was a marked increase in absences this year in the A paper. Out of the 3000 Paper IIA candidates 45 
(1.5%) absented themselves from all examination papers, compared to last year’s 0.9%. This is a marked 
contrast with 205 (3.5%) Paper IIB candidates who did not show up for any part of the examination.  This is 
more or less the same percentage as in last year’s examination in the B paper. 
 
This year 52 Paper IIA candidates missed both oral and listening parts of the examination.  This is a marked 
increase over last year’s 42 candidates and 7 candidates in 2006. There were 200 Paper IIB candidates who 
missed both oral and listening parts compared to last year’s 248.  These candidates effectively forfeited 25% of 
the total marks.  One must reiterate last year’s comment that it is highly improbable that these lost marks can be 
compensated for on the other parts of the examination. One cannot but stress the importance of Speaking and 
Listening skills which should be given their due in the preparation of students for this examination. 
 
2. Comments on the candidates’ performance 
 
The recommendations and comments made in this report are aimed at all teachers of English in Secondary 
Schools and not just at teachers of Form Five, as the latter cannot possibly achieve results without the proper 
groundwork of the previous years. 
 
2.1 Paper 1 Part 1 (a) Listening Comprehension 
In this part of the examination candidates listen to two texts and answer questions based on the texts.  A total of 
15% of the total marks were allotted to the testing of listening skills and the two texts were weighted equally. The 
texts dealt with two different semantic areas but in the two sets of texts used there was thematic continuity. The 
first set consisted of information about British Kings and Queens.  The second set of texts was about the 
dangers of using mobile phones while driving. 

There was a very evident difference between the performance of candidates sitting for the A and B papers. 
A good 90% of Paper A candidates scored more than a total of 15 (out of 30) marks and it was not 
uncommon to come across very high marks (27-30). Only 54% of Paper B candidates managed to score 15 
marks and over and one often came across very low marks (0-3). 
 
The questions asked assessed a number of enabling skills including listening for detail, listening for gist, 
working out the meaning from context, and inferencing. Thus the testing of the ability to comprehend at word 
level, at sentence level and at a general level was ensured. 
 
The format of the questions was varied and included the following: 

• Sequencing 
• Selecting words 
• Responding to True and False questions and giving a reason 
• Reference questions 
 

The exercise where candidates had to indicate whether a statement was True or False and give a reason 
proved the most challenging because of the two-step thinking process.  Some candidates found it difficult to 
substantiate their answer from what they had heard.  The sequencing exercise (text B exs 1) was also found 
to be very challenging, especially to Paper B candidates. 

 
 

2.2 The Oral 
 
Oral skills were weighted at 10% and the test consists of a role play and a conversation prompted by one 
picture.  89% of Paper A candidates obtained a pass-mark in the oral compared to 55% of the Paper B 
candidates. 
 
This part of the examination is conducted by a separate set of examiners.  During the briefing session the 
examiners were familiarised with the content and rationale of the speaking test. 
 

2.2.1. Paper 1 Part 1 (b) Speaking using a picture prompt 
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Candidates were shown a picture intended to visually prompt them and activate their schematic knowledge.  By 
looking at the pictures candidates are led to the semantic area they will be asked to talk about.  A few of the 
examination questions relate to the picture itself, other questions are general and arise from the picture.  This 
year all the pictures depicted scenes set in past times. Examples included people boarding a bus, an old sport 
event, family outing and others.  Candidates had to answer questions and talk about the differences between the 
old scenes and more modern occurrences in today’s life. 
 
Candidates are more at ease with the picture prompt when compared to the role play.  This results perhaps 
because the picture involves no reading and is easy to comprehend. 
 
2.2.1 Paper 1 Part (b) Speaking using a role play 
 
This year’s role play took the form of a conversation between a young person and a T.V. presenter carrying out 
a survey for a programme aimed at teenagers. 
The roles candidates had to take were of young people giving their views about friendship, shopping, studying, 
wearing of a uniform and so on. 
 
It is imperative that candidates practise speaking skills in class regularly and throughout the whole scholastic 
year.  They should practise meaningful, authentic speaking activities which will help them feel at ease during 
oral examinations. Speaking is a skill which is as important as writing and reading and it should be given its due 
importance by teachers in class.   
 

