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1. General Statistics 
 
Table 1 reports the number of candidates per grade (in terms of raw numbers and as a percentage) for 
the last May 2015 examination session and the previous May 2014 session. In both cases, the cumulative 
percentage is also presented. 
 
Table 1. Summary of general statistical data – May 2014 and May 2015 

  2014 2015 

 
Candidates Cumulative 

Percentage (%) 

Candidates Cumulative 
Percentage (%) Grade N % N % 

A 81 3.7 3.7 86 4.2 4.2 

B 350 15.9 19.6 352 17.2 21.4 

C 807 36.6 56.2 722 35.2 56.6 

D 398 18.0 74.2 364 17.7 74.3 

E 207 9.4 83.6 310 15.1 89.4 

F 331 15.0 98.6 181 8.8 98.2 

abs 33 1.5 100 37 1.8 100 

Total 2207 100   2052 100   

 

2. Statistical data per question and per Section 

Table 2 depicts statistical data per question: the response frequency for each of the two questions – with 
a choice of one out of two – in every Section (in terms of raw numbers and as a percentage) and the 
number of non-attempts per Section. 
 
Table 2. Summary of statistical data per question and per Section – May 2011 exam session 

 
Section A Section B Section C Section D 

 
Qu. 1 Qu. 2 Qu. 1 Qu. 2 Qu. 1 Qu. 2 Qu. 1 Qu. 2 

Response frequency (N) 752 1237 584 1403 973 1007 295 1692 

Response frequency (%) 37.81 62.19 29.39 70.61 49.14 50.86 14.85 85.15 

Total attempted 1989 1987 1980 1987 

Section not attempted 0 2 9 2 

Absent 63 

Total number of 
applicants 

2052 
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Figure 1 compares the question choice (in percentage terms) for each of the four Sections. 
 

 
Figure 1. Comparison of the question response frequencies in each Section 
 
3. Comments on the responses by candidates 
 
3.1 Section A 
 
On the whole, the majority of the candidates who opted for question 1 were quite prepared and answered 
the three parts of this question successfully. However, quite a significant number of candidates only 
answered half the question; some answered the first part only while others only addressed the second 
part. A good number of candidates failed to include any examples regarding what makes a practice, 
policy or law correct, and in order to substantiate their arguments.  
 
Some candidates inserted a quotation/s without stating who made the statement/s. Moreover, a fair 
number of candidates included quotations that were not relevant within the context of the essay. A 
number of candidates also attributed certain quotations to the wrong people.  
 
Some candidates gave an answer that was rather ‘disordered’, with an essay answering some parts 
relevant to question 1 and other parts pertaining to question 2. A small number of candidates 
misunderstood the question completely and went out of point. 
 
The majority of the candidates (62% of the exam population) attempted the second question. On the 
whole, many of the candidates opting to answer this question were quite prepared and answered both 
parts pertaining to this question successfully. As in question 1, some candidates made one or more of the 
following errors: 

- They answered half the question only.  
- They made use of quotations without writing who stated them.  
- They made use of rather inadequate quotations that did not make much sense within the context 

of the essay concerned.  
- They attributed certain quotations to the wrong people. 

As regards question 2, quite a few candidates were at a loss with regard to what the role of the media in a 
democratic society should be. A number of candidates have the wrong concept of ‘censorship’. Many 
candidates think that if a particular country upholds any form of censorship then the country in question is 
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under dictatorial rule or under a Communist regime.  For many candidates, democratic countries have no, 
or should have no, form of censorship whatsoever. This does not only show a lack of a clear 
understanding of the role of censorship and how it is employed worldwide (to varying degrees, according 
to the country’s government type), but also a lack of knowledge of the use of censorship in the Maltese 
islands. 
 
In answering the second part of question 2, a fair number of candidates demonstrated a lack of 
coherence in their answer. Quite a number of candidates started their answer by stating that censorship 
should not be considered, only to state at a later stage that it should be considered in the case of violence 
and/or threats (as in cases such as the broadcasting of the Islamic State’s video clips on the internet). 
Once again this shows that a fair number of candidates had unclear ideas about censorship. 
 
In many cases, one notes a dire absence of critical observation, with answers following a pattern and few 
moving away from the ‘mainstream’ essay. Few produced an extra dimension to or discussed seriously 
their personal views on the themes covered by the questions. When discussing democracy North Korea 
was universally and singularly regarded as ‘bad’ and Isis was seen simply as a symbol of terror. 
  
Also while it is not wrong to enlist features of a democracy, one has to elaborate on the listed items and 
illustrate the arguments made with examples. Moreover very few candidates were ready to discuss the 
local scene. 
 
