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AM SOCIOLOGY 
May 2007 Session 

Examiners’ Report 
 
Table 1: Distribution of grades for AM Level Sociology – May 2007 session  
Grade A B C D E F Abs Total 
N  10 51 99 46 51 29 21 307 
% 3.26 16.61 32.25 14.98 16.61 9.45 6.84 100.00 

 
Table 2: Distribution of grades for AM Level Sociology – May 2006 session  
Grade A B C D E F Abs Total 
N  12 37 49 38 63 86 18 303 
% 3.9 12.2 16.2 12.5 20.8 28.4 6.0 100.0 

 
1.0. STATISTICAL DATA 
 
1.1. As can be seen in Tables 1 and 2 below, overall this year there were 4 more students who had 

registered for the examination than for the May 2006 session.  
 
1.2. The number of absentees this year was three more than that of last year, 21against 18. 
 
1.3. The number of candidates who obtained a grade A-C was 62 more than last year’s both in absolute 

numbers (160 as against 98) as well as in relative weight (52.1 against 32.3). 
 
1.4. The overall number of candidates who obtained a grade D-E was lower by 4 in absolute numbers (97 

against101), and also registered a lower percentage (31.6 against 33.3 %). 
 
1.5. The number of failures was 57 less than last year (29 as against 86) and 9.5 as against 28.4 %. 
   
2.0. OVERALL GENERAL COMMENTS 
 
2.1.   As in the past two years, the three papers were set according to the new syllabus for 2005-2007. Paper 

1 followed the same pattern as in previous years namely having two sections the first covering 
Sociological Theory and the second Methodology. Papers 2 and 3, each consisting of 6 questions 
covered wider subject content. Paper 2 covered Education; Family; Mass Media & Communications; 
Religion and Work. 

  
 Paper 3 had the following subject content, namely Crime and Deviance, Poverty and Welfare; Race, 

Ethnicity & Migration; Social Change and Development; Social Stratification & Development. These 
were not highlighted as separate sections. 

 
2.2.   As in previous years, however, candidates were requested to answer three questions from each paper. 

Similarly, each question carried 33 marks each. 
 
2.3. On one hand, the level of student preparation with respect to sociological theory was average to 

below-average. Few candidates answered the questions in Section A correctly and provided evidence 
of a relatively developed understanding of the sociological issues at stake. One also observes a limited 
inclination towards critical commentary. Students also missed an appreciation for sustaining 
observations and few lines of argumentation were with reference to local and international literature. 
Indeed, many of the candidates’ answers showed no insight in sociological argumentation and rarely 
were their arguments substantiated by contemporary examples. This indicates that, by and large, 
students at post-secondary level are sparsely able to apply theoretical concepts to routine situations.  

 
       However, it was welcome to note that most students are very well prepared to answer Section B. 

Candidates had not only studied intensively the various methodological concepts listed in the syllabus 
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but were also well-disposed to engage such notions in rational and dialectical manner. Candidates 
demonstrated clearly a rigorous understanding of the different concepts of ‘methodology’, ‘research 
design’ and ‘method’. They showed insight in the different philosophical basics underlying the 
positivist and interpretative traditions, the key steps that the sociologists performs when planning and 
carrying out a research study, as well as the different types of methods (interviews, surveys, and 
secondary sources), research strategies (e.g. case studies and field research), and sampling strategies. 
Moreover, when perusing answers in Section B it was evident that they had engaged themselves in 
perusing other publications than the expected textbook materials leading to sociological arguments 
and evidence that were both intellectually challenging and refreshingly different.  

 
       It was also regrettable to note that some candidates mistakenly assumed that they can do well either 

by regurgitating memorised notes on the eve of the exam, or by answering the listed question on the 
strength of common sense, general knowledge, or everyday social experience. One also noted that 
certain candidates showed evidence of intensive memorisation of text-book material but subsequently 
approaching the exam with a well rehearsed answer but paying little attention to the main issue in the 
question. Such attitudes is to be highly discouraged as it functions to dismantle what is found at the 
heart of the sociological discipline, that is, its status as a social science. 

 
2.4  In Paper 2, many of the answers mentioned figures and percentages but did not mention any 

references from where they were getting this data. This was very common with respect to locally 
published figures or studies. They did not give the correct reference or any reference at all. This 
shows that the students do not have a good command of the subject they were supposed to study.  

