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A. STATISTICAL INFORMATION 
The total number of candidates who registered to sit for SEC Ethics was 67.  Of these registrations, 29 opted 

for Paper IIA and 38 opted for Paper IIB.  This low number of registrations goes contrary to the trend of 

increasing registrations, but it is based on the special circumstances brought about by the COVID-19 

pandemic, since the candidates who sat for this special session were mostly candidates who were dissatisfied 

with their predicted level.  More than half of the total number of candidates who sat for this special session 

(53.7%) obtained a U.  The majority of these candidates had submitted the coursework but were absent for 

the written examination.  Furthermore, another 11.9% of students did not sumit their coursework and were 

also absent for the written examination. 

Table 1 shows the distribution of grades for the Special September 2020 session of the examination 

GRADE 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 U ABS TOTAL 

PAPER A 1 2 4 4 2 - - 15 1 29 

PAPER B - - - 2 2 3 3 21 7 38 

TOTAL 1 2 4 6 4 3 3 36 8 67 

% OF TOTAL 1.5 3.0 6.0 9.0 6.0 4.5 4.5 53.7 11.9 100.0 

Table 1: Distribution of grades for SEC Ethics, Special September Session 2020 

B. GENERAL REMARKS 

General Remarks on the Written Examination 
Most of the candidates chose to answer the questions in English.  However, language use and command of 

the language continues to be problematic.  The examiners marked the scripts according to a detailed marking 

scheme which aimed to increase the reliability in marking.  Linguistic errors were not penalised, and effort 

was made to try and understand and comprehend what candidates tried to express and communicate in 

their work.  By and large, the examiners were looking for evidence of knowledge of the terminology and 

awareness of the ethical issues, good argumentation and reasoning skills, and good use of examples to 

support the discussion. 

C. COMMENTS ON PAPER II 

Section A 

Question 1  

The question and sub-questions dealt with the topic of capital punishment and related issues like the sanctity 

of life doctrine. The candidates were expected to know content and arguments related to the value of human 

life and the safeguarding of human life in the context of the death penalty.  

Paper IIA 

The responses provided were very poor. The responses provided offered a very scant and imprecise 

understanding of the right to life and doctrine of the sanctity of life. Most of the candidates found it difficult 

to apply these to capital punishment and how convicted criminals should be protected from harm.  



Examiners’ Report (201920): SEC Ethics 

Page 3 of 4 
 

Paper IIB 

Most responses gave an incorrect definition of murder and did not succeed in explaining why capital 

punishment is considered to be a form of murder. The candidates also failed to explain why human life is 

valuable and should be protected.  

Question 2  

The question and sub-questions explored the topic of appropriate online behaviour and related issues like 

oversharing.  

Paper IIA 

Many of the candidates’ responses incorrectly defined the wrongful behaviour outlined in the passage and 

most answers failed to identify reasons on how social media exposure affects people’s behaviour. However, 

many responses provided arguments on the duty to respect oneself and others on social media. 

Paper IIB 

Many of the candidates’ responses incorrectly defined the wrongful behaviour outlined in the passage and 

most of the responses gave incorrect examples of virtues. Some arguments were presented about the duty 

one has towards oneself and others when interacting on social media.  

 

Section B 

For Section B, candidates were required to answer any TWO out of four questions by writing an essay of 

about 250 words on each question; with paper IIB offering a number of directed questions to guide and help 

candidates.  

It is very difficult to assess the general performance of candidates vis-à-vis knowledge of content and 

material from the course and syllabus, due to the small number of candidates who registered to sit for the 

examination. However, one may comment about the scripts that were marked for this session.  

The overall performance of the candidates who sat for this exam was not good.  Most of the candidates 

showed a poor understanding of the topic, and offered a superficial analysis of the questions, and very few 

or no ethical considerations.  Only a few candidates offered good responses with strong and valid arguments 

supported by suitable examples.   

Question 3 

This question focused on the formation of moral values through socialisation.  Only three candidates chose 

this question, however, all of these candidates offered a good response to the question. 

Question 4 

The majority of candidates chose to answer this question, which focused on the importance of role models, 

their values, and how these values help them to have a positive influence on others.  In general, candidates 

offered an informed response to the issues, because of their familiarity with the topic, but in general they 

failed to link their experiences with ethical positions and theories. 
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Question 5 

This question delved into the issue of bullying.  It required candidates to identify why bullying is morally 

wrong, and about one’s duty to protect others from bullying.  This was also one of the popular questions. 

The responses were of a mixed nature, with some being of a high standard and few others based on the 

candidates’ common-sense knowledge of the topic, rather than focusing on the underlying ethical concepts 

that were required in this question. 

Question 6 

 This question revolved around the right to self-defence and required candidates to explain whether it is 

morally right for individuals to protect their lives and their property at all costs.  Most of the candidates who 

answered this question offered a good response to the question. 

 

D. CONCLUDING COMMENTS 
The examiners note that this special session was held due to the special circumstances brought about by the 

COVID-19 pandemic, and that very few candidates who study Ethics registered for this sessions, since most 

of them had achieved satisfactory predicted grades.  One must also keep in mind the large percentage of 

candidates who registered for this session but failed to show up for the written examination.  Thus, one must 

stress the fact that the  overall grades achieved by candidates in this special session are not indicative of the 

general trends. 

 

Chairperson 

Examination Panel 2020 


