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SEC Social Studies
May 2015 Session
Examiners’ Report

Part 1: STATISTICAL INFORMATION

Table 1 shows the distribution of grades for the May 2015 session of the examination.

GRADE 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 U ABS TOTAL
PAPER A 24 45 75 91 162 - - 227 16 640
PAPER B - - - 117 156 57 51 156 53 590

TOTAL 24 45 75 208 318 57 51 383 69 1230

% OF TOTAL 2.0 3.7 6.1 16.9 25.9 4.6 4.1 31.1 5.6 100.0

Comments regarding candidates’ performance

Part 2: General Comments on Paper 1

1. The examiners’ report for the 2014 SEC Social Studies examination session had
identified and commented upon a series of shortcomings, which in spite of some marginal
overall improvement, have unfortunately resurfaced in the sitting under review. Several
candidates sitting for the May 2015 SEC Social Studies examination found it difficult to
define key syllabus concepts adequately and to elaborate upon them effectively. The
requisite exemplification, social scientific application and abstraction were also found
wanting. Candidates often simply drew from personal experience and common-sense
knowledge, versus the related study materials.

2. As noted in last year’s report, candidates failed to interpret the subject matter at hand
effectively and also often ignored the instructions accompanying the examination
questions. For example, some students provided correct and detailed work to questions
requiring short answers, while only providing very terse and cryptic responses to
questions asking candidates to elaborate at some depth. More thorough reflection should
be made by examination candidates prior to putting pen to paper.  Candidates were
prone to undue generalisation and repetition, often harping on the same point or
example. A few candidates “looped” their answers, combining and repeating answers to
different questions. Others opted for a very minimalistic approach, producing very short
sentences, phrases and sometimes just one-word answers for questions requiring
paragraph form responses.

3. These difficulties were further compounded by the very serious shortcomings common in
the candidates’ writing and grammatical skills. These were often very poor and
disconcerting. In many instances, the level of both the written Maltese and/or English on
offer was abysmal, rendering the content on offer incoherent and difficult to gauge and
assess by the examiners. While the examination candidates were not penalised for these
flaws, one has to keep in mind that the lack of mastery of basic writing and grammatical
tenets translate into difficulties of expression, argumentation, exemplification and
conceptualisation.
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Specific Remarks on Paper 1

Section A

1. Definitions:

(a) Transformations in family life: many candidates failed to demonstrate a clear
understanding of the subject matter at stake. Only a few candidates produced a fairly
acceptable answer by referring to examples of the different forms, roles and functions
of the family and how changing lifestyles have impacted family life. Some candidates
referred to the adaptation from extensive to nuclear and to symmetrical family types
as examples of change.

(b) Traditional family values: for the main, candidates struggled with the process of
defining traditional family values. For example, in various instances confused habitual
family “traditions” with values of the traditional family, with students claiming that their
family had the tradition of eating Christmas Lunch at a specific restaurant instead of
explaining what the traditional family is. This said, there were a few candidates who
managed to zone in on ideas that are normally associated traditional family values,
including the notion that “marriage is for life”.

(c) New family forms: most candidates attempted to answer this question giving
examples of new family forms in the process. However, some candidates failed to
relate the concept to alternatives to the traditional nuclear family. These should have
included, inter alia, references to reconstituted families as well as foster parents and
couples who have adopted children.

(d) Cohabiting couples: though the great majority of candidates produced adequate
definitions of the term ‘cohabiting couples’, some of the explanations on offer were
vague and in some instances totally off the mark.

(e) Single-parent families: the great majority of candidates defined the term ‘single-
parent families’ adequately. However, there were quite a few who failed to explain
what such families are.

2. Candidates were encouraged to elaborate upon the social changes which have led to the
formation of different family types in this question. Many candidates tended to list new
different family types rather than reflect on the social changes which have brought them
about. Others wrote about extended families, nuclear families and symmetrical families,
while quite a few referred to the industrial revolution, globalisation and political
programmes as causes of social change.

