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Part 1: Statistical Information

A total of 190 candidates registered for the exam. Of these, 161 took the exam and 29 were absent.

The pass rate (Grades A to E) was of 92.5%. By far the highest number of candidates got a C, with a

very even spread on either side. The table and chart represent these figures.

GRADE A B C D E F Abs Total

NUMBER 17 29 58 30 15 12 29 190

% OF TOTAL 8.9 15.3 30.5 15.8 7.9 6.3 15.3 100

The volume compares well to the two previous years. In 2015, a total of 203 candidates registered for
the exam; of these, 175 took the exam and 28 were absent; in 2016, a total of 185 registered of whom
157 took the exam. The pass rate for the candidates who took the exam was significantly higher than
that of the two previous years. The pass rate in 2015 was 85%, that in 2016 87% (see chart below).
There was an equally significant improvement in the candidates’ performance, with higher
percentages of candidates getting A, B, and C grades, and lower percentages getting D and E grades
(see chart below).

On all counts, candidates performed significantly better in 2017 than they did in 2015 and 2016.
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The following sections discuss the candidates’ performance in detail, by paper and question.
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Part 2: Comments regarding candidates' performance

Paper 1

General

This paper demanded a response to all questions, each with equal weighting, with no choice offered.

This did not seem to put candidates in any difficulty. In general, they were amply prepared to respond

to all the questions set, with only six instances where there was no attempt to respond at all (Q1- 1,

Q2-1, Q3-2, Q4-2).  There was a small number of scripts which showed clear lack of engagement with

sociological concepts, theories and texts. The majority, however, were well prepared to engage with

the questions by referring to sociological concepts and theoretical perspectives, with the better quality

responses also quoting relevant theorists to support their answers. There was a refreshing departure

from the routine rehearsal of memorised texts (though this was still present in a minority of scripts),

with evidence of candidates drawing broadly on their knowledge of the course material to answer the

set questions.

There was much variation of English-language skills demonstrated. Though candidates were not

penalised for grammatical or lexical insufficiencies, there was a clear correlation between English

language skills and the ability to present cogent, accurate and relevant responses. Most of the

candidates offered responses of adequate length for the 25 marks allocated (averaging one and a half

to two sheets for each question), however there were some who only responded with a cursory half

page.

Q1: What are the main characteristics of global culture?

There was a full range of quality in the responses to this question. The excellent ones offered a clear

introduction which outlined the changes in temporal and spatial aspects of communication related to

globalisation, emphasising the impact of digital social media in this context. They then presented

aspects of global culture which included hybrid identities, homogenisation, hegemony. Some of the

better responses also referred to the concepts of the global village and globalisation. The excellent

ones included a brief discussion about the potential positive and negative effects of global culture.

There were some weak responses where the candidates focused entirely on the processes leading to

global culture (globalisation) and others which presented lay commentary on the impact of the mass

media, or detailed descriptive accounts of the different types of culture in society.

Q2: What, in the light of the nature/nurture debate, are the main influences on the formation of identity

from a sociological perspective?

Though a good number of the candidates did frame their response within the nature/nurture debate,

there were many who focused entirely on describing the main influences on identity formation.

Though most students who engaged with the ‘nature’ aspect of the discussion were able to describe it

in terms of genetic, biological makeup of individuals, there were some who clearly did not understand

the signification of ‘nature’ and described it as ‘countryside’ , or ‘habitus’  or ‘environment’. The better
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quality responses referred to sociological theory, emphasising the key concept of socialisation

(primary and secondary) and referring to functionalist (Durkheim, Parsons), interactionist (Mead,

Cooley, Goffman) and also Giddens’s structuration theory. There were also some very good quality

responses which used the sex/gender debate to develop their argument, referring closely to Anne

Oakley’s work. Some of the poorer responses ignored the demand to refer to influences on identity,

and focused predominantly on describing the different types of identity.

Q3: Various structural factors influence the development of one’s identity. Explain the nature and

impact of these factors.

This question proved to be the most challenging. It was very clear that a good number of candidates

did not comprehend the significance of ‘structural factors’ in the question. These candidates generally

gave an account of the different types of identities, or the process of identity formation through

socialisation, but did not refer to any structural factors that may have an impact on the process.

Others were drawn into a discussion of structural theory and its contrast with social action theory

(framed within free will and determinism discussion). The majority of candidates, however, had a clear

comprehension of what social structure refers to, and were able to present a reasoned response

which focused on the impact of structures which included social class, gender, ethnicity, education,

media, disability and age.

