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Part 1: Statistical Information

Table 1: Distribution of the candidates’ grades for the AM Level Sociology May
2012

GRADE A B C D E F Abs Total
Number 7 22 58 46 45 37 22 237
% of Total 3.0 9.3 24.5 19.4 19.0 15.6 9.3 100.0

1.1. As can be seen in Tables 1 and 2 below, overall this year there were 18 less students
who had registered for the examination than for the May 2012 session.

1.2. The number of absentees this year was eleven less than that of last year, 22 against 33.

Table 1
MATSEC Advanced Level Sociology, May 2012

Distribution of Grades

All Candidates
GRADE NUMBER %

A 8 3.1
B 29 11.4
C 60 23.5
D 50 19.6
E 34 13.3
F 41 16.1

ABSENT 33 13.0
TOTAL 255 100.00

Table 2
MATSEC Advanced Level Sociology, May 2013

Distribution of Grades

Grades A B C D E F Absent TOTAL
No. of candidates 7 22 58 46 45 37 22 237
Total % 3.0 9.3 24.5 19.4 19.0 15.6 9.3 100.0

1.3. The number of candidates who obtained a grade A-C was ten less than last year’s in
absolute numbers (87 as against 97) but 1.3% less in relative weight (36.7 against 38.0)

1.4. The overall number of candidates who obtained a grade A-E in absolute numbers was
three less (178) against (181) last year, but in relative terms registered a increase of
4.1% (75.1% against 71.0%)

1.5. The number of failures was four less than last year’s (37 as against 41) and in relative
terms it was 0.5% less (15.6% against 16.1 %).
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2.0. OVERALL GENERAL COMMENTS
2.1. The three papers were set according to the new syllabus for 2013-2016. Paper 1 is

designed to test the candidates’ knowledge and understanding of Sociology as a
discipline. Candidates had to choose any three out of five questions each carrying 33
marks.

Paper II is divided into two parts each consisting of three questions. Part I is designed to
test the candidates’ knowledge and understanding of Sociological Research Methodology
and Methods. Part II is designed to test the candidate’s knowledge and understanding of
two Substantive Areas. For the first time titles of Substantive areas are not shown on the
examination paper as used to be done in previous years. Candidates were requested to
choose three questions one question from each part and any other question. Questions
carry equal marks.

Paper III is designed to test the candidates’ knowledge and understanding of four
Substantive areas. As is the case in Paper II for the first time titles of Substantive areas
are not shown on the examination paper as used to be done in previous years.
Candidates were requested to choose any three questions which carry equal marks.

2.2 Generally speaking, the level of preparation of candidates in Paper I was above average
and responses to questions reached the level expected at a MATSEC Advanced level.
Apart from some notable exceptions, candidates sitting for this Paper interpreted the
questions correctly and provided evidence of a relatively developed understanding of the
salient issues at stake. It was also positive to note that most candidates were able to
discuss the majority of the topics from a critical perspective.

By and large, student efforts were also marked by an appreciation for sustaining
observations and lines of argumentation with reference to the expert literature without
falling prey to sweeping and generalised statements. Most answers also included original
and insightful exemplification grounded in either local or international social contexts,
demonstrating that most candidates were able to apply theoretical abstraction to
everyday life situations. However, less successful candidates failed to provide critical
arguments in their essays, which is a key element in theoretical sociology, and provided
only descriptive statements. The candidates lacked the ability to apply their sociological
knowledge selectively and critically according to the topic in question. Some candidates
even presented answers irrespective of the questions’ inclinations and emphasis.

This indicates that candidates prepare for the exam with answers to particular questions
and hope that the latter will feature in the examination. Other candidates provided
fragmented and meaningless arguments characterised by high levels of subjectivity, and
lacking any form of sociological knowledge to sustain their argument.

