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SEC History 
May 2008 Session 

Examiners’ Report 
 
Part 1: Statistical Information 
 
Table 1: Distribution of grades for SEC History       
GRADE 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 U ABS TOTAL  
PAPER A 9 23 23 32 50     22 8 167 
PAPER B       7  15 16 7 31 19 95 
TOTAL 9 23 23 39 65 16 7 53 27 262 
% OF TOTAL 3.44 8.78 8.78 14.89 24.81 6.11 2.67 20.23 10.31 100 

 
A total of 262 candidates, that is 14 less than last year, registered for the examination. 
167 opted for Paper IIA and 95 opted for Paper IIB. There were 8 candidates absent for 
Paper IIA while 19 candidates were absent for Paper IIB. 
 
Paper A candidates did well with 137 passes out of 167. This means that 83.03% got a 
pass mark while only 13.1% were unclassified. 
 
Paper B candidates did not do well with only 22 passes out of 95, or 28.9% of those 
who actually sat for the examination. Another 23 or 30.2% of those who actually sat for 
the examination were rewarded lower grades. A total of 31 candidates or 40.7% of those 
who actually sat were unclassified. 
 
Part 2: Comments regarding candidates’ performance 
 
2.1 General comments 
 
1. There were some good candidates especially in the Paper A group, however, many 

candidates are still weak in skills necessary for one to answer a History question. 
2. Many candidates do not focus on the question. They tend to give information which is 

sometimes irrelevant. They fail miserably when they tackle argumentative questions 
even though they might have the knowledge related to the subject. 

3. There are candidates who still tend to reproduce by heart previously prepared material 
irrespective of what the question actually entailed. Many can write an answer in 
narrative style, but are unable to develop an argumentative presentation or an analysis 
of a given topic. 

4. There are candidates who still need to be advised to answer the paper as per rubrics. 
In Paper I there were quite few who faired better in the Maltese History rather than in 
the European and International History sections. 

5. There were candidates who tended to be superficial and vague in  their answers. Key 
words were left out. Others left incomplete answers. Candidates need to be aware of 
and to be trained to use historical vocabulary. 

6. In the case of Paper IIB, there were candidates who ignored the question  structure.  
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7. It is felt necessary to emphasize once more that students opting for the History SEC 
level examination, be made aware of the whole content of the Syllabus long before 
deciding to register for this examination. 

 
2.2 General Comments about candidates’ answers in Paper 1 
 
Paper A Candidates 
 
Out of 167 candidates there were eight candidates absent. One candidate did not write 
anything at all. 
 
Part I 
 
125 candidates answered Section A, 33 tried Section B, 114 opted for Section C and 44 
attempted Section D. 
 
Section A: 67 candidates obtained half the marks or more allotted to this question. There 
were many candidates who found it difficult to indicate recommendations made by the 
Royal Commission of 1812, to explain what is a co-cathedral and what was the Comitato 
Generale Maltese of the 1830s. Many could not distinguish between a fort and other 
types of fortifications built by the British during the 19th Century. 
 
Section B: 21 candidates faired well with one candidate obtaining full marks. Candidates 
found it difficult to write about the Royal Commission of 1911 and were often vague 
when trying to explain why the Catholic Church opposed Integration. Others could not 
explain why Malta was a problem for Rommel during World War II. 
 
Section C: 66 candidates obtained half the marks or more allotted to this question. Some 
produced good concise answers, however, questions about Metternich, the July 
Ordinances of 1830 and the Carbonari were rather superficially answered. Many had no 
idea what the Holy Alliance was all about. 
 
Section D: 33 candidates obtained a pass mark or more, with two candidates obtaining 
full marks. There were candidates who could not define the Truman Doctrine, the 
Weimar Republic, and Gorbachev's policies. 
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Part II 
 
126 candidates answered Section A, 32 attempted Section B, 115 answered Section C, 
and 43 attempted Section D.  
 
Section A: 
 
Question 1: 74 candidates got a pass mark or more with five candidates scoring 14 marks 
and one candidate scoring full marks. Candidates were generally weak when answering 
questions (c), (d), (e) and (f). There were candidates who could not evaluate the Sources 
given nor could they identify De Rohan and his 'good intentions'. 
 
