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IM ITALIAN 
MAY 2010 SESSION 

EXAMINERS’ REPORT 
 

 May 
2007 

% May 2008 % May 
2009 

% May 
2010 

% 

Candidates 260 100 220 100 199 100 207 100 
Grades A-E 226   86.92 186   84.4 170  85.4 181 87.4 
Grades A-C 152   58.46 128   58.2 119  59.8 125 60.4 
Failed   31   11.92   26   11.8   24  12.1 24 11.6 
Grade A   17   06.54   15     6.8   15  07.5 13 06.3 
Grade B   45   17.31   32    14.5   31  15.6 36 17.4 
Grade C   90   34.62   81    36.8   73  36.7 76 36.7 
Grade D   39   15.00   31    14.1   28  14.1 29 14.0 
Grade E   35   13.56   27    12.3   23  11.6 27 13.0 
absent     3   01.15     8      3.6     5  02.5   2 01.0 
 
 Last year’s report lamented the fact that the number of candidates had gone down from 
316 in 2006 to 260 in 2007, to 220 in 2008 and then to 199 in 2009. This year a slight increase 
was registered (+8), but still, the hundred and twenty students that have been lost in the previous 
three years have not been recovered. This year there were 256 candidates at Advanced Level, 
and those opting for the Intermediate were about 50 less, 207, when one expects this level to be 
more available to students with different choices of “A-Level” subjects. The Board would be 
interested to know the teachers’ views on the reasons for this difference, because these figures 
go against the trend in other subjects, e.g. English (AM 547 – IM 1624), Maltese (AM 465 – IM 
626) and French (AM 118 – IM 122). 
 
 As the above table shows, this year there was a slight improvement in the candidates’ 
overall performance, the only negative differences being 1.2% less candidates obtaining grade A, 
compensated by slight increases in grades B and C.  
 
General Performance  
 
 
Exercise Average 2009 Average 2010 Maximum 
Oral 13.80 13.03   20 
Listening Précis   6.05 05.36   10 
Wr Comprehension 10.95 11.16   20 
Essay 11.63 11.17   20 
Literature 14.31 16.04   30 
Average of Totals          56.74 56.76 100 
 
Overall performance has been good this year, too, because the average mark for each section is 
above the halfway number of points. The average of totals is almost identical to last year’s, and 
one notes that the average marks in the various parts of the exam are almost also equal, except 
for literature, where there was an improvement of two points, whereas last year it fell slightly 
below the halfway mark. 
 
Part I .  
 Not surprisingly the oral test was the part where the students obtained the highest marks, 
an average of 13.03 out of 20. At 5.36 marks out of 10, the average of the Listening Précis was 
slightly less satisfactory.  
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Section A. Language  
 The average for the Written Comprehension  was 11.16 marks out of 20 and 
surprisingly the Essay ’s average was almost identical at 11.17%. It is usually expected that 
candidates do better in the comprehension than in the essay because understanding such texts 
should not be difficult for candidates sitting for the Intermediate Certificate.  
 
However, in the comprehension test students showed lack of ability in extracting the answer to 
certain inferential questions. The average mark was, on the whole, lower than expected. 
Orthographic mistakes were, once again, abundant and, at this level, such errors are penalised. 
Certain answers are evidence that many students still do not know how to extract the meaning of 
what they are reading from the context. The number of students who gave the answer in their 
own words when asked to, was considerably low: the majority just resorted to copying the text as 
it was printed. 
 
 The topics set for the Essay  attracted a fair number of candidates each, although the 
most popular were those about Facebook and about the mobile phone. In writing on both these 
topics no candidates went out of point, and various opinions were expressed, often quite strongly, 
in defence of Facebook, although few actually gave it the form of a newspaper article. The same 
can be said about the essays written on the topic of obesity, in which admittedly valid and mature 
arguments were expressed, but very few gave it the appearance of a newspaper article. As to the 
mobile phone, the ideas expressed did not go beyond the usual stereotypes, and one suspects 
that this topic attracted the weaker students mostly. Regarding question 2, about the generation 
gap, most candidates failed to back up their views, generally hackneyed, with specific examples, 
as the question explicitly suggested. Essays of a higher standard were produced when question 1 
was tackled, about the importance of good manners. 
 
 It is of crucial importance that the technical and linguistic aspects of essay-writing is 
highlighted to the students, that is attention to elementary spelling and grammar errors, the lack 
of planning and the lack of the final revision before handing in the paper. 
  
Section B. Literature 
 
 A number of candidates demonstrated a satisfactory level of competence in this section, 
at least as far as knowledge of the text is concerned. It is evident that they are quite familiar with 
the sequence of events, with the unfolding of the plot and with the main narrative features 
included in Camilleri’s work. However, though many candidates are familiar with the general 
content of this novel, in certain instances they were unable to answer questions in a clear and 
coherent manner. This was mainly due to poor level of expression and lack of cohesion in their 
writing.  
 
 Numerous language errors also led to a loss of marks. At times, candidates gave very 
detailed answers but they did not obtain high marks because of their poor language competence: 
it is important to focus less heavily on the details of the plot and to work more specifically for an 
improvement of grammatical and linguistic competence when answering questions on Camilleri’s 
novel. It was also quite evident that in some cases candidates reproduced notes in a parrot-like 
fashion. This practice is not to be encouraged because very often it also demonstrates a 
candidate’s difficulty to adapt the received notes to answer the specific question.   
 
            Finally, it is necessary to point out that questions in which many marks were lost also 
included those questions in which candidates were asked to explain parts of the given text in their 
own words. 
 
Chairman, 
Board of Examiners 
 
September 2010 


