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IM PSYCHOLOGY
MAY 2015 SESSION

EXAMINERS’ REPORT

Part 1: Statistical Information

Table 1 shows the distribution of grades for the May 2015 session of the examination.

GRADE A B C D E F abs TOTAL
NUMBER 45 83 200 181 107 243 60 919

% OF TOTAL 4.9 9.0 21.8 19.7 11.6 26.4 6.5 100

Part 2: Comments regarding candidates’ performance

Part I: Overview

The present May session was the second since the introduction of the Psychology
matriculation examination at Intermediate level in 2015. A total of 919 candidates undertook
the examination. Like last year and as per syllabus, the paper consisted of 2 sections and
candidates were required to answer a compulsory question from each section and a further
question from each section from a choice of two questions per section. Examination scripts
were once again in line with these requirements, demonstrating that the examination
procedure was well understood by candidates. The grade distribution for the cohort of
candidates sitting for the May 2015 session demonstrated a good spread and compared very
well both to the psychology exam last year as well as to other subjects examined at the same
level. A detailed marking scheme was compiled and adopted by the examining panel.
Samples drawn from the various scripts demonstrated excellent consistency across
examiners, questions, and scripts.

Part II: Topics

Candidates generally did not understand paradigmatic distinctions between schools of
thought in psychology in answers to question 1. Answers to this question were mostly limited
to a review of the main ideas of the various schools of thought. Candidates did better than
average on question 1b, suggesting that candidates understood the relevance of research
methods in psychology.

Question 2, dealing with the biological basis of behaviour, was a less popular choice in this
section. However, candidates who opted for this question generally did very well. On the
other hand, whilst question 3 was by far the most popular option, candidates did less well on
this question than those who opted for question 2. Candidates answering question 3 did
mostly well in the second sub-question (3b), particularly in describing the psychoanalytic
approach. The variance in candidate performance on these 2 questions may be attributable to
a disinclination on the part of candidates to study the biological component of the syllabus
relative to other components.

Most candidates answered question 4 well, however, some overlooked the fact that a
theoretical account was required and they were duly penalized for this oversight. Answers to
sub-question d were highly satisfactory this year. This demonstrates that the reflexivity
component in the syllabus is better tested through a short descriptive account than a more
analytical one.
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Candidates who opted for question 5, the less popular choice for this section, did not do very
well and many did not rely on the psychological literature to articulate their answers. Rather,
candidates drew on popular psychology to debate this issue. A number of candidates left out
section b altogether, suggesting that either this material was not studied or that candidates
sat for the exam prior to covering the entire syllabus (one would reasonably expect
candidates who have covered the entire syllabus and find question 5 difficult to answer would
then opt to answer question 6). In fact, most candidates did well on question 6, although they
generally did less well on the second part of the question which required more in-depth
knowledge to answer relative to the first part.

PART III: General comments

The examination of IM Psychology in 2015 is, as last year, deemed highly satisfactory. It
seems that the examining process remained on track from last year and that various
concerns raised in the previous year were effectively addressed at this sitting. Notable
amongst these is the way the paper tested the reflexivity component of the syllabus, which
proved somewhat problematic last year. The examination met expectations regarding
candidates’ assessment at this level and the paper successfully assessed different degrees of
demonstrable knowledge and competencies expected at this level.

The paper was set-up to assess diverse knowledge and skills, and it was well-balanced in
terms of the various components of the syllabus. It successfully assessed this diversity both
fairly and reliably across markers. The examination process was found to be fair. Finally, also
as last year, exceptionally good answers were scarcer than exceptionally bad ones.

Chairperson
Examination Panel 2015