Question 2: 111 candidates scored good marks while 19 obtained full marks. This 
question was generally well answered except for questions (c) and (f) where candidates 
were expected to evaluate the Sources given or give reasons for the 'economic boom' that 
Malta had during the Napoleonic era. 
 
Section B: 
 
Question 1: 28 candidates got a pass mark or more but only one scored 14 marks. There 
were candidates who found it difficult to explain the aims of the 'Xirka ta'l-Imdawlin', 
had vague ideas or no idea at all of the economic situation of Malta between the wars. 
Though there were candidates who had good historical knowledge of Manwel Dimech, 
there were quite a few who indicated that they have little knowledge of his widespread 
activities. 
 
Question 2: only 12 candidates got a pass mark or more. Most of the candidates, who 
attempted this question, mixed up the Blood Constitution with the Independence 
Constitution and could not explain 'secret voting' and 'full sovereignty'. The word 'bias' 
also created problems of interpretation. 
 
Section C: 
 
Question 1: This was the second most popular question. 57 candidates got a pass mark or 
more but only one candidate obtained full marks.  Candidates' interpretation of 
Castlereagh and Mackintosh's positions regarding the Congress of Vienna were often 
rather brief and irrelevant. Many could not identify Britain's main criticism of the 
relevant Treaty and found it difficult to given examples of territorial arrangements that 
brought about discontent. 
 
Question 2: 66 candidates got a pass mark with two candidates obtaining full marks. 
Candidates seem to have a good knowledge of Cavour's career but rather surprisingly 
many failed to delineate Mazzini's and Garibaldi's contribution to the unification of Italy. 
Moreover, candidates seem to have found it difficult to evaluate the Sources. 
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Section D: 
 
Question 1: 22 candidates got a pass mark or more but none scored full marks. Some 
candidates could not indicate who was Clemenceau. Many found it difficult to explain the 
problem of minorities or to identify the shortcoming of the peace treaties. Few referred to 
the Versailles Treaty and some found it difficult to define 'buffer states' and surmise the 
predictions referred to in the Sources. 
 
Question 2: 27 candidates got a pass mark with three candidates scoring full marks. 
Though quite a few candidates were aware of Khrushev and Nagy, many failed to 
identify 'the founder of the Soviet State' and the aims of the Warsaw Pact. Moreover, 
there were candidates who could not explain what was the UN action regarding the 
Russian invasion and occupation of Hungary. Regarding countries that had signed the 
Warsaw Treaty, there were candidates who either listed countries that did not exist at the 
time or just quoted the text. 
 
 
Paper B Candidates 
 
Out of 95 candidates, 20 were absent.  
 
Part I 
 
69 candidates answered Section A, only 6 attempted Section B, 62 preferred to answer 
Section 3 while only 12 opted to answer Section D. Candidates gave very weak answers 
particularly when answering the latter two sections. 
 
Section A: only 15 candidates scored more than half the marks allotted to this Section. 
There were candidates who did not understand question 1, while many confused the 
Royal Commission of 1812 with that of 1836, did not know anything about Canon Paolo 
Pullicino or the Comitato Generale Maltese and could not explain what was the impact 
that Patrick Keenan had on the Language Question. Many had no idea of British forts 
built during the 19th Century and only two or three candidates gave the correct date for 
the establishment of the Gozo diocese. 
 
Section B: Half a dozen candidates attempted this question with only one candidate 
obtaining half the marks allotted. Many confused the political parties of the 1920s with 
others which emerged in later years. Others had no idea who was Rommel and were 
unable to identify Mintoff's predecessor as leader of the Labour Party or Anthony Mamo 
as Malta's first Maltese Governor General and later President of the Republic. 
 
Section C: Though a popular Section, it was poorly answered with only eight candidates 
scoring more than half the marks allotted. Most had no idea of who was Metterich or 
what were the July Ordinances (1830). Others mixed Bismarck with Hitler and had not 
idea what the Kulturkampf was all about. 
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Section D: This Section produced the lowest average with only one candidate obtaining a 
pass mark. Answers were often confused or totally wrong particularly with regard to the 
Weimar Republic, the Reichstag - described just as a building, the Yalta Conference 
participants, the Truman Doctrine which was mixed up with the Marshall Aid, and 
Gorbachev's policies. Some candidates mixed up the Iron Curtain with the Berlin Wall. 
 
