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A. STATISTICAL INFORMATION 

1.1 Total Number of candidates 

A total of 352 candidates registered to sit for the Intermediate examination in Sociology in September 

2020. The number of absentees in September 2020 was 63. This absentee rate of 18% is slightly less than 

the 23% rate in May 2019. 

1.2 Distribution of grades in Intermediate level Sociology May 2019 and September 2020 

The number of candidates who obtained grade A, B or C in September 2020 was 151, which is 40 

candidates more than in May 2019. The number of candidates who obtained grade D or E in September 

2020 was 92 (26%), which is 38 candidates more than in May 2019 (21%). A total of 46 candidates (13%) 

obtained a grade F in September 2020.  

Grades A B C D E F Absent TOTAL 

No of candidates 12 37 62 27 27 35 58 258 

Total % 4.7 14.3 24.0 10.5 10.5 13.6 22.5 100 

Table 1: Distribution of grades for Intermediate Sociology, May 2019  

Grades A B C D E F Absent TOTAL 

No of candidates 25 48 78 47 45 46 63 352 

Total % 7.1 13.6 22.2 13.4 12.8 13.1 17.9 100 

Table 2: Distribution of grades for Intermediate Sociology, Special September Session 2020  

B. EXAMINERS’ COMMENTS ON CANDIDATES’ PERFORMANCE 

2.1 General Comments 

Question 1 was compulsory and focused on the core thematic area of Culture and Identity. This question 

was split into five components with a total of 33 marks. In addition, the paper consisted of four other 

questions focusing on the thematic areas of Family (Q2), Religion (Q3), Media and Communication (Q4), 

Welfare and Social Policy (Q5). Candidates were required to answer two of these four questions. All 

questions had a maximum total of 33 marks.  

 
 

Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q5 

TOTAL submitted scripts for marking:  289      

Total responses to Q 289 223 95 76 186 

% of responses to Q 100% 77% 33% 26% 64% 

Table 3: Descriptive summary of questions answered 

2.2 General Overview of responses to compulsory question 1 
Section A of the Sociology Intermediate September 2020 exam paper focused on the thematic area of 

‘Culture and Identity’. Given the compulsory nature of Section A, candidates were expected to answer all 

set of questions posed.  Each question carried different marks, which offered students an indicative 

guideline of the length and depth expected in their response.  

The questions were designed to test candidates’ knowledge and understanding of basic aspects of culture 

and identity that are addressed at Intermediate level. In terms of analytical requirements, the questions 
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focused primarily on demonstrating ‘Knowledge’ and ‘Comprehension’ which fall within the lower levels of 

cognitive thinking of Bloom’s Taxonomy and did not specifically request students to evaluate, critically 

appraise, compare or carry out in-depth analysis of the subject matter.  

The distribution of marks under Questions 1(a), 1(b), 1(c), 1 (d) and 1(e) demonstrate that most candidates 

have a good grasp of the foundations of sociological analysis in terms of culture and identity. The majority 

of candidates successfully responded to all the questions posed. It was noted that the length and detail 

offered by candidates, on average went beyond the expected level of response. A good number of 

candidates went beyond the descriptive by presenting an analytical and critical reflection and 

complementing response through theoretical material. A good number of candidates were also able to 

contextualise their response through the application of concrete and practical examples. Moreover, Some 

candidates even presented an essay type response. Very few candidates did not attempt to respond any of 

the questions. 

Question 1a:  Define the term ‘culture’ as used by sociologists.   

This question was answered correctly by the large majority of candidates. Most responses demonstrated 

good knowledge of the different components of culture and mentioned how culture is transmitted inter-

generationally through processes of socialization. Most responses received full marks for their answer.  

Question 1b: List three examples of ‘high culture’.   

Almost all responses correctly mentioned three examples of ‘high culture’. The majority of the responses 

referred to classical music, literature, dance and performing arts such as theatre, ballet, and fine arts.   

Question 1c: List three examples of ‘mass culture’.    

Almost all responses correctly mentioned three examples of ‘mass culture’. The majority of the responses 

provided referred to pop music, gossip magazines, soap operas, reality television and mass events. 

Question 1d: Discuss the changing distinctions between ‘high’ and ‘mass’ culture.    

The large majority of the responses presented a descriptive explanation of the characteristics underlying 

‘high’ and ‘mass’ culture. However, a good number of responses fell short from specifically addressing the 

changing distinctions between the two cultural forms as posed by the question. 

Question 1e: Explain what is meant by ‘pick ‘n’ mix’ consumer society.     

