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A. STATISTICAL INFORMATION 

In this session’s edition of the examination, 75 candidates applied for the examination, while 10 applicants 

were absent.  

GRADE A B C D E F ABS TOTAL 

NUMBER 4 8 24 13 7 9 10 75 

% OF TOTAL 5.3 10.7 32.0 17.3 9.3 12.0 13.3 100 

Table 1: Distribution of grades for Advanced History,  First session 2019 

B. GENERAL REMARKS 

The History Advanced Level exam consists of three papers of three hours each, namely Paper 1: Maltese 

History, Paper 2: European and International History, and Paper 3: Mediterranean History. Each paper carries 

33% of the total marks of the exam. Each paper consists of two essay questions and one document-based 

question. All questions are compulsory, and carry equal weighting.  All questions are set and answered in 

English.  

The Board noted that several candidates found it difficult to express themselves properly and coherently in 

English. This is a matter of concern. Moreover, few candidates showed signs of individual effort, notably 

further reading. A lack of reading is certainly one of the main factors behind a poor grasp of factual 

knowledge. Several shortcomings in essay writing skills as well as document analysis were noted. As in past 

reports, the Board would like to repeat the appeal for students to develop correct reading practices and 

approaches to study. Spelling mistakes connected to main historical figures and events, as well as 

chronological confusion, are not acceptable at this level. Moreover, the automatic reproduction of class 

notes without reflection should be avoided.  

C. COMMENTS ON PAPERS 

Paper I Maltese History  

Question 1 

Question 1 tested knowledge of nineteenth-century Maltese history through a choice of three questions. 

Question 1 (c) was attempted by a large majority of candidates. It tested knowledge of the Maltese economy 

as a ‘fortress economy’ in the nineteenth century. The majority of candidates attempting this question 

showed a good grasp of the basic economic facts concerning early British Malta, with a good number of 

replies addressing the term ‘fortress economy’. Question 1 (a) tested knowledge on the introduction of 

freedom of the press in Malta, and its consequences. Question 1 (b) put up for discussion a statement on 

the ‘alliance’ between the British colonial rulers and Maltese Church leaders in the nineteenth century. As 

noted, the most popular question was 1 (c), which required candidates to discuss the Maltese economy in 

the nineteenth century. Several candidates noted the economic dependence on the island’s fortress role. A 

good number of answers showed a good grasp of the factual framework of the subject. Evidence of further 

reading than the suggested texts was limited. 
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Question 2 

Question 2 tested knowledge of twentieth-century Maltese history through a choice of three questions. The 

three questions attracted relatively similar numbers of respondents. Question 2 (a) asked candidates to 

discuss the main challenges of Maltese Self-Government from 1947 to 1958.  The majority of candidates 

showed a good grasp of the facts, but it was clear from a significant number of scripts that few candidates 

had undertaken further reading on the period, despite the fact that the subject is amply published. Question 

2 (b) asked candidates to discuss the main issues affecting Church-State relations from the 1960s to the 

1980s. A number of answers did not go beyond the political parties’ viewpoints. Question 2 (c) tested 

knowledge of the factors affecting Maltese social and economic development between 1945 and 1979. Most 

answers tended to be only descriptive. 

Question 3 

Question 3 offered a choice between two text-based questions. Question 3 (b) was attempted by more 

candidates. Question 3 (a) tested knowledge of early Maltese political development and constitutional 

development with an extract from the Report of 1812. Candidates generally showed that they understood 

the text well. Question (i) which requested respondents to identify the main features of administration in 

the first twelve years of British rule, was answered well by a good number of candidates. A large number of 

candidates found question (ii), which invited discussion of a statement on the expulsion of the French with 

British help, somewhat challenging. Question (iii) which also presented a statement on Maltese opposition 

to any measure which might separate them from the British Crown, proved tricky for a good number of 

candidates. Question (iv), on Maltese ‘tacit consent’ to British rule, was similarly challenging. Question (v) 

offered students the opportunity to comment on Britain’s reaction to Maltese demands in view of their 

loyalty.  