Part II 
 
The answer distribution was as follows: 62 candidates answered Section A 1 53 answered 
Section A2,  13 attempted Section B 1 but only 10 answered Section B2, 44 answered 
Section C 1 while 43 answered Section C2, 20 attempted Section D1 but only 14 
answered Section D2. Many answers were below average particularly with regard to 
Section B2, and Section D1 and Section D2. 
 
 
Section A 
 
Question 1: 19 candidates got a pass mark or more. The first three questions were 
generally well answered, however many did not know what Infidel means and confused 
the Rising of the Priests with the French Invasion. Others mixed up De Rohan with 
Hompesch. 
 
Question 2: 26 candidates got a pass mark or more. Quite a few mixed up the Crimean 
War with World War I. There were many who could not explain what a secondary source 
is, confused the Continental System with the Congress System, and had no clear idea of 
the term 'economic boom'. Few explained the slump that occurred after the War simply as 
a return to poverty. 
 
Section B 
 
Question 1: five candidates scored half or more of the marks allotted to this Section. 
Candidates could generally identify Manwel Dimech but few gave the correct name of 
the society he founded. Few could give any details regarding the economic aspects of  
Malta during his times and the aims of Dimech's society were very superficially dealt 
with. Very few could indicate to which country he was exiled. 
 
Question 2: one candidate just scored a pass mark. Answers given were often very poor 
with candidates confusing the 1962 Constitution with Independence, and Mintoff with 
Borg Olivier. Many could  not explain or indicate the implications of 'secret voting', 
'crown colony government' and other terms raised in the questions. 
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Section C 
 
Question 1: ten candidates got a pass mark or more. There were quite a few candidates 
who simply copied text from the Sources given. They did not realize that Castlereagh and 
Mackintosh were opponents in politics. Regarding 'great states', many mentioned more 
than the main two, and few could give a valid explanation of the territorial arrangements 
that brought about discontent in a number of countries. 
 
Question 2: nine candidates got a pass mark. Most candidates answered correctly the first 
part of the question but failed to see the difference between the two historians quoted in 
the Sources. Many failed to understand the question about Cavour's domestic policy and 
were vague when attempting to answer questions on the process of the unification and the 
parts played by Mazzini and Garibaldi. 
 
Section D 
 
Question 1: only one candidate got a pass mark. Some candidates failed to identify the 
Berlin Tageblatt as a newspaper and few mentioned the Versailles Treaties. Many could 
not answer the rest of the questions particularly as regards minorities and events that 
occurred between the wars. 
 
Question 2: only one candidate got a pass mark. This question was generally vaguely or 
wrongly answered, in fact it carried the lowest average. Many candidates could not 
identify any of the Russian characters, and had no idea what the Warsaw Pact was all 
about or what were the events that happened regarding  Hungary that were referred to in 
the Sources. 
 
 
2.3 General Comments about candidates’ answers in Paper 2A 
 
Out of 167 candidates, there were 9 candidates absent for this paper. One candidate who 
had attended for Paper I, failed to attend for Paper IIA. 
 
Section A         
 
Question 1: 30 candidates attempted this question. The answers of 9 candidates were poor 
and were not awarded a pass mark. On the other hand, 9 other candidates wrote very 
good answers and were awarded 20 marks or more. One candidate scored 24 marks. A 
number of candidates did not really understand the meaning of the term 'political 
aspirations'. In fact some of them included economic and social factors while leaving out 
significant initiatives of the Maltese such as the 1811 Petition, which, among other 
things, stressed the right of the Maltese to re-establish the Consiglio Popolare. 
 
Question 2: 38 candidates answered this question, four of whom  wrote very good 
answers and were awarded twenty marks or more. Two candidates got 22 marks each. 
There were 3 candidates who produced very poor answers and did not obtain a pass mark. 
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Answers were generally satisfactory although a number of candidates mixed up the 
political views of Savona with those of Fortunato Mizzi. Some candidates expressed bias 
in favour of one or the other. 
 
