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Part 1: Statistics

A total of 402 applicants registered for the Philosophy examination at Intermediate Level.

There were 24 absentees. The number of applicants this year is in sharp contrast to last

year’s session, which attracted 593 applicants, that is 191 more applicants than this year. The

results achieved are indicated below:

GRADE A B C D E F abs TOTAL
NUMBER 39 64 105 57 43 70 24 402

% OF TOTAL 9.7 15.9 26.1 14.2 10.7 17.4 6.0 100

A marking scheme was used in the correction of scripts. Questions carried equal marks.

The following is an assessment of the overall performance of the candidates.

Part 2: Assessment

2.1. Section A: Logic

The number of candidates answering questions 1 and 2 of Section A was somehow balanced.

Although, generally speaking, the candidates' ability to tackle the Logic section of the exam

paper seems to have improved, still a number of candidates are not able to attempt any logic

question with profit.

An intermittent mistake committed by candidates year after year is to attempt to answer both

questions of Section A. Candidates must read the rubric well.



IM EXAMINERS’ REPORT MAY 2015

3

2.2. Section B: Ethics
Candidates had to choose between two questions, one on human sexuality and the other on

sustainable development. Regarding the first question, a number of candidates failed to

understand the requirements of the question; thus their answers were in the main out of point.

Some candidates only made reference to gender, while others focused solely on the social

toleration of homosexuality. Others only made reference to human physical gestures.

Quite a number of candidates demonstrated a certain familiarity with the list of values that

render sexuality a mode of positive communication, but then failed miserably in their

explanation of these values. Only a limited number of candidates managed to give a holistic

and well structured evaluation of sexuality as communication

The great majority of candidates chose to answer the question on sustainable development,

however many of them failed to understand the requirements of the question and their

answers were often out of point. Many candidates only gave lists of current environmental

problems, whilst others answered only with reference to future generations and the theories

found in the Future Generations chapter. A large number of candidates only showed a

superficial understanding of the topic. Many answers showed a lack of in depth analysis of the

ethical issues and related arguments.

2.3. Section C: History of Philosophy

This last Section consisted of two questions, one dealing with the role of Socrates in the

history of philosophy and the other inquired about Plato’s view of the ideal State. Overall most

candidates performed well, scoring good marks.

Regarding the first question, most candidates responded well, showing that they understood

what was expected of them. Nonetheless some could have done better in their exposition of

the philosophical arguments put forward by Socrates to highlight the importance of the well-

being of society and to establish an ethical system.

Candidates attempting the second question somehow fared better. They showed a more

coherent understanding of Plato’s philosophy and of his political philosophy. Overall

candidates gave satisfactory answers to both questions. Only a minority of candidates didn’t

seem to understand the questions and hence demonstrated a certain difficulty to rightly

answer the questions.
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2.4. General comments
Generally speaking it seems that candidates are still finding it hard to come to grips with logic.

This was somehow compensated by the great majority of candidates in their tackling of

Sections B & C. In these latter Sections candidates were able to give good and at times, very

good, answers to the questions in sections B and C. This is probably indicative of the fact that

candidates generally speaking are finding it hard to integrate the studies of logic into their

general understanding of the course in philosophy. Perhaps efforts should be made to instil a

proper understanding of the role of logic in philosophical studies.

Generally speaking candidates produced very weak arguments and showed a lack of

structured analysis. Language skills remained generally poor. Understandably this hindered

their ability to express concepts and ideas successfully. Answers showed a superficial

understanding of the topics covered. As with previous years, it seems that candidates are

producing set answers which as a consequence, leave very little legroom for subjective

critical analysis.

Chairperson
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