Q4: Some sociologists think that in contemporary society, lifestyle choices and consumption patterns

have become more important than class in defining one’s identity. Discuss.

Students were generally very well prepared to respond to this question. Most of the candidates chose

to frame their answer within the framework of postmodern theory, referring to Baudrillard, Strinati and

Bauman. Some also used Featherstone’s work on consumer society, and Giddens’s technologies of

the self. There were others who chose to frame it within symbolic interactionist theory, referring to

Goffman, Mead and Cooley to emphasise the performative processes related to the presentation of

the self, and the impact of reflexive  interaction with the generalised other. Some candidates offered

critique and discussion by using the Marxist perspective to highlight the importance of material

resources required to ‘pick and mix’ identity within consumer society, emphasising the limiting impact

of unequal distribution of resources. These candidates were rewarded for critical input. The poorer

responses were those where the key topic of discussion was social class (with detailed accounts of

the different typologies of class etc), rather than lifestyle choices and consumption patterns. These

essays tended to focus exclusively on the relation of consumption with social class, rather than with

identity as requested, and some went on to describe the way individuals create an ‘illusion of class’

buying brands to ‘pretend to be upper class’.
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Paper 2

General

The second paper focused on the first four thematic areas, namely family, religion, gender and

sexuality, and welfare and social policy. The paper included four questions, one each for the thematic

areas. Unlike in previous years, substantive areas were indicated in the exam paper before each

respective question. Candidates were expected to answer two questions. Assessment was based on

the level of knowledge and understanding of sociological theories and concepts, as well as

candidates’ ability to develop coherent arguments and conclusions based on sociological insight.

Candidates were further rewarded on their level of creativity, with respect to their ability to apply their

arguments to various issues and real-life contexts as well as their ability to relate to different topics

outlined in the thematic area/s.

The responses varied in quality, with the better-performing responses exhibiting excellent levels of

analysis and critical engagement. This was reflected in their ability to develop a critical argument

based on sociological knowledge in relation to the question. Such responses reflect an excellent

understating of sociological theories and concepts. The successful application of examples from local

and international contexts was also present. At the other end, there were poor responses which

presented a commentary based on general knowledge with no reference to sociological theory or

concepts. Another issue manifested in the responses was passive writing about the thematic area,

with no relation to the question. It would appear that this tendency was higher this year than in

previous ones; the fact that the thematic areas were presented on the exam paper may have

contributed to this pattern. It was apparent in the responses that the thematic area may have

distracted candidates’ attention from the question, or else candidates focused on the thematic area

when they did not have sufficient knowledge on the question. The majority of responses were

between these two extremes. Candidates exhibited an adequate understanding of the theories and

concepts and presented a good argument. In certain cases, candidates struggled to maintain focus on

the question throughout the essay.

With regards to style and presentation, responses generally provided clear arguments with a logical

and coherent flow. However, there is still room for improvement in the level of coherence and

consistency presented in a number of responses. A recurrent problem among a few candidates was a

tendency to present long essays (around 6 pages) which were not focused on the questions.

Introductions were usually a broad overview of the thematic area with no relevance to the question or

else a definition of key concept/s presented in the question. In a few cases, introductions for all

responses were based on a description of sociological frameworks (i.e. macro and micro

perspectives), which clearly reflects that introductions had been memorised. Conclusions were

usually based on criticisms or a general overview of the thematic area.
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Q1: Define ‘intimate violence’ and discuss its main forms. (Thematic area: family).

There were various responses to this question. Excellent responses engaged in a critical analysis on

the various forms of intimate violence as a main aspect of the ‘dark side’ of the family. Candidates

adopted feminist views in order to highlight the exploitation of women and children, and how such

abuse reflects male dominance and control over women. Candidates further adopted conservative

views in order to explain how ‘privatised’ violence may be perceived as a reflection of the erosion of

family ties and the increase in dysfunctional families. References to reports and statistics on intimate

violence in responses further supported their arguments. On the other hand, various candidates

based their essays mainly on different theories of the family (i.e. functionalist, Marxist views etc.) with

very brief reference to intimate violence. Similarly to previous years, a number of candidates

presented a passive argument on the sociology of the family irrespective of the question. In other

instances, candidates adopted feminist views and explained the unequal role of women in the family

and society but failed to link to the question. In a few cases, candidates did not seem to understand

the definition of ‘intimate violence’, even as they limited their responses on Marxist and feminist views

of the family as further reproducing inequalities and alienation in a capitalist society.

Q2: Secularisation is said to be a prominent feature of contemporary societies. Do you agree, and

why? (Thematic area: religion)

This question was open to different interpretations, as was evident in the responses. Successful

responses achieved a critical essay based on opposing and proponent views on secularisation.

