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SEC HISTORY 
      May 2006 Session 

Examiner’s Report 
 

Statistics  
 

Table 1: Distribution of grades for SEC History – May 2006 session 
Grade 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 U Abs Total 
I+IIA 12 23 30 16 24 − − 18 3 126 
I+IIB − − − 8 14 13 18 37 18 108 
Total 12 23 30 24 38 13 18 55 21 234 

% 5.1 9.8 12.8 10.3 16.2 5.6 7.7 23.5 9.0 100.0 
 
234 candidates registered for the examination, 126 choosing Paper A and the other 108 opting for Paper B.  
3 candidates of the former category were absent while no less than 18 of the second option failed to turn up 
for all the papers. 
 
Paper A candidates did well on the whole with 105 passes out of 123, including 12 who were awarded 
Grade 1; 23 – Grade 2; 30 – Grade 3; 16 – Grade 4; and 24 – grade 5.  This means that 83.3% of the 
candidates who sat for the examination obtained a pass-mark and only 14.3% were unclassified. 
 
Paper B candidates did not do well with only 22 passes out of 90.  8 candidates were awarded grade 4; 14 – 
grade 5; 13 – grade 6; 18 – grade 7; and 37 were unclassified.  This means that, out of the number of 
candidates who actually sat for the examination, only 20.3% obtained grades 4 or 5, 49.1% were graded 6 
or 7, while no less than 34.3% were unclassified.  Actually, quite a number of this category of candidates 
seemed to be totally unprepared for the examination and others simply did not possess the necessary 
communicative/writing skills to express themselves in either Maltese or English. 
 
General Comments 
 
The vast majority of the candidates chose to answer questions dealing with 19th century history.  However, 
there is an encouragingly increased number who are choosing to answer questions pertaining to 20th century 
topics. 
 
There seems to be a tendency for candidates to be better prepared for Maltese History questions, especially 
among candidates taking Paper 2B.  One doubts whether such candidates really knew what the whole 
syllabus actually entailed. 
 
It appears that some candidates failed to read the instructions properly.  In Paper II, there were cases where 
candidates did not choose two questions from each of two different sections as requested in the instructions. 
 
Some candidates tended to reproduce by heart previously-prepared material on a given topic irrespective of 
what the question actually entailed.  Thus their answers were partly out of point or did not adequately 
answer the question being attempted.  Obviously, low marks were scored for such answers. 
 
Many candidates seemed to base their answers or a narrative style without indulging in a deeper analysis of 
the topic under review as was sometimes requested in the question. 
 
PAPER I 
 
Paper IIA Candidates 
 
Out of 126 registrations, three were absent. 
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Part I 
 
95 candidates answered Section A, 28 tried Section B, 80 opted for Section C, and 43 attempted Section D, 
thus easily making the combination of Sections A and C (the 19th century) the more popular.  All the 
candidates present attempted Part I.  78 answers out of 123 were up to standard. 
 
Section A:  60 candidates obtained at least half, or more, of the marks allotted but 35 were below par.  
Canon Cassar of Gozo (in question 2) was mixed up with Dun Mikiel Scerri, most did not know when the 
Gozo diocese was established, only a few explained what “entrepot trade” was, whilst almost no one knew 
the year of completion of the Grand Harbour breakwater. 
 
Section B:  19 candidates did well but the other 9 were rather weak.  Varied answers were given to 
“explain” abstentionism, most being incorrect.  Weak answers were also forthcoming for questions 6, 7 and 
8 (re: Integration, Independence, and Industrial Estates) while, surprisingly, quite a number were at sixes 
and sevens when answering question 10 which dealt with the year 1996 and the European Union. 
 
Section C:  50 candidates gave good answers but the other 30 were below standard. Cartwright's Power 
Loom (question 1) seemed to be rather mysterious for some candidates whilst Napoleon's Spanish ulcer 
(question 4) was explained as a medical condition.  In question 7, some candidates divided Hetairia Philike 
into two parts and produced two answers, not realising that it was the name of a single entity.  A few had 
no idea what the Balkan League was (question 9). 
 