3. This examination question encouraged candidates to elaborate and reflect upon the
advantages resulting when fathers take a more active role in the raising of their children.
Many candidates gave little or no importance to the emotional, educational, psychological
and social aspects of such a situation. Others tended to dwell only on one aspect.

4. This question requested candidates to elaborate on the effects on families where both
partners have a full-time job. In many instances, the content on offer focused on the
financial implications of this social reality, with many candidates claiming that the higher
income that such families normally posses allows for a more luxurious lifestyle than
single-earner families. Drawing on their own personal experiences, candidates also
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poignantly asserted that in such situations partners find maintaining an adequate work-
family life/work-leisure balance challenging and that the onus of childrearing is often left
to grand parents. While such content was quite poignant, most candidates failed to reflect
on these issues critically. Moreover, many candidates dwelt at length on just one point.

5. The great majority of candidates failed to grasp the meaning of “family-friendly
measures”. Instead of indicating measures that can achieve work-life balance, most
candidates wrote about social benefits, counselling, support to grand parents, public
parks, family outings and dinners, good relations among family members, and in some
instances animal friendly measures and the importance of being friendly with neighbours
Only a few referred to help to working parents through flexible or reduced working hours,
teleworking, parental care, maternity leave and child care centres.

Section B:

1. Definitions:

(a) Media: candidates often failed to define the media as tools and means of
mass communication. Many candidates failed to provide the requisite examples.

(b) Passive consumers: most of the candidates defined this term as persons who
are highly influenced by the media in their choices of what products and services
to buy or impulsive buyers and shopping addicts that are reflective of today’s
consumerist mentality. Others referred to people who have no social interaction
beyond their virtual world. Few candidates elaborated upon the lack of media
literacy and passivity that makes audiences malleable – as elaborated in the
study and syllabus materials.

(c) Uncensored information: many candidates assumed that this referred to
personal data which should not be given away. Some did refer to unfiltered
media materials with pornographic and/or excessive violent content. However, for
the main, most candidates failed to provide adequate evidence of sufficient
understanding of censorship, indicating that this topic requires more emphasis in
efforts to prepare for this examination.

(d) Vulnerable groups: rather than indicating that there are people like children
and senior citizens who are at a greater risk of being victims of different abuses
through the media, quite a few candidates defined the term as different groups of
abusers, or examples of abuse, including (i) grownups hiding their real identity
and contacting teenagers to take advantage of them for sexual intentions;  (ii)
persons who want  to sell products and services; (iii) persons seeking to get
information on the financial accounts of elderly people.

2. This examination question encouraged candidates to provide examples on how
vulnerable groups can be targets of abuse through the Internet. Many candidates were
repetitive in their answers. There were candidates who poignantly referred to identity
theft, sexual advances (including pornography and paedophilia), blackmail (e.g. revenge
porn) and requests for money as examples of Internet abuse. Some candidates
mentioned self-harming and suicide as a result of such threats. A good number of
candidates, however, provided very terse content on the subject matter (for example,
there were candidates who just wrote only three words, such as, facebook, twitter and
skype without any amplification whatsoever).  Some candidates misinterpreted the
question and elaborated on how childen may abuse of modern mass media versus how
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they may be targets of abuse along with other vulnerable groups, underscoring the need
for examination candidates to reflect more effectively on the examination questions being
attempted prior to putting pen to paper and simply regurgitating study materials and class
notes.

3. Candidates were instructed to write a 60 word paragraph on how media audiences can
be “injected” with different messages in this question. Many candidates did not
demonstrate adequate understanding of the core content at stake, providing little
reflection on how people are often bombarded with various messages in a direct way
without being able to do much about it. It is evident that most candidates failed to
understand the term “injected”, providing further indication that most candidates do not
adequately reflect on the examination questions attempted before answering them.

4. Candidates had to explain the sentence “People may interpret media messages
according to gender” in their answers to this question. Though some candidates did
explain briefly how media messages may be interpreted differently by men and women
because of gender differences, many tended to focus on how adverts tend to re-inforce
gender stereotypes. Few inferences, if at all, were made to how personal characteristics
(including gender, but also age, beliefs, political orientation, social class, etc.) or different
forms of experience, socialisation, expectations, attitudes or tastes are contingent upon
the interpretation of media messages.