Candidates discussed how a decline in church attendance does not necessarily mean that religion

has lost its influence in society. Rather, a decline in church attendance might also reflect that religion

is changing its form and becoming more modernized and individualistic as people portray religion

differently or prefer to pray privately rather than within a collective group. Responses referred to

various studies and theories, namely Davie, Luckmann, Maffesoli, Bellah, Maguire, Weber, Wilson,

Casanova, Berger, and Bruce. Reference to concepts such as ‘vicarious religion,’ ‘invisible religion’,

new age movement and ‘neo-tribalism’ added value to the argument. The level of sociological

knowledge was illustrated in the level of detail presented in their argument and in the ability to apply

their argument to national and international real life contexts. Equally successfully, a few responses

focused on classical sociological theorists namely Comte, Durkheim, Marx and Weber - which

highlighted how the significance and function of religion might decrease in modern times. On the other

hand, a number of candidates passively described the classical theories of religion (i.e. Marx,

Durkheim, Weber) irrespective of the focus and demands of the question. In similar cases, candidates

discussed the role and function of religion in society (i.e. Parsons and Casanova) with no reference to

secularization whatsoever. Such passive responses reflected low levels of sociological knowledge

among these candidates. Other candidates were penalized for simply providing a commentary based

on general knowledge with no reference to sociological theory.



ADVANCED EXAMINERS’ REPORT MAY 2017

Q3: Sex, gender, and sexuality are related, but different. What are their deining characteristics, and in

what ways are they related? (Thematic area: gender and sexuality)

This was one of the least attempted questions and apparently the most challenging to candidates.

The level of knowledge and critical engagement exhibited in the responses was not particularly high.

In fact, only a very few candidates managed to develop a critical argument on the social constructions

and complexities of sex, gender and sexuality. Successful candidates made reference to Mead,

Lacquer and Queer theories in their responses. Many candidates focused their essays on defining

sex, gender and sexuality, but failed to critically analyse the relationship between the three concepts.

Arguments were rather generic, brief and lacked detail. In a few instances, candidates also confused

the definitions of sex and gender. Similarly to other questions, a few candidates were penalized for

simply providing a commentary based on general knowledge with no reference to sociological theory.

Q4: Poverty is a complex issue which can be defined and measured in various ways. Discuss.

(Thematic area: welfare and social policy)

The majority of responses provided a comparative analysis based on two main approaches in

measuring poverty. Candidates adopted Townsend’s theory of deprivation and Rowntree’s concept of

‘absolute poverty’ in order to highlight different views in defining and measuring poverty. The majority

of candidates discussed in detail Townsend’s study on ‘relative poverty’ and ‘deprivation index’ in

relation to the question. Building on Townsend’s definition of poverty as deprivation, a few candidates

referred to Mack and Lansley’s consensual method. Rowntree’s concept of ‘subsistence poverty’ and

the ‘poverty line’ were also adopted in their responses. In other cases, candidates also took account

of culturalist explanations of poverty by referring briefly to Oscar Lewis’s study on the ‘culture of

poverty’ and Charles Murray’s study on the ‘underclass.’ The level of detail and analysis in the

arguments and the ability to apply their argument to different contexts varied among responses.

Responses that were assessed as poor failed to relate to the question and focused on welfare

theories and on the impact of welfare state on poverty (i.e. Marshall and Esping Andersen, Murray

and Lewis). Other weak responses were based on general knowledge on poverty with no sociological

input. Such responses reflected a poor sociological knowledge with respect to welfare and social

policy.

Paper 3

General

Paper 3 presented a set of four questions covering the following thematic areas; media and

communication (thematic area 5), crime and deviance (thematic area 6), the environment (thematic

area 7) and, race, ethnicity and migration (thematic area 8). Candidates were expected to choose and

answer two questions from the four questions presented in the paper. The essay questions were

designed to test candidates’ knowledge and understanding of main sociological aspects covered at

Advanced level, on these four thematic areas. In terms of analytical requirements, the questions

focused primarily on eliciting a ‘descriptive and argumentative response, through ‘description’ and
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‘discussion’ on the themes presented, and did not specifically request students to evaluate, critically

appraise, compare or carry out in-depth analysis of the subject matter. The essay questions posed

were quite specific and straightforward and the text offered a number of suggestive notions as to what

was expected in terms of content, which could be referred to by candidates as a guide to effectively

address questions posed.

