
UNIVERSITY OF MALTA

THE MATRICULATION CERTIFICATE EXAMINATION
INTERMEDIATE LEVEL

ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCE

May 2010

  

EXAMINERS’ REPORT

MATRICULATION AND SECONDARY EDUCATION 
CERTIFICATE EXAMINATIONS BOARD



IM EXAMINERS’ REPORT MAY 2010

2

IM ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCE
May 2010 Session

Examiners’ Report

Part 1: Statistical Information

A total of 497 candidates applied for the examination. The table below shows the distribution of grades for this 
session as compared with the results of the previous year:

GRADE A B C D E F Abs Total
Number 25 39 153 68 111 80 21 497
% of Total 5.03 7.85 30.78 13.68 22.33 16.10 4.23 100

Part 2: Comments regarding candidates’ performance

Section A

Q1. Majority of candidates scored high marks in this question showing that they were aware that there are 
three types of rocks and correctly mentioned them by name: sedimentary, igneous and metamorphic. The 
second part of the question raised some difficulty:  although the majority knew that sedimentary rock 
does not result from volcanic activity only a handful explained that sedimentary rocks result from the 
deposition of silt and rock fragments. In part (c) the candidates again repeated the reason given to part (b) 
being that igneous rocks are a result of volcanic activity and so cannot be the result of accumulation and 
compression of rock debris.  As for part (d) nearly all answers were correct except for the fact that very 
few candidates mentioned all the five layers of rocks found in the Maltese Islands. 

Q2. Average marks were scored in this question since although candidates gave correct explanations as to the 
difference between convergent and divergent plate boundaries, the diagrams given were very basic and 
lacked the detail required at this level.  Most drawings included simply the fact that in convergent plate 
boundaries the plates move towards each other whereas the opposite happens when the plates are 
divergent.  To this effect only arrows were drawn to indicate the directions and nothing else.  For part (b) 
however correct and detailed explanations were given as to what causes earthquakes.

Q3. In general, candidates fared well in this question, scoring at least half the allocated marks. The following 
were some common mistakes: (i) swapping the terms ‘albedo’ and ‘insolation’; (ii) confusing the terms 
‘troposphere’ with the ‘ozone’ layer’; (iii) opting for the term ‘greenhouse effect’ instead of ‘albedo’ to 
describe term 2; and (iv) naming ‘carbon dioxide’ and not ‘methane’ as the gas produced during bacterial 
decomposition of vegetation under anaerobic conditions.

A good number of candidates seemed also unfamiliar with the term ‘VOCs’ (Volatile Organic 
Compounds) which happen to form one of the most important class of atmospheric pollutants.

Q4. The overall performance of candidates in this question was extremely poor with many candidates simply 
writing unrelated statements or giving incorrect, incomplete or vague details.  The following are some 
examples:

 Pathogenic organisms were generally correctly identified as disease causing agents, but then only few 
candidates specified possible sources of such water pollution and explained the direct impact on 
human health.

 Dissolved organic/inorganic compounds were largely associated with the excessive use of fertilisers 
(which is only partly correct).  However, there were only few references to industrial effluents and the 
use of pesticides as possible sources.  Moreover, candidates rarely mentioned the human/animal 
toxicity of such soluble substances and their ability to bioaccumulate, biomagnify and reach 
hazardous levels in a food chain or food web. 

 Nutrients causing excessive growth of aquatic plants were sometimes linked solely to pollution from 
sewage effluents.  Though sewage contains organic and inorganic material, enhanced growth usually 
results from other factors such as the decay of organic matter, leaching of salts from soil, use of 
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fertilisers (such as nitrates and phosphates) and detergents (containing phosphates).  Furthermore, the 
consequences of eutrophication of polluted waters were not always suitably explained in the 
candidates’ responses.

Q5. This question on the occurrence and human/environmental impact of photochemical smog was generally 
well-attempted, with most of the candidates securing also a high score.  The main problems encountered 
here were the candidates’ difficulty to identify the following factors from the list of terms supplied: (i) 
The condition (UV light) and chemical pollutants other than hydrocarbons (i.e. nitrogen oxides) which 
give rise to photochemical smog.; (ii) Photochemical oxidants (ozone, free radicals and peroxides) which 
are produced during secondary atmospheric reactions; and (iii) Substances (hydrocarbons) which are 
consequently oxidised by other secondary air pollutants to produce the brown (aerosol) haze associated 
with such type of pollution.