5. (a) Candidates were instructed to elaborate on different forms of media communication in
the first part of this question. Although many candidates referred to the radio, television,
the mobile and the Internet as different forms of media communication, few candidates
made reference to broader forms of media communication, such as broadcasting, print,
outdoor forms and digital media.

(b) The second part of Q5 required candidates to write an 80 word paragraph to explain
how new media forms have replaced old forms of communication in today’s society:
many candidates were penalised in Q5 (b) for various reasons: (1) there were candidates
who combined or ‘looped’ their answers for section (a) and section (b) together, (2)
others failed to answer in a good paragraph of about 80 words, (3) many candidates did
not explain how new media forms have replaced traditional ones. They focused at length
on how people used to communicate in the past and generally concluded that they have
now turned to modern means, (4) a good number of candidates wrote about how the use
of modern media (generally TV, mobile, emails and sometimes the Internet) have
affected the process of socialisation without any further reflection on the main thrust of
this question, (5) practically no candidate referred to the use of modern media tools for
political, religious, commercial, industrial and administrative (government) reasons, (6)
some produced lengthy sentences to present their explanation in the most vague and
generic way possible. In those instances where some good content was provided,
candidates referred to examples with which they are familiar; showing lack of in depth
awareness on the use of different forms of media and moreover lack of familiarization
with the study and syllabus materials.

Part 4: General Comments on Paper 2A

1. This examination paper requires candidates to critically engage with the subject matter at
hand and to offer analytical insights of some depth, with well argued and thought-out
answers that draw on the related study materials, and moreover, demonstrate at least a
rudimentary understanding of the salient concepts, themes and issues at stake. For the
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main, however, the work on offer suffered from lack of logical flow and development of
argument and sub-standard answers, indicating that only a minority was adequately
prepared for this exam and to the extent that they were able to engage in critical
argumentation in their essays.

2. As remarked elsewhere in this and previous reports, several candidates adopted a
descriptive rather than an analytical approach in their answers and failed to provide
sufficient internalization of the related study materials. Thus, at best, in many instances
the work on offer remained at the superficial level, lacking the requisite analytical thrust
and social science orientation – indicating that these candidates still lack the critical skills
one would have expected that they have gained and mastered during their preparatory
years. Moreover, in a number of cases one could also notice that in their answers,
candidates simply reproduced model answers/class-notes. More often than not, this
could be noted from similar (at times completely the same) ‘introductory’ and ‘concluding’
paragraphs.

3. Besides demonstrating theoretical knowledge, understanding and correct interpretations
of the different social issues tackled in the exam questions, the flow and the presentation
of the answers also play an important role for assessors, particularly in this paper. For
instance, it is expected that the argument the candidates are making, develops along the
essay. However, this basic rule of thumb was discarded each time candidates introduced
an argument and then abruptly turned their attention to something else, only to return
back to their original argument half way through the essay (if they ever return). Moreover,
in various instances, the lack of elaboration on offer evidenced the inadequate depth of
knowledge of the subject matter at stake.

4. In so far as the popularity of the essays is concerned, from a sample of 400 scripts,
Question 5: ‘Young people encounter various challenges in today’s society’. Discuss’,
was by far the most popular, indicating the candidates’ preference for questions on topics
to which they can relate to and/or are directly experiencing. Maltese emerged as the
preferred language for most candidates with only 9.4% of office numbers 401-640 and
19.9% of office numbers 1 to 400 presenting their answers in English.

Specific remarks on Paper 2A

Section 1

Question 1:
This question requested candidates to define the term ‘group’ and elaborate on the roles of
different groups in society. Most candidates distinguished between ‘primary’ and ‘secondary’
groups in their definition. However, fewer were those who explained the difference between
‘formal’ and ‘informal’ groups. A tendency for candidates to list and describe one group after the
other versus some form of a critical, coherent account emerged in most cases. Exemplification
was also lacking. Amongst those who offered answers of good quality, some sought to move
away from just giving examples of the most common social groups and instead explained how for
instance even a professionals’ association is a group that functions in society. Most candidates
referred to voluntary groups and the pressure groups in their responses, with ‘Nature Trust’; ‘Bird
Life’ and the ‘Hunters Association’ being the most popular. A handful of candidates confused
social groups with social classes – a clear example of the difficulties candidates have with
mastering the rudiments of core syllabus content.