With regards to the presentation and style, a number of essays lacked consistency in
their presentation and sequence of discussions. Introductions in a number of essays
were usually too broad with respect to the title, and conclusions lacked a concise
summary of the candidate’s key arguments.
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2.3 As a general remark, one may conclude that most of the candidates in Paper II were able
to ‘write’ an answer for the questions they chose. However, this did not necessarily mean
that they were competent to ‘discuss’ such questions within sociological parameters and
with the expected academic clout. Indeed, had the candidates offered more sophisticated
answers they would have scored higher marks. Therefore, in general, there is still room
for improvement, especially when one keeps in mind that these students were sitting for
this exam at advanced level.

At this level, the students are expected to present answers, which illustrate that Sociology
is a social science with its own theories which have a wide range of applications that deal
with centrally important social issues and which have stood the test of time. Hence, in
their answers the candidates were expected to focus on important theoretical work of
sociologists or the work done by others in other fields that has come to be defined as
important in Sociology. However, it is evident that there is still a predominant tendency for
candidates to present descriptive rather than analytical answers.

Nonetheless, there were instances in which the students literally elucidated on one word
or concept mentioned in the question without routing their answer according to the actual
question posed. For instance, if in the question the sociologist Karl Marx was mentioned,
many candidates who simply wrote what they knew about this founding father of
sociology without making an effort to direct their answers according to the actual question
posed. In a nutshell, on a general note, one may conclude that the candidates sought to
avoid embarking on a sociological debate. In comparison, they simply outlined what they
knew about the subject in question.

Since Paper II deals with both the methodology and to a certain extent part of the
sociological theoretical framework, it is easier for one to determine whether the
candidates have or do not have the necessary sociological knowledge to offer analytical
arguments to the questions posed. Besides, phrases such as: “Another sociologist…” or
“Like some sociologist…”without referring who the other sociologist is, are not analytically
correct. Students who use such phrases give the impression that it is up to the reader to
guess whom they are referring to.  Phrases such as: “All sociological studies should be
done correctly with no mistake” show simplicity in the candidates’ critical mindset.

Other phrases such as: “First I am going to talk about Durkheim and his big study of
suicide…”; or “So thanks to methodology…”;or “In my view questionnaires help to see a
bigger reality”;or “I am going to talk about Karl Marx and his capitalism” show that these
respective students even have a problem to express themselves in writing. One has to
keep in mind also that, at this level, candidates should have mastered to express
themselves in writing and so they are expected to be able to fully express themselves on
paper.

A substantial number of essays lacked on three counts namely: the style, the flow and
the overall presentation respectively. Indeed, the candidates were specifically assigned
marks on the logical development of their essays. Even the length of the essays was
taken into consideration, because although quality is definitely more important than
quantity, yet, at advanced level, the candidates are expected to present a sustainable
answer which reflects the degree of knowledge they have on the subject at hand.
Furthermore, it must be kept in mind that to answer each question, the candidates have
at least fifty minutes.
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It has to be noted, that this year the students were presented with five  rather than six
questions. This means that to a certain degree the choice was narrowed, but at the same
time, candidates were expected to choose one question from each section and any other
question. Such a change could signify that in a way those candidates who were strong on
the sociological methodology were to some extent at an advantage. This is due to the
fact that in the ‘Methodology’ section, candidates were presented with three questions,
while in the ‘Substantive Areas’ section they were presented with a choice of two
questions only.

2.4. In Paper III, Candidates were expected to demonstrate their ability to create
comprehensive sociological arguments and analysis on four substantive areas, namely:
Family; Poverty, Social Exclusion & Welfare; Education and Religion. Such arguments
are expected to be based upon a reflection of the candidates’ thorough knowledge and
understanding of various sociological theories and concepts. Furthermore candidates are
required to apply and adopt their sociological knowledge to different social issues and
social contexts, particularly within the local Maltese context.

The majority of the essays presented indicated that the candidates were familiar with
various sociological theories and concepts, particularly classical sociological theories
namely Durkheim, Parsons, Murdock, Marx and Weber. Indeed candidates managed to
create coherent and structured sociological arguments in response to the question/s. A
few candidates also succeeded in going a step further by applying practical examples to
further support their arguments. The application of practical examples to different social
contexts reflected the candidate’s success in critically using their sociological knowledge
to the demands of the question/s.