 
         It is also crucial for Advanced Matriculation level students to build their arguments in their essays 

around theories. It is unacceptable for AM students not to mention any theories or else confuse 
between the theories. Strictly speaking theories must serve as the foundation of answers. At the stage 
of their study, students are not just expected to mention the sociological perspectives but even the 
Sociologists behind these perspectives. 

 
 AM level students are expected to go in certain detail and they are expected to compare different 

perspectives and theories and to comment on contrasting views of different Sociologists in their 
answers.  

 
 Another problem that is common in the exam answers is the fact that students go out of point in their 

answers. They write about the main subject mentioned in the question say ‘Religion’ or ‘Family’ but 
do not elaborate and build their answer about the question asked in the exam.  

 
2.5.  In Paper 3, it was clear that a number of candidates did not strive for an argumentative way of writing 

but just listed down their bits and pieces from their memory list. Candidates should know how to use 
the theory and to understand the difference between a theoretical perspective and empirical work. 
They should work harder to give more precise and clear answers because very often their answers are 
springing only from personal reflection. 

  
 The aim is to promote a well-reasoned writing and to be objective. Many answers show a subjective 

gist and can sound fanatic. This approach or genre of writing seems to repeat itself year after year. 
The real intentions of the candidate should contain a sound response to the topic in a perfectly good 
style and logical arguments. 

 
3.  SPECIFIC COMMENTS 
 
Table 3: MATSEC Advanced Level Sociology, May 2007 – Questions Answered by Number of Candidates 

Question No 1 2 3 4 5 6 
Paper 1 52 100 243 340 134 108 
Paper 2 149 88 103 254 82 163 

Paper 3 67 131 189 159 51 237 
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Table 4: MATSEC Advanced Level Sociology, May 2006 – Questions Answered by Number of Candidates 

Question No 1 2 3 4 5 6 
Paper 1 171 124 134 219 102 102 
Paper 2 177 185 112 121 103 142 

Paper 3 228 236 199 60 74 45 
 
PAPER I 
 
3.1 Question 1. This was not a popular question. It was answered only by 52 candidates, the least number 

with most of the answers demonstrating an average knowledge of Anthony Giddens’s sociology. 
Indeed, very few wrote about the ‘duality of structure’ which Giddens uses to suggest both that 
structures make social action possible, and at the same time that social actions create those very 
structures. Some candidates even misinterpreted this question as focusing on the structure-agency 
dilemma in classical theories. 

 
3.2 Question 2. One hundred candidates attempted this question, many of whom did so rather poorly. 

Whilst many highlighted Goffman’s contribution to the ‘front stage’ and ‘back stage’ concept of 
everyday life, they overlooked his writings on total institutions Exceptional students, however, did 
provide excellent commentaries on the ‘mortification of the self’ and ‘modes of adaptations’ 
(situational withdrawal, intransigent line, colonization, conversion, and playing it cool). 

 
3.3 Question 3. This was the second most popular question being tackled by 243 candidates. Without 

doubt, functionalism features in a consistent way in the syllabus. Students generally had no trouble in 
highlighting how Durkheim views society as a system, as a set of interconnected parts which together 
form a whole. Moreover, they also highlighted how the basic unit of functionalist sociology is society, 
where its various parts are understood primarily in terms of their relationship to the whole. 

 
3.4 Question 4. This was the most popular question in the whole paper. In fact 340 students attempted 

this question. Students seemed to be very well-aware of the pitfalls of positivist, quantitative, and 
statistical analyses. The best answers focused on the fact that whilst the strength of statistical research 
is reliability - that is, the generalisation of results to the whole population due to the implementation 
of strict sample techniques - its downfall is with respect to validity, in that it is difficult to ascertain 
whether the results are ‘true’. 

 
3.5 Question 5. Only 134 candidates answered this question, presumably because it was quite specific as 

it dealt with secondary sources. The answer to this question was for the candidates to state how 
secondary sources consist of data that have already been produced, often by people other than 
sociologists ranging from official statistics to life documents. The assessment of secondary sources 
requires four criteria: authenticity, credibility, representation, and meaning. 

 
3.6 Question 6. The third lowest number of candidates (108) attempted this question. Candidates were 

expected to highlight how one of the major problems in participant observation is that of being unable 
to separate their role of participant from that of observer. The covert researcher is trying to be ‘two 
different people’ at the same time and it may be difficult to remember which role is appropriate at 
which time. The researcher may become so involved in their participation that they cease to 
accurately record data. 