2.3 Paper 1 Part 2 Language Use 
 
This is the last component of Paper 1 which is common to all candidates (the other components common to 
Paper A and Paper B candidates are the Listening Comprehension and the Oral).  Candidates are allowed one 
hour and a quarter to complete this paper.  The tasks test the candidates’ accurate use of the language and 
cover knowledge of: spelling, morphology, vocabulary, collocations, syntax, structures and sociolinguistic 
competence.  It is worth stressing that this paper and the writing task in Paper 2 reward accuracy and marks are 
lost for spelling mistakes. 
 
This component of the examination served to differentiate well among candidates and those with a higher 
competence were able to show what they could do.  Only 11.5% of Paper B candidates went past the 25 marks 
(out of 50) compared to 74% of Paper A candidates.  Indeed, over 180 Paper A candidates managed to score 
over 40 marks, whereas no Paper B candidate managed to score 40 marks – the highest mark for Paper B 
candidates was 38.5. It is important to reiterate that this part of the examination is completely based on 
accuracy. 
 
All exercises presented language in a mini-context, thus creating an acceptable level of meaningful language.  
This emphasises and ensures that what is being tested is the ability to use language in a context, and not the 
ability to manipulate the mechanical aspects of grammar.  
 
Exercise 1 was a word formation exercise.  Many candidates fared well in this exercise. The main stumbling 
block was undiagnosed which only very few put down correctly.  The last item, controversial, also proved quite 
difficult for many candidates.  Common pitfalls were the spelling of  inspiring, inspirational, failure, painful  and  
presenter.  
 
Exercise 2 was a cloze passage which unfortunately presented many candidates with difficulty.  A substantial 
number of candidates put down importance for number 4 and then important  for number 5.  This brought out the 
lack of recognition of the cohesion of a text.  Few candidates obtained full marks in this exercise, so it 
adequately served to differentiate between the stronger and weaker students.   
 
Exercise 3  was the tense exercise.  Getting the tense right proved tough for many students.  Among the most 
common mistakes were:  were evacuated for had been evacuated, and founded for were found. The misspelling 
of blackened was also a pitfall for many with a considerable number of candidates writing blackend instead. The 
last three items i.e. numbers 8, 9, 10 were problematic, with number 10 proving especially so.  It would seem 
that candidates are unfamiliar with the expression ‘are likely to be’.  
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Exercise 4 – inserting a suitable question tag – was a seemingly easy exercise which cost  candidates marks –  
many either ignored the example given or were completely clueless as to what was expected. A considerable 
number of candidates put in a phrase such as can you be so kind as to go, Jason? for number 1 and other such 
phrases for the rest.  The candidates who did understand made an attempt at inserting the correct question tags, 
but only very few managed to obtain all the marks.  It needs to be pointed out that there were candidates who 
did not obtain the marks, not because the tags themselves were incorrect, but because they ignored the 
punctuation and used capital letters.  The most outstanding incorrect answer was the last with scores of 
candidates putting ain’t I and amn’t  I instead of aren’t I. 
 
Exercise 5  tested functional language.  Many candidates scored full marks.  Those who did not, generally got 
stuck on numbers 4 and 5. 
 
Exercise 6 tested candidates in the use of reported speech.  Reporting verbs were the cause of loss of marks 
for many candidates because they failed to use the correct preposition.  Candidates tended to repeat what the 
reporting verb was already saying.  For example Brian apologized and said sorry… or Brian refused and said 
no…  Also,  many failed to make the switch from since yesterday in the first line to since the previous day.  A 
number of candidates seemed to have understood what was required of them but included speech marks.  
Others failed to understand the instructions and either left the four lines blank or extended the dialogue they 
were given. 
 
In Exercise 7 candidates had to put in words or phrases showing quantity.  Candidates fared reasonably well 
here.  Many lost marks because they misspelt words like a lot and enough.  Quite a good number seemed to 
think that for is a word showing quantity as it appeared as an entry for number 5. 
 
Exercise 8 tested the candidates’ knowledge and use of phrasal verbs.  Candidates found some difficulty in 
their choice of phrasal verbs.  The most problematic seems to have been wore me out  and were getting up to.  
Some candidates gave the correct phrasal verb but they did not write it in the correct form or else tried but failed 
miserably. 
 
Exercise 9.  Linking words/phrases presented the majority of candidates with a problem – only a very small 
number of candidates scored 5 marks in this exercise.  Spelling words like although, even though, because 
correctly was a rare occurrence.  Also, many candidates put adverbs such as fortunately and luckily  while 
others put in ‘phrases’ like because we love him for number 8 and a silver necklace  for number 10. 
 
