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Statistics 
 

  May 
2012 

% May 
2013 

% May 2014 % May 
2015 

% 

 No. of Candidates 188 100 173 100 116 100  139 100  

 Grades A - C 115 61.2 101 58.4 53 45.7  83  59.7  

 Grades A - E 167 88.8 150 86.7 96 82.8  120  86.3  

 Grade A 13 6.9 9 5.2 7 6  7  5 

 Grade B 31 16.5 27 15.6 17 14.7  30  21.6  

 Grade C 71 37.8 65 37.6 29 25  46  33.1  

 Grade D 32 17 33 19.1 26 22.4  19  13.7  

 Grade E 20 10.6 16 9.2 17 14.7  18  13  

 Failed 17 9 21 12.1 20 17.2  12  8.6  

 Absent 4 2.1 2 1.2 0 0.00  7  5  
 

The figures above show that the decline in the number of candidates sitting for the Intermediate 
examination in Italian has not continued. It is too early to suggest that an increase of 23 candidates is 
significant in any way, since in 2014 there was a considerable increase in the number of candidates 
sitting for the September session. One has to wait for the September 2015 figures to have an indication of 
the direction Italian is heading in at Intermediate level in this respect.    
 
General Performance  
Overall performance shows a marked improvement in comparison with 2014. This can be seen from the 
significant increase in the percentage of candidates who obtained a B or a C, as well as the considerable 
decrease in F grades, compared to last year.   
 
Remarks  
Oral: The candidates’ performance was generally satisfactory in the oral exercise. Some showed an 
excellent command of Italian. Weaker candidates tend to avoid taking risks and limit themselves to one-
word answers, despite the examiners' efforts to embark on a conversation. It must be emphasized that 
the oral exercise focuses on the candidates' ability to communicate effectively in Italian rather than on the 
grammatical correctness of their utterances. As in previous years, the Board reaffirms the need to 
dedicate adequate time to oral practice. Candidates should be able to discuss various issues. As regards 
the chosen topic for presentation, the Board noticed that candidates were generally very well prepared. 
Candidates need to be given guidance, and it needs to be ensured that the chosen topic clearly falls 
within the areas listed in the syllabus. 
 
Listening précis: Most candidates showed that they were able to understand the main points of the 
passage. Those who obtained a low mark limited themselves to reproducing the passage, changing a few 
words and modifying some phrases. In other cases, candidates included personal comments on the topic 
of the passage. Candidates need to limit themselves to a summary and avoid including personal remarks. 
Moreover, candidates must be aware that simply reproducing the passage, as in a dictation exercise, is 
heavily penalised. The importance of writing neatly and clearly should also be emphasised. Interlinear 
cramming should be avoided in order to facilitate the reading of the candidates’ text by the examiners. 
Lack of clarity hinders comprehension and inevitably leads to loss of marks.  
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Comprehension:  Most candidates showed an adequate comprehension of the passage, although from 
the answers given it was clear that some did not understand what the text was all about. Given that the 
topic of the passage was the Universal Exposition being held in Milan, it was expected that candidates 
sitting for an Italian examination would be aware of such an important event. However, the answers given 
by a considerable number of candidates proved otherwise. The Board strongly recommends that 
candidates follow current events, especially those concerning Italy, as this is an important element which 
should lead to a better understanding of Italian culture and their way of life. As in past sessions, answers 
given in the comprehension exercise were fraught with language errors, ranging from the most 
elementary orthographic and grammatical rules to a very restricted vocabulary. Various candidates 
copied phrases from the text when required to answer in their own words. This automatically leads to 
marks being lost. 
 
Essay:  The vast majority of candidates chose essay no. 3 on social networks. Only one candidate opted 
for essay title 1 and a couple of others opted for no. 4. A handful of candidates chose essay no. 5, but all 
of these were very weak in ideas and insights about the topic. A worrying number of candidates 
demonstrated a lack of a sound knowledge of basic skills - spelling, choice of vocabulary, punctuation, 
syntax, although others possess an excellent command of the standard written variety of Italian. A 
considerable number of candidates showed that they are unable to distinguish between spoken and 
written Italian, leading to a confusion or simultaneous use of conflicting registers. On a grammatical level, 
serious difficulties were noted as regards verb conjugation, tenses and agreement.  Errors in pronouns 
and adjectives, particularly agreement in gender and number, were also widespread. Whereas a good 
number of candidates managed to present a well-organised essay, showing an adequate competence in 
written Italian, others failed to obtain a satisfactory mark in this exercise due to their inability to express 
themselves using complex sentence structures, thus limiting themselves to very simple sentences.  
 
Literature: Considering that the literature component is the only one in the examination that requires the 
studying of content, the average mark was quite low. As in previous years, those candidates who made 
an effort to study the text performed well. However, examiners noticed that a considerable number of 
candidates still opt to sit for the examination without studying the selected literary text in depth, limiting 
themselves to a superficial reading or to notes obtained. In various cases, the correctness of the answers 
given was seriously hampered by the candidates’ very poor level of Italian. Some candidates showed that 
they were unable to understand the questions correctly, or did not read them carefully enough to 
understand what was required of them. The vast majority of candidates opted to answer the questions on 
the Montalbano novel which has a somewhat clear and linear plot. However, those who limited 
themselves to a superficial reading of the text found it difficult to answer questions that required detailed 
answers. On the other hand, the very few candidates who opted for De Crescenzo performed quite well.  
 
 
Chairperson  
2015 Examination Panel 