On the other hand various candidates failed to relate to the focus of the question. For
instance in questions 1 and 2, a few candidates passively applied all their knowledge on
the sociology of the family, irrespective of the focus and demands of the question. This
issue is concurrent throughout the years as a number of candidates tend to learn
sociology ‘by heart’. As a result candidates are knowledgeable of sociological theories
and concepts; however they lack the ability to critically analyse and apply their knowledge
in relation to the question. On the other it was clearly evident in some essays that the
candidates did not understand the question. This was particularly the case in Question 6
whereby candidates applied all their sociological knowledge irrespective of the question;
as a result their essays were out-of-point. A few other candidates had poor sociological
knowledge and understanding. This was reflected in their essays which were based on
general, superficial arguments with no reference to sociology whatsoever.

With regards to presentation and style the main issues seemed to be related to lack of
consistency and coherence particularly in introductions and conclusions. Introductions
were too long and general. This led candidates to deviate from the inclinations of the
questions as the main and most important arguments were discussed in the middle and
at the end of the essay. On the other hand candidates seem to give little importance to
conclusions as conclusions were rather short (roughly 1 to 2 sentences). Length of
essays was also an issue. Arguments in long essays (6 pages) were very broad. Thus
such essays deviated from the focus of the question. On the other hand essays which
were more limited in length (2 pages) successfully provided cohesive and structured
essays with clear and to-the-point arguments.
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3.0 SPECIFIC COMMENTS

Table 3
MATSEC Advanced Level Sociology, May 2012
Questions Answered by Number of Candidates

Question No 1 2 3 4 5 6

Paper 1 65 159 195 98 149 ---

Paper 2 185 214 37 104 57 57

Paper 3 94 169 163 59 131 26

Table 4
MATSEC Advanced Level Sociology, May 2013
Questions Answered by Number of Candidates

Question No 1 2 3 4 5

Paper 1 163 113 150 73 143

Paper 2 133 124 90 151 126

Paper 3 171 99 40 174 137

PAPER I

Regarding the popularity of the essays the following were the respective response percentages
for each question in Paper I based on the choices of the candidates:

Question 1 25.4%
Question 2 17.6%
Question 3 23.4%
Question 4 11.4%
Question 5 22.2%

Candidates were requested to answer ANY THREE questions

3.1. Question 1: As can be seen in Table 4, this was the most popular question in the paper
having been answered by 163 candidates. Most of the candidates who answered this
question provided acceptable replies. Candidates highlighted how contradictions and
conflict in the economic system are the major dynamic for social change. Many illustrated
their theoretical arguments by the transition from feudal to capitalist society. They pointed
out how industrial capitalism developed in a gradual manner within the framework of a
feudal society. This occurred as workers developed into ‘free waged labourers who sell
their labour-power to capital’, which provides a mobile working force that can be hired
and fired at will.
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It was positive to note that many candidates discussed at length the relationship between
contradictions and conflict on the one hand, and the economic system on the other,
noting that once a new economic order is established, the superstructure of the previous
era is rapidly transformed. Candidates also noted that the resolution of old contradictions
does not necessarily mean an end to contradictions in society, and that as in previous
eras, the transition from feudalism to capitalism merely results in the replacement of an
old set of contradiction by new ones.

3.2. Question 2: This was the second least popular question having been answered by 17.6
per cent or 113 candidates. The majority of them failed to discuss how Weber’s sociology
illustrates his belief that social actions could lead to large-scale social changes. The
problem with many replies is that candidates failed to mention how Weber’s work The
Protestant Ethic and the Spirit of Capitalism highlights connections between events that
establish casual relationships. Weber claimed that ascetic Protestantism preceded
capitalism and was found exclusively in those countries that became capitalist. To
understand better this connection, Weber tried to understand, with success, the motives
of ascetic Protestants for adopting capitalist behaviour.