Q6. The majority of candidates gave correct answers to the questions related to photosynthesis, as well as 
correct definitions of trophic level and pyramid of numbers.  In part (a) though, there seemed to be a 
general lack of distinction between use and loss of energy.  A considerable number of candidates also did 
not realise that in part (b) they were being asked for an inverted pyramid of numbers.

Q7. The marks gained by candidates in this question were unexpectedly low.  Most candidates did not manage 
to give a correct definition of a species and some answers indicated that a number of candidates were not 
at all familiar with the term.  Definitions given for population and community mostly referred to human 
populations and thus the concept that a community is made up of members of different species rarely 
featured in candidates’ answers.

Q8. On average candidates scored high marks in this question especially in the parts related to competition.  A 
common problem surfaced though when candidates were asked to define a keystone species.  The 
majority of the answers given did not indicate that the effect of such species on an ecosystem is higher 
than can be explained by their number or biomass.  Also, very few candidates managed to provide a good 
example of a keystone species.

Section B

Q1. In part (a), the majority of candidates presented well labelled diagrams of the carbon cycle indicating that 
they were familiar with the processes involved.

In the answers given to this part (b), which was further subdivided into four sub-questions, candidates 
presented all the basic facts – showing that they understood the role played by carbon dioxide in the 
atmosphere, the effects of global warming and the consequences that this is having on our environment. 
However, the majority of answers failed to respond correctly to the statement being posed in each sub-
question.  This is so especially for parts (ii), (iii) and (iv) where the answers overlap and were not always 
linked to what had been asked in that specific part. 

On the other hand in part (c) candidates did very well outlining the efforts being taken internationally to 
counteract increasing carbon dioxide levels and mentioning a wide range of solutions: international 
agreements, education and enforcement legislation, alternative sources of energy, etc.

Q2. This was the most attempted questions in section B and candidates fared reasonably well. Almost all 
candidates gave detailed explanations as to the difference between renewable and non renewable sources 
of energy highlighting the types of energy that fall within the two categories.  In part (b) again, the 
majority of candidates gave detailed explanations as to the use of solar, hydro and wind energy that is 
being exploited in today’s world and further reinforced their answers by mentioning what is being done 
both internationally as well as on a national level. However some candidates lost some marks in part (b) 
by writing all they knew about the different forms of renewable energy sources without concentrating on 
how such energy could be utilized by humankind in a global effort to conserve energy by reducing 
reliability on depleting resources and to reduce pollution from the use of such resources.

The term ‘hydro energy’ was occasionally confused with other issues such as hydrogen power, water 
economy and the use of steam to generate electricity. There were also some isolated cases of candidates 
misinterpreting the term ‘harness’ and hence going out of point by explaining, for example, how these 
forms of energy could even be ‘detrimental to mankind’.

The few difficulties encountered were in section (c) where the candidates were asked to give two 
advantages and two disadvantages of any one of the energy sources mentioned in (b). Again the problem 
seems to lie with the fact that the candidates did not always understand what was being asked of them and 
so lacked the quality of explanation that was required. Instead they opted for a brief mention of the pros 
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and cons of all three types of renewable sources and failed to compare the advantage or disadvantage of 
this new form of energy with the conventional use of fossil fuels.

Q3. This question required a good background of environmental chemistry with particular reference to the 
presence / formation of acidifying agents in rain.  Generally speaking, candidates did not tackle this 
question well with only the very few distinguishing themselves by earning a good mark. Candidates 
showed a lack of confidence in explaining the basic chemistry of acid pollution. The following points 
highlight some of the main deficiencies in the candidates’ responses:

In part (a), though some candidates hinted correctly that the slightly acidic nature of rainwater derived 
from the presence of atmospheric carbon dioxide, they stopped from elaborating that this gas is partly 
soluble in water and produces an acidic solution (carbonic acid) which consequently lowers the pH value 
from 7.0 (neutral) to the range 5.0 – 6.0.  In most cases, the mild acidity of rainwater was wrongly 
attributed to the presence of pollution while mild alkalinity of Maltese tapwater was wrongly linked to its 
disinfection using chemicals such as chlorine (which, in reality, would lower further the pH of water) or 
to the process of ‘reverse osmosis’.  There were few correct explanations illustrating how local tapwater 
is rendered alkaline due the presence of carbonates and hydrogencarbonates (hardness) originating from 
water percolation through limestone rock.