Exercise 10 asked candidates to fill in one word which continued an idiomatic expression in context. This last 
exercise definitely served to differentiate between stronger and weaker candidates.  Only very few managed five 
correct entries with an overwhelmingly large number only getting as far as mind in the first one and then going 
off at a tangent.  In fact, very few candidates got the clue that these were all expressions with different parts of 
the body.  A wide variety of answers were put in – many put project in for numbers 3 and 4, others put mobile for 
number 2 and even CD for number 4.  It was very clear that few candidates were familiar with idiomatic English 
in this exercise. 
 
Overall, very poor spelling featured in the majority of scripts.  As already stated elsewhere in this report, 
accuracy is very important in this part of the examination and incorrect spelling is penalised.  This is a comment 
that has been reiterated in previous reports, but it seems that these recommendations are not being taken on 
board by candidates sitting for this exam. 
 
 

2.4 Paper IIA and IIB Question 1 Writing task 
Candidates were required to write either a letter, a short story, an article for a school magazine or a dialogue.  
Candidates were expected to show the ability to describe, narrate, argue, persuade and compare, as set out in 
the current syllabus, in tasks which are realistic and which they might need to produce in real life.   

 
2.4.1 General remarks IIA and IIB 
 

Choice of writing task.  All choices were tackled, but not in equal numbers. In Paper A the narrative   (question 
2) attracted most candidates.  In fact 46% chose to write the short story, 38% opted for the article (question 3) 
whilst only 16% chose to write the letter (question 1). 
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On the other hand, in Paper B 44% chose the letter (question 1); 39% chose the short story (question 2) and 
16% opted for the dialogue (question 3). 
 
Some 1260 (43%) of the Paper A candidates who were present for this part of the examination failed to achieve 
a pass mark in the writing task (i.e. 20 marks or more out of 40); on the other hand, 90% of the B candidates 
who were present for this part of the examination also did not reach the pass mark.  This poor performance is 
very worrying. The highest mark among the Paper B candidates was 29, while two candidates taking Paper A 
were awarded 37.5 on 40.   This poor performance is also very worrying in view of the fact that as from next year 
in order for Paper A candidates to obtain a Grade 3 or higher they must satisfy the examiners in the Writing 
component in Paper 2. 
 
Length of writing.  Previous examiners’ reports have pointed out that overlong pieces which ignore the word limit 
lose marks.  Yet year in year out many candidates ignore this warning and produce longer pieces of writing to 
the detriment of the logical organisation of the writing.  Candidates are to be warned that marks are deducted 
when the word limit is not adhered to.  Candidates’ writing that is less than the stipulated length is also marked 
down.  Moreover, those candidates who put down 350 words at the end of their composition when in fact they 
have written over 400, have had marks deducted.  Examiners are generally unimpressed by inflated word 
counts. 
 
Planning. Although there were several attempts by candidates to use the blank space on the examination paper 
for planning, this is still very much underused.  Candidates are encouraged to plan their writing before they 
actually start.  Practice in class in this aspect is encouraged and recommended. 
 
Accuracy.   One marvels at the high degree of inaccuracy in this part of the examination where the candidates 
are instructed on the examination paper itself ‘to pay attention to vocabulary, grammar, paragraphi ng, 
layout, spelling, and punctuation ’.  In many instances these are disregarded with the consequence of loss of 
marks. It is still felt necessary to repeat the warning made in the examiners’ reports of the previous two years: “It 
appears that the rampant practice in our schools of grammar drilling through the filling of decontexualised, 
meaningless exercises at sentence level, taken off a book with no relevance to students’ lives is misguided and 
is bearing no fruit”. 
 
Task achievement.  Candidates are to be coached in understanding the rubric well and in following the 
instructions it presents.  If the writing task is a formal letter, then a formal style is required.  Another warning is 
that when candidates are in doubt about some aspect of the title, discretion becomes the better part of valour – 
a recommendation candidates ignore at their own risk 
 
Instances of good practice.  A small number of candidates showed that they are able to produce pieces of 
writing that were a joy to read.  These pieces were relatively free of inaccuracies, achieved the task, were to the 
point, respected the required word limit and the conventions of punctuation and format. 
 
 The comments below generally point to failings in candidates’ writing, however, this is done with a purpose:  
that of serving as guidelines of what examiners expect and for candidates to avoid such inaccuracies. 
 