This question aimed to assess candidates’ theoretical knowledge on the concept of identity from a 

postmodernist perspective. A good number of candidates fared exceptionally well by presenting an 

elaborate and detailed theoretical response on how identity is formed through contemporary notions of 

capitalist consumer society. Reference was primarily made to the theoretical work of Strinati (1995), 

Bradley (1995) and Featherstone (2007).  

2.3 Overview of responses to questions 2, 3, 4 and 5 

The overall responses succeeded in answering the respective questions, however, only a few responses 

provided detailed and argumentative essays based on sociological theory. A recurrent problem among 

several essays was the passive writing about a thematic area, in particular candidates who answered 

Question 2 (Thematic area of the Family). 
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Question 2: With reference to the Functionalist perspective, discuss how the function of the family 

has changed from traditional to modern society. 

The quality of the responses varied across the cohort. Good quality responses demonstrated a good 

understanding of both the functionalist perspective of the family and how the family has changed from the 

traditional to the modern society. Such responses presented critical arguments with a logical flow and 

made reference to Parsons’ and Murdock’s functions of the family and how these functions have changed 

in modern society. These responses criticised the functionalist perspective and the way it downplays the 

darker side of the family, including physical or emotional abuse. These responses concluded their 

arguments by discussing different and ‘new’ forms of families.  

The average quality responses provided sufficiently good answers. However, some of these responses 

were too simplistic as they lacked detail and sociological insight. Those essays who scored lower marks 

lacked the ability to critically discuss the question posed. Most of these responses deviated from the 

question by focusing on different structures of the family rather than how the functions of the family have 

changed from the traditional to the modern society.  

Question 3: Discuss with reference to Weber, how religion can be a force for social change.  

Good quality responses demonstrated a good understanding of Weber’s theory of religion and social 

change by referring to his studies on Calvinism (in promoting capitalism) and Hinduism.  

Average quality responses discussed the different perspectives of how religion can be a force of social 

change, particularly that of Marx, Weber and Durkheim. However, these responses did not focus on 

Weber’s perspective, as required. Those responses who scored lower marks deviated from the question 

asked and focused their answer on how the importance of religion is changing in modern society. These 

answers discussed secularisation instead of how religion can be a force of social change. 

Question 4: Refer to the concept of ‘media imperialism’ to discuss how global media contribute to 

existing power structures.   

This was the least attempted question. This question was based on the thematic area of Media and 

Communications. Candidates were expected to discuss the concept of ‘media imperialism’ and to discuss 

the ways that global media contribute to the existing power structures.  

Most of the responses presented a clear picture of media imperialism by providing good examples of how 

the largest media conglomerates are all located in Western industrialised countries. The responses 

provided discussed how Western cultural products have diffused around the globe by means of global 

media and how control of the world’s news by the major western agencies, means the predominance of a 

‘First World outlook’ in the information conveyed. Reference to the ‘hypodermic needle model’ was also 

discussed to explain how mass media audience are passive recipients of the mass media contents. The 

responses provided referred to the thesis of globalisation and the concept of ‘reverse flows’ as a critique to 

media imperialism. Arguments were also supported by real life examples, which showed a great 

understanding of the topic.  

Average and poor responses referred to media imperialism but their argument lacked detail and there was 

minimal insight to sociological theories. Some of the responses deviated from the question by passively 

discussing theories of media irrespective of the question posed. For example, some answers focused on 
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globalisation of the media but did not link the argument to media imperialism. Others focused on the 

functions of the media or a comparison between traditional and modern media. Other poor responses 

were very brief, generic and based on general knowledge of media and communication. 

Question 5: Discuss the ways that social exclusion can impact life opportunities. 

This question was the most attempted question and was generally well answered. The responses provided 

gave a definition of the multifaceted concept of social exclusion by referring to the 2000 PSE survey to 

highlight the four dimensions of social exclusion. The answers provided analysed how each dimension 

affects one’s life opportunities. In addition, the responses provided discussed the different factors that 

may prevent individuals or groups from having the same opportunities. Reference was made to gender, 

race, disability, crime, stigma and mental health as socially excluding groups and factors. Furthermore, 

responses differentiated between the ‘weak’ and ‘strong’ versions of social exclusion to explain how 

excluded groups can be included or excluded in society. 

Poor responses discussed the concept of social exclusion in general, without any reference to the particular 

dimensions of social exclusion. These responses only linked social exclusion to poverty, particularly by 

referring to Townsend’s study or passively distinguished between absolute and relative poverty, without 

any reference to social exclusion.  
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