In part (b) the emphasis was on the presence of atmospheric acidic pollutants and again there were few 
direct references to the oxides of sulfur and nitrogen acting as the prime source.  Only a minority of 
candidates were confident enough to explain how these oxides react with water and produce a mixture of 
acids (nitrous / nitric / sulfurous / sulfuric acids) which could result in as low a pH value as 3.

The majority of candidates opting for this question lost most of the marks in part (c) by failing to explain 
the origin of further acidity in the lithosphere (apart from acid rain).  Some cases referred to the 
agricultural practices such as the excessive use of fertilisers and agricultural run-off (which is partly 
correct as ammonium salts tend to be slightly acidic).   However, there were hardly any references to 
other more probable sources such as the drainage of water from metal / coal mines and pollution from the 
release of untreated industrial effluents.

In part (d), most of the candidates were of the idea that some fuels contain nitrogenous substances which 
then release oxides of nitrogen on burning in air.  However, this is not the case as these oxides are 
generated when atmospheric nitrogen (very inert under ordinary conditions) reacts with oxygen at a very 
high temperature (e.g. during ignition of petrol) to form nitrogen monoxide, NO.  This is then 
immediately oxidized to nitrogen dioxide, NO2, which dissolves in water to form a mixture of nitrous and 
nitric acids.

Marks in part (e) were lost when candidates failed to explain how acid rain affected EACH of the 
following: human health, surface waters and visibility.  Though most candidates were significantly 
correct in their explanations of the impact of acidity on human health and surface waters, they struggled 
to account for visibility problems and instead chose to link ‘poor vision’ (rather than ‘poor visibility’) 
with eye irritations (rather than the formation of haze / smog from the formation of very fine nitrate / 
sulfate particles).

Q4. This turned out to be the least attempted questions in section B. Marks in part (a) were mainly lost for one 
or more of the following reasons: (i) incomplete / no diagram; (ii) unlabelled / insufficiently labelled 
diagram; (iii) incorrect / incomplete description of the sequence of stages required for the physical 
(separation of solids and part of organic matter from raw sewage), biological (degradation of suspended 
organic material + disinfection), and final chemical treatment to remove the remaining inorganic salts 
from the secondary effluent).

Some of the descriptions given were excellent and very systematic, while others included a series of 
incoherent or superfluous statements on the entire operation of sewage treatment, without the aid of any 
diagrams. In part (b), most of the candidates agreed that the main benefit of the local sewage treatment 
programme was the overall improvement of the quality of bathing waters, but less candidates cited an 
improvement in the quality of groundwater and reduced incidence of waterborne diseases (and hence a 
direct positive impact on public health).

In part (c), candidates felt more confident to explain how treated wastewater (i.e. the liquid effluent) 
could be disposed in a safe way (e.g. citing irrigation or further treatment to upgrade it to potable water) 
than to write on the several options available for the disposal of sludge (i.e. the semi-solid residue) such 
as its conversion into compost, use as fertilizer and incineration.
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Q5. In part (a) most candidates attempting this question gave a correct definition of a succession and correct 
examples of disturbances.  The concept of one community modifying the environment to make it more 
suitable for the next community which eventually outcompetes it, did not feature in most answers given 
by candidates when asked to describe what causes the replacement of one community by another.  On 
average there were no problems in the answers given in parts (b), (c) and (d).  A high number of 
candidates though did not know the two factors which determine the type of climax community in part (e) 
and also disappointingly did not know the type of climax community characteristic of the Maltese Islands.

Q6. This was the second most popular question amongst candidates.   Most candidates who attempted this 
question obtained high marks in part (a) and the factors given were quite varied.  In part (b), the majority 
of candidates correctly identified less developed countries as having a higher rate of population growth, 
but at the same time displayed very naive notions of less developed countries and why there is such a 
high rate of growth, with boredom and lack of entertainment ranking as the most common cited reasons.  
Part (c) did not seem to pose problems to candidates and most scored full or nearly full marks in it.  On 
the contrary, only a few candidates managed to correctly work out the doubling time of the world 
population.

General comments

The examiners would like to once again reiterate common problems that have been resurfacing in every 
examination session:

(a) Some candidates struggled to express themselves well in English and occasionally resorted to the 
use of Maltese or incorrect terminology.

(b) A good number of candidates ran out of space (allocated in the exam booklet) while answering some 
of the short questions in part A, thereby failing to be concise and straight to the point.