He believed that the main motive was to convince themselves that they were predestined
to go to heaven. Instead, many candidates expanded upon Weber’s views on social
action and leadership, social action and bureaucracy, the role of rational action in
contemporary societies and the relationship between charismatic authority and the
organisational structure. Some even expanded upon Weber’s emphasis on the role of
ideas in shaping social life which is far from entirely shaped by material or economic
forces.

3.3. Question 3: 150 candidates or 23.4 per cent who sat for this Paper attempted this
question making it the second most popular question. Here, candidates to discuss that
“the assumption that every part of the social system performs a positive function may be
incorrect”.

In general, candidates answering this question scored on average. Whilst many were
able to expand on the key principles of ‘mainstream’ functionalism, as well as making
some reference to Merton’s refinement of functionalist analysis, few candidates were able
to do so in detail. Candidates were expected to elaborate how Merton criticised
functionalism in three key ways.

First, by negating the assumption that any part of the social system is functional for the
entire system (postulate of functional unity of society). Second, the assumption that all
standardised and cultural forms have positive functions (postulate of universal
functionalism) and finally, the assumption that certain institutions or social arrangements
are indispensible to society (postulate of indispensability).

A small number of candidates succeeded in highlighting how Merton argued that the
parts of society should be analysed in terms of their ‘effects’ or ‘consequences’ on society
as a whole and on individuals and groups within society. Since these effects can be
functional, dysfunctional or non-functional, Merton claimed that the value judgment
present in the assumption that all parts of the system are functional was therefore
incorrect.
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3.4. Question 4: This was the least popular question having been answered by 73 or 17.6
per cent of those who sat for this Paper. Candidates were required to discuss the
statement that ”In Parsons’ view, social sanctions are insufficient to motivate people to
obey the rules”. In general, candidates answering this question did average.

The best answers emphasised how Parsons shared Durkheim’s views by believing that
only a commitment to common values provides a basis for order in society. Social
sanctions and punishments are insufficient to motivate people to obey the rules. Some
candidates also mentioned that Parsons illustrated this point by reference to social
relationships which, at first sight, would appear to exemplify people as self-interesting
and calculating.

Parsons examined transactions in the market-place, noting that in order for the conduct
of business to be orderly, it is essential that contracts be bound by a ‘system of
regulatory, normative rules’. Indeed, in Parsons’ view fear of the consequences is
insufficient to motivate people to obey the rules and that a moral commitment is essential.
Social order must ultimately derive from shared values which state what is just, right, and
proper.

3.5. Question 5: With no less than 143 candidates amounting to 22.2 per cent of the
candidates who sat for this paper, this is the second most popular question in the whole
paper. The majority provided acceptable replies. Many highlighted that Dahrendorf
accepted that Marx’s description of capitalism was generally accurate in the 19th Century
when Marx was writing, but he argued that in the 20th Century it had become outdated as
a basis for explaining conflict.

Dahrendorf argued that important changes had taken place since then. He claimed that,
far from the two main classes being polarised, as Marx had predicted, the opposite had
happened. The proportion of skilled and semi-skilled workers had grown, as had the size
of the ‘new middle class’ of white-collar workers. Moreover, inequalities in income and
wealth had been reduced and social mobility is now more common.

In view of these changes, Dahrendorf argued that conflicts were no longer based upon
the existence of the two classes identified by Marx, nor were they based upon economic
divisions. Instead, he saw conflict as being concerned with authority. For him authority is
legitimate power attached to the occupation of a particular social role within an
organisation, a state of affairs that characterises the contemporary class system with
divisions between dominant and subordinate positions and interests.

PAPER II

Candidates were asked to answer one question from each of the two sections and any other
question. Section I dealt with Methodology while Section II covered two Substantive Areas,
namely: Social Mobility and Social Change.

Regarding the popularity of the essays the following were the respective response percentages
for each question in Paper II based on the choices of the candidates:

Question 1 21.3%
Question 2 19.9%
Question 3 14.4%

Question 4 24,2%
Question 5 20.2%
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3.6. Question 1: In this essay, which was the most popular in this paper’s first section,
candidates were requested to discuss the statement that “the whole basis of Sociology is
the interpretation of Society”.

