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Part 1: Statistical Information

Table 1 shows the distribution of grades for the May 2017 session of the examination.

GRADE A B C D E F abs TOTAL
NUMBER 53 94 209 206 139 173 93 967

% OF TOTAL 5.5 9.7 21.6 21.3 14.4 17.9 9.6 100

Part 2: Comments regarding candidate’s performance:

This year 967 candidates sat for the exam in May. Overall, candidates fared better this year than in

previous years. There were less candidates that failed the exam going from 29.7% in 2016 to 17.8%

in 2017. The overall effect was that more candidates got D’s and C’s while candidates getting a B and

an A remained approximately the same.

While it is true to say that some candidates managed to assimilate knowledge of psychological

theories, fewer candidates manifested the capacity to apply these theories to their own personal lives.

Even fewer showed critical thinking and reflection, analysis, evaluation and synthesis of ideas, to

unlock the power of psychological awareness for the well-being of one’s life.

Question 1a

Most candidates had a good understanding of the two methodologies and their application. The

majority of candidates were able to outline the basic differences between qualitative and quantitative.

Some also gave specific examples of how the methodology can be applied in practice. However, a

lack in outlining the main characteristics of each methodology seems to have been present. One of

the main differences was related to the ‘generalisibility’ aspect of both methodologies and difference

in sampling techniques. A good number of candidates gave answers that elaborated on sampling

techniques. The information outlined would be accurate and related to the particular methodology

however since the reply mainly consisted of this, it was generally out of point as it was not in line with

what was requested by the question. Only few candidates managed to mention characteristics related

to internal validity, reliability, credibility, etc. There were instances when candidates showed a good

understanding and application of the methodologies but used an incorrect label to define them.
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Question 1b

Most candidates did not give an accurate reply to the question. Most candidates gained low marks to

this question as they gave replies that did not address the question and were muddled in nature. The

majority of candidates had general knowledge of ADHD and thus had the ability to outline what they

would look out for whilst observing a child with ADHD. They outlined general knowledge on

observational research but did not apply it to the scenario outlined. They often outlined the difference

between overt and covert observations and ethical issues in relation to this. Also candidates generally

did not highlight how the data observed would be recorded.

Question 2a

This was a question on the nervous system. It asked candidates to remember and give scientific facts

on the central and peripheral nervous system. Most candidates did quite well. They specified the two

main sub-systems of the nervous system as the Central and the Peripheral Nervous systems.

However, fewer candidates answered correctly to the second part of this question. Many of these

provided all or many of the sub divisions of the central and peripheral nervous systems without

explaining the functions of each. Of those who did describe the main functions of each, a significant

number of them did not provide detail but only gave one sentence descriptions. Others even confused

the functions of the sub divisions and/or of some of their components.

Question 2b

This was a question about the functions of the brain. This question required in depth understanding of

the subject matter and memory recall. Once again most candidates who answered this question well

were confident and gave very detailed and correct answers. However, a number of candidates either

gave partially correct answers, providing little detail, or else confused the different regions of the

brain, mentioning parts of the forebrain as constituting the hind brain or vice versa. There were also

other candidates who specified components of the human brain and explained briefly their function

(some were correct and others not) without identifying them as being part of the forebrain, midbrain or

hindbrain.

Question 3a

This was a question that was examining candidates on their in-depth understanding of the general

philosophical principles of both trait theories and Freud’s psychoanalytic theory as only such an in-

depth understanding and conceptualisation could have enabled candidates to be able to compare

these two theories against each other. Very few candidates opted for this question and unfortunately,

most of the candidates who chose to answer this question did poorly for various reasons. There were
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candidates who failed to correctly identify the trait theorists and mistook trait theorists for other

theorists such as Eric Erickson. Others did poorly because they only described the theories and did

not compare them. Those who did fairly well attempted a comparison by listing one or two differences

between the theories.

Question 3b

Very few candidates answered this question. Many of them did not show any understanding of trait

theories of personality in the first part of the question. Subsequently they got the second part of the

question wrong. Those who stopped at just listing the traits of each theory got only an average mark.

Candidates who performed much better gave more detail on the general background and strengths

and weaknesses of each theory.