Question 2
In this question examination candidates were requested to define ‘culture’ and describe the main
elements that help identify Maltese culture. The majority of the candidates gave some examples
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of the elements that constitute culture, but at times struggled with identifying the four main
elements that identify Maltese or any culture, that is, language, customs, technology and values,
thus rendering their definition of culture problematic. Others gave the impression that everything
is culture, while some candidates relegated culture to just “il-quccija”, “l-ikel Malti” and/or “l-
ghana”.  In line with this, statements such as “l-ghana taghmilna Maltin” or “il-fatt li ahna nghinu
lill-proxxmu jaghmilna Maltin” are indicative of the weak command some candidates had over the
subject matter and underscore the poor analytic and critical skills of the examination candidates.
Those candidates whose work provided telling insights on the core thrust of this essay, made
reference to the process of globalisation and sought to link this with the elements of culture, while
also referring to the concept of cultural pluralism.

Section 2

Question 3

Candidates were asked to discuss the characteristics of democracy and explain how far these
characteristics are reflected in Malta’s political system in this examination question. Most
candidates defined democracy somewhat adequately, but one could notice a broad range in the
quality of the work provided. A substantial number of candidates devoted their answers to sustain
that since (i) in Malta general elections are held periodically; (ii) we now have local councils that
help to decentralise political power; and (iii) the right for referenda, then these make Malta a
democratic country. While these are of course pivotal elements that help secure the application of
keystone democratic precepts in the local socio-political context (subsidiarity, political
participation, consultation, devolution of power etc.), candidates were also expected to elaborate
on the general functions performed by the State and/or aspects of the Constitution, which reflect
democratic principles, such as the separation of power between the legislative, the executive and
the judiciary. Moreover, in a good number of instances the work on offer was marred by imprecise
content. The common statement that general elections in all democratic states are held once
every five years was one telling case in point - indicating the candidates' lack of general
knowledge on the subject matter. In line with this, phrases such as: “il-politika maz-zmien qeghda
dejjem titjieb”; “go Malta kull cittadin il-fuq mill-eta` ta’ sittax –il sena ghandu d-dritt li jivvota il-
Gvern tieghu” indicate the candidates’ lack of knowledge and ineptitude on the subject matter.

Question 4

This question encouraged candidates to discuss how work conditions may be improved with the
participation of all social partners. By far, it was this essay which was most characterised by
inaccuracies and confusing statements. For instance, very few candidates qualified the fact that
workers ought to become members of a trade union in order for the latter to make representations
on their behalf (not to mention that nobody elaborated that trade union recognition is requisite at
the workplace for unions to make such representations). A considerable number of candidates
gave the impression that the workers can just decide to call a strike, without expanding on the
fact that workers first ought to be members of a trade union before trade union officials may order
‘industrial actions’. Notably, the role of the government as a social partner was not clear for a
good number of candidates, with a number of them falling prey to the erroneous notion that the
government has the power to literally intervene in the private sector at any cost and in any
manner. Others did not even comment on the fact that the government is Malta’s major employer
and that it is expected to act as a ‘model employer’. It is evident that the candidates are not
cognisant of the role that the ‘Department of Employment and Industrial Relations’ (a government
department) plays in the industrial relations framework, and industrial disputes in particular.
Terms such as ‘collective bargaining’, ‘collective agreements’, ‘industrial conflict’, ‘industrial
actions’ and ‘industrial relations’ were used very rarely. Phrases such as: “sfortunatament mhux
kull xoghol huwa ta’ pjacir, huwa ghalhekk li jezistu l-imsiehba socjali”; “l-imsiehba socjali huwa
forom ta’ kooperattivi”; “if a group makes a pressure on their bosses and on the place of work, the
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bosses will end up giving in and satisfy (sic)”; “jekk is-sid ghandu bzonn xi haga, dan ser jixtriha
minghand il-gvern”; “a strike is when all the workers rebel against their work” - show (i) lack of
knowledge (at times to the point of confusion and incoherence) and (ii) weak critical and
analytical skills.