(c) Section B questions were sometimes attempted without any planning, resulting in long and winding 
accounts, overloaded with unnecessary details but ‘missing the main target’ by failing to address any of the 
principle/s being asked.

(d) Some candidates preferred to answer the long questions in the form of an essay, ignoring the fact 
that questions were mostly structured and divided into sub-questions requiring separate answers.

(e) Some of the examination scripts suffered from a rather poor presentation and a barely legible 
calligraphy.

Chairperson
Board of Examiners
July 2010
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May 2010 Session


Examiners’ Report


Part 1: Statistical Information


A total of 497 candidates applied for the examination. The table below shows the distribution of grades for this session as compared with the results of the previous year:


		GRADE

		A

		B

		C

		D

		E

		F

		Abs

		Total



		Number

		25

		39

		153

		68

		111

		80

		21

		497



		% of Total

		5.03

		7.85

		30.78

		13.68

		22.33

		16.10

		4.23

		100





Part 2: Comments regarding candidates’ performance

Section A


Q1.
Majority of candidates scored high marks in this question showing that they were aware that there are three types of rocks and correctly mentioned them by name: sedimentary, igneous and metamorphic. The second part of the question raised some difficulty:  although the majority knew that sedimentary rock does not result from volcanic activity only a handful explained that sedimentary rocks result from the deposition of silt and rock fragments. In part (c) the candidates again repeated the reason given to part (b) being that igneous rocks are a result of volcanic activity and so cannot be the result of accumulation and compression of rock debris.  As for part (d) nearly all answers were correct except for the fact that very few candidates mentioned all the five layers of rocks found in the Maltese Islands. 


Q2.
Average marks were scored in this question since although candidates gave correct explanations as to the difference between convergent and divergent plate boundaries, the diagrams given were very basic and lacked the detail required at this level.  Most drawings included simply the fact that in convergent plate boundaries the plates move towards each other whereas the opposite happens when the plates are divergent.  To this effect only arrows were drawn to indicate the directions and nothing else.  For part (b) however correct and detailed explanations were given as to what causes earthquakes.


Q3.
In general, candidates fared well in this question, scoring at least half the allocated marks. The following were some common mistakes: (i) swapping the terms ‘albedo’ and ‘insolation’; (ii) confusing the terms ‘troposphere’ with the ‘ozone’ layer’; (iii) opting for the term ‘greenhouse effect’ instead of ‘albedo’ to describe term 2; and (iv) naming ‘carbon dioxide’ and not ‘methane’ as the gas produced during bacterial decomposition of vegetation under anaerobic conditions.



A good number of candidates seemed also unfamiliar with the term ‘VOCs’ (Volatile Organic Compounds) which happen to form one of the most important class of atmospheric pollutants.


Q4.
The overall performance of candidates in this question was extremely poor with many candidates simply writing unrelated statements or giving incorrect, incomplete or vague details.  The following are some examples:


· Pathogenic organisms were generally correctly identified as disease causing agents, but then only few candidates specified possible sources of such water pollution and explained the direct impact on human health.


· Dissolved organic/inorganic compounds were largely associated with the excessive use of fertilisers (which is only partly correct).  However, there were only few references to industrial effluents and the use of pesticides as possible sources.  Moreover, candidates rarely mentioned the human/animal toxicity of such soluble substances and their ability to bioaccumulate, biomagnify and reach hazardous levels in a food chain or food web. 


· Nutrients causing excessive growth of aquatic plants were sometimes linked solely to pollution from sewage effluents.  Though sewage contains organic and inorganic material, enhanced growth usually results from other factors such as the decay of organic matter, leaching of salts from soil, use of fertilisers (such as nitrates and phosphates) and detergents (containing phosphates).  Furthermore, the consequences of eutrophication of polluted waters were not always suitably explained in the candidates’ responses.


Q5.
This question on the occurrence and human/environmental impact of photochemical smog was generally well-attempted, with most of the candidates securing also a high score.  The main problems encountered here were the candidates’ difficulty to identify the following factors from the list of terms supplied: (i) The condition (UV light) and chemical pollutants other than hydrocarbons (i.e. nitrogen oxides) which give rise to photochemical smog.; (ii) Photochemical oxidants (ozone, free radicals and peroxides) which are produced during secondary atmospheric reactions; and (iii) Substances (hydrocarbons) which are consequently oxidised by other secondary air pollutants to produce the brown (aerosol) haze associated with such type of pollution.