Section D:  30 good answers with a further 13 being below par.  A mix-up of states was given in answers to 
questions 5 and 7, and incomplete lists were dished out for questions 1 and 3.  Some mixed up the Yalta 
Conference with the Potsdam Meeting (question 4) whilst the “Velvet Revolution” seemed to come out of 
the blue for some candidates. 
 
Part II 
 
90 candidates attempted Section A, 33 opted for Section B, 84 answered Section C, while 39 tried their 
hand at Section D.  Almost all the candidates attempted the four questions they were supposed to answer 
but 2 candidates left out one question whilst another candidate left out two.  Section results show most 
candidates doing well in one question but performing rather weakly in the other.  88 candidates, out of 123, 
scored overall pass-marks in Part II. 
 
Section A: 
Question 1:  this question was well answered and only 10 candidates out of 90 were not up to the required 
standard.  Quite a number of candidates, 8 in all, even managed to score full marks while others were very 
close.  The main difficulty encountered was with question (d), while the word sham in question (a) was 
interpreted as shame by a few candidates. 
Question 2:  the same candidates seem to have found question 2 much more difficult and only 32 were up 
to the required standard while 58 were below par.  Some did not differentiate between two types of elected 
candidates (question b), others had no idea what were Lord Derby's instructions (question d) and the 
Cardwell Principle (question c), while the interpretation of the excerpt in question (f) was at variance from 
the straight-forward answer of it being the power of veto. 
 
Section B: 
Question 1:  only 3 out of 32 answers were not up to scratch.  Almost all the candidates interpreted the 
cartoon correctly and gave good interpretations of the other two sources.  A number of candidates scored 
very high marks. 
Question 2:  the same candidates did not find the second question to their liking and only 12 scored pass-
marks with the remaining 20 being on the fairly weaker side.  Questions (b), (c), and (e) seem to have been 
the ones they found most difficult to answer. 
 
Section C:  
Question 1:  the majority of answers, 47 out of 84, were not up to standard.  It seems that most candidates 
had difficulty in understanding properly the quotations.  Most did not understand what Napoleon meant by 
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the child of fortune (quotation A), nor did they know what Metternich was referring to when speaking 
about Europe (quotation B).  Question (c) got mixed answers while only a few wrote down the required 
three answers for questions (a) and (d).  At least, the vast majority answered question (f) correctly. 
Question 2:  Conversely, there were 68 good answers and only 16 weak ones for this question.  Most 
candidates understood all three quotations and interpreted them correctly.  This may possibly have been 
due to familiarity with quotation B which is found in a number of text-books. 
 
Section D 
Question 1:  the vast majority of the answers, 32 out of 39, were up to standard.  The World War I topic 
seems to have been adequately covered by most candidates who also understood the implications behind 
some of the decisions taken at Versailles.  The questions were straight-forward and the candidates, rightly 
so, took the opportunity to score marks. 
Question 2:  in this case, not only were there candidates who did not attempt this question but the majority, 
22 out of 36, were simply not up to standard.  Many did not identify which crisis was being referred to, thus 
resulting in jumbled-up answers for questions (a) to (e), while answers to question (h) were mostly 
shambolic. 
 
Paper IIB Candidates 
 
Out of 108 registered candidates, 19 were absent and only 89 turned up for the examination. 
 
Part I 
 
57 candidates answered Section A, 31 preferred Section B, 42 opted for Section C, and 44 attempted 
Section D.  One candidate did not attempt even one single section while two candidates attempted only one 
section each.  Most of the candidates gave very weak answers, some bordering on the ridiculous.  In fact, 
only 13 out of 89 were up to standard.  The mistakes made by the Paper 2A candidates were compounded 
by the Paper 2B candidates. 
 
