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IM THEATRE AND PERFORMANCE  
MAY 2013 SESSION 

EXAMINERS’ REPORT 
 

This was the first time that the examination was being held, and the number of candidates who sat for 
the examination was quite small. Therefore one should bear in mind that the statements herein might 
not be relevant in a more usual context where a much larger number of candidates of different 
abilities and levels of preparation would have sat for the examination. 

The Table below outlines the distribution of grades of the candidates who sat for the examination: 

MAY 2013 RESULTS 
Grade No. of Candidates % of Candidates 

C 3 17.6 
D 3 17.6 
E 4 23.5 
F 7 41.2 

Absent - - 
Total 17 100 

 

The general view shared by all the examiners about Part 1 of the examination (Theatre History) was 
that the candidates struggled to understand what the questions were asking of them. For example, in 
their answers to Question 2 (In what way did Stanislavski’s “system” influence the relationship 
between role and performer in twentieth century theatre?) they spoke mostly about Stanislavski 
whereas the question was also asking about Stanislavski's legacy. Where students did understand 
the question, appropriate examples of other practitioners were chosen to support the question when 
these were chosen from theatre practitioners (Brecht, Grotowski were given as examples). Otherwise 
students limited their examples to film actors. Their knowledge of Stanislavski was limited to 'method 
acting' and much reference was made to Lee Strasberg. This made it difficult to even understand the 
question and the technical words used 'role' and 'performer'.  
 
Similar limitations were seen in most answers to the other questions. Question 4 (Show how 
Renaissance Theatre was shaped by the rediscovery of the classical age of Greece and Rome) was 
answered by most candidates by an exposition either of Renaissance theatre or of Classical theatre, 
and the relationship between the two referred to in the question was completely ignored. Candidates 
mostly limited themselves to stating a small number of “facts” that they considered relevant to the 
subject of the question. Answers were often too short to do justice either to the complexity of the 
question or to the time the candidates had at their disposal. The fact that a number of the candidates 
showed clear weaknesses in their linguistic abilities did not help their cause. 
 
In Part 2 of the examination, which consisted of a solo and a group presentation, it was generally 
noted that candidates made an effort to create a performance that showcased their abilities. Attempts 
at creating props and costumes were appreciated, although not all attempts were uniformly 
successful. When choosing scripts, too many candidates relied on film and television scripts. This in 
turn created a situation where the candidates tried to recreate a role that they saw as “fixed” by the 
original performer.  In fact the over-reliance on film as an avenue to perceiving performance was one 
of the obvious limitations of the candidates in this session. Performing for live theatre requires 
different techniques and preparation skills that not all candidates seem to have taken on board.  
 
Candidates generally needed to work on the use of space during the individual and collective 
performances as well as on the interaction between the different performers. The documentation 
presented to accompany the performances varied in quality, with some candidates struggling to write 
a log of their preparation for the performance. As regards programme notes, future candidates can 
easily obtain a few more marks by looking at some programme notes for professional performances 
to understand what is expected.  
 



IM Examiners’ Report – May 2013 
 

3 

The examination board feels that the candidates who sat for this examination were brave in 
attempting a subject which had never been examined before. However, some candidates were not as 
well-prepared as they could have been. 
 

 

 

Chairperson 
2013 Examination Panel 
 


