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IM SOCIOLOGY 
May 2007 Session 

Examiners’ Report 
 
 
Table 1: Distribution of grades for IM Level Sociology −−−− May 2007 session  
Grade A B C D E F Abs Total 
N  3 27 92 73 127 137 14 473 
% 0.6 5.7 19.5 15.4 26.8 29.0 3.0 100.0 

 
Table 2: Distribution of grades for IM Level Sociology −−−− May 2006 session  
Grade A B C D E F Abs Total 
N  7 28 117 73 88 120 10 443 
% 1.6 6.3 26.4 16.5 19.9 27.0 2.3 100.0 
 
1. STATISTICAL DATA 
 
1.1 As can be seen in Tables 1 and 2, this year there were 30 more students who had registered for the 

examination than for the May 2006 session (473 against 443).  
 
1.2  The number of absentees this year was 4 more than last year’s (14 against 10).   
 
1.3 The number of candidates who obtained a grade A-C was, in absolute numbers, 30 less than last 

year’s (122 as against 152) and also less in relative weight (25.8 as against 34.3). 
  
1.4  Similarly, the number of candidates who obtained a grade D-E was higher by 103 in absolute 

numbers (264 against 161), and also more percentage wise (55.8 as against 36.4). 
 
1.5 The number of failures was 17 more than last year (137 as against 120) and 29.0 as against 27.0 per 

cent. 
 
2.  OVERALL GENERAL COMMENTS 
 
2.1 Following the new syllabus for 2005-2007, the paper contained three sections, namely: Section A: 

Theory, Section B: Methodology and Section C: Substantive Areas. The last section was divided into 
two parts, each having three questions. Part 1 covered: (i) the family, and (ii) education. Part 2 
covered: (i) work, (ii) crime and deviance. Candidates were requested to answer one question out of 
the three from each Part. 

 
2.2 Thus instead of  14 questions as in past years, the Paper contained 12 questions out of which 

candidates were to answer 4, one question each from Sections A and B, and one question each from 
Section C Part 1, and Part 2. Each question carried 25 marks. 

 
2.3 Generally speaking, the level of student preparation was average. One noted very few exceptional 

candidates with many answers being of only a satisfactory level. Questions were generally 
interpreted by candidates as requests on behalf of examiners to write all that they knew on the 
particular sociological theorists mentioned or insinuated in the query. Hence, most answers to 
questions in Section A consisted of efforts by students to present the theories of Talcott Parsons, 
Herbert Mead, and Karl Marx when the examiners requested them to reflect on particular issues 
related to these sociological masters. Many candidates even interpreted the questions wrongly and 
failed to provide any evidence of a relatively developed understanding of the salient issues at stake. 
As in similar years, examiners failed to observe a penchant for critical reflection. This was most 
found in Section A, which focused on sociological theory, as few candidates answered the questions 
in critical and reflexive ways. For instance, in answering question 3, few candidates made any 
reference to Max Weber and Ralph Dahrendorf even though it explicitly asked them to ‘discuss with 
reference to conflict theory’. The same problem arises in section B, which deals with methodology, 
as most answers were not marked by an appreciation for sustaining observations and lines of 
argumentation, or with any reference to the expert literature. Only a small percentage of candidates’ 
answers contained original and insightful exemplifications grounded in the local social context. As in 
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earlier years, the examiners thus suggest that further effort is required so that students are equipped 
with a deeper appreciation of the investigative methods at the disposal of the social scientist.  This is 
because answers denoted that most students are not highly familiar with the diversity of theoretical 
standpoints or research tools pertinent to the discipline. There were, of course, various candidates 
who were well prepared and well disposed to engage in a dialectical form of argument. However, it 
remains that the majority did not show evidence of intensive reading of relevant texts but came with 
a well rehearsed answer paying little attention to the main issue in the question.  It is advised that 
students be better equipped to deal with the wide ranging demands of exam questions. Indeed, 
candidates should be advised to take some time to read the question and regularly check whether 
their answers are relevant. 

 
2.4 Candidates should be prepared to dedicate more time and energy to read sociological case-studies in 

order to improve their holistic understanding of the subject and be able to compare different social 
and cultural realities. They need to realise the scientific nature of the subject matter even at 
intermediate level and therefore need to work harder to understand the three main theoretical 
perspectives. They should avoid items of general knowledge and general discourse on social and 
cultural themes. Moreover they are urged to avoid memorising pre-written answers and focus more 
on the question in order to show more clarity in the understanding of the concepts and theories.  