Apart from their factual knowledge on the area under discussion, candidates were assessed in terms

of their competence in the subject matter, as evident through their capacity for comprehension and

synthesis of theoretical material. This understanding was assessed in terms of their appropriate

application of the theory to the particular demands posed by the essay question, as well as in terms of

critical engagement and insight through the ability to consolidate such theoretical knowledge through

relevant examples. Attention was also given to the structure and approach adopted in addressing the

question, and its presentation in terms of clear and logical argumentation and flow of ideas. The fact

that these candidates were sitting for the subject at Advanced level was also taken into account, in

terms of expectations regarding the extent and depth of appraisal provided.

On a general note, as evident in the marks allocated, the large majority of candidates managed to

successfully address and interpret the questions posed, with a good number even going beyond the

issues and concepts presented in the model answers. Only a very few number of candidates did not

attempt to respond to any of the questions presented in Paper 3. Apart from relevant content, a good

number of candidates also managed to consolidate their response through the critical application of

theories and use of contextual examples. Notwithstanding, a more critical understanding and

application of sociological theory is warranted, since a good number of essays still provided only a

passive ‘description’ of the theories without making any significant effort to directly link the information

presented to the specific requirements posed by the essay question. Thus, whilst demonstrating a

good amount of ‘memory work’, such essays lacked critical application of theory and sociological

knowledge.

With respect to style and presentation, the majority of essays addressed the requirements posed by

the essay questions through logical and systematic argumentation. However, a good number of

essays lacked an adequate structure which factor hindered the flow of argument and appreciation of

the different streams of thought addressed in the essay. In particular, not enough attention was

addressed to the introductory and conclusion parts of the essay, with a number of essays foregoing

with such need altogether. Whilst not taken into account in the assessment criteria, syntax and

grammatical issues arising from lack of good command of the English language but also from

negligence were evident in a significant number of essays. The average length of the essays was

around one-and-a-half to two pages, depending on handwriting style. This was deemed on the shorter

side, in order to adequately explain, elaborate, and discuss the sociological concepts required by the

essay questions. While there is the tendency that lengthier writing diverts from the focus of the sought

answer, overall, lengthier essays were also more elaborate and detailed in terms of response.
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Q1: What is media imperialism, and how might one resist or find alternatives to the global media?

(Thematic area: media and communication)

Question 1 was the second most popular question answered in Paper 3. Most of the candidates who

attempted this question did relatively well. Despite being quite specific and straightforward, the

question entailed explanation of the concept of ‘media imperialism’ as well as discussion of

alternatives and resistance to global media. While most candidates adequately responded to the first

part of the question, a good number did not successfully address the second part of the requirement

posed by the essay title. In some cases, it even emerged that candidates were not fully

knowledgeable of the meaning of the term ‘media imperialism’ and commented positively rather than

critically appraising its negative implications.

Q2: Discuss the difference between restorative justice and imprisonment with reference to

sociological theory. (Thematic area: crime and deviance)

Question 2 was the most popular question in Paper 3. Most of the candidates who attempted this

question did relatively well. This question required explanation of the differences between restorative

justice and imprisonment. The large majority of the candidates adequately explained the differences

between the two justice models, however a good number of candidates were not in a position to link

such frameworks within the context of sociological theory by for example referring to the Labelling

Theory and New Right Perspectives. Most candidates demonstrated the ability to take a critical

stance on the issue by adhering to the restorative justice and rehabilitative approach.

Q3: Environmental problems do not affect people equally. In what ways can environmental justice be

achieved? (Thematic area: environment)

Most of the candidates who attempted this question also did relatively well. Candidates were required

to discuss the notion of environmental justice and the ways this can be achieved by referring to issues

relating to environmental politics and ecological citizenship.  The majority of candidates adequately

referred to environmental inequalities; however very few were in a position to describe accurately and

in-depth how environmental justice can be better achieved. In a few number of cases, no reference

whatsoever was made to the concept of environmental justice and essays presented more

information on environmental issues in general, giving slight attention to sociological analysis.
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Q4: Despite increasing cultural diversity, racism and xenophobia remain a reality in many

contemporary societies. Discuss. (Thematic area: race, ethnicity, and migration)

Most of the candidates who attempted this question also did relatively well. Candidates were

expected to explain the reasons why racism and xenophobia continue to persist in contemporary

societies by referring to cultural and institutional forms of racism and the range of policy responses to

cultural diversity. The majority of candidates adequately referred to such notions, and also

demonstrated an element of critical analysis by effectively applying theoretical knowledge to the local

context. A good number of essays also demonstrated that candidates endorsed an ideological stance

on the issue and were highly critical of racism and xenophobia.

Chair

Examination Panel 2017