Question 3: 10 candidates answered this question, 4 of whom were not awarded a pass 
mark. They gave some information about the 1903 Constitution but did not answer the 
question. One candidate was awarded 20 marks and this candidate clearly showed, among 
other things, that 'the British were not comfortable with the liberties granted in 1887. 
 
Question 4: 75 candidates answered this question, the most popular in Section A. 
Answers were generally satisfactory with 10 candidate producing good answers and these 
were awarded 20 or more marks. There were 14 answers which were, however, much 
below average. Some of these did not indicate the reasons for Malta's economic 
prosperity, the effects of the opening of Suez Canal or the importance of Malta as a 
coaling station. 
 
Question 5: 37 candidates answered this question regarding cholera and plague epidemics 
during the 19th Century. One candidate was awarded 20 marks while 10 candidates were 
not awarded a pass mark. Answers showed lack of knowledge of relevant historical 
events while social effects were ignored. 
 
Question 6: 41 candidates attempted this question. 4 candidates presented very good 
answers and were awarded 20 marks or more but 11 candidates were not awarded a pass 
mark. They did present some details about the development of Malta as a naval base and 
fortress but failed to mention how this benefited either the British and/or the Maltese. 
 
 
 
Section B 
 
Question 1: Only one candidate answered this question, which dealt with Gerald 
Strickland. This candidate presented a well-planned answer and was awarded 22 marks. 
 
Question 2: This was the most popular question in Section B - 32 candidates chose to 
answer this question about Malta's role during World War II. 4 candidates produced very 
good answers and were awarded 20 marks or  more, but there were 8 candidates did not 
get a pass mark. A number of candidates failed to mention various social and economic 
effects. 
 
Question 3: Only 8 candidates attempted this question. One candidate failed to obtain a 
pass mark. The others presented satisfactory answers with five candidates being awarded 
20 marks or more. They showed that they are able to compare and contrast the two 
Constitutions. 
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Question 4: 18 candidates answered this question; 4 were awarded 20 marks or more but 
there were another 4 who did not get a pass mark. Candidates were well informed on the 
issue of Church-State relations but rather weak with regard to the Church's contribution 
to education and other social work. 
 
Question 5: One candidate attempted this question with regard to Malta's foreign policy. 
The answer was well planned and was awarded a good mark. 
 
Question 6: 24 candidates answered this question dealing with emigration. One 
candidates was awarded 20 marks and there were seven other candidates who were not 
well prepared to formulate an answer and failed to get a pass mark. Candidates were 
weak in what are called the 'pull' factors. 
 
Section C 
 
Question 1: By far the most popular question: it was answered by 90 candidates. There 
were 46 candidates who did not get a pass mark but there where 11 who got a pass mark 
or more and one candidate was awarded full marks. Most candidates gave a good account 
of the causes of the French Revolution, but there was the tendency for some to dwell on 
some causes while ignoring others. Though most candidates mentioned the privileged 
position of the upper classes and the monarchy, few emphasized the inefficient system of 
taxation. 
 
Question 2: 29 candidates answered this question. There were 4 candidates who scored 
20 or more marks and seven who did not get a pass mark. They found it rather difficult. 
Most of them just concentrated on Napoleon's attempt to destroy Britain through the 
Continental System and his failure in the Moscow Campaign. 
 
Question 3: Just 4 candidates answered this question about the 1848 Revolutions.  They 
failed to give a good account of why the revolutions in the Austrian Empire were a 
failure. Rather than concentrating on an explanation of the reasons and causes for failure, 
they tended to produce a poor narrative answer. 
 
Question 4: 50 candidates chose to write about Bismarck's contribution to the unification 
of Germany. There were ten candidates who were awarded 20 more marks but there were 
20 who did not get a pass mark. Though most of them indicated the various phases of his 
wars to achieve unification, few mentioned his earlier preparations such as internal 
organization and the strengthening of the Prussian army. 
 
