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A. SECTION 1: STATISTICAL INFORMATION 

1.1 Total Number of candidates: 

A total of 258 candidates registered to sit for the Intermediate examination in Sociology in May 2019, 30 

more than in May 2018 (228). The number of absentees in May 2019 was 58. This absentee rate of 22.5% is 

double the May 2018 rate of 11.8% and is an amplification of the increasing trend noted last year.  

1.2 Distribution of grades in Intermediate Level Sociology May, 2019 

The number of candidates who obtained grade A, B or C in May 2019 was, in absolute numbers, 111 and 

therefore 9 more than in May 2018 (102). The relative weight in percentage terms for Grades A-C was 43%, 

slightly less than that in 2018 when it was 44.7% . 

The number of candidates who obtained grade D or E in May 2018 was, in absolute numbers, 54 and 

therefore 8 less than in May 2018 (62). This is less in relative weight (21.0%) than in 2018 where 27.2% of 

candidates scored D or E.  

There were 35 candidates (13.6%) who failed (grade F) in 2019. This is slightly less, in absolute numbers, than 

37 in 2018, which carried a relative weight of 16% for that year. It is important to flag the marked increase 

in absent candidates in 2019: 58 or 22.5% as compared to 19, or 9.2% in 2018, which will account for the 

decrease in all 2019 relative weight calculations.  

GRADE A B C D E F ABS TOTAL 

NUMBER 18 27 57 36 26 37 27 228 

% OF TOTAL 7.9 11.8 25.0 15.8 11.4 16.2 11.8 100 

Table 1: Distribution of grades for Intermediate Sociology, First session 2018 

GRADE A B C D E F ABS TOTAL 

NUMBER 12 37 62 27 27 35 58 258 

% OF TOTAL 4.7 14.3 24.0 10.5 10.5 13.6 22.5 100 

 Table 2: Distribution of grades for Intermediate Sociology, First session 2019  

B. SECTION 2:  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 was split 

into five components with marks allocated to reflect the expected detail in the responses, totalling to 33. 

The candidates were then presented with four other questions focusing on the thematic areas of Family, 

Religion, Media and Communication, Welfare and Social Policy. Candidates were required to answer two of 

these four questions. All had a maximum total of 33 marks each.  

 

 

 



Examiners’ Report (2019): IM Sociology 

Page 3 of 6 

 

2.1.2 Descriptive summary of marks allocated 

 

 

Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q5 

TOTAL submitted scripts:  200      

Total responses for Q 200 126 69 98 106 

% Of total scripts 100% 63% 35% 49% 53% 

MEDIAN mark for question 22 20 21 20 21 

MODE  for question 25 20 22 20 21 

 

2.2 General Overview of responses to compulsory question 1 

Section A of the Sociology Intermediate First Session of 2019 exam paper focused on the thematic area of 

‘Culture and Identity’ which forms an integral part of the MATSEC syllabus. Given the compulsory nature of 

Section A, candidates were expected to answer all of the 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 

focused primarily on demonstrating ‘Knowledge’ and ‘Comprehension’ which fall within the lower levels of 

cognitive thinking of Bloom’s Taxonomy (by briefly describing, outlining and explaining main sociological 

aspects) 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. Indeed, 

candidates fared best in this question overall, with a median of 22 and mode of 25. It was noted that a good 

number of candidates went beyond the expected response offered in the model answers. A good number 

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

complementing their response through theoretical material. Some were also able to contextualize their 

response through the application of concrete and practical examples. It is important to note that the length 

and detail offered by some candidates went beyond what was expected for the allocated marks for the 

question, with some candidates even presenting an essay-type response. Though clearly a commendable 

sign of engagement and rigour, it is our concern that this may then negatively impact the time available to 

tackle the rest of the paper.  

Questions 1a and 1b: Briefly describe, using examples, the terms ‘dominant culture’ and ‘subculture’.  

These two questions were answered correctly by the large majority of candidates by providing a definition 

of the relevant terms as well as presenting valid examples of dominant cultures and subcultures. However, 

a few candidates mixed up the meaning of dominant culture with that of mass or high culture. Some of the 

examples presented in terms of ‘subcultures’ were also not fully adequate.    
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Question 1c: Outline the nature vs nurture debate.   

While some candidates presented a highly detailed explanation and discussion of the nature vs nurture 

debate by referring to biological and sociological explanations of identity, with some even referring to 

relevant theoretical work on identity formation (ex: works of Goffman and Cooley), a substantial number of 

candidates did not fare well in this question. In general, candidates demonstrated lack of knowledge of the 

nature vs nurture debate despite this being a fundamental component of the Sociology Intermediate 

syllabus. A good number of candidates did not refer in any way to the debate and did not make any reference 

to how identity is socially constructed through the socialization process. Moreover, very few candidates 

attributed relevance to the importance of both structure and action in the formation of identities through 

the concept of ‘structuration’. A significant number of essays focused on the nature vs nurture debate solely 

in terms of the formation of gender identity. 

 

Question 1.d: What is the difference between ‘gender identity’ and ‘sexual identify’?   

The majority of candidates replied to this question correctly, in the process, referring to the biological nature 

of sexual identity and the formation of gender through socialization processes and societal expectations. 