2.4.2 IIA Writing tasks 
 
The Narrative: 
Many of the candidates realised that the story had to take place in a quiet time of the night, and most chose 
midnight as an appropriate time.  A few, however, merely wrote a story that took place in the evening / dark and 
did not clearly bring out the aspect of “in the dead of night”. These candidates were penalised accordingly.  
Unfortunately, as in previous years, most of the candidates who chose the narrative tended to write at excessive 
length (400 +) and lost marks as a result.    
 
The Article: 
Most of the essays showed that few of the candidates used a style appropriate for a teenage magazine.  These 
essays read more like an argumentative essay about the pros and cons of online chatting.  The essays were 
repetitive in ideas and often poorly worded.  A memorable sentence: Online chatting can help you improve your 
handwriting of the language. A number of candidates did not write a title.   
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The letter: 
Most of the students who chose this title lost marks because of incorrect letter format: most forgot to write the 
name of the person being written to above the business person’s address; a number forgot the date. Quite a 
number used an incorrect salutation. The tone of the letter sometimes left much to be desired. Few mentioned 
what the business person would gain (publicity etc.) by sponsoring the event.   
 
2.4.3 II B Writing tasks 
Letter: 
Here again the formal letter format was practically always incorrect to a greater or lesser extent. A number 
switched the sides the addresses should appear. Many forgot the date; the name of the person being written to 
which should be placed above his/her address was invariably forgotten.  Most began their letter with Dear Head.  
Some, it seems, do not know if their Head is a man or woman, beginning their letter with Dear Sir/Madam. The 
tone of the letter was often incorrect, with candidates stating that they are writing to tell the Head to invite a 
famous person.  The choice of famous person also left much to be desired ranging from international footballers 
(David Beckham was a popular choice) to singers like Madonna, Enrique Iglesias etc. One candidate piously 
suggested that inviting Mother Theresa would help make the event unforgettable!! A few chose more accessible 
Maltese personalities.   
  
Narrative: 
Here again, essays tended to be too long.  Many candidates found it natural to link the pop star or DJ to drugs 
and therefore, the police officer would then logically be included in the story.  However, very often the third 
personality was only superficially mentioned. Many candidates wrote a narrative about going to a concert in 
which a DJ and pop star entertained the crowd. At some point the police found drugs on some people attending 
the concert.  In these essays the pop star and DJ did not feature as important characters but were merely 
mentioned, and rather than a police officer as a character, these candidates wrote about police (a group of 
people) making arrests.  Candidates have to realise that this could lead to loss of marks.  Some forgot to write a 
title.  A few wrote a narrative that read more like a newspaper article or a biography. These candidates also lost 
marks.  
 
Dialogue: 
Most essays were acceptable, though at times they were well over the word limit.  A few candidates used a letter 
format while some used inverted commas. Erroneous expressions like “to make voluntary work”, “make/ do a 
voluntary work” were consistently used. Interestingly enough, a number chose a dogs’ home as the place where 
they were going to work.  One or two, however, decided that a week in Africa was the right setting for voluntary 
work! 
 
The better candidates sitting for Paper B tended to write essays that were too long, and were therefore 
penalised for length, although their writing ability might have earned them a pass mark.  
 
As usual, candidates lost marks because of grammatical errors, particularly incorrect tenses (especially the use 
of the past perfect and the inexplicable switching from past to present in the narratives), incorrect syntax, and 
poor spelling (writting was often found in the Paper B letters). This year errors in punctuation were notably 
frequent.  Indeed, a number of candidates might show an ability to write idiomatically but consistently used 
commas instead of full stops.  Limited vocabulary and incorrect expressions were also evident.  
 
An irritating habit some average-to-weak candidates have is to overuse idioms. It was raining cats and dogs 
featured in a number of narratives. An extract from one particular essay is worth noting:  
Parents forbid chatting because they wish the best for their children, but this often leads to children being down 
in the mouth.  Nowadays there are various adverts and seminars organised to warn teenagers about the 
dangers of online chatting, but you can lead the horse to the pool, but you cannot make it drink.  Parents should 
allow their children to chat online with friends as this is a way of them feeling on cloud nine.  Teenagers on the 
other hand should not use the internet negatively, as it is the last straw that breaks the camel’s back, and 
parents could punish in an extreme way.  
Teachers should warn students about the need to use these expressions sparingly and correctly. 
 
2.5 Paper 2 Reading Comprehension 
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The reading skills tested in the IIA and IIB papers are largely similar as are the question formats.  The difference 
lies in the difficulty level of the texts, the amount of reading required, and the level of reading skills required. 
 
The question formats included short answer questions, matching, reference questions, true and false together 
with a reason and explaining the meaning of a word or phrase. 
 
