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The departure point of this report is to provide insight to teachers and candidates on how marking 
was approached, highlighting problem areas, as well as providing general observations. The 
question paper followed the same structure as the previous year and the length of the paper was 
such that most candidates were able to complete all of the questions within the time allocated. 
Below are the comments and guidelines from the marking team of the Western Cape.  
 
Teachers should note that markers are easily able to mark exams written with any IDE, including 
NetBeans, and so teachers are encouraged to make use of a modern IDE. Examples of these are 
NetBeans, jGRASP, JCreator and BlueJ. Candidates should be discouraged from using the 
StringTokenizer class since it has been deprecated and will be phased out of the Java compiler in 
the future. Many candidates still make use of this class and it is discouraged. Understandably it isn’t 
possible to include all the content standards in the question paper and the absence of sorting, 
deleting and inserting of elements in arrays should not be neglected in future years. 
 
Question 1 (SQL)  
 
This question assessed the SQL knowledge of candidates. The SQL code was grouped together in 
TestSightings.java. This year is the first year that a .class driver class was supplied instead of the usual 
.java class. A few of the weaker candidates found this confusing but on the most part candidates 
were able to simply get on with the task of completing the SQL code in the right class. This year no 
marks were deducted for SQL statements that were not inserted at the correct point, but this should 
however not be assumed for future papers. Question 1 was well attempted by candidates. SQL is a 
clearly defined area and was taught well by most teachers. Many candidates made use of MS 
Access’s SQL view for guidance. Below are some mistakes within the paper of which teachers and 
candidates need to take note.  
 
Question 1.2: Teachers must cover the complete curriculum and not just teach to previous exam 
papers; i.e. this question required the use of the key word, DISTINCT, which had not been asked 
previously – and was poorly answered by some centres. 
 
Question 1.5: Some candidates answered this question poorly as they were unable to receive input 
for the provided Scanner or BufferedReader object and concatenate this with the SQL string. 
Teachers must ensure that candidates are able to combine variables effectively with their SQL 
statements. 
 
Question 1.7: The last sentence of the question included three instructions and quite a few 
candidates did not complete the last part to include ‘elephants’. Candidates must read all 
questions carefully and completely to ensure that they have completed everything required by the 
question.  
 
Question 2 (object orientated approach) 
 
Question 2 tested the object-orientated skills of learners. Most candidates attempted this question. 
There were, however, a few areas in which candidates struggled. Centres where candidates 
answered this question poorly indicate that their teachers did not sufficiently cover object- 
orientated concepts or it was taught in a stereotyped way. The object construction question, 2.1, 
was, on the whole, very well answered. 
 
The main class in question 2.2 proved to be quite challenging for quite a few candidates because 
of the use of a single object. Many candidates were expecting an array of objects, as had been 



done in many previous years’ exams in this question, and opted to declare an array of objects 
instead of a single object, as per instructions. This displays rote learning of previous solutions, which 
should be avoided. The String handling in this question could also have been better. 
 
Question 2.2.3 required that candidates write to a new text file. This has not been asked for some 
years and so there were candidates who were unable to do this. Teachers must ensure that they 
teach to the curriculum and exam guidelines instead of relying on previous exams to guide them. 
 
Question 3 (Problem solving) 
 
String manipulation was at the heart of this question. The combination of more difficult string 
handling and math functions proved very challenging for many candidates. Candidates with a 
sound foundation of Grades 10 and 11 concepts successfully completed the program. There was a 
debugging element to this question because candidates were provided with a commented out 
array of Strings which they need to uncomment and move into the correct place in the class. This 
confused some candidates as they were expecting provided code to be exactly as it should be. 
Question 3 is a problem-solving question and so it is fully acceptable to expect candidates to be 
able to modify, complete or improve a given program. Methods from the Math class were also 
used extensively in this question and so there was a good balance of string handling and 
mathematical manipulation. In previous years, two dimensional arrays have been popular in this 
question, and so some candidates tried to force the use of such an array in this question. While a 
two dimensional array is a part of the exam guidelines, there is not guarantee that it will appear in 
the traditional format in this question every year. Teachers must therefore ensure that their 
candidates have a solid grasp on iterating arrays. 
 