They were expected to start off by sustaining that sociologists who adopt an
Interpretative Approach to the study of society are more often than not the strongest
supporters of qualitative data. After that, they were expected to say why such sociologists
prefer to embark on this approach. Prominent amongst the reasons why interpretative
sociologists choose this approach is because they seek to discover the meaning and
motives behind specific social actions in society. Then the candidates were expected to
analytically discuss how the Interpretative Approach stands in a direct contrast to
Positivism.

In their majority, candidates did take this route but they differed in their level of analysis.
Whilst constructing the above discussion, a substantial number of candidates could draw
an analytical analysis between the two approaches. Indeed, a number of candidates
made reference to Emile Durkheim’s study on suicide as a pragmatic example to the
Positivist approach. But at times, this classical example became the focus of the essay.
Indeed, there were students who ended up elaborating almost completely on Positivism.

However, on a general note quite a good majority of the candidates were able to ‘write’
about the Interpretative Approach and to contrast it with Positivism. However, there was
a variation among the candidates about how well they could realistically ‘discuss’ this
statement. Besides, in some cases, the sequential flow of the essay was confusing. This
might have resulted from the fact that a number of those who answered this question felt
over confident and enthusiastic in addressing this question and this led them to write
down all the points they could think of without systematically constructing a debate.

3.7. Question 2: In this essay, which was tackled by 19.9 per cent or 124 candidates,
candidates were expected to analytically ‘discuss’ how several of the founders of
Sociology maintained that it was possible for Sociology to be value free. The early
Positivists such as August Comte and Emile Durkheim believed that scientific
methodology made it possible for sociologists to achieve this degree of objectivity. Karl
Marx also believed that his sociology was objective and scientific. In comparison, Max
Weber did not operate with the simplistic view that values should be totally eliminated
from social research.

A substantial majority of the candidates who answered this question did not tackle this
debate in their answers but they simply described the research process; or sampling; or
spoke about the general choices the researchers do to conduct a research such as the
choice of method and the choice of funding. There were other candidates who, in their
answers, made no reference to the concept of ‘value free’ sociology, while others kept
beating around the bush by rewording the question posed. Others simply embarked on a
general discussion to compare and contrast Positivism with the Interpretative Approach.
These shortcomings  indicate that with respect to this question, many candidates did not
tackle it properly.

3.8. Question 3: This question was the least popular in this section and in the whole paper
being answered by only 90 candidates amounting to 14.4 per cent.. From the answers
presented, one could observe that although the question posed was clear in what it was
seeking to obtain from the candidates, that is, a debate on questionnaire’s
methodological assumptions, a number of students chose to just describe what are the
main characteristics of the questionnaire as a research technique.
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In this essay the candidates were also expected to discuss why critics of the
questionnaire argue that despite the reliability of the questionnaire it lacks validity. A
number of candidates not only could not discuss this properly but they have also
confused the concepts of validity and reliability completely. Others dedicated their essay
to discuss other research techniques such as the ‘interviews’. Overall, candidates lost
marks when they completely ignored the debate.

Moreover, this was one of those essays which has suffered severally for an unsystematic
flow of arguments. Indeed, numerous were the instances in which it was evident that
candidates remembered of something half way down the line and they just decided to
write it down without employing any effort to link it to what they would have been writing
at that point in time.

3.9. Question 4: This was the most popular essay not only in this second section but also in
the whole paper. No less than 151 candidates amounting to 24.2 per cent tackled this
question. Although the majority were able to ‘write’ on ‘social mobility’ and on how this is
an indicator of the level of equality or inequality in society, a less number were able to
discuss’ it by constructing sound sociological arguments and by referring it to appropriate
evidence.

The majority could draw distinctions between: (i) the two main types of social mobility,
that is, the intragenerational mobility and the intergenerational mobility; (ii) open and
closed systems in societies; and (iii) the ascribed and the achieved status, members of
society posses. However, many simply picked one keyword from the question: ‘social
mobility’, and they wrote what they knew about it without bothering to sociologically
discuss this important issue.