Section 3

Question 5

This was by far the most popular essay in this section, most probably because the candidates
could relate to the subject matter in question. Candidates were asked to discuss the various
challenges young people meet in today’s society in their answers. It was noted that in the
beginning of their essay a considerable number of candidates devoted a substantial part of their
work to explain that youth is part of the human development, with some even making reference to
the biological aspect. At this critical stage of the essay, this route deviated the candidates’ work
from the main thrust of this examination question, that is, the actual challenges that youth face in
today’s society. Secondly, a substantial number of candidates did not engage at length and any
depth on the core content at stake, but simply mentioned and described a number of challenges,
at times just offering one or two examples. Thirdly, it was also noted that most of the candidates
did not frame and ground their discussion on contemporary social problems and often dwelled on
challenges that have now been superseded. Candidates also fell prey to the tendency to simply
ground their work on personal insights and experiences without any reference to the wider picture
and the related study materials,, while for many others the only real challenge that emerged is
‘peer pressure’ which may lead to substance abuse.. Again, one could notice that some
candidates made bold and sweeping statements, such as: “iz-zghazagh ma jafux fejn ser jaqbdu
jaghtu rashom”; “iz-zghazagh tal-lum tilfu il-valuri taghhom”; “fl-opinjoni tieghi iz-zghazagh tal-lum
irridu jghidu le”; “all the problems they [youth] encounter are never taken seriously by anyone in
the older generation” – but then they did not sustain or elaborate such claims further.

In contrast to the above, some candidates offered insightful content and discussed a number of
current challenges (not just mentioned two or three challenges vaguely), such as, ‘cyber bullying’;
‘tough competition at work’; ‘examinations stress’ and ‘obesity’, in the work on offer.  Such
content was duly rewarded. Most of these candidates also made reference to the ways through
which such challenges may be addressed.

Question 6:
Candidates were asked to discuss the main reasons for the setting up of the welfare state in Q6.
Most of the candidates who chose this essay devoted a substantial part of their answer to give
examples of the different services that fall under the umbrella of the welfare state, with most of
them at some point including a sentence or two to state that these are required to help people;
reduce burden and offer a better life to the citizens of the country. Emphasis on identifying how
the welfare state should respond to those who are most vulnerable to fall at risk of poverty and
are thus most in need was sparse in the content on offer. It was also noted that most of the
essays lacked terms/statements/concepts such as ‘social justice’; ‘equal rights and opportunities’;
and ‘welfare society’.

Section 4:

Question 7:
This essay question instructed candidates to give a clear meaning of the term ‘sustainability’ and
to relate the concept to development. It was noted that while candidates could identify different
aspects of development, not all of them could link these with the concept of ‘sustainability’, which
was central for this question. A considerable number of students did not explain how a balance
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could be reached between development and sustainability. Others spoke vaguely of the
environment; or of development without relating it to sustainability; or constructed their essay in a
way that they rather seemed to be elaborating on Maslow’s ‘Hierarchy of Needs, versus
responding to the main thrust of this essay question. Candidates who gave good quality answers
sought to ground their responses with reference to the related study materials and even offered
satisfactory examples.

Question 8:
This was the most popular essay in this section. In this case the candidates had to elaborate on
how Malta offers a typical case of the effects of population density on the general environment.
The large majority of the candidates defined and elaborated upon ‘population density’ effectively
and explained why Malta may be described as a population dense country. There were numerous
candidates who however attributed Malta’ population density solely to ‘migration’, without
elaborating on how other social processes such as lower infant mortality rates, the growing
number of elderly people, or the increasing influx of tourists contribute to this phenomenon. Most
of the candidates could relate population density with the impact on the environment, but then
simply devoted their essay to discuss one or two issues, in most cases traffic congestion and
construction related problems. Some candidates started their essay by sustaining that a large
population causes more pollution and kept saying this all along the essay without giving any
critical insight or offering concrete examples to sustain this argument.