Q6. 
The majority of candidates gave correct answers to the questions related to photosynthesis, as well as correct definitions of trophic level and pyramid of numbers.  In part (a) though, there seemed to be a general lack of distinction between use and loss of energy.  A considerable number of candidates also did not realise that in part (b) they were being asked for an inverted pyramid of numbers.


Q7.
The marks gained by candidates in this question were unexpectedly low.  Most candidates did not manage to give a correct definition of a species and some answers indicated that a number of candidates were not at all familiar with the term.  Definitions given for population and community mostly referred to human populations and thus the concept that a community is made up of members of different species rarely featured in candidates’ answers.


Q8.
On average candidates scored high marks in this question especially in the parts related to competition.  A common problem surfaced though when candidates were asked to define a keystone species.  The majority of the answers given did not indicate that the effect of such species on an ecosystem is higher than can be explained by their number or biomass.  Also, very few candidates managed to provide a good example of a keystone species.


Section B


Q1.
In part (a), the majority of candidates presented well labelled diagrams of the carbon cycle indicating that they were familiar with the processes involved.


In the answers given to this part (b), which was further subdivided into four sub-questions, candidates presented all the basic facts – showing that they understood the role played by carbon dioxide in the atmosphere, the effects of global warming and the consequences that this is having on our environment. However, the majority of answers failed to respond correctly to the statement being posed in each sub-question.  This is so especially for parts (ii), (iii) and (iv) where the answers overlap and were not always linked to what had been asked in that specific part. 


On the other hand in part (c) candidates did very well outlining the efforts being taken internationally to counteract increasing carbon dioxide levels and mentioning a wide range of solutions: international agreements, education and enforcement legislation, alternative sources of energy, etc.


Q2.
This was the most attempted questions in section B and candidates fared reasonably well. Almost all candidates gave detailed explanations as to the difference between renewable and non renewable sources of energy highlighting the types of energy that fall within the two categories.  In part (b) again, the majority of candidates gave detailed explanations as to the use of solar, hydro and wind energy that is being exploited in today’s world and further reinforced their answers by mentioning what is being done both internationally as well as on a national level. However some candidates lost some marks in part (b) by writing all they knew about the different forms of renewable energy sources without concentrating on how such energy could be utilized by humankind in a global effort to conserve energy by reducing reliability on depleting resources and to reduce pollution from the use of such resources.


The term ‘hydro energy’ was occasionally confused with other issues such as hydrogen power, water economy and the use of steam to generate electricity. There were also some isolated cases of candidates misinterpreting the term ‘harness’ and hence going out of point by explaining, for example, how these forms of energy could even be ‘detrimental to mankind’.


The few difficulties encountered were in section (c) where the candidates were asked to give two advantages and two disadvantages of any one of the energy sources mentioned in (b). Again the problem seems to lie with the fact that the candidates did not always understand what was being asked of them and so lacked the quality of explanation that was required. Instead they opted for a brief mention of the pros and cons of all three types of renewable sources and failed to compare the advantage or disadvantage of this new form of energy with the conventional use of fossil fuels.


Q3.
This question required a good background of environmental chemistry with particular reference to the presence / formation of acidifying agents in rain.  Generally speaking, candidates did not tackle this question well with only the very few distinguishing themselves by earning a good mark. Candidates showed a lack of confidence in explaining the basic chemistry of acid pollution. The following points highlight some of the main deficiencies in the candidates’ responses:


In part (a), though some candidates hinted correctly that the slightly acidic nature of rainwater derived from the presence of atmospheric carbon dioxide, they stopped from elaborating that this gas is partly soluble in water and produces an acidic solution (carbonic acid) which consequently lowers the pH value from 7.0 (neutral) to the range 5.0 – 6.0.  In most cases, the mild acidity of rainwater was wrongly attributed to the presence of pollution while mild alkalinity of Maltese tapwater was wrongly linked to its disinfection using chemicals such as chlorine (which, in reality, would lower further the pH of water) or to the process of ‘reverse osmosis’.  There were few correct explanations illustrating how local tapwater is rendered alkaline due the presence of carbonates and hydrogencarbonates (hardness) originating from water percolation through limestone rock.


In part (b) the emphasis was on the presence of atmospheric acidic pollutants and again there were few direct references to the oxides of sulfur and nitrogen acting as the prime source.  Only a minority of candidates were confident enough to explain how these oxides react with water and produce a mixture of acids (nitrous / nitric / sulfurous / sulfuric acids) which could result in as low a pH value as 3.