Nonetheless, when tackling this essay there were instances in which numerous
candidates chose to make reference to a number of studies that were carried out
regarding this area of Sociology. However, very often, the candidates failed to provide a
short context of these studies, including the year and the country in which these studies
they were carried out. Besides, there were instances in which they did not make a
reference to the researcher/s who carried these studies and to which sociological school
they belonged to.

3.10. Question 5: Another popular question which was tackled by 126 candidates or 20.2 per
cent. The candidates who have attempted to answer this question were on the whole
knowledgeable of how Karl Marx believed that it is conflict and contradiction in the
economic system that serves as the principal drive for social change. A small number of
candidates have also discussed how Karl Marx had adopted the dialectic mode of logic
from Friedrich Hegel, and how the former have sought to embed his dialectic approach in
the material world, while the latter focused on a dialectic of ideas.

Others, simple wrote whatever they knew about Karl Marx’s theory, which meant that
they dedicated chunks of their essays to speak about, for example, the concept of
alienation rather than to focus their essay on how Karl Marx’s view of history is often
referred to as ‘dialectical materialism’. There were also those who literally spent half the
essay discussing Karl Marx, while in the second half they started to write about the theory
of Max Weber. In this case, candidates did not score marks because they did not
compare and contrast in an analytical, logical and balanced way.
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PAPER III

Paper III included five questions, one on each of the four substantive areas and a fifth question
on any other area. No substantive areas were indicated on Paper III.  Candidates ware required
to answer any three questions. The following are the respective response percentages for
each question based on the choices of the candidates:

Question 1 27.5%
Question 2 15.9%
Question 3 06.5%
Question 4 28.0%
Question 5 22.1%

3.11. Question 1: As can be seen in Table 4, 171 candidates or 27.5 per cent answered this
question making it the second most popular question. This may be attributed to the fact
that the question  focused on the Family. Throughout the years, the family continues to
be a preferred substantive area among candidates. It was essential in this question to
create an argumentative essay on the function/s of the family as a stabilising force in a
capitalist society by looking at different perspectives namely functionalists’ views (e.g.
Parsons & Murdock) counteracted by Marxists and feminists views (e.g. Zaretsky).

The majority of candidates managed to build a strong argument by discussing the role of
the family as a stabilising force from the Functionalist perspectives. These views were
criticized by candidates by adopting Marxist and feminist views towards the family as
further reproducing inequalities and alienation in a capitalist society. Others failed to build
the required argument since candidates discussed the role of the family as an economic
unit and stabilising force through one perspective only. These candidates adopted mainly
the Functionalist perspective. As a result the essays were solely descriptive rather than
argumentative. On the other hand a number of candidates were penalized for going into
great detail on the view of the family and social change which led to their argument to
deviate from the aim of the question by ignoring the requirement of discussing the
function of the family in a capitalist society rather than the social changes that occurred
within the family.

3.12. Question 2: In this question which was the third most popular question, candidates were
asked to discuss Peter Townsend’s statement that “poverty involves an inability to
participate in social activities that are considered normal”, Candidates began their essay
by defining and highlighting the differences between the terms ‘absolute’ and ‘relative’
poverty. As was requested, greater attention was focused on relative poverty through the
analysis of Townsend’s theory on ‘Relative Deprivation’.

Several candidates discussed Townsend’s study into great detail and succeeded in
continuously relating to social exclusion which was crucial for this essay. Several
candidates concluded their essay by criticizing Townsend that the indicators of
deprivation were arbitrary and that, by measuring indicators of deprivation, the
methodology failed to allow for difference and choice in how people live.
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On the other hand, a number of candidates did not develop Townsend’s theory in great
detail. Rather they maintained their argument on a general level. A number of candidates
were penalised for going into great detail in various theories namely Murray’s theory of
the underclass and Rowntree’s theory. In so doing they led to their argument to deviate
from the aim of the question by ignoring the requirement of discussing Townsend’s. It
was apparent that students have a sound sociological knowledge however they lack the
ability to scrutinize and focus on the question.