Question 5: 16 candidates attempted this question with half of them not getting a pass 
mark and only 2 candidates being awarded 20 or more marks. Candidates generally 
indicated the various crises of the Third French Republic but could have given more 
explanation. Two candidates were completely out of point. 
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Question 6: 35 candidates answered the question about the causes of the Industrial 
Revolution. 18 candidates did not get a pass mark. None scored more than 19 marks. 
Though candidates managed to explain some of the causes of the revolution and why it 
started in Britain, few dwelt on its results such as urbanization, the expansion of 
communications, population increase and the development of socialism. 
 
Section D 
 
Question 1: 16 candidates answered this question with 9 candidates being awarded a 
mark below the pass mark. Though candidates managed to indicate some of the causes of 
the Russian revolution, their presentation about the results was often insufficient. They 
tended to concentrate on the withdrawal from the First World War and the establishment 
of the communist state. 
 
Question 2: 27 candidates attempted this question with 8 candidates not getting a pass 
mark. There were, however, six candidates who were awarded 20 marks or more. 
Candidates managed to explain how the League of Nations was set up, however few 
referred to its initial successes and none referred to the failure of the Disarmament 
Conference. Most candidates focussed on problems related with Germany, Japan and 
Italy and the reluctance of states to fulfil their obligations. 
 
Question 3: 11 candidates answered this question with five candidates not getting a pass 
mark. Two candidates scored 20 or more marks. Few candidates managed to depict a 
clear picture of the deplorable conditions prevailing in Italy at the end of the First World 
War, how Mussolini managed to become dictator and the economic and social reforms 
that he introduced. Some candidates were more informative regarding the Concordat, and 
Mussolini's foreign policy and his downfall. 
 
Question 4: 19 candidates answered this question with nine candidates being awarded a 
mark below the pass mark. Answers were generally below average with few candidates 
making any comment on how Castro seized power in 1959 and the subsequent American 
failure to depose him. Most, however, indicated Khrushev's involvement and some of 
them gave a good explanation of the varying effects of the Cuban crisis on the super-
powers. 
 
Question 5: Only 7 candidates answered this question and only 3 got a pass mark with 
one candidate being awarded 20 marks. Candidates failed to explain the crisis prevailing 
in the Soviet Union in 1985 due to a weak economy and the great expenditure on 
armaments. Some candidates were aware of Gorbachev's policies and of the introduction 
of market forces which ironically led to the dismantlement of the Soviet Union. 
 
Question 6: 8 candidates answered this question with three candidates being awarded a 
very low mark and one getting 22 marks. Though candidates have a satisfactory 
knowledge of the effects of the Second World War on Europe and they could explain 
why Europeans wanted to build a united Europe, very few could give a structured 
account of the various steps leading to the creation of the European Union.   
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2.4 General Comments about candidates’ answers in Paper 2B 
 
Out of 95 candidates who registered for Paper IIB, 26 were absent. 
 
Section A 
 
Question 1: With 30 candidates opting to answer this question, this question was the most 
popular in Sections A and B. However, only 5 candidates succeeded to obtain a pass 
mark and none were awarded 20 marks or more. Some answers were really poor, missing 
out on the Order's contribution to education. Many others mixed up the Royal 
Commission of 1836 with that of 1879 and started writing about Keenan and the 
Language Question. 
 
Question 2: 12 candidates answered this question. 5 candidates were awarded 13 marks 
or more but none managed to obtain 20 marks or more. Candidates showed lack of 
knowledge about the events indicated in the question. There were quite a few who mixed 
up the 1835 Constitution with that of 1849. 
 
Question 3: 22 candidates answered this question, 11 of whom obtained 13 marks or 
more but none was awarded 20 marks or more. The most significant mistake committed 
by candidates was the mixing up of the political ideas of Sigismondo Savona with those 
of Fortunato Mizzi.  
 
Question 4: 7 candidates chose to answer this question, one candidate was awarded 13 
marks and another 16. It was obvious that a number of candidates did not understand the 
question and could not differentiate, for example, between the power of the Maltese 
members in the Council of Government and that of the British authorities in the 
Government of Malta. 
 
