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Statistics 
 
Table 1: MATSEC Intermediate Level Philosophy, May 2011 - Distribution of Grades 
 

Grades A B C D E F Absent TOTAL 
No. of candidates 62 99 210 113 82 188 29 783 

Total % 7.9 12.6 26.8 14.4 10.5 24.0 3.7 100 
 
Section A: Logic 

Candidates were well prepared for this section overall. However, one can notice that the majority 
of candidates do not understand how one can prove the validity of arguments indirectly, which 
may indicate that they do not comprehend the concepts behind validity. A number of candidates 
also struggled with terms such as associative, commutative, transportation etc, so it is evident 
that more emphasis needs to be applied to these terms’ meaning and application in practice. 

Matters of particular mention are: 

• There was no general preference towards one question rather than the other. 

• Many were not able to explain the term virtual bi-location in question 1(a) whilst others 
were vaguely familiar with the concept and tried to present it as best as they could. 

• Disappointingly, a number of candidates found it difficult to distinguish between an 
elementary proposition and a complex proposition, whilst almost every candidate was 
able to identify the junctor in the statement presented in question 1(d). 

• Although many were able to answer question 1(e), a number of candidates simply gave a 
random guess. 

• Candidates were generally able to answer questions 2(a) and 2(b). 

• A number of candidates failed to understand what type of answer was expected in 2(c) 
and some possibly failed to read the question well.  Those who wrote the correct 
propositions symbolically were given a fraction of the marks. Full marks were only 
awarded to those who expressed the proposition in words. 

• Whilst numerous candidates showed a good command of the subject in questions 2(e), 
2(f) and 2(g), it appeared that due to the fact that random guesses were unlikely to be 
correct, this was the part of the section in which candidate performance proved to be 
lacking. 

 



Section B: Ethics 

A large number of candidates failed to obtain a pass mark in the section whilst many of those 
who passed obtained just enough marks to warrant a pass.  There may be various reasons for 
such an outcome, but it appears that most candidates are only studying subjects relating to 
popular and controversial issues such as euthanasia and abortion and ignoring the rest of the 
syllabus.   

The general problem with Ethics is that candidates sometimes focus too little on the 
philosophical concepts, and too much on the issues themselves, be it war or sustainable 
development. In the case of question 3 (Discuss the ethical issues related to sustainable 
development), candidates spent too much time discussing environmental issues and the impact 
on future generations, without tackling the ethical issues themselves. In the case of question 4 
(Can there be a just war? Give reasons for your answer), candidates sometimes preferred to 
discuss the concept of war and its evil without delving into the just war theory. It is clear that 
candidates are very interested in the ethical issues, but struggle to discuss them philosophically. 

Although the questions were very general, and therefore no specific answer was expected, it is 
certainly necessary to provide answers backed up by philosophical arguments, theories and 
doctrines.  The most common mistake made by candidates who answered question 3 (Discuss the 
ethical issues related to sustainable development) was to present the practical and popular 
solutions to issues such as climate change and the depletion of the ozone layer, without giving 
any actual philosophical arguments at all.  Such practical principles should have been used to 
explain and back up the moral philosophical notions and not as the core of the essay. 

Those candidates who answered question 4 (Can there be a just war? Give reasons for your 
answers) were expected to debate the validity of moral arguments justifying the use of violence.  
The two main components of the Just War tradition fall under the two headings of Jus ad Bellum 
and Jus in Bello.  Candidates could then argue the validity of the tradition by debating the use of 
nuclear weaponry and other weaponry of mass destruction together with modern weaponry such 
as unmanned aerial vehicles amongst others.  The turmoil in Libya proved to be a popular 
structure against which the principles were presented, and in fact, those who linked the 
intervention of the NATO military alliance with the abovementioned concepts fared well. Those 
candidates who wanted to argue in favour of Pacifism were expected to back their arguments 
with the pacifist approaches of key figures such as A.J. Muste, Gandhi and Martin Luther King 
amongst others rather than discard the notion of Just War without giving any reasons. 



Section C: Classical Thought 

Question No.5:  “Why should Socrates be considered a moral optimist?” 

This question was chosen by the majority of candidates. Practically all of them mentioned 
Socrates’ dialectic method and irony and gave a good account of them but stopped there. It 
seems that many did not understand what ‘moral optimist’ means and took it to mean an 
optimistic person mentioning instances where Socrates showed optimism in his life like for 
example his readiness to teach anyone irrespective of class, citing the incident of the slave boy 
and the geometry lesson as example and not getting paid for his lessons. 

Some did explain the doctrine of universal definitions but very few connected knowledge with 
moral behaviour.  

Question No.6:  Explain Augustine’s account of creation out of nothing. 

Very few candidates chose to answer this question. Most of them showed that they did not have 
the slightest knowledge of Augustine’s philosophy. Instead they gave an account of creation 
based on what they learned in their religion lessons sometimes contrasting the Biblical account 
with scientific theories. 

Most of those who could answer the question however gave a detailed and clear explanation of 
Augustine’s account explaining clearly Plotinus’ account of necessary emanation and comparing 
to God’s freedom and Augustine’s account of the creation of rationes seminales.  
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