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SEC ART 
MAY 2006 SESSION 

EXAMINERS’ REPORT 
 

The Table below shows the distribution of grades for the May 2006 session. 
 
TABLE 1:  Distribution of Grades - May 2006 
 
Grade 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 U Abs Total 
I&IIA  21 51 99 85 99 - - 67 5 427 
I&IIB  - - - 25 58 78 36 117 32 346 

TOTAL 21 51 99 110 157 78 36 184 37 773 
% of 
Total 2.7 6.6 12.8 14.2 20.3 10.1 4.7 23.8 4.8 100 

 
Coursework/Project 
 
The Coursework/Project carries 15% of the final mark.  The Coursework/Project is, with the 
exception of private candidates, marked by school teachers. Members of the Markers’ Panel 
visited a number of schools in order to moderate school-based assessments.   
 
It was already noted in previous reports that school-based assessments tend to be generous.  
This year, moderators found that marks awarded in many schools were often fair and reflected 
faithfully the amount and variety of work contained in individual portfolios.  The examiners also 
recommend that in the future, teachers should suggest to students to date each piece, so that 
moderators will be able to judge more precisely the students’ progress. 
 
As usual, the best portfolios are those that demonstrate the candidate’s ability to work in different 
media and to ‘test’ techniques and ideas prior to implementation in final pieces.  Also of 
importance is the candidate’s ability to make personal and relevant connections with the work of 
other artists.   
 
In last year’s report, it was stated that some of the less creative portfolios contained work that 
was nearly identical to that of other candidates.  This practice appeared to be less in evidence 
this year. 
 
Unfortunately, it is still obvious that some candidates do not distinguish between their coursework 
and the project.  The Final Project should be clearly marked to distinguish it from the rest of the 
work in the portfolio. 
 
 
Paper 1 
 
Paper 1 carries 40% of the final mark and is divided into two options. 
 
Option 1a – Still Life 
This option seeks to assess whether the candidate can work from observation and render 
different textures and tonal effects correctly.  The vast majority of candidates worked in pencil; 
only a few opted for colour.  There are still many candidates who cannot tackle some basic 
aspects of the work, like shading, proportion and composition.  It is evident that drawing skills 
need to be emphasized more in the training of these candidates.  More time needs to be 
dedicated to understanding the forms of objects, distinguishing between different surfaces and 
using different pencils to achieve different results.  The work of some candidates also looked 
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quite flat; candidates like these need to work harder on the use of contrast in drawings and the 
rendering of three-dimensional form. 
 
 
Option 1b – The Human Figure 
Not many candidates opted for the human figure.  A few were quite capable of rendering the 
basic structure of the human anatomy with a measure of confidence.  Most, however, still have 
problems in drawing proportions correctly and relating the position of the limbs to the rest of the 
body in a convincing way.  Judging from the work, it appears that these candidates have had very 
little training in drawing the human figure directly from observation. 
 
Paper II 
 
Paper II A/B carries 45% of the marks.  The candidates are issued with three general themes 
three weeks in advance and are expected to investigate and research these themes in 
preparation for the examination.  During the examination, the candidates chose a specific title 
related to one of the general themes and developed it into a final work.  It was already reported in 
last year’s examiners’ report that some students appear to come to the examination with a very 
exact idea of what they intend to do in the exam, regardless of the titles.  This seemed to be the 
case again this year with some candidates, and some of the resulting works were in fact out of 
point.  It must be emphasized again that the general themes are meant only as indicators of what 
the examination titles will be like. 
 
The best results were obtained by those candidates who were able to combine their preparatory 
ideas related to a general theme with prior training in work from observation and other basic skills 
of drawing and painting.  In paper IIA, some candidates produced some imaginative abstraction in 
Under the Microscope.  Some who attempted titles like Working in a Laboratory had problems 
either in the rendering of three-dimensional space (perspective) or in their interpretation of the 
human form.  The latter problem was also evident in Paper IIB, in some candidates’ 
interpretations of the title Vendors in a village square.  The integration of words and images in 
posters and brochure designs still appears to be a problem for many candidates. 
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