Section A:  only 10 candidates were up to the required standard.  The other 47 were weak. 
 
Section B:  this was the best answered section with 16 candidates scoring pass-marks and 15 failing to do 
so. 
 
Section C:  a very-weakly answered section having 39 failures and only 3 passes. 
 
Section D:  13 candidates passed but 31 failed. 
 
Part II 
 
60 candidates answered Section A, 36 attempted Section B, 58 tried their hand at Section C, and 28 others 
opted for Section D.  Three candidates attempted one section only while 16 left out one question from the 
various chosen sections.  Some candidates had no idea on how to answer some questions and there were no 
less than 24 zeros spread out among the eight questions, 15 of them pertaining to Section A, Question 2.  
As in Part I, most candidates gave very weak answers.  In fact, only 13 out of 89 were up to standard.  The 
disparity between Paper A and Paper B candidates was very evident. 
 
Section A 
Question 1:  only 25 candidates obtained pass-marks while 35 failed to do so.  This is in marked contrast to 
the 90% passes by Paper A candidates.  The candidates encountered difficulties in answering most of the 
questions set. 
Question 2:  The fact that only 3 out of 53 candidates obtained pass-marks speaks for itself and no further 
comments are necessary.  One candidate did not even bother to try answering anything. 
 
Section B 
Question 1:  16 candidates out of 27 managed to obtain a pass-mark.  On the whole, this was in keeping 
with the results of Paper A candidates with 6 of them obtaining very commendable marks.  This was the 
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best-answered question in Part II.  However, 9 candidates did not attempt this question though they tried to 
answer something from question 2. 
Question 2:  not even one of the 36 candidates who attempted this question managed to obtain a pass-mark.  
Further comments would be superfluous. 
 
Section C 
Question 1:  10 candidates, out of 56, obtained pass-marks but most of them just scraped through.  Most 
candidates did not really understand the wording of the quotations and this resulted in a host of ridiculous 
answers. 
Question 2:  this question elicited slightly better answers and most of the 13 pass-marks were in the upper 
marks bracket.  Most of the 40 failures were very weak.  This was a pity because at least one of the 
quotations should have been familiar to the candidates whilst the other two were on the same lines.  Three 
candidates failed to attempt a single answer. 
 
Section D 
Question 1:  this question elicited 14 pass-marks and 14 failures.  It seems that a number of the candidates 
were quite familiar with the World War I topic as evinced from the answers given.  However, those who 
failed got very low marks and seemed to be relying on their so-called “general knowledge”. 
Question 2:  Not even one candidate, out of 24, obtained a pass-mark.  Four candidates did not even bother 
to attempt a single answer. 
 
PAPER IIA  
 
Four candidates, out of 126 registrations, were absent for this paper.  98 candidates chose to answer 
questions about the 19th century and 24 chose the 20th century. 
 
Section A 
 
Question 1: 32 answers. This question dealt with a popular topic, namely the causes which led to the 
decline and expulsion of the Order of St John from Malta.  Six candidates did not manage to obtain a pass-
mark in this question.  A general shortcoming was that these candidates ignored that part of the question 
which stated that candidates had to take into consideration the social, economic and political factors.  
Moreover, a number of the candidates left out significant issues such as the loss of the Order's property in 
France.  On the other hand, 5 candidates wrote comprehensive answers and were awarded 19 marks or 
more out of a total of 25. 
 
Question 2:  65 answers.  This question dealt with the reasons why Malta fell to the French in a very short 
time and why French rule in Malta was so short-lived.  13 candidates did not manage to obtain a pass-mark 
in this question.  They either did not answer part of the set question, or went completely out of point.  On 
the other hand, 19 candidates earned 19 marks or more out of a total of 25. 
 