The reading skills assessed covered reading for gist, reading for detail, inferencing, working out the meaning 
from context, summarising part of the information and working out the author’s intention. 
 
The texts varied in topic and in type thus allowing the examiners to achieve a more accurate picture of the 
candidates’ reading abilities. 
 
 

2.5.1 Reading comprehension IIA 
 

Text 1 From  Aardvark to Zorilla 
  
Q1.  Some candidates circled rather than underlined the correct answer which indicates that the candidates  do 
not read the rubric carefully. A very small number of candidates failed to answer this question at all. 
  
Q2. a) Most students answered this correctly. 
       b)  This was the most demanding question with relatively few good answers. 
       c)  A good number of correct answers. 
       d)  A good number of correct answers. 
  
Q3.  Most candidates were able to answer correctly, but quite a few simply said make life easier, whereas a 
good number of candidates actually reiterated the question itself i.e. a powerful tool. 
  
Q4.  This was one of the more demanding questions and often launched was simply reiterated while consortium 
was misinterpreted. 
  
Q5.  Candidates were asked to quote a sentence but incomplete sentences often featured here, so it is once 
again evident that students fail to read the rubric carefully.  An average amount of candidates got partial marks 
for this question but few got  full marks. 
  
Q6.  This was one of the more challenging questions. Many candidates failed to mention safeguard and focused 
on the loss of information.  
 
Q7.  Most students fared well in this task, however, the last step was invariably wrong because they included the 
‘price tag’.  Marks were also deducted for putting two steps on the same line. 
  
Q8.  Many failed to mention that the Encyclopaedia is available online but merely said that they could see or 
view which of course cost them marks. There were some ridiculous suggestions like it will improve tourism in 
South America.  
  
Q9.  This proved to be one of the most demanding questions because candidates failed to use their own words. 
Superficial answers were mostly given and a very small amount of candidates obtained full  marks. Many others 
managed to get half a mark for explaining the word unique. 
  
Q10. Word limit was often ignored here.  Many students merely reiterated the answers to Q3 and most did not 
use their own words. Most students were only allotted 50% of the marks for this task. 
 
 
Text 2 BANISHED TO BOOT CAMP 
  
Q1.  The answers were mostly correct, however, a minimal amount of candidates failed to underline any of the 
options losing the mark.  Others circled the answer, which once again shows that candidates do not read the 
rubric properly. 
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Q2.  While a good number of candidates did well, just as many only achieved half the marks.  Weaker students 
found this task very demanding. 
  
Q3.  Candidates performed quite well in this question. However,  
b) many simply put rules  
d) many put camp instead of camp. 
 j) proved to be the most demanding. 
  
Q4. Candidates were able to answer a and c correctly, whereas e proved to be the most difficult as they failed to 
understand the word indifferenlyt. 
  
Q5.  Most candidates used a full sentence rather than a phrase, thereby losing marks.  Many were oblivious to 
what a ‘phrasal verb’ was in c and e. 
  
Q6.  Many candidates listed dead, pregnant and a prostitute as three separate answers, thereby losing marks. 
  
Q7.  Most candidates answered this incorrectly, stating that Sarah fooled Tina into believing they were going on 
holiday.  While a few either said that she surfed the net or paid $40,000, very few managed to achieve full 
marks. 
  
Q8.  Most answers were superficial with hardly anyone achieving full marks. Most candidates were awarded half 
the marks. 
  
Q9.  Most candidates achieved full marks, however, some used line numbers or numbers instead. 
 
Q10. This was one of the easier questions, however, candidates failed to mention four things in order to acquire 
the full marks.   
 
Short Writing Task 
  
Students lost marks due to inappropriate letter format and excessive words. Some tasks were actually 200 
words long.  Many candidates failed to use the correct tense because they did not understand that they were 
meant to write about their past and not current experience. This led them to go out of point, as they often wrote 
about the regime they had to follow rather than how they ‘benefited’.   
  

 
 
 
 
 
Overall, candidates seem to have fared better in the second text since in the first text questions were answered 
incorrectly or not at all.  There were isolated cases in which candidates did not answer anything at all from the 
second text; the reason for this could be due to lack of proper time management or even because a candidate 
would have failed to read the instructions properly.  The highest mark registered for this part of the examination 
was 56,  while the lowest was  4.5 out of 60 

 
2.5.3 Reading Comprehension IIB 

 
Text 1 
 
Q 1: Many candidates answered this question incorrectly as they failed to understand the meaning of 
‘consecutive words’, hence giving two words taken from different parts of the text. All those preparing for such 
an examination should be trained to pay particular attention to such matters. 
 
