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IM Home Economics & Human Ecology
May 2010 Session

Examiners’ Report

Part 1: Statistical Information

This year 59 candidates registered for the May session of the examination, a slight increase over last year.

The Intermediate examination consisted of one Written Examination divided into two Sections. Section A

consisted of 10 short-answer compulsory questions, and Section B consisted of four structured essay questions 

of which candidates had to choose three. Candidates were required to be familiar with all aspects of the syllabus 

in order to be able to answer the compulsory Section A. Section B questions allowed for demonstration of a 

higher level of understanding, application and critical and analytical skills with reference to particular topics.

Table 1:  Distribution of Grades awarded in May 2010
GRADE A B C D E F Abs Total
Number 5 8 13 8 6 1 1 42

% of Total 11.90 19.05 30.95 19.05 14.29 2.38 2.38 100

The overall performance of the candidates in this session was better than that of last year and there was an 

increase in the number of candidates obtaining Grade A.

Table 2 shows the number and percentage of candidates who answered the different questions in Section 
B of the examination paper

Question Topic Number  of 
Candidates

% of candidates
N=57*

1 Vegetarianism 42 74

2 Family – Fostering and adoption, 
grandparents and their grandchildren

51 90

3 Nutrient goals, dietary guidelines, obesity, 
diabetes and atherosclerosis

44 77

4 Consumer, energy and elderly 33 58

* two candidates were absent

2.0: Comments on the written examination

2.1: Comment regarding the performance in Section A

General Comments:  The candidates’ overall performance in Section A was good; some obtained full marks 

for some of the questions. There was a considerable improvement over last year’s average although very few 

candidates obtained high marks.

Question 1: Candidates were very well-prepared for this question related to minerals suitable for bone and teeth 

formation.  

Question 2: Candidates performed poorly in this question.  The majority failed to outline the difference between 

a balanced diet and a fad diet.  Very few gave correct reasons why people should not follow a fad diet.
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Question 3: Most candidates were unfamiliar with the hydroponic system.  Some described the system as fish-

farming, organic farming and others even wind turbines.  Candidates lost a many marks for failing to outline the 

implications of the hydroponic system. 

Question 4: Most candidates answered this question correctly.

Question 5: Most candidates tackled this question well and gave excellent answers with a number of candidates 

achieving full marks.

Question 6: The majority of the candidates found difficulties in explaining how disaccharides are formed.  Very 

few scored full marks. 

Question 7: Most definitions for financial planning were incorrect.  A number of candidates listed all sort of 

banking services without tackling financial planning.  An improvement was evident when listing the factors.

Question 8: This question about cross-contamination was answered well and in great detail by most candidates.

Question 9: Most candidates answered this question correctly. It was clear that many of them were well-versed 

in the topic of waste separation.  

Question 10: The performance of some candidates in this question, related to the choice of a dehumidifier, was 

quite good.  Various candidates who lost marks because the factors listed were not environment related thus 

making the answers out of point.

Question 11:  Though most candidates answered this question correctly, it proved challenging for some who are 

unable to contrast and compare two situations.  Some candidates lost marks for leaving out reasons. 

2.2 Comments regarding candidates’ performance in Section B

Question 1:  This question about vegetarianism was a popular one.  The average mark obtained was 14.5 out of 

the possible maximum 20 marks. Four candidates achieved full marks.  Students answered well giving all the 

details required.  Part (i) was well-answered by the majority.  In part (iv) candidates had to plan a day’s menu 

for a young lacto-vegetarian female. The majority planned a good menu.  However, the candidates have to 

ensure that when planning menus, these have to be well-spread out and reasons clearly visible by using separate 

paragraphs.  The last part of the question was adequately answered by most candidates.

Question 2:  This question about the family was the most attempted question in this section and the average 

mark scored was 14.8 out of 20 marks.

In part (i), the candidates found it difficult to compare and contrast fostering and adoption and most failed to 

give the correct information.  Some answers were very brief.  Part (ii) most students left out very important 

points on how to cut down on expenses. Some candidates answered well part (iii), however most wrote answers 

which lacked detail.  

Question 3:  This was another popular question regarding nutrition.  The average mark was 13 out of the 

possible 20 marks.  

In part (i), some candidates mixed the meaning of nutrient goals and dietary guidelines and their relationship 

was not well understood.  A number of candidates left the second part of this question out.  In part (iii), some 

candidates mixed up the answers given about the population groups with those about individuals.  The rest of 

the question was answered well by most candidates.
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Question 4:  This question about consumer and environment was the least popular question.  Candidates 

obtained a low average of 10.4 out of the possible 20 marks.

Most candidates went out-of-point when answering various parts of the question.  In part (iii), nearly all 

candidates choosing this question failed to obtain any marks.  The candidates misunderstood this part as instead 

of giving ways to purchase the water heater, candidates provided methods to obtain it.   Part (iv) was left 

unanswered by most candidates.

2.3 General Comments and Recommendations

As emphasised in the 2009 examiners’ report, the candidates need to improve the way they answer the questions 

set in the paper.  They must read the question well before attempting to answer it.  It is also advisable that the 

candidates gauge the depth of the answer by looking at what is being asked of them.  For example, there is a 

difference between “outline” and “describe”; the previous requires less detail than the latter.  Candidates are also 

encouraged to present answers in a tabulated way, where necessary. 

Chairperson
Board of Examiners
July 2010
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