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Statistics 

Table 1: MATSEC Intermediate Level Philosophy, May 2010 
   Distribution of Grades 

 

Grades A B C D E F Absent TOTAL 

No. of candidates 70 99 222 98 87 168 12 756 

 

Section A: Logic 

• The vast majority of candidates opted for question 1. Unfortunately, some candidates 
failed to realize that they had to choose between question 1 and 2, and answered both 
instead. 

• Some candidates confused elementary propositions with complex propositions. 
Practically everyone offered an example, which was very positive. 

• A common mistake in question 1c was to assign a letter to ‘we do not waste it’ rather 
than ‘we waste it’. This sometimes confused candidates and led them to an incorrect 
translation and, hence, an invalid implication. 

• Many candidates did not know how to answer question 1e. A large number of candidates 
gave their answer in reverse order (RSPQ rather than QPSR) which may have resulted 
from misunderstanding of ‘left to right’, or perhaps a random guess. 

• Very few candidates managed to answer the de Morgan equivalence correctly in 2c. 

• Many candidates were confused by question 2d, with the majority giving incorrect truth-
tables and/or formulas. 

• Few candidates recognized the modus (tollendo) tollens implication form. None of the 
candidates knew that the standard name for the fallacy was ‘affirming the consequent’, 
which likely implies that this is not given due importance by candidates while studying. 

• A number of candidates did not know what the phrase ‘one interpretation which is a 
model’ meant, giving complete truth-tables or a confused answer. Again, it is likely that 
this terminology is not given due importance. 

 

Section B:  Ethics 

Most candidates preferred to answer question 3 (What are the ethical issues involved as a result 
of using biotechnology in situation of infertility?)  Many were well prepared yet the most 
common mistake was to put too much focus on the biological factors involved, but then 
forgetting to present the philosophical theories involved.  Some of those who answered question 



4 (If war is considered an evil, can it ever be justified?) spent too much time discussing 
contemporary affairs especially with regards to the war in Iraq and Afghanistan, which although 
relevant, should have been used to illustrate and better explain the philosophical theories, 
especially the ‘just war theory’ and ‘Jus ad bellum/Jus in bello’. 

 

Section C:  History of Philosophy 

There seemed to be a general confusion concerning the way the question on Plato’s 
understanding of the soul should be answered. As it was not the usual broader question 
candidates did not seem to know how to organize their material. This is possibly a sign that they 
are not getting enough practice at writing essays and relying on ready-made answers. The few 
who answered the question on Plotinus fared better. 

 

 