Question 3 (b), based on an extract from an article on Valletta in the Encyclopaedia Britannica, 1911, tested 

knowledge of the capital city and the British fortress economy. Question (i) presented a statement on the 

importance of Valletta as a naval and military station, while question (ii) asked candidates to comment on 

Malta’s role as a British fortress in the period to 1911. These two questions attracted reasonably well-

informed answers. A good grasp of the facts was shown in a number of answers to question (iii), on the 

significance of the Dockyard. Several candidates found question (iv), which invited discussion of the 

infrastructural developments mentioned in the text, challenging. Better preparation was observed in 

answers to question (v), which examined knowledge of the way Maltese facilities were soon exploited and 

tested in the course of World War I. 

Paper II European and International History 

Question 1 

Question 1 offered a choice of three questions, testing knowledge of European history to 1918. The majority 

of candidates answered question 1 (c), which examined knowledge of the origins and features of the 

Industrial Revolution in Britain. It is positive to note the high level of response to economic history. With 

regard to the question, it is important that candidates answer all parts of the question.  Several answers did 

not address properly the reason or reasons why the Industrial Revolution first occurred in Britain.  Questions 

1 (a) and 1 (b) attracted relatively similar numbers of respondents. Question 1 (a) tested knowledge of the 

Concert of Europe and its ultimate failure. Question 1 (b) was on the international system of alliances 
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developed from 1871 to 1914.  In both cases, a good number of respondents showed a relatively good grasp 

of the basic facts of nineteenth century political history.  

Question 2 

Question 2 offered a choice of three questions, testing knowledge of twentieth-century European history. 

Question 2 (a) was answered by the majority of candidates, followed by 2 (c). Question 2 (a) tested 

knowledge of the coming to power of the Fascist Party in Italy. A good number of students attempting this 

question had the right factual groundwork but remained mainly descriptive. Question 2 (b) presented for 

discussion a statement on Soviet control and discontent in Eastern Europe to 1989.  A number of answers 

showed a lack of chronological knowledge. Question 2 (c) addressed the main factors aiding European 

reconstruction after World War II. Conceptual weaknesses were noted in several essays. 

Question 3 

Question 3 offered a choice between two text-based questions. Question 3 (a) was attempted by the 

majority of candidates. It tested knowledge of the French Revolution through an extract from the speech 

given by Maximilien Robespierre in December 1792. Question (i) on the reasons why the Revolution broke 

out in France in 1789, was answered reasonably well by a good number of candidates, however, some 

answers were limited to the description of events. Question (ii) tested knowledge of the constitutional 

monarchy and its failure. A number of answers were inadequate in addressing this. Question (iii) asked about 

the significance of Robespierre and his ideas. A good number of respondents found this question challenging. 

Question (iv) was about the foreign armies ‘threatening’ the French Revolution could not be answered 

without good background knowledge of the international reaction to events in France. Question (v) similarly 

posed a challenge to candidates by asking them to discuss whether they would characterize the early years 

of the French Revolution as a time of liberty or tyranny, a choice phrased by Robespierre himself in the 

document. Several answers were limited to a description of events. A degree of chronological confusion was 

a noted as a matter of concern.             

Question 3 (b) tested knowledge on the expansion of the Industrial Revolution on the European continent, 

with reference to an extract from the book by Swire Smith on industrial schools in England, Germany and 

Switzerland, 1873. Relatively few candidates attempted this document question. Question (i) tested 

knowledge of Germany’s advantages and disadvantages in industrialization, while question (ii) sought the 

candidate’s opinion on the author’s explanation of Germany’s late entry among the industrial powers. 