3.2 Section B 
 
The overall performance in Section B was generally quite satisfactory, with some candidates doing 
particularly well. One major shortcoming of many candidates was the struggle to be relevant to the 
demands of the question. It seems that while many were ‘well equipped’ with points and examples, they 
were not as prepared to address the question well. In such cases, candidates went off at a tangent. 
Furthermore, it was not uncommon to find candidates who struggled in creating the right balance between 
argumentation – the backbone of the essay – and providing examples to illustrate arguments made and 
embellish the essay. On a positive note, several candidates peppered their discussions with relevant 
quotes that enhanced the quality of the discussion. 
 
In question 1, the notion of the usefulness of the arts was not explored beyond the usual clichés. Few 
attempts were made to critically engage with Oscar Wilde’s claim and explore its implications. Besides, a 
number of candidates mentioned examples in their essay without further linking them to the question.  
 
The second question was more popular with the candidates (chosen by 71% of the exam population) and 
the general performance in this question was relatively better than that in question 1. However, there 
were two persistent misconceptions: a significant number of candidates confused the Middle Ages with 
the Dark Ages, and many candidates assumed that religion belonged exclusively to the Middle Ages 
neglecting, for instance, Classical Mythology as a form of religion. 

 
In several cases, too much emphasis was laid on examples, and too little on argument; long descriptions 

of artistic works were provided which were not relevant to the demands of the question. 

 

3.3 Section C 
 
As can be seen from the response frequency figures in Table 2, the percentage of candidates who chose 
questions 1 and 2 was very similar. It was clear from the way the answers were constructed and 
presented that the same issues had been tackled in class. In fact when answering these two questions, 
the number of mistakes concerning historical events mentioned was minimal. Reference to famous 
scientists and their work/s was included in the majority of the answers. 
 
In question 1, the first and second issues were treated relatively well by most candidates. The third part 
seems to have presented more of a challenge than the first two.  



IM EXAMINERS’ REPORT – MAY 2015 

5 
 

 
Question 2 led to the description and explanation of scientific methods.  
 
Students are encouraged to ensure that they address completely the question/s they are asked to 
answer. There were too many instances where candidates answered one part of the question and 
completely ignored the other parts. In such cases, subsequent to answering a specific part of the 
question, they presented a mere single sentence or a few sentences about another part of the question. 
 
It was encouraging to see that the level of English was generally quite good; structural and spelling 
mistakes were few and far between. 
 
3.4 Section D 
 
Overall, very few candidates (15% of the exam population) opted to answer question 1 in comparison to 
question 2.   
 
In general, the answers of the candidates who chose question 1 were relevant to the question, although 
the issue of quality tourism (rather than improving tourism) was sometimes overlooked. 
  
With regard to both questions, one notes the following points: 
(i) Some candidates tended to mention valid points but then failed to discuss them in detail. As a result, 

a number of the candidates’ essays were too general and failed to reflect the standard expected at 
Intermediate Matriculation level. 

(ii) Despite the fact that conferences are clearly mentioned in the syllabus, in general, there was a lack 
of reference to both conferences and examples to support the arguments presented. On the other 
hand, at times, essays simply discussed a set of conferences instead of tackling the demands of the 
question. 

(iii) Candidates tended to elaborate on threats, but then failed to offer and/or discuss possible solutions. 
This approach defied the concept of sustainable development. 

(iv) Candidates still confuse chlorofluorocarbons (CFCs) and carbon dioxide (CO2). 
(v) Examiners noted the tendency of a number of candidates to simply list the nine principles of 

sustainable development with very poor reference to the specific question being discussed.  
(vi) Some candidates tended to take up a main idea in the conclusion. 
 
In question 1, most candidates did not clearly demonstrate their own understanding of quality tourism. On 
a positive note, a number of candidates mentioned agro-tourism and eco-tourism as two ways forward, 
together with a number of other initiatives that can be linked with various forms of more responsible 
tourism.  
 
With regard to question 2, candidates were generally able to list a number of consequences of pollution, 

but many failed to explicitly tie these consequences with health and/or the economy, as was required by 

the question. In their discussion, a number of candidates tended to focus on the problem rather than on 

the various solutions. Many candidates were aware of the reality of climate change yet, again, they 

struggled in understanding the huge economic and health implications of such a phenomenon. That being 

said, to a certain extent, there seemed to be a relatively high awareness of climate change as an 

impacting factor on local tourism, and therefore on the economy. Furthermore, while a number of 

candidates suggested sustainable development as a way forward, they struggled at presenting the 

economy as a single pillar that makes sense if considered holistically together with the other pillars in 

order to actually achieve sustainability. Some candidates, possibly including a number of Environmental 

Science students, took the ‘opportunity’ to explain the Science behind the various forms of pollution, and 

risked going out of point in the process. 
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