 
Q 2:  Most candidates fared well in this question.  
 



SEC Examiners’ Report – May 2008 
 

 10 

Q 3: Many candidates scored full marks whilst a good number scored half marks in this question.   
 
Q 4:  Although a good number of candidates located the answer to the question, many overlooked the ‘not more 
than six words’ instruction and went on to copy the whole phrase or sentence.  
 
Q 5: Most candidates were awarded between 2 and 4 marks in this question. 
 
Q 6: The absolute majority of candidates scored full marks in this question; most probably the reason for this 
was the fact that there were over 12 possibilities out of which only 8 were needed. 
 
Q 7: Many candidates claimed that the crowd gathered to wash rather than watch the animals being washed 
and hence lost marks in an otherwise very straightforward question. 
 
Q 8: The candidates who correctly figured out whether the statements provided were true or false went on to 
state, in most cases, the correct reason for their answer. 
 
Q 9: Many answers were rather vague. Many candidates, in fact, wrote that the duty of a mahout is to look after 
the animals. Candidates had to be more specific in their answers. 
 
Q 10: A good number of candidates failed to come up with an answer to this question and when they did guess 
what the writer’s feelings were, they could not justify their answer. 
 
Text 2 
 
Q 1: The majority chose the correct answer:  (c) a newspaper. 
 
Q 2:  Many candidates failed to come up with two different ways in which warmer temperatures may negatively 
affect winter resorts. Many came up with two similar answers – for example:  resorts may not be viable and that 
resorts may have to close down. There was also a good number who missed the point altogether which may 
demonstrate that when some thinking is required of candidates, they fail to produce the correct answer. 
 
Q 3:  Most candidates missed the point altogether. 
 
Q 4:  The majority of candidates failed to give an adequate explanation. 
 
Q 5: The majority of candidates scored highly in this question. Marks were lost when candidates listed beach 
rather than going to the beach as an activity. A small number of candidates also listed skiing as an activity whilst 
there were others who listed an activity twice, perhaps hoping that the marker may overlook this! 
 
Q 6: This exercise seems to have posed problems for many candidates. 
 
Q 7: Few candidates were awarded full marks in their answer to the question. 
 
Q 8: Most scored rather poorly in this question. Many of the candidates who were awarded some marks (at most 
the half marks for each phrase) were those who could, at least, explain a word from the phrase they were given. 
 
Q 9: Unfortunately, most candidates are not specific enough in their answers to this type of question. The 
following are some examples of incorrect answers:  
 f) many wrote – tourist office rather than resort tourist office  

g) people working in ski resorts rather than the increasing demand for people to work in ski resorts  
h) a good number of candidates wrote climate change and not speed of climate change. 

 
Overall, candidates seem to have found text two more demanding than text one for they scored lower marks in 
this section of the paper. It is more than obvious that candidates score highly when they simply have to pick 
information from the text without having to reflect beforehand. The moment they are required to analyse facts, or 
the meaning of words or phrases, or deduce the writer’s intention they tend to fail and perform very poorly. 
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Short Writing Task 
 
Some candidates lost marks for not using the proper letter format. Some mistook this for a formal letter, hence 
ending the letter in a very formal way – ‘yours faithfully’, for example. Some candidates did not insert the date 
after the address.  
 
Where content was concerned, most answers were valid yet unfortunately, these were riddled with spelling and 
grammatical mistakes for which candidates were heavily penalised. There were serious problems concerning 
tenses and agreement whilst idiom left much to be desired in the absolute majority of the scripts. 
 
Many candidates were penalised for not having respected the 60-word limit. 
 

2.6 Conclusion 
2.6.1 Comments, queries and suggestions regarding this report can be communicated to the Chairperson 
through the Director, MATSEC Support Unit. 
 
2.6.2 The examiners feel that after correcting around 6000 scripts, the use of accurate and fluent English 
leaves much to be desired at this level.  Improving the level of written and spoken English is a must.  It must 
be reiterated that teaching methods which revolve around the manipulation of the mechanical aspects of 
grammar need to be replaced by methods that expose the candidates to the language rather than making 
them learn about the language. Moreover, candidates should constantly be exposed to the language through 
listening, speaking and reading activities.  It is only in this way that they will aspire to achieve a good 
command of the English language.  

 
Chairperson 
Board of Examiners 
 
August 2008 
 