Part 5: General Comments on Paper 2B

1. Overall the work presented by candidates who sat for the May 2015 SEC Social Studies
exam and opted for Paper IIB was of average quality and written in fairly good to poor
Maltese.  A relatively small number of candidates chose to answer in English.  In these
cases, the use of language was slightly better than that of Maltese.

2. When compared to previous examination sittings, a smaller number of candidates gave
totally irrelevant answers or left whole questions unanswered.  However, even those
candidates who answered relatively well (when compared to weaker candidates)
continue to show a rather shallow understanding of basic social studies concepts and/or
processes like culture and sub-culture, welfare state and welfare society, ethnic groups
and pressure groups. Candidates tend to approach the subject matter at stake from a
common-sense approach to the subject, versus a social-scientific perspective,
particularly when the question encourages candidates to draw from personal experience.
This was most evident, for example, in the answers provided to Question 1(d) (the
importance of participation in a group); Q2(c) (changes in Maltese culture) and Q5 (a)
and (b) (youth leisure activities). The Candidates approached other questions which
required candidates to have specific social science knowledge such as Question 3
(focusing on Malta’s system of government) very superficially, demonstrating rudimentary
and pedestrian knowledge on this pivotal topic in the process. This said, there were also
a number of answers which were rather satisfactory and of above average quality. One
gets a general impression, however, that key social studies concepts still need to be
mastered by students to be able to provide the requisite social scientific abstraction as
expected in a SEC level examination. The answers given by many candidates also
portray a lack of application and analytical skills.  Many candidates are unable to define
certain concepts, let alone apply them to specific situations or contexts.

3. The general trend is for candidates to answer questions briefly, even in sections which
require some extended writing as in the last part of each question in Paper IIB. It is
unfortunate that even when candidates showed an understanding of the question, many
still gave superficial answers even if they satisfied the length requirement.
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4. Another problem which keeps resurfacing year after year is that many candidates tend to
disregard the number of marks allotted to questions and to answer briefly even when
questions are allotted 10 to 15 marks.  It is not uncommon for some candidates to give
rather long answers to questions which require a simple definition and which do not carry
more than a few marks.  It is also noted that a significant number of candidates disregard
the instructions given to them in the beginning of the paper and either answer all the
questions or answer questions from the same section, contrary to the instructions.  This
unfortunately means that some questions, even if answered better than others which fit
the rubric, would have to be ignored by the examiners.

5. On a more positive note, it was noted that candidates seem to be acquiring more civic
sense. This was expressed in the answers with statements such as the following:

“It is our duty to look after the environment”.

“It is our duty to achieve better education which is translated into progress for the
country”.

“We can do voluntary work to help and encourage those in need”.

“The diversity in the population can result in more people capable of acquiring high status
jobs and careers in sports, art and the performing arts”.

Specific remarks regarding Paper 2B

Section 1

Question 1 (a)
Few candidates demonstrated adequate knowledge of the term “pressure group”. The majority of
candidates confused the term with ‘peer pressure’ or ‘peer groups’ which often cajole young
people into doing things which they do not want to such as smoking or drinking.  Others referred
to religious groups or support groups, agents of socialisation, family or friends.

Question 1 (b)
Considering the lack of familiarity with the term “pressure group”, many of the examples given in
this section were somewhat off the mark, with the examination candidates’ reference to the
Scouts Association, MUSEUM, ZAK, Caritas and Puttinu Cares, offering cases in point.

Question 1 (c)
Even fewer candidates could give a proper definition of ethnic groups, although some candidates
did make some reference to groups which are culturally different.  Some Candidates confused
sub-cultures with ethnic groups.
Question 1 (d)
As indicated earlier, this was one of the questions which enabled candidates to draw from
personal experience.  Most of the answers were quite relevant although largely relying on
common-sense knowledge such as the importance of not being alone, of meeting new people
and making new friends, of increasing one’s self-confidence or self-esteem, formation of
character, educational experience and developing skills such as team-work.