However, a significant proportion of candidates mistook and exchanged the two terms. However, a good 

number of candidates erroneously defined ‘sexual identity’ in terms of ‘sexual orientation’.   

 

Question 1.e: Explain what is meant by the ‘tourist gaze’.   

This question aimed to assess candidates’ theoretical knowledge on Urry’s (2002) concept of the tourist gaze. 

Despite its more complex and specific subject matter as compared to the previous questions under this 

section, a good number of candidates fared exceptionally well by presenting an elaborate and detailed 

theoretical response on how the tourist gaze reflects other aspects of leisure in postmodern societies, with 

some even referring to Baudrillard’s work on the reconstruction of reality and the consumption of cultural 

symbols.  However, other candidates demonstrated lack of knowledge and understanding of the concept 

and instead made reference to various other unrelated issues.  

 

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

Candidates were required to answer 2 out of the remaining 4 questions. Q2 was, the one most frequently 

answered (63%), and Q3 the least frequent (35%). 49% of candidates responded to Q4 and 53% to Q5.  There 

was very little variation of quality within responses to Q2,3 and 4 with medians ranging between 20 and 21.  

Question 2: Discuss, by referring to sociological studies, the issues that affect balancing work and care in 

the family, in industrialised contemporary society. 

Some candidates made a passive reference to classical theories of the family (Parsons, Murdock, Marx) 

without relating their argument to the question. Other candidates based their answer on their personal 

opinion, and they did not make any reference to sociological theories. These responses indicate that the 

candidates had very limited knowledge of the sociological studies which discuss the issues that affect 

balancing work and care in the family.  

Only a small number of candidates were able to provide a critical answer to this question. These candidates 

referred to the different sociological views of the family and the roles of males/ females in relation to the 
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responsibility of care. These candidates discussed the fact that nowadays women are increasingly becoming 

career oriented and are investing in their studies. They critically analysed the impact that this may have on 

the family itself flagging the issues of changing gender roles and extensive use of childcare as potentially 

challenging.  

Only a few candidates excelled by providing an excellent argument based on detailed explanations of the 

various issues affecting the balance of work and care in the family with clear examples of sociological 

research and real-life situations making reference to Rosemary Crompton, Ann Oakley and Arlie Hoschchild.  

 

Questions 3: Discuss the secularisation thesis by referring to different sociological views. 

Candidates who answered this question referred to Durkheim’s, Weber’s and Marxist views on religion. 

Some of these students just provided a passive description of the theories of religion while others supported 

their arguments with examples (the fact that religion has less influence on the decisions taken by politics 

etc.) and statistics (such as church attendance, divorce rates etc.).  

A number of successful candidates discussed supporters and opponents of the secularisation view of religion. 

These candidates provided a critical argument to the question because they went into the discussion that 

religion is nowadays taking different forms i.e. it is becoming more individualised and privatised. They 

referred to Grace Davie’s view that people are nowadays believing without belonging – they believe but do 

not practice religion by attending mass. 

 

Question 4: Discuss the ways that the globalisation of the media has changed how media impacts 

individuals in contemporary society.  

Overall, many candidates struggled to provide a detailed argument in relation to the question. In some 

responses, candidates focused on globalization in general with little reference to the media or how this 

impacts individuals. In other cases, candidates did not have sufficient knowledge about this thematic area 

which was evident in their answers which were of low quality and based on general knowledge. Similarly, to 

previous years, candidates passively discussed various theories of the media irrespective of the focus of the 

question. 

Successful candidates discussed the globalisation of the media in light of globalised cultural influences 

namely ownership of the media by media conglomerates, reference to the internet which allows access to 

information and entertainment in all parts of the worlds and advertisement on a global scale. The successful 

application of examples from local and international scenarios in responses was also noted and rewarded. 

In some cases, candidates also mentioned briefly how different social groups are represented by the media. 

The level of detail and analysis in the arguments and the ability to apply their argument to different contexts 

varied among responses, and candidates were awarded accordingly.  

 

Question 5: Describe and discuss the difference between absolute and relative poverty. 

Overall, this question was generally well answered. The majority of candidates provided a comparative 

analysis based on the two main approaches in measuring and understanding poverty as required. Candidates 

presented a critical analysis of Rowntree’s concept of absolute poverty and Townsend’s theory of relative 
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poverty in order to highlight different perspectives in defining and measuring poverty. The majority of 

candidates discussed Rowntree’s concept of subsistence poverty and the poverty line with reference to his 

studies. Rowntree’s definition of absolute poverty was criticised in light of Townsend’s study on relative 

deprivation. A few candidates successfully adopted the concept of relative deprivation as a dimension of 

social exclusion.  

Reference to Mack & Lansley and Gordon’s consensual method as a criticism to Townsend’s theory was also 

adopted by some candidates. The key element that added quality to these responses, as reflected in the 

marks awarded, was the focus on the question as set, and the level of analysis offered. 

Poor responses were based on a passive narration of theories on poverty or welfare irrespective of the focus 

of the question. Other weak responses were based on general knowledge on poverty with no sociological 

input. Such responses reflected a poor sociological knowledge in the thematic of welfare and social policy. 
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