Question 3:  48 candidates chose to answer this question and, as a general rule, they managed to earn good 
marks.  In fact, only 5 candidates failed to obtain a pass-mark.  A common shortcoming was that candidates 
did not seem to make the necessary effort to deal with the topic as presented in the question.  Candidates 
were, for example, specifically asked whether military activities in the Mediterranean meant economic 
prosperity for Malta.  They were also asked to state whether other factors, apart from the military, affected 
the Maltese economy.  Few candidates answered these questions directly.  It is clear that a number of 
candidates had studied the topic but they have not as yet acquired the skill of choosing the appropriate facts 
to help them present an argument and to focus on a given question. 
 
Question 4:  Only 7 candidates answered this question about the Unification of Italy and the coming of 
Italian refugees to Malta.  One candidate was awarded only 6 marks for the answer while another obtained 
no less than 24 out of 25 marks.  Candidates found it difficult to answer correctly the first part of the 
question which included an analysis of whether Malta was really an important haven for Italian refugees.  
Our students have to be trained not only to narrate but also to analyse historical events or situations. 
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Question 5:  19 candidates answered this question and, in general, presented satisfactory answers.  Only 4 
candidates failed to obtain a pass-mark while 6 were awarded 19 marks or more out of a total of 25.  
Candidates who obtained low marks failed to mention issues such as the Protestant Bible Societies, the 
Mortmain Law, the Oath Question and others. 
 
Question 6:  25 candidates answered this question and 19 were awarded 19 marks or more out of a total of 
25.  Four candidates did not obtain a pass-mark because they failed to mention basic facts connected with 
the historical figures presented in the question.  For example, one candidate did not even mention the 
Keenan Report when commenting about the part played by Patrick Keenan in the development of 
Education in Malta and the Language Question.  Another failed to mention something very basis such as 
the fact that Canon Paolo Pullicino was a Director of Education. 
 
Section B 
 
Question 1: 12 candidates answered this question but, unfortunately, two of them did not present a 
satisfactory answer and failed to obtain a pass-mark.  No candidate was awarded 19 marks or better, an 
indication that candidates find it difficult to answer an argumentative question even if it is of a general 
nature such as the one being discussed.  One has to point out that candidates presented facts but they hardly 
ever argued whether the 20th century was one of drastic change for the Maltese. 
 
Question 2:  Only 8 candidates chose to answer this question and none of them was awarded 19 marks or 
over.  Answers were generally unsatisfactory and four of them did not manage to obtain a pass-mark 
because they did not know (a) what is a fortress economy and (b) what is the meaning of the phrase “to 
restructure the economy”.  A few failed to even mention “tourism” which is considered to be a pillar in the 
restructuring of the Maltese economy. 
 
Question 3:  This was not a popular question.  In fact, only 3 chose to answer the question which dealt with 
the political rift between Mintoff and Boffa in 1949.  Two candidates were awarded 16 marks each and the 
other was given 14 marks.  The candidates should have dealt in more detail with the second half of the 
question, namely, the political consequences of the “Split”, a term which should have been familiar to 
them. 
 
Question 4:  Only 5 candidates opted to answer this question and no one was awarded 19 marks or more.  
Two candidates were not awarded a pass-mark because (a) they lacked the necessary factual knowledge of 
the constitutions and (b) they failed to point out similarities and differences between the two constitutions. 
 
Question 5:  16 candidates opted to answer this question.  No one succeeded in obtaining 19 marks or over, 
though 4 were awarded 18 marks each.  Four other candidates were not awarded pass-marks for their 
answers mainly because they failed to deal with the major issues that strained relations between Church and 
State during the 20th century.  One has also point out that these candidates did not make an effort to agree 
or disagree with the opening statement.  Candidates have to learn (a) to refer to the question being asked, 
and that (b) opinions which they put forward have to be backed up by facts. 
 
Question 6:  Only 4 candidates chose this question but the answers they gave were unsatisfactory and no 
one was awarded a pass-mark.  Candidates could have dealt with the role of individual priests such as Mgr 
Guzeppi de Piro and Dun Gorg Preca.  They could have dealt also with the part played by the Church in 
different areas such as politics, education, culture and literature.  Candidates who pointed out that the 
influence of the Church decreased during the second half of the 20th century put themselves in a better 
position to gain marks. 
 
