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General Report for English Language 2014 

The following are some observations we have made while reviewing the Annual 
English Language exam papers for Form 1. This feedback is intended to promote 
good practice and standardisation in Church Schools and maintain the standard 
of summative assessment which already exists in our schools. A report covering 
English Literature has been issued separately. 

During our school visits and also in the General Report for English we have often 
had the occasion to point out that it is more beneficial to set separate Language 
and Literature papers. This practice ensures the validity and reliability of both 
exams and also serves to prepare students for national and international exams. 
The assessment of Literature and Language is inherently different and thus 
needs to be assessed separately. Unfortunately, some schools still persist in 
testing the two areas together. We encourage the schools concerned to re-think 
their practice and give literature its due status as a subject. 

Time Allocation: 

The exam papers which we reviewed have revealed that some schools are 
allocating more time than others. In order to rectify this, we suggest that one 
hour thirty minutes is appropriate at this level. 

Comprehension:  

It is to be noted that the National End of Primary Exam comprehension is around 
500 words in length. It stands to reason that a Form 1 comprehension should be 
at least that length, preferably slightly longer. We have come across passages in 
the papers we reviewed that are hardly 400 words in length. We would like to 
recommend that the parameter for the Form 1 reading comprehension text 
should be between 450 and 600 words. 



 

General Report for English Language – Form 1 Annual Exam 2014                                                  Page 2 
 

Some comprehension tasks do not include a variety of questions to challenge 
students. Some only feature questions which simply test knowledge. This was 
also noted in the latest PIRLS Results for Malta which stated that Maltese 
students do well when ‘retrieving information and making straightforward 
inferences’. However they found difficulty ‘in tasks that required interpreting, 
integrating and evaluating information’ (PIRLS 2011).  

 It is important for teachers setting exam papers to refer to Bloom’s Taxonomy 
when setting comprehension questions. Please see attached sheet which can be 
found on this link: 

http://www.educatorstechnology.com/2014/03/new-blooms-taxonomy-
planning-kit-for.html 
 
Font and font size: 

It is felt that schools need to adopt a policy regarding fonts used in exam papers 
with particular attention given to the needs of dyslexic students. Century Gothic 
or Andika Basic (free download) are recommended and the same font size, ideally 
size 12, should be used throughout the paper. While many teachers have 
adhered to our recommendation of not justifying texts, some teachers still need 
to be reminded of this. The rationale behind this is to aid students with dyslexia 
and learning difficulties.  

Layout: 

The practice of using a watermark across pages of exam papers is highly 
discouraged and should be stopped immediately. This is highly distracting for all 
students but especially for those with learning difficulties. 

Writing: 

Another bone of contention is the length of writing tasks. It appears that 
teachers are setting a variation of word counts ranging from 150 to 275. With 
reference to last year’s General Report for English, we would like to reiterate 

http://www.educatorstechnology.com/2014/03/new-blooms-taxonomy-planning-kit-for.html
http://www.educatorstechnology.com/2014/03/new-blooms-taxonomy-planning-kit-for.html
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that the rubric should clearly indicate 180 to 220 words. This is the 
recommended parameter at this level. Other variations may be applied if English 
Language classes have setting. In order to offer a fairer choice of writing genres, 
we recommend that at least three different types of essay titles are set. In order 
to ensure reliability, not more than four titles should be offered. 

Allocation of Marks: 

We would like to bring to your attention that for the Language paper to be 
reliable and valid the distribution of marks should reflect the following weighting:  

Language Use  25% 
Comprehension  25% 
Writing  25% 
Listening Comprehension  15% 
Speaking  10% 
 
While most schools have already introduced the oral and aural component in 
their annual exams, some schools are still finding difficulty in implementing this. 
We appreciate that logistically this is simply not feasible in some schools. In such 
cases, the oral and aural components could be assessed prior to exams and that 
these marks are included in the students’ results.  This is very important since 
we are on the threshold of introducing the new Core Curriculum Programme 
Assessment at levels 1 and 2 which will be certifying students in the four skills. 
 
We would like to kindly remind schools to send the Listening Comprehension text 
and questions along with the core paper in future, as many schools fail to do this.  
 
Finally, we would like to commend teachers of Form I, who for the most part, 
have set excellent Annual Language exam papers. 
 
We hope that these observations are helpful. 
 
Mary Rose Chircop       Janice De Giovanni  Louise Sciortino 
 

Heads of Department for English 
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