Question 5: 6 candidates answered this question which dealt with Church-State relations 
during the 19th Century. None succeeded to obtain a pass mark. Their knowledge of the 
subject was very much confused particularly with regard to the Marriage Question. 
 
Question 6: 16 candidates answered this question about the development of Malta as a 
naval base. Four candidates produced satisfactory answers and obtained a pass mark. One 
candidate comparatively wrote a good answer and was awarded 18 marks. Candidates 
were particularly weak regarding harbour facilities. 
 
Section B 
 
Question 1: 5 candidates answered this question which dealt with Gerald Strickland and 
his political career. Their answers were extremely poor, in fact they were awarded from 0 
to 3 marks. Candidates had no idea what they were writing about. 
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Question 2: 19 candidates opted to answer this question. 8 candidates were awarded 13  
marks or more. Generally, candidates wrote well regarding the role of the Maltese during 
the Second World War but were particularly weak when dealing with Malta's role in the  
Mediterranean during the war. 
 
Question 3: Only 2 candidates answered this question about the 1921 and 1947 
Constitutions. They were awarded 12 marks each. They mixed up the two Constitutions 
and one candidate did not know the meaning of 'universal suffrage'. 
 
Question 4: Only one candidate answered this question and was awarded 7 marks. It was 
obvious that there was lack of basic knowledge, particularly regarding the area dealing 
with the Church's contribution to 'the welfare of Maltese society'.  
 
Question 5: This question was also dealt with by only one candidate. The candidate was 
awarded 15 marks. The question dealt with Malta's foreign policy between 1964 and 
1996. The answer was particularly weak with regard to the Defence Agreements of 1964 
and 1972. 
 
Question 6: 10 candidates answered this question about Maltese emigration during the 
20th Century. One candidate was awarded 15 marks; two others scored 14 marks each; the 
others were not awarded a pass mark. Candidates could not indicate in which years were 
emigration number the highest. A number of candidates mentioned North Africa as one 
of areas to which Maltese emigrated during the 20th Century and many could not indicate 
the 'pull' factors' determining emigration. 
 
Section C  
 
Question 1: 39 candidates answered this question with only 8 candidates getting a pass 
mark. Candidates encountered a number of difficulties especially when trying to explain 
what was the Ancien Regime and why the French Crown went bankrupt. Some 
candidates just wrote about the causes of the French Revolution without giving much 
importance to the structured question. 
 
Question 2: 8 candidates answered this question. None got a pass mark. Candidates were 
unable to identify the main Belgian grievances following the Congress of Vienna. 
 
Question 3: The 4 candidates who opted to answer this question about the 1848 
Revolutions, produced very poor answers.  
 
Question 4: 12 candidates answered this question. Only two were awarded a pass mark. 
Most candidates found difficult to explain the causes of the Crimean War and practically 
no one explained why this war was futile.  
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Question 5: 26 candidates attempted this question. 8 candidates were awarded a pass 
mark or more. One candidate wrote an exceptionally good answer and he was awarded 24 
marks. Those who did get a pass mark, gave an indication that they knew what the 
Industrial Revolution was all about. 
  
Question 6: 9 candidates answers this question. They had to choose five topics and a 
paragraph about each. 4 candidates got a pass mark or more with one candidate being 
awarded 20 marks.  
 
Section D 
 
Question 1: 11 candidates answered this question. Only two were awarded a pass mark. 
Candidates were expected to write about the League of Nations. No adequate explanation 
as regards its origin was given, and none gave any information about its initial successes. 
Some gave just one reason to explain its failure. 
 
Question 2: 4 candidates answered this question about Italy under Mussolini. Answers 
given were very weak, the highest mark given being only 4. 
 
Question 3: 11 candidates chose to answer this question about Hitler. Candidates often 
opted to write in general about Hitler and did not give attention to the structured question. 
Only one candidate was awarded a pass mark. 
 
Question 4: None attempted to answer the question about the Cuba Crisis. 
 
Question 5: Only one candidate attempted to answer this question about Czechoslovakia 
in 1968. The partial answer given, was very weak. 
 
Question 6: None attempted to answer this question about historical personalities. 
 
 
 
Chairperson 
Board of Examiners 
July 2008. 
 