Section C 
 
Question 1:  62 answers.  This was one of the questions which was most commonly answered.  Many 
candidates gave a good account of the causes of the French Revolution, though there was a tendency 
among a handful of them to dwell only on a few causes such as the dreadful plight of the peasants.  
However, overall attainment in this question was quite good. 
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Question 2: 15 answers.  A higher number of candidates were expected to attempt this question.  Most of 
the answers were good and the candidates managed to explain the differences which arose among the 
powers and which led to the ultimate failure of the Concert of Europe.  However, better attainment was 
expected when the candidates dealt with why each congress met and what was really achieved. 
 
Question 3: 13 answers.  Again, a low number of candidates attempted this question.  They did not deal 
adequately about how the whole revolutionary movement was inspired by revolution in France and the 
answers lacked depth in analysis and in narration.  A better level of attainment was expected. 
 
Question 4: 41 answers.  Generally, the candidates gave a good account of the three wars which Bismarck 
embarked on in order to achieve German Unity.  However, few of the candidates dealt with the internal 
organisation and preparation which Prussia underwent before these three wars.  Overall, attainment in this 
question was quite good. 
 
Question 5:  25 answers.  Though this question merited a rather argumentative essay for an answer,  many 
of the candidates tended to just narrate the events leading to the Unification of Italy,  Few of the candidates 
managed to explain how Cavour constantly controlled what Garibaldi was doing.  Again, few of the 
candidates mentioned Cavour's preparatory work as Prime Minister of Piedmont.  Attainment in this 
question by the candidates was just average. 
 
Question 6:  12 answers. This was the least -answered question in this section and attainment, in general, 
was not so good.  Some of the candidates betrayed gaps in knowledge of chronology since they 
concentrated their answers on the Greek War of Independence.  It was quite clear that these candidates 
were not well prepared for the topic dealing with the Eastern Question. 
 
Section D 
 
Question 1:  20 answers.  Though many of the candidates who chose this question dealt quite well with the 
main causes of the Russian revolution, only a few of them managed to expound its main results.  Many 
candidates just summarily wrote down that the Czar was executed and Russia became communist. 
 
Question 2:  23 answers.  On the whole, the answers to this question were quite good.  The candidates 
managed to identify the major problems which led to the failure of the League of Nations and, to a lesser 
extent, the initial successes in preventing wars between small countries. 
 
Question 3:  14 answers.  Though a fair number of candidates attempted this question, there were only a 
very few who managed to score good marks.  Few of the candidates dealt with the causes why Mussolini 
managed to force himself into power and his subsequent economic and social reforms.  It seems that many 
of the candidates were just dealing with the subject through their general knowledge and not through 
undergoing any study of the topic. 
 
Question 4:  7 answers.  Most of the few candidates who attempted this question failed to expound a clear 
picture of what the “Prague Spring “ was and why the Soviet Union became very anxious about the whole 
movement.  Few of the candidates mentioned the development of the Brezhnev Doctrine as a result of this 
unrest. 
 
Question 5:  The four candidates who chose this question gave a good account0 of the prevailing 
background in the Soviet Union and, consequently, the reasons why Gorbachev wanted to introduce 
reforms based on glasnost and perestroika.  However, the effects of his policy were dealt with rather lightly 
and the candidates lost marks in this part of the question.  One of them did not obtain a pass-mark. 
 
Question 6:  Four candidates answered this question and their attainment was low because they failed to 
describe the major effects that this reunification had. 
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PAPER IIB  
 
Twenty of the 108 registered candidates did not turn up for this paper.  The answers presented by the great 
majority of the candidates were unsatisfactory and definitely far lower than the expected average standard.  
65 candidates answered questions about the 19th century and 23 opted for the sections dealing with the 20th 
century. 
 