Question 2 (a)
This was a popular question with candidates and many demonstrated a general knowledge of
what ‘culture’ means.  However, many candidates still gave a very superficial answer referring
mainly to Maltese food, clothes and feasts.  There was hardly any reference, for example, to how
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culture is transmitted, to how it varies from one society to another, to how it changes over time.
There was also little mention of concepts such as norms and values.

Question 2 (b)
Many candidates were not successful in explaining the term ‘sub-culture’. Some referred to
cultures in other countries; others referred to cultural changes but most of the answers were off
the mark.

Question 2 (c)
Most of the answers in this section were adequate although some candidates ignored the part
referring to the past 50 years.  A number of candidates made references to the ghonnella and the
karozzini and similar aspects of Maltese culture which were not characteristic of Malta 50 years
ago but go further back in history.  Furthermore, candidates gave more importance to the way
people dressed and the games children played than to other important elements that have
brought about changes in Maltese culture such as globalisation, media influence, changes in
family life, changes in legislation, European values, consumerism, pressure groups fighting for
civil rights, gender issues, environmental issues and so on. As may be expected, many
candidates acknowledged the effects of technology on our culture especially the Internet.

Section 2

Question 3 (a)
Many candidates demonstrated a general but vague idea of what a ‘State’ is.  Many definitions of
‘State’ lacked any sociological or political meaning, with the great majority of responses referring
to the State as a mere ‘geographical entity’ or a ‘group of people’ or a ‘society’ , more commonly
as the ‘government of a country’.  Others referred to a number of countries under one State as in
a federal system such as the United States while others referred to local councils.  Overall, more
emphasis was put on governance rather than on the people (society) and territory.

Question 3 (b)
Several candidates answered this part of the question fairly well. Quite a number of candidates
showed understanding of the legislative, the executive and the judiciary functions of the state.
Still, a significant number of candidates restricted their answer to how the government has to take
care of the people, provide them with social protection, education and healthcare and made no
reference to the formal functions of the State.

Question 3 (c)
In this question, once again many candidates relied mostly on their common sense knowledge.
Most candidates mentioned that Malta has a democratic system of government referring to the
role of the two main political parties (some even mentioned the Green Party) and gave details of
how elections are conducted every five years.  Very few candidates demonstrated any knowledge
about the Constitution of Malta and what it stands for.

Question 4 (a)

The majority of candidates could mention the three social partners involved in industrial relations.

Question 4 (b)

Most candidates could outline the four sectors of the economy and give suitable examples
although there were those who simply relied on examples without describing the sector.

Question 4 (c)

Although some candidates mixed up trade unions with international organizations like WHO, or
even the European Union, the majority of candidates could name three Maltese trade unions.
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Question 4 (d)
This question was relatively well answered by most of the candidates sitting for the examination
under review. Many candidates are aware of the functions of trade unions although there were a
few who had no idea of what a trade union is.  However, many candidates made cogent
reference to relevant and important issues such as the protection of workers, conditions of work,
collective agreements and pressure on management to respect workers.

Section 3

Question 5 (a)
As may be expected, this was a very popular question.  It is also a question which tended to give
rise to a number of answers based on personal experience since it is a topic which is directly
linked to the age group of the candidates.  The vast majority of respondents could give examples
of leisure activities such as engaging in sport activities, reading or doing voluntary work.  There
were others who simply referred to going out with friends or using the social media.  However,
there were many answers which referred to the former examples.

Question 5 (b)
While many candidates could link sports activities with health, many answers focused more on
the advantages of leisure in general such as the importance of not wasting time, enjoying oneself
and learning from such experiences.  There were, however, a number of candidates who could
link leisure to a more holistic concept of health including physical, psychological and social
elements.

