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Level

Italian
Intermediate 1

The statistics used in this report are pre-appeal.
This report provides information on the performance of candidates which it is
hoped will be useful to teachers/lecturers in their preparation of candidates for
future examinations. It is intended to be constructive and informative and to
promote better understanding. It would be helpful to read this report in conjunction
with the published question papers and marking instructions for the Examination.

Comments on candidate performance
General comments
There was once again a significant drop in the number of candidates this year – 76 as against 93 in 2008, and
171 in 2006. This is disappointing. None of the candidates had a record of previous attainment within the
subject and a large majority of presentations came from the S5/6 cohorts, suggesting that these candidates had
had only one year of preparation. This is a similar picture to last year. One candidate was presented from S1.
The level of demand of the exam has been constant over the years, and it was again appropriate in terms of
content, relating clearly to the prescribed themes and topics over the three question papers. Texts were either
generated by the setter, or were adapted from original sources – printed, electronic or real life.
The Component Averages for each element were as follows (2008 in brackets):
Reading
20.9
(24.5) – down 3.6
Maximum Mark
35
Listening
12.8
(11.3) – up 1.5Maximum Mark
20
Writing 9.5
(10.3) – down 0.8
Maximum Mark
15
Speaking
24.0
(25.1) – down 1.1
Maximum Mark
30
The performance in Listening improved from last year, but this was not the case in the other language skills.
The drop in the number of candidates scoring half marks and above in Writing is interesting, as this element of
the paper is entirely predictable. There was also a drop in the number of candidates who scored full marks in
this element.

Areas in which candidates performed well
Although only one candidate scored full marks for Reading, there were good performances across all four tasks
in this element, and the majority of candidates scored over half marks. It is good to note that the mean mark in
Listening was higher this year. The vast majority of candidates scored over half marks in this element, while
two achieved full marks and a further six scored 19. Many candidates coped well with common vocabulary
across the topic areas, such as hobbies, jobs, ages, hotel accommodation, etc. Although there was a drop in the
mean mark for Writing, there were some very good performances from well-prepared candidates. The majority
scored over half marks, and sixteen achieved full marks. In some cases, where other aspects of the language
showed weaknesses, good present tense verbs pulled the performance up.

Areas which candidates found demanding
A disappointing number of candidates scored less that half marks in Reading. Loss of marks occurred
frequently, not because the content of the passage was challenging, but because the candidates omitted
qualifiers (migliore amica, due camere, dopo mezzanotte) and ignored the distinction between singular and
plural (musei, palazzi). It was surprising how many candidates, even those who otherwise coped well with the
paper, assumed that macchine meant machines. There was some evidence of careless reading with candidates
confusing cominciare with comunicare, and alzarmi with allarme. Attività delle associazioni di volontariato
caused problems for some candidates, some of whom did not recognised associazioni as a noun, and assumed
it meant associated (with). Punctuation and conjunctions were not always taken into account. In the sentence,
Aiutano giovani mamme in difficoltà, e anche bambini …, candidates assumed the bambini belonged to the
mamme who were having difficulty with their children.
In Listening, very few candidates understood dopo in question 7. In question 3, no candidates picked up on
strana, although there were other ways of achieving the point. However, many lost the mark by mistranslating
gentile as gentle. The price 3€70 in question 6 caused problems for more than half the candidates, as did the
time all’una del pomeriggio in question 8. Cartoline in question 3 was frequently translated as ‘cartoons’.
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It was disappointing to note that some able candidates did not write as well in the section on the family as
might have been expected. These candidates could perhaps have been encouraged to produce some more
complex phrases here. In the third section, some candidates resorted to lists of subjects. When they do this,
they run the risk of spelling errors, and are in danger of not including three sentences. The writing may also
lack variety in verbs and verb forms. Other frequent errors included the omission of prepositions, incorrect
adjectival agreements, and, above all, poor possessive adjectives.

Advice to centres for preparation of future candidates
In preparation for Reading and Listening, centres should ensure that candidates have a sound knowledge of the
common areas of vocabulary indicated in the prescribed themes and topics for Intermediate 1 Level.
Candidates should have no need to resort to the dictionary for these aspects of language. They should also have
a sound knowledge of number with nouns and verbs, and be very familiar with the expected tenses of common
verbs. They should be encouraged to note carefully in Reading, and listen attentively in Listening for
adjectives and other common qualifiers that are often essential for the mark. While they should be discouraged
from giving information in excess of the points to be awarded, they should be aware that single word answers
are rarely sufficient. Marks for easier points in these elements are frequently lost by answers that are
insufficient. Particularly in Listening, candidates should be able to give accurate answers for questions that
involve numbers, prices (even fairly complex prices), times and directions, including prepositions such as
dopo, vicino a, etc. In Reading, candidates should be given practice in passages that include some fairly
complex sentences, and they should be encouraged to pay attention to punctuation. A sound knowledge of
common conjunctions (including e) will make it easier for candidates to decode these sentences.
In Writing, candidates need to develop accuracy in the formation of verbs, and ensure that they incorporate a
reasonable range. Candidates should give greater attention to spelling, using the dictionary as an aid here if
necessary. More able candidates could be encouraged to use a greater range of language in area one
(Famiglia), perhaps to include occupations, personality, etc. In this area in particular, attention should be given
to accurate use of possessive adjectives. In area three, candidates should avoid giving long lists of subjects
studied. Here, and in the fourth section, statements about likes, dislikes, preferences, and reasons for these,
could be incorporated. This will mean that they are more likely to have the range of verbs and verb forms
required for the good and very good categories.
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Statistical information: update on Courses
Number of resulted entries in 2008

104

Number of resulted entries in 2009

86

Statistical information: Performance of candidates
Distribution of Course awards including grade boundaries
Distribution of Course
awards
Maximum Mark - 100
A
B
C
D
No award

%

Cum. %

Number of candidates

Lowest
mark

41.9%
18.6%
16.3%

41.9%
60.5%
76.7%

36
16
14

70
60
50

4.7%
18.6%

81.4%
100.0%

4
16

45

-

General commentary on grade boundaries
•

•

•
•
•
•

•

While SQA aims to set examinations and create marking instructions which will allow a
competent candidate to score a minimum of 50% of the available marks (the notional C boundary)
and a well prepared, very competent candidate to score at least 70% of the available marks (the
notional A boundary), it is very challenging to get the standard on target every year, in every
subject at every level.
Each year SQA therefore holds a grade boundary meeting for each subject at each level where it
brings together all the information available (statistical and judgemental). The Principal Assessor
and SQA Qualifications Manager meet with the relevant SQA Business Manager and Statistician
to discuss the evidence and make decisions. The meetings are chaired by members of the
management team at SQA.
The grade boundaries can be adjusted downwards if there is evidence that the exam is more
challenging than usual, allowing the pass rate to be unaffected by this circumstance.
The grade boundaries can be adjusted upwards if there is evidence that the exam is less
challenging than usual, allowing the pass rate to be unaffected by this circumstance.
Where standards are comparable to previous years, similar grade boundaries are maintained.
An exam paper at a particular level in a subject in one year tends to have a marginally different
set of grade boundaries from exam papers in that subject at that level in other years. This is
because the particular questions, and the mix of questions are different. This is also the case for
exams set in centres. If SQA has already altered a boundary in a particular year in say Higher
Chemistry this does not mean that centres should necessarily alter boundaries in their prelim
exam in Higher Chemistry. The two are not that closely related as they do not contain identical
questions.
SQA’s main aim is to be fair to candidates across all subjects and all levels and maintain
comparable standards across the years, even as arrangements evolve and change.
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