Section A 
 
Question 1:  26 answers.  This question dealt with a very popular topic, namely the causes which bought 
about the decline of the Order of St John.  Answers were very unsatisfactory with the result that only 3 
were awarded a pass-mark (two obtained 15 marks each, and the other was awarded 13).  A number of 
candidates ignored most of the wording of the set question and dealt with just one particular event, for 
example, the Rising of the Priests.  Candidates were expected to mention at least two social/economic and 
two political causes.  Unfortunately, the vast majority failed to do so. 
 
Question 2:  42 answers.  Although this was another popular choice, only 14 candidates managed to obtain 
a pass-mark for their answers and no one was awarded 19 marks or over.  The great majority of the answers 
were weak and only merited low marks.  Candidates did not make the required effort to answer separately 
the two different components of the question. They also left out basic information such as Napoleon's 
determination to capture Malta, his plans for the capture of the island,  and the attitude of the Maltese as 
well as that of Hompesch.  With regard to the second half of the question, most candidates dealt only with 
the way that the French offended the Church and omitted, for example, the laws passed by the French 
government in Malta, the new taxes imposed on the population, and the fact that Maltese men were forced 
to accompany the French military forces to Egypt. 
 
Question 3:  17 candidates chose to answer this question with 7 of them being awarded 19 marks or over.  
On the other hand, 5 candidates did not obtain a pass-mark.  The weaker candidates failed to demonstrate 
the historical importance of the persons they chose to write about. 
 
Question 4:  27 answers to this question which dealt with the economy of Malta during the 19th century.  
Only 9 candidates, just one-third of the total number of answers, were awarded a pass-mark, with one of 
them being given 21 marks.  Most answers were not satisfactory because candidates failed to explain how 
Malta prospered whenever there was military activity in the Mediterranean and omitted other factors which 
had a direct effect on the economy.  Regarding the first part of the question, a number of candidates limited 
their answers to the effects of the Crimean War on the Maltese economy and disregarded examples of other 
activities such as what happened in Greece in 1827, in the Balkans in 1876 and in Egypt in 1882.  In the 
second half of the question, candidates limited themselves to the outbreak of the plague of 1813-14 and 
ignored other outbreaks of contagious diseases.  Nor did they take into consideration other factors such as 
the opening of the Suez Canal, the increase in the number of steamships plying the Mediterranean, the 
American Civil War, the cotton industry, and the significance of agriculture. 
 
Question 5:  11 answers which, in general were of rather low standard.  Five candidates obtained pass-
marks but no one was awarded 19 marks or over.  Candidates were expected to point out how Italians had 
to flee their country to escape retaliation after their attempts to unify their country, why they chose to come 
to Malta, and how they influenced Maltese affairs.  Just a couple of candidates did mention the 
Associazione Patriottica Maltese among other things, and they thus were placed in a position to gain extra 
marks. 
 
Question 6:  Although only 3 candidates chose this question, their answers were very satisfactory with all 3 
obtaining high marks.  They all mentioned the main issues that arose between Church and State during the 
19th century and, moreover, they wrote about what characterised the relations between Malta, a Catholic 
colony, and Protestant  Britain. 
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Section B 
 
Question 1:  16 answers.  Nine candidates failed to obtain a pass mark and the other 7 were average without 
anyone obtaining a high mark.  The greater part of the candidates did not answer all the different sub-
divisions of the question which dealt with the Sette Giugno Riots.  They did write about what happened in 
Valletta on 7th June but failed to deal with the causes and the consequences and/or results of these events. 
 
Question 2:  Five extremely poor answers for which the highest mark awarded was just 5 (out of 25 marks).  
The candidates did not even know what a Royal Commission was, why such a commission was sent to 
Malta in 1911 and what were its main recommendations. 
 