Question 4a

Overall in question 4 it was noticeable that candidates took their time to answer the question and

understand how to analyse and reflect on the case study.

This part of the question examined candidates on their grasp of Maslow’s theory by examining their

ability to apply it to the case. The large majority of candidates answered this part of the question

correctly, even if there were a considerable number of them who were generally accurate but did not

provide adequate details to explain the theory. They mentioned the different needs, starting from the

basic ones that are physical, up to the level of self-actualization. Many candidates opted for a diagram

to explain Maslow’s hierarchy of needs. However, many candidates did not provide fully adequate

answers to the second part of this question. Some did not even refer to Alan’s inability to complete

Maslow’s first two levels (physiological and safety needs).

Question 4 b

This part of the question examined candidates on their correct knowledge of Erickson’s stages.

Candidates who did poorly identified and applied the wrong stage to the case. Some gave a correct

desciption but gave an incorrect label to the Ericksonian stage they identified as valid to an

understanding of the case. Two stages could have been mentioned as correct answers to this part

which were: trust vs mistrust or intimacy vs isolation. Candidates did well according to the level of

detail they entered into: those who performed best described the dynamic of resolving the crisis of

each stage and reaching a balance between the two polarities while achieiving a virtue on each stage.
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Question 4c

This question left candidates open to apply any psychological theory of their choice to the

understanding of the case. Many candidates did mention, although just a few, possible behaviours

that one would expect to be observing in Alan and that would have led to his referral to the university

counselling service. Many even made the connection between these behaviours and Alan’s early

childhood trauma. However, candidates struggled to apply their existing knowledge to this case study

and to provide more than just a superficial explanation of what they think they would observe if they

had to be the counsellor with many candidates providing only a basic level of knowledge. Moreover, in

the last part of this question, many candidates either did not mention any relevant theories that could

shed light on this connection, or they mentioned theories without justification and explanation of their

relevance to this specific case.

Question 4d

The large majority of candidates did share a life experience that seems to be very significant to them,

especially in the way it impacted their future life. Candidates varied in the level of depth in their

analysis and the more detail and indepth knowledge they provided the more they were successful in

answering this part of the question. Some candidates failed to explain how a significant life

experience has affected them in the present and some candidates even opted to leave this particular

question out.

Question 5a

The vast majority of candidates failed to understand this question; most providing answers which

were either completely out of point, or which addressed only part of the question. Rather than

outlining criteria of mental disorders according to Comer's definition, most attempted a diagnosis of

the President-Elect's mental health scenario presented in the excerpt, commonly mentioning

schizophrenia and narcissism. Only a minority of candidates managed to present a satisfactory reply,

with few of them having successfully addressed all expected points and could therefore be allocated

full marks.

Question 5b

Quite a number of candidates did not manage to complete the question and addressed only one of

the two categories requested, by presenting characteristics of only one disorder. Amongst the

commonly chosen disorders were schizophrenia, major depressive episode, bipolar disorder, and

generalised anxiety disorder. Answers to this question were influenced by an apparent overlap and

confusion between DSM-IV-TR and DSM-5 categories of disorders.
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Question 6a

Here the candidates showed a general understanding about the concepts of nature and nurture. Many

spoke of these concepts separately even stating that one would make more sense than the other.

Few mentioned that these two concepts go together in explaining one’s behaviour and emotions. At

times, candidates went on to mention experiments to describe and explain nurture and nature. They

would then make reference to this experiment while replying to question 6(b).

Question 6b

Almost all candidates mentioned only one experiment (Bandura's bobo doll experiment). Many

explained in detail the experiment and it seems that they studied different versions. Candidates did

not seem to have enough knowledge on other experiments carried out. Various other experiments

were outlined, a frequent example being the Little Albert experiment (classical conditioning), Zimbardo

experiment and Skinner's operant conditioning, which was out of point.

Question 6c

Most candidates understood the question and answered correctly. They gave many examples of

stressful situations, they were able to identify the difference between life events and stressors and

were aware of the consequences of stress, if it had to be ignored. Overall, most candidates obtained

a high mark in this part of the question.
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