Question 5 (c)
Many candidates are aware of the risks of youth entertainment, including the dangers of
substance abuse and speed driving under the influence of alcohol. There were a few answers
which focused on risks without the requisite elaboration on methods of risk control – an indication
that the candidates in question did not quite understand what was expecting of them in this part of
the examination question. There were a number of candidates who mentioned measures such as
the need to increase the age of consent regarding alcohol consumption and the need for more
police presence and bouncers in Paceville.  However, once again, a significant number of
answers relied on common-sense knowledge and personal experience. Although candidates felt
confident answering this question, there was rarely any depth in the work of offer. Many
candidates tended to focus more on preventive measures such as the need for more educational
campaigns in schools and through the media, the need for parents to be stricter with their children
and the importance of choosing one’s friends well.  Others referred to the segregation of younger
age cohorts from older youth.  For example many mentioned the need to have youth clubs or
activities where they can attend alcohol and drug free activities in their localities under the
supervision of adults – undoubtedly, a commendable suggestion.

Question 6 (a)
This question attracted the lowest number of respondents. However, the few candidates who
answered this question gave satisfactory answers. Candidates could distinguish between welfare
state and welfare society although more candidates were familiar with the term ‘welfare state’
than with the concept of ‘welfare society’ which was at times rendered as helping others in a very
vague sense.

Question 6 (b)
Most candidates could demarcate three forms of welfare and give three examples of groups who
are at risk of poverty.

Question 6 (c)
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Many candidates managed to identify ways of how social benefits can help people at risk of
poverty to improve their life chances but many failed to link social assistance with empowering
people in terms of social inclusion. Many candidates simply linked social benefits to at least
having some form of income. It may be observed that this is another example of students’ lack
of understanding of social processes as a component of the Social Studies assessment
requirements.

Section 4

Question 7 (a)
It is evident that the theme of waste management has now become very familiar with Maltese
students. It is evident that the education campaigns about waste management are having the
desired results. The relatively high percentage of correct definition of the concept is an illustration
of this. Candidates could mention three methods of waste management with particular reference
to the three Rs. However, many candidates failed to describe them adequately.

Question 7 (b)
Most candidates specified and described a school activity related to waste management although
many answers focused mainly on waste separation. Many candidates mentioned Eco Skola and
various environmental awareness activities that are being organised in their respective schools.
Several candidates mentioned interesting activities that can have a positive effect on the general
school environment.  However, few candidates could explain the effects of such activities in an
elaborate way, many referring simply to having a clean school environment.

Question 7 (c)
Candidates are well aware of the consequences of bad waste management and also of the
benefits of good management. Many respondents showed an ability to write a short paragraph on
the topic even though they were not quite systematic and clear enough on the positive effects of
waste management on the two specific areas indicated in the question, that is, on human health
and the environment. Many answers were of a general nature such as the importance of having
a clean environment and clear air, or the importance of having a clean country to attract more
tourists.  However, quite a few candidates gave systematic answers backed up by scientific
knowledge about the positive effects of waste management both on human health and the natural
environment.

Question 8 (a)
This question focused on demographic issues, particularly on the life expectancy of the elderly in
society. Several responses showed a tendency to interchange factors leading to population
growth in general with reasons for the increase in the elderly population, sometimes even
repeating themselves in part (a) and part (b) of the question. Some candidates specifically
mentioned illegal immigration as a separate factor from migration in general. While this question
clearly asked about population growth in Malta, some candidates discussed the question from a
global point of view.

Question 8 (b)
Many candidates could cite at least one reason for the increase in the elderly population, mostly
referring to better health services and, to a lesser extent, a healthier lifestyle.  Many also made
reference to the increase in homes for the aged as a factor leading to an increase in the elderly
population rather than as a response to the phenomenon. A commonly mentioned reason for
increasing elderly population was that in the 1950s there were many big families who are now the
present elderly population.

Question 8 (c)
A good number of candidates were able to identify and comment, even if superficially, on the
positive and negative effects of population growth on society. Some candidates identified valid
positive and negative consequences of population growth mentioning economic, social and
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environmental aspects such as population density and overcrowding, further urbanisation, traffic
congestion and pollution. Issues such as having more people to contribute positively to society
and more people contributing to the economy were also identified.  There were also the inevitable
more superficial answers such as having more people with whom to form relationships or with
whom “to socialise”.

Chairperson,
Examiners’ Panel 2015