Question 3:  18 answers.  Only four candidates were awarded a pass mark and all were under 19 marks with 
overall standard being on the low side.  Candidates lost marks because they lacked basic knowledge on the 
attainment of Independence, the setting-up of the Republic, and the closure of the British base in 1979.  To 
compound matters, candidates did not explain why the above three events are considered to be milestones 
in Maltese History. After all, all three events are celebrated as National Days in Malta.  Candidates have to 
learn to pay attention to the set question and focus their answer accordingly. 
 
Question 4:  2 answers, one of which was very poor and the other just average.  The former wrote sporadic 
and insufficient information about the persons chosen while the latter should have excluded personal 
information but should have included the historical significance of the role played by the individual. 
 
Question 5:  Four candidates answered this question but no one obtained a pass mark, a very good 
indication of the low standard “attained”.  Candidates did not know (a) why the result of the 1981 General 
elections was anomalous, (b) what the political consequences were, and (c) what measures were taken in 
1987 to ensure that such a situation would not be repeated.  One wonders why these candidates chose to 
answer this question when they knew practically nothing about the subject. 
 
Question 6:  Only one candidate answered this question and s/he was awarded only 8 marks out of 25.  
There was a great lack of fundamental knowledge regarding the first part of the question while the answer 
to the second part of the question was inadequate because the candidate limited it to what happened in 
Malta as a result of the 1996 General elections. 
 
Section C 
 
Question 1:  36 answers.  Overall attainment was rather good but there was a tendency among the 
candidates to write a general essay on the causes of the French Revolution.  Some of them failed to mention 
the miserable plight of the lower classes.  Few of the candidates dealt with the teachings of the philosophers 
and most of them did not even write down their names.  Moreover, immediate causes were often confused 
with the real ones. 
 
Question 2:  29 answers.  Surprisingly, only an average to below average attainment was registered in this 
question.  Candidates tended to give rather good explanations to the Reign of Terror (part d), the 
Continental System (part f) and the Hundred Days' Campaign (part h).  However, attainment in the other 
parts of the question was rather poor. 
 
Question 3:  Only one candidate attempted this question which dealt with the 1848 revolutions.  Attainment 
was quite good. 
 
Question 4:  10 answers.  Though some good answers were forthcoming, there were some candidates who 
should have dealt more fully with the results of the wars leading to German Unity. 
 
Question 5:  13 answers.  There were some good answers but the majority were weak.  Candidates tended 
to pay little attention in their answers to the 1870 annexation of Rome. 
 
Question 6:  11 answers.  Generally, the answers provided were below average achievement.  Again, it was 
felt that candidates are not really aware of what the Eastern Question really was. 



SEC EXAMINERS’ REPORT MAY 2006 

 10 

 
Section D 
 
Question 1:  19 answers.  On the whole, answers to this question left much to be desired.  On the credit 
side, candidates did manage to explain why European countries tried to obtain colonies in other continents 
(part a) and they also mentioned countries which had colonies (part b).  However, on the other hand, 
answers were weak when explaining the benefits which the colonies gained (part d) and the political 
complications that arose (part e). 
 
Question 2:  10 answers.  All answers were very weak especially when accounting for the League of 
Nations' initial success (part b) and when explaining why the League lost its importance (part c). 
 
Question 3:  8 answers.  Very weak answers were submitted for this question and it seems that not even one 
of the candidates was really prepared to answer all the questions on this topic.  Very few candidates 
managed to highlight the prevailing conditions in Italy (part a) and Mussolini's foreign policy (part c). 
 
Question 4: 22 answers.  Again, candidates seemed to be under the impression that anybody can write 
about Hitler through general knowledge.  The resultant answers were very weak, especially those dealing 
with how Hitler became a dictator (part a) and the description of the first years of his rule (part d). 
 
Question 5: No one attempted this question. 
 
Question 6:  Only three candidates attempted this question and the answers supplied were, on the whole, 
very weak.  The only acceptable answers were those dealing with Lenin (part b) and Stalin (part e). 
 
 
The Chairperson 
Board of Examiners 
July 2006 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


