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GENERAL REPORT FOR ENGLISH 

 

This year Form 4 Language papers have been selected for review. A lot of good work is being 

done in our schools as reflected in the challenging papers being produced. It is a pity that 

because of a few details one finds cause to complain.  

The recommendation made in our previous report for language and literature to be separately 

assessed needs to be further emphasized. Schools should make provisions in the exam time-

table for this. In cases where language and literature are assessed by means of one paper it is 

obvious that not all areas can be adequately tested. For instance literary criticism and/or 

parts of the literature syllabus are completely left out. It is better for the students if they are 

examined in all areas of the syllabus as this gives them the opportunity to learn how to 

manage their time effectively during an exam. This kind of experience is not possible during 

the normal school day. Although one should not be teaching merely for exams, one has to 

acknowledge that exams are important. Taking into consideration that most schools have a 

mixed-ability cohort and considering that this kind of cohort requires frequent reinforcement 

in order to succeed, it is vital for students to be exposed to the SEC model more than once, 

preferably twice in Form 4 and the Mocks in Form 5. 

Most schools are testing all skills as recommended in the NMC. A few schools still need to find 

a way to do this. Admittedly from our school visits we garnered that this is done mostly in the 

annual exams but not in the half-yearly ones. Perhaps with some effort the oral and aural 

components can be included in the half-yearly exams too. We realize that this is mostly due 

to time constraints and logistics. However, while the aural component could easily be 

introduced during the Mid-yearly exam time-table, it would be advisable to at least award 

10% of the global mark to the oral component which could be assessed prior to exams i.e. 
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during the scholastic year. The oral and aural skills need to be assessed in order to render the 

language exam 100% valid. 

 

It appears that we need to establish a standardized allocation of marks for language, as not 

all schools are awarding the same per cent of marks to the various tasks. Using Matsec’s 

distribution of marks scheme, it is advisable to allocate: 

 25% to Grammar 

25% to Comprehension 

25% to Writing 

10% to Speaking/oral 

15% to Listening/aural  

 

We would also like to ask that, as of next year, the listening comprehension is also submitted 

for review as quite a few schools failed to send it along with the core paper, this will offer 

schools a more comprehensive review of the language exam. 

We are proud to confirm that, for the most part, teachers of English in Church schools are 

producing sterling work, they are dedicated and hard-working and we would like to commend 

them and to reassure them that we are there to support them. 

 

Mary Rose Chircop, Louise Sciortino 

Heads of Department for English 

June 2011 

 