The majority of candidates opting for this question lost most of the marks in part (c) by failing to explain the origin of further acidity in the lithosphere (apart from acid rain).  Some cases referred to the agricultural practices such as the excessive use of fertilisers and agricultural run-off (which is partly correct as ammonium salts tend to be slightly acidic).   However, there were hardly any references to other more probable sources such as the drainage of water from metal / coal mines and pollution from the release of untreated industrial effluents.


In part (d), most of the candidates were of the idea that some fuels contain nitrogenous substances which then release oxides of nitrogen on burning in air.  However, this is not the case as these oxides are generated when atmospheric nitrogen (very inert under ordinary conditions) reacts with oxygen at a very high temperature (e.g. during ignition of petrol) to form nitrogen monoxide, NO.  This is then immediately oxidized to nitrogen dioxide, NO2, which dissolves in water to form a mixture of nitrous and nitric acids.


Marks in part (e) were lost when candidates failed to explain how acid rain affected EACH of the following: human health, surface waters and visibility.  Though most candidates were significantly correct in their explanations of the impact of acidity on human health and surface waters, they struggled to account for visibility problems and instead chose to link ‘poor vision’ (rather than ‘poor visibility’) with eye irritations (rather than the formation of haze / smog from the formation of very fine nitrate / sulfate particles).


Q4.
This turned out to be the least attempted questions in section B. Marks in part (a) were mainly lost for one or more of the following reasons: (i) incomplete / no diagram; (ii) unlabelled / insufficiently labelled diagram; (iii) incorrect / incomplete description of the sequence of stages required for the physical (separation of solids and part of organic matter from raw sewage), biological (degradation of suspended organic material + disinfection), and final chemical treatment to remove the remaining inorganic salts from the secondary effluent).


Some of the descriptions given were excellent and very systematic, while others included a series of incoherent or superfluous statements on the entire operation of sewage treatment, without the aid of any diagrams. In part (b), most of the candidates agreed that the main benefit of the local sewage treatment programme was the overall improvement of the quality of bathing waters, but less candidates cited an improvement in the quality of groundwater and reduced incidence of waterborne diseases (and hence a direct positive impact on public health).


In part (c), candidates felt more confident to explain how treated wastewater (i.e. the liquid effluent) could be disposed in a safe way (e.g. citing irrigation or further treatment to upgrade it to potable water) than to write on the several options available for the disposal of sludge (i.e. the semi-solid residue) such as its conversion into compost, use as fertilizer and incineration.


Q5.
In part (a) most candidates attempting this question gave a correct definition of a succession and correct examples of disturbances.  The concept of one community modifying the environment to make it more suitable for the next community which eventually outcompetes it, did not feature in most answers given by candidates when asked to describe what causes the replacement of one community by another.  On average there were no problems in the answers given in parts (b), (c) and (d).  A high number of candidates though did not know the two factors which determine the type of climax community in part (e) and also disappointingly did not know the type of climax community characteristic of the Maltese Islands.


Q6.
This was the second most popular question amongst candidates.   Most candidates who attempted this question obtained high marks in part (a) and the factors given were quite varied.  In part (b), the majority of candidates correctly identified less developed countries as having a higher rate of population growth, but at the same time displayed very naive notions of less developed countries and why there is such a high rate of growth, with boredom and lack of entertainment ranking as the most common cited reasons.  Part (c) did not seem to pose problems to candidates and most scored full or nearly full marks in it.  On the contrary, only a few candidates managed to correctly work out the doubling time of the world population.



General comments


The examiners would like to once again reiterate common problems that have been resurfacing in every examination session:



(a) Some candidates struggled to express themselves well in English and occasionally resorted to the use of Maltese or incorrect terminology.


(b) A good number of candidates ran out of space (allocated in the exam booklet) while answering some of the short questions in part A, thereby failing to be concise and straight to the point.


(c) Section B questions were sometimes attempted without any planning, resulting in long and winding accounts, overloaded with unnecessary details but ‘missing the main target’ by failing to address any of the principle/s being asked.


(d) Some candidates preferred to answer the long questions in the form of an essay, ignoring the fact that questions were mostly structured and divided into sub-questions requiring separate answers.


(e) Some of the examination scripts suffered from a rather poor presentation and a barely legible calligraphy.


Chairperson
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