3.13. Question 3: In this question candidates were requested to discuss the statement that
“the welfare state should create a more egalitarian society where the rights of citizens
shape society more than free market economics”. Only 40 candidates or 6.5 per cent of
those who sat for this paper tackled these questions making it the least answered
question.

This may be attributed to the fact that the concept of ‘egalitarian society’ present in the
title, may have misled the candidates. The majority of candidates who answered this
essay failed to relate to the question whatsoever as candidates discussed various
theories of poverty and social exclusion with no reference to welfare. Here candidates
applied all their knowledge irrespective of the question whatsoever. Candidates referred
to the studies of Murray, Rowntree and Walker & Walker. A few other candidates’
answers were merely poor English literature essays with no reference to sociological
theories and terminology.

Only a few candidates answered this question correctly. Candidates managed to mention
the theories and models of Marshall and Esping Anderson. Attention to the New Right
theory was also minutely present in their essays.  Yet these candidates did not manage
to create an argumentative essay, rather their answers were somewhat a description of
Marshall and Esping Anderson’s theories and models of the welfare state. The answers
provided did not go in great detail. Rather their essays were limited in length and their
arguments were based on a rather general overview.

3.14. Question 4: This question was the most popular essay answered, in which candidates
were expected to discuss with reference to the sociology of education, the relationship
between interaction in the classroom and educational attainment. No less than 178
candidates or 28.0 per cent of those who sat for this exam, attempted this question
showing how interaction in the classroom among teachers and students, has a significant
effect on the student’s level of achievement.

The majority of the candidates were successful in creating the requested critical
argument and analysis by applying major studies in the sociology of education namely
the Symbolic Interactionist approach in their essays namely Rosental & Jacobson,
Hargreaves and Ball et al. The use of various concepts was very popular in this question
where concepts such as “typing”, “labelling”, “self fulfilling prophecy”, “streaming” and
“mixed ability” were discussed in great detail. This shows that those students who
succeeded in answering this question had a thorough knowledge and interest of the
literature attributed to the sociology of education.
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Various candidates further supported their argument through the adoption of Bernstein
and Bourdieu’s theory, however still focusing on Symbolic Interactionist as was
requested. In these essays, a number of candidates also discussed how classroom
interaction and educational attainment are considerably different in the presence of
particular social groups in a classroom, namely women and ethnic minorities. A few
students also succeeded in including reference to local studies of education (e.g.
Darmanin). It may be the case that local sociological studies may notbe attributed high
importance throughout the scholastic year.

Only a minority of candidates did not develop their argument in great detail. They rather
maintained their argument on a general level with no/little mention of the studies carried
by Symbolic Interactionist. Lack of knowledge on the subject was apparent among
candidates who did not build a sociological argument.

3.15. Question 5: This question was also popular among the candidates being answered by
137 candidates amounting to 22.1 per cent. Several candidates were awarded when they
succeeded in discussing the concept of secularization and whether this has taken place
in contemporary societies. Several candidates began their essay by discussing the
characteristics of religiousness through Glock & Stark’s study. Candidates further
discussed this controversial issue through different views.  The view that science and
rationality has/will supersede religion was analysed through the studies of Comte and
Weber. The indicators of secularisation (Wilson) were mentioned by the majority of the
candidates. This argument was then counteracted through Wallis’ view who challenged
the idea of secularisation. The use of various concepts such as; “New Religious
Movements”, “religious pluralism” and “rationalisation” further supported the argument.

Although several candidates mentioned only two studies namely those of Weber and
Wilsonthey still managed to relate to the question asked.

On the other hand, a number of candidates who answered this essay failed to relate to
the question. They discussed the function and role of religion in society through
Durkheim’s, Marx’s and Weber’s theories of religion with no reference to secularization
whatsoever. A few candidates did not have any knowledge on this substantive area as
they maintained their argument on a general level with no/little mention of the studies
carried by these sociologists.

Chairperson
2013 Examination Panel