Question (iii) presented two phrases for elaboration. Question (iv) tested knowledge of the social and 

political consequences of Germany’s rapid rise as an industrial powerhouse, while question (v) invited 

candidates to use hindsight to evaluate the author’s comparison of Germany to Great Britain. While some 

of the answers to 3 (b) showed relatively good factual knowledge, there were few signs of an effort to step 

beyond the descriptive sphere, even though the questions were requiring explanations. 
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Paper III Mediterranean History 

Question 1 

Question 1 offered a choice of three questions, testing knowledge of modern Mediterranean history up to 

the outbreak of World War I. Question 1 (c), was answered by a large majority of candidates. It tested 

knowledge on the importance of Malta to the British presence in the Mediterranean in the nineteenth 

century. A good number of essays had the right factual knowledge, although there was little evidence of 

further reading. Question 1 (a) on the consequences of Napoleon Bonaparte’s campaign of 1798, and 

question 1 (b) on the Eastern crisis of the 1870s, were attempted by a small number of candidates. It is 

significant that the majority of candidates opted for a general essay on the nineteenth century, rather than 

particular topics which are nonetheless mainstream elements in the syllabus. One should underline that 

British Malta features in this Mediterranean history paper as a case study, and therefore the Mediterranean 

dimension ought always to be kept in mind in this section of the syllabus.  

Question 2 

Question 2 offered a choice of three questions, testing knowledge of twentieth-century Mediterranean 

history. Relatively similar numbers of candidates chose between the three questions. Question 2 (a) tested 

knowledge of Italy’s Mediterranean ambitions during the Fascist period. Some essays showed a limited 

geographical awareness of the Mediterranean. Question 2 (b) examined the circumstances leading to 

Algeria’s achievement of independence. Some answers showed good factual knowledge. Question 2 (c) 

examined the consequences of the establishment of Israel. Considering that 2 (c) concerned the state of 

Israel, the tendency on the part of candidates to confuse the narrative of Arab-Israeli wars with the issues 

affecting the Palestinian Question was again noted, as in past sessions.  

Question 3 

Question 3 offered a choice between two text-based questions. Question 3 (a) was chosen by the majority 

of candidates. It presented a letter written by a British officer at Balaklava, 1854. The text posed its own 

challenge as a personal document. Question (i) on the causes of the Crimean war was answered reasonably 

well by several candidates. Question (ii) queried Britain’s involvement in the war, while question (iii) 

presented selected phrases for explanation. Question (iv) presented for discussion the author’s reference to 

the Turks being the reason for British participation in the war. Question (v) required an account of the 

outcome of the Crimean war. Several answers showed familiarity with the facts as well as the reasons behind 

the war, including the factors motivating British involvement. Answers to (v) on the outcome of the war 

tended to be relatively weak, as this required knowledge of the great power rivalry after the Crimean conflict. 

It should be emphasised that questions which present a phrase or textual reference, such as ‘the Light 

Brigade’, for explanation, should be answered by writing a proper note. 

Question 3 (b) was based on an extract from the Treaty of Bucharest of August 1913. A relatively small 

number of candidates attempted this document question. Question (i) required candidates to describe the 

background to the Second Balkan war. Some candidates showed good familiarity with the facts and the 

timeline of events. More work was required on the reasons behind the Balkan conflict, and the issues 

connected to the Ottoman state, as shown in question (ii) which tested knowledge of Ottoman involvement 

in the conflict.  Question (iii) tested knowledge of the main changes arising from the treaty. Some familiarity 

with Balkan geography is essential in this subject. Most candidates found question (iv), which required a 
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short discussion of political consequences in any two Balkan countries, challenging. Question (v), as to 

whether the Balkan wars were a prelude to World War I, required candidates to draw more generally on 

both their knowledge of the Balkan conflicts as well as the international situation developing in the years 

leading to 1914.   

D. CONCLUDING COMMENTS 

The examiners note that candidates for the Advanced Level History exam generally need to train more to 

acquire the correct set of skills required to tackle the papers. These include good essay writing skills, as well 

as the right analytical skills for document questions. Further reading is essential, as it enables the candidates 

to connect themes and to reach an informed opinion on the subject. The chronological and thematic range 

of the syllabus should be covered well. Candidates are encouraged to invest more time and effort in their 

written English proficiency, which affects their understanding and communication. 

 

Chairperson 

Examination Panel 2019  

 