 
PAPER II 
            
3.7 Question 1. The third most popular question attempted by 149 candidates. In this essay the main 

difficulty encountered with quite a number of candidates is that they knew Pierre Bourdieu was 
mentioned for them during the Education Chapter but they don’t know his theories in detail. In fact, 
there were instances when some candidates almost went out of point.  They did explain the 
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functionalist and the conflict perspectives on education but their elaboration on Pierre Bourdieu was 
limited. Others confounded Bourdieu with other sociologists namely Basil Bernstein.  

 
3.8 Question 2. This question was answered by the second lowest number of candidates (88). The 

students have confused the perspective especially the conflict with the liberal perspectives. Indeed, 
although in a way the students were expected to mention all the main perspectives, they were also 
meant to analyse in substantial detail the perspectives mentioned in the question. In their answer the 
Liberal Sociologists John Dewey and Ivan Illach had to feature in some way or another. On the other 
hand, Samuel Bowles & Herbert Gintis and Paul Wills had to be mentioned also from the Conflict 
perspective. Yet, this was not the case with a number of answers.  

  
3.9 Question 3. Many of the 103 students who answered this question did mention Emile Durkheim in 

this essay showing that it was mainly Durkheim who emphasised from a sociological point the 
distinction between the sacred and the profane. However, Durkheim’s emphasis on collective 
consciousness and collective worship was not well developed. Additionally, short references to other 
sociologists were expected including Karl Marx and Max Weber, in order to follow up a good 
command of the theme religion from a sociologist point of view. Allusions to Malta were very 
generic, yet there were candidates who did mention specific local studies in connection with their 
answers. But generally, the reference to local studies was poor.  

 
3.10 Question 4. This was the most popular question having been attempted by 254 candidates. This 

clearly shows that the ‘Sociology of the Family’ is one of the students’ favorite subjects. But the main 
difficulty with this question was that many students have confused the structure of their answer.  

 
3.11 Question 5. A total of 82 candidates attempted this question making it the least answered question. 

Again in the answers for this question the reference to Malta and therefore to local studies and reports 
was limited. Moreover, candidates did mention some figures and statistics but they did not include the 
proper reference to which studies or reports they are referring to.  

 
3.12 Question 6. The second highest answered question attempted by 163 students. But generally the 

responses had nothing sociological about them. Sociological approaches were missing in most of the 
answers.  The effects of the mass media on socialisation from a sociologist’s point of view were often 
not very well developed.  

 
PAPER III 
 
3.13 Question 1. This question was answered by the second lowest number of candidates amounting to 67. 

A number of candidates did not realize that they were expected to explain social transformation as the 
result of industrialistion. Consequently, they did not explain this concept in the context of ‘false 
consciousness’ or for example in the context of ‘division of labour’. However, there were other 
students who did succeed to elaborate the two main sociological perspectives. 

  
3.14 Question 2. A total of 131 candidates attempted this question but the majority misinterpreted the role 

of class structures in society. Moreover they also did not refer directly to the sociological theory of 
class polarisation. 

 
3.15 Question 3. No less than 189 candidates, the second highest number in this paper, attempted this 

question. Generally many students seemed confident to answer this question as they discussed the 
stratification theory quite well. Moreover, many students attempted to relate this theory to role 
allocation and performance to real social life. 

 
3.16 Question 4. Although answered by 159 students, this question relating to poverty was generally 

tackled artificially as very few students showed knowledge about the situation in Maltese society. 
Comments on the benefits of the welfare state were included in many answers and students elaborated 
on this intelligently. In addition the majority of candidates did not refer to the Maltese sociological 
literature.  
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3.17 Question 5. This was the least popular question in this paper. In fact it was answered by only 51 

candidates. In some respects many students explained racism only in very general terms. Only few 
candidates used Spencer and Banton’s theory on this social phenomenon. Many preferred to assess 
the problem only at a practical level and referred to the problem of illegal migration and refugees in 
Malta and the issues of multiculturalism at a global level. Thus very few candidates indicated that 
they were prepared to answer this type of question. 

 
3.18 Question 6. A total of 237 candidates attempted this question making it the most popular in this 

paper. The majority tended to enlist the functions of crime and to comment on the inevitability of 
crime in social life by referring to theories of Durkheim and Merton. However, some candidates 
missed the point because they did not refer primarily to Durkheim’s functional analysis. 

 
 
The Chairperson 
Board of Examiners 
July 2007 


