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IM RELIGIOUS KNOWLEDGE 
May 2007 Session 

Examiners’ Report 
 
Table 1: Distribution of grades for IM Level Religious Knowledge −−−− May 2007 session 
Grade A B C D E F Abs Total 
N  8 51 120 144 67 74 10 474 
% 1.69 10.76 25.32 30.38 14.14 15.61 2.11 100.00 

 
1. A total of 474 students registered for the May Intermediate examination session. 
 
2. The following table and graph show the distribution of grades, expressed as a percentage, obtained in 

the May session: 
 
Table 2 

Grade Percentage of Students (%) Cumulative Percentage (%) 
A 1 1 
B 11 12 
C 25 37 
D 31 68 
E 14 82 
F 16 98 

Absent 2 100 
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Figure 1 

 
GENERAL COMMENTS 
 
3. Most candidates do not have the necessary skills to demonstrate a critical analysis of the topic under 

discussion. The way essay-type answers are written very often reveals a serious lack of ability to 
express oneself clearly. More emphasis and importance should be given to essay writing skills.  Ideas 
are often expressed haphazardly and many of the essays presented lack continuity, logical development 
and relevant conclusions.   

 Students should be helped to acquire the basic skills of research and of critical engagement.  It is 
suggested that students are exposed to introductory texts and articles on specific syllabus topics.  
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4. It is suspected that quite a number of students choose Religious Knowledge at Intermediate Level 
because of their erroneous perception that this subject needs no extraordinary commitment to achieve 
the grade.  

 
5. In every report presented one year after another, the same serious interrogations regarding the type and 

method of teaching that is going on in schools crop up.  Too many avoid answering questions requiring 
knowledge that must be obtained through studying. One notes the general reliance by students on their 
general knowledge rather than on a good grasp of the subject matter and also the very immature way of 
tackling most of their answers. 

 
REMARKS ON SPECIFIC QUESTIONS 
 
6. An analysis of the frequencies of response to the questions and the mean score obtained for each 

question is revealing. Note that students had to answer question 1 and another three questions. 
 
Table 3 

 N % of total  
population 

Maximum Score  
possible 

Minimum 
Score 

Maximum 
Score 

Mean Std.  
Deviation 

Q1 464 100.0 31 3 27 14.76 4.301 
Q2 222 47.9 23 4 22 13.97 3.363 
Q3 155 33.4 23 3 22 13.94 4.552 
Q4 312 67.2 23 5 22 15.88 3.767 
Q5 307 66.2 23 3 21 12.33 3.483 
Q6 388 83.6 23 1 21 12.74 3.630 

Total 464 100.0 100 23 85 55.60 11.620 
 
7. The main aim of Question 1 is to verify whether candidates have read the textbook and are acquainted 

with the basic notions of the subject.  Once again it is disappointing to note that a considerable number 
of students do not know simple Catholic terminologies or beliefs. For instance, almost none of the 
students know who is the Alfa and the Omega. More than half of the candidates (56.3%) obtained less 
than half the marks allotted to the question. 

 
8. Question 2, aimed at evaluating students’ ability to apply principles they have learnt to everyday life 

situations. This type of question easily lends itself to the presentation of personal opinions without any 
reference to basic principles emerging from Christian tradition. Indeed, most of the students, whilst 
demonstrating that they are aware of the existence of some form of abuse, were not able to express 
themselves adequately and could not identify the basic moral principle that justifies why certain 
actions are labeled as abuse. Similarly, in answering the second part of the question, a substantial 
number of candidates went round in circles and were only able to mention examples that are usually 
highlighted in the media (drugs, and smoking). 

 
9. Question 3 required a good knowledge of the Catechism and a deep reflection on what they have 

studied. It is thus not surprising that only a third of the candidate population chose to answer question 
3. Quite a number of students do not have the slightest notion of what ‘Catechesis’ is all about. They 
gave various answers to the question about who is at its centre, ranging from the Church to God to the 
Pope to the Bible. In their answer to the second section, a good number of students limited themselves 
to relating what happened among the first Christian community as explained in the Acts, without  
relating that to the ‘Evangelization’ question as was expected of them. On the other hand, the answers 
to section (c) were in most cases quite acceptable. However the ‘evangelization’ value of the ‘diaconia’ 
mission of the Church today was quite often left out. 

 
10. More than two thirds chose to answer question 4. Being a question that required only a demonstration 

of one’s knowledge of the text, it is not surprising that more than 80% of the candidates were able to at 
least surpass the half way mark as shown in the graph below.  
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 Candidates gave wrong answers to very few items. In item (ii), most students referred only to infant 

baptism while in item (iii) candidates stated that the head of the Church is the Pope. It seems that they 
failed to understand that Christ is the only head of the Church and that all ministry and authority is 
derived from Christ. 

 
11. While two thirds of the students answered question 5, more that 40% of the candidates failed to obtain 

a satisfactory mark. The answers to this question show that in their leaning process students stop at the 
level of knowledge with scanty expression of understanding and rarely any demonstration of their 
ability to analyze. A considerable number of students were more concerned with the narration of 
Creation in Genesis rather than with answering the core of the question asked.  Only the minority 
touched upon equality of gender which was the intended response of the question and even less 
brought to the surface the perfections in the Creator which are mirrored in the wonderful 
complimentary qualities that exist in Man and Woman. 

 In answering the second part of the question on homosexuality, most of the candidates were not able to 
go more than skin deep, clearly showing that answers were quite impulsive, with very little reference 
to what the text says. During their course of studies, students need to be helped to go beyond 
knowledge, to show that they understand the concepts behind that knowledge and to demonstrate that 
they are capable of evaluating and analyzing situations according to the knowledge and principles they 
have learnt. 

 
12. Question 6 was by far the one most chosen by students with almost 90% of the candidates answering 

this question. However only half of the candidates were able to obtain more than half the marks 
assigned to the question. 

 While in section (a) candidates were required to show their knowledge of salvation history, in sections 
(b) and (c) they were asked to evaluate a situation and to apply knowledge that they should have 
acquired through their course. In section (a), a number of students were not able to demonstrate a clear 
understanding and distinction between the concepts of revelation and inspiration. In section (b), most 
students limited themselves to the negative aspect of the society we live in. It seems that a substantial 
number of students have a negative view of their own generation and are quite disapproving of the life-
style of the majority. In section (c), many students limited themselves to giving a description and a 
brief explanation of the seven sacraments. 

 
 
The Chairperson 
Board of Examiners 
July 2007 