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

Question No. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 
No. of Candidates 106 121 228 110 178 173 126 141 234 340 67 46 
 
Table 4: Intermediate Level Sociology, May 2006 – Questions Answered by Number of Candidates 
Question No. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 
No. of Candidates 272 97 61 149 95 191 222 160 47 127 84 221 
 
Question 1: The answer to this question was that in reaction to the fact that functionalism was long criticised 
for failing to provide an adequate explanation of social change, Parsons argued that in practice no social state 
is in a perfect state of equilibrium but only in a state of ‘moving equilibrium’. This may be illustrated by the 
fact that the parts of the AGIL structure are interrelated and by the two sets of cultural values which he called 
Pattern Variables A and B. Very few of the 106 candidates who attempted this question were able to 
elaborate on Parsons’ theory of social change. Many misunderstood the term ‘social evolution’ or gave only 
generalised examples of this concept.  
 
Question 2: This question focused on the contribution to the symbolic interactionist school in making sense 
of human societies and asked the candidates to discus Mead’s argument that language, gestures, and 
appearances are the basis of human behaviour. Indeed, for Mead there can be no human interaction without 
symbols since in order to survive humans must construct and live within a world of meaning. Answers to this 
question, answered by 121 candidates, were very generic and off mark. Very few were able to explain 
Herbert Mead’s theory in a scientific manner. Mead’s theory on language, gestures and appearances was not 
explained in a correct way and many did not apply this theory to explain the use of signs and symbols in 
human behaviour. 
 
Question 3: This question proved to be within the grasp of many candidates. In fact it was answered by 228 
candidates. Most answers, however, were disappointing because candidates tended to lose sight of what the 
question asked them and sought to write all they know on Karl Marx’s contribution to sociological theory. 
Hence, it was disappointing that few candidates made any reference to Max Weber and Ralph Dahrendorf 
even though the questions explicitly asked them to ‘discuss with reference to conflict theory’. 
 
SECTION B 
 
Question 4: A total of 110 candidates attempted to answer this question in which candidates were expected 
to elaborate on the difference between methodology and method in sociological research. It was positive to 
note that a healthy number of candidates were aware of the difference between the two. After making such a 
distinction clear, candidates were supposed to discuss in brief the different philosophies grounding the 
positivist and interpretative methodological traditions, as well as highlight the different types of strategies of 
data collection such as interviews, surveys, secondary sources and participant observation. 
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Question 5: Another popular question, answered by 178 candidates, with many providing satisfactory 
answers as they highlighted how all research involved some sort of sampling and then going in to focus on 
the research strategies that are utilised in positivist/quantitative studies. These include random and systematic 
sampling, stratified random sampling, quota sampling and multi-stage sampling which ensure the claim to be 
able to generalise on the basis of their findings. 
 
Question 6: Answered by 173 candidates, this was the fifth most popular question. Following the advice by 
Durkheim to sociologists to confine their research studies to studying social facts − he argued : ‘the first and 
most fundamental rule is to consider social facts as things’ − students were expected to highlight how the 
strength of positivists was in uncovering correlations and causations, with its limitation being low levels of 
empathy and validity. Almost all those who answered showed an understanding of positivism. Many, 
although they did mention somehow the contributions of Durkheim and Comte in Sociology, did not show 
clearly the strengths and limitations of the quantitative approach in the analysis of social facts. 
 
SECTION C 
 
PART 1 
 
Question 7: A total of 126 candidates attempted this question dealing with how much of the work which 
takes place in the family is not recognized as productive. Generally, the students who answered this 
question made reference to sociologists who wrote about the family and its roles. But few were those that 
elaborated in a proper manner meaning they mentioned various perspectives especially the Feminists’ 
Approaches to the family.  
 
Question 8: The 141 candidates who attempted this question were requested to discuss the statement that 
monogamous nuclear families developed with the emergence of private property. The majority of those 
who attempted this question did not manage to keep neither to the main points of the question nor 
answered in a sociological manner.  
 
Question 9: This was the second most answered question (234 candidates) indicating that the topic of 
education is one of the most popular themes with Intermediate level students. It has been observed that it 
is common for students to mention in their answers phrases such as ‘many sociologists’ or ‘some 
sociologists’, and this indicates that the students do not know at least the sociological perspective they are 
writing about.  
 
PART 2 
 
Question 10: This was the most popular question in this paper. The 340 candidates who answered were 
requested to discuss the statement whether or not deviance is something relative. In general, there were 
good answers including references to studies and sociologists that have come up with theories on this 
subject.  
 
Question 11: Questions 11 and 12 proved to be very unpopular with the students. Most of the 67 
candidates who answered this question did not reply correctly as to the statement that wage labour is a 
system of slavery involving the workers’ exploitation. The references to the Maltase situation were not 
scientific at all.  
 
Question 12: Only 46 candidates attempted this question, the lowest number of responses in the whole 
paper. The students were requested to discuss whether or not unemployment is equally distributed among 
the various groups in a population. The majority of those who answered did explain what it is like to be 
unemployed but the very concept as expected in the question was not well elaborated.  
 
 
The Chairperson 
Board of Examiners 
July 2007 


