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A. STATISTICAL INFORMATION 
The total number of candidates who registered to sit for IM Philosophy was 348, which is 61 candidates more 

than in 2019.  

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

GRADE A B C D E F ABS TOTAL 

No. of Candidates 11 43 104 53 36 50 51 348 

% OF TOTAL 3.2 12.4 29.9 15.2 10.3 14.4 14.7 100 

Table 1: Distribution of grades for IM Philosophy, Special September Session 2020 

B. GENERAL REMARKS 
The majority of candidates fared well in Section A. However, it was noted that many lacked an adequate 

grasp of the terminology as only a few candidates managed to correctly answer the entire questions. In 

Section B, overall, most essays were well-structured and clear. However, a good number of candidates 

showed a lack of argumentation and proper use of philosophical theories. It was also noted that candidates 

did not provide a full answer, at times merely listing irrelevant information, which had no bearing on the 

question itself. 

C. COMMENTS 

Section A: Logic and Reasoning 

Question 1  

A considerable amount of candidates that chose this question did not fare well as they failed to identify the 

fallacy in a) and, as a result, they gave an incorrect logical structure in b) and an improper example in c). 

Question 2 

The majority of the candidates that chose this question showed that they did not have the right knowledge 

of an interpretation and a model of a formula in a). In b) it was noted that the majority of the candidates 

also showed that they were not familiar with interpreting counter-interpretations.  

Question 3 

The majority of candidates chose this question. In the case of b) a substantial amount of candidates did not 

get the full marks because they either did not give a correct reason or else they did not specify which 

counterinterpretations they were referring to. Some candidates showed a lack of understanding of a logical 

equivalence as they did not compare the truth-tables and highlight the adequate counterinterpretations 

Question 4 

The majority of candidates chose this question. In a) some candidates showed a lack of knowledge on the 

partial replacement rule and in b) the majority of candidates showed a lack of knowledge on the meaning of 

‘unsound’. 

 

 



Examiners’ Report (2020): IM Philosophy 

Page 3 of 3 
 

Section B: Ethics and Society 

Question 5 (compulsory)  

The majority of candidates mentioned the issue of privacy and gave an adequate definition. Candidates also 

went into a lot of detail in this part of the question and gave examples to better explain their points and back 

their arguments. Almost all candidates mentioned the case study of Newport Electronics. However, a 

substantial number of candidates failed to answer adequately the issue of consumer privacy on the internet. 

The part of the question, related to the theory, and ethical aspect of cyber-ethics was the least tackled. It 

seems that candidates found it difficult to reflect and to build their own arguments on the issues and theories 

of privacy. Nonetheless, a few candidates answered this part of the question correctly and went into detail, 

as was required. 

Question 6  

Several candidates chose this question. The majority of responses included a correct listing and explanation 

of the distinction between the different types of termination of human life. However, candidates found it 

more challenging to evaluate the ethical issues that arise from these. Many failed to correctly explore notions 

related to the value of life and free will. Although many answers correctly applied Kantian and/or Utilitarian 

theories to euthanasia, a large number of answers explored these in a superficial manner and at times 

incorrectly derived the position of these ethical theories to the issue of euthanasia.  

Question 7  

The majority of the candidates correctly identified the main elements of the Sophist thought and presented 

a correct exposition of the main exponents of this philosophical school. However, a number of these 

candidates lacked the necessary in-depth analysis and evaluation of these ideas and failed to present strong 

and valid counter-arguments. A few answers offered a longer exposition of Socrates’ ideas instead of 

focusing on Sophist thinking.  

Question 8 

A number of essays offered a detailed and thought provoking exposition and discussion of Nietzsche’s and 

Sartre’s philosophy of freedom. However, the majority of essays that tackled this theme explored these two 

thinkers separately without offering a comparative study as requested by the question. 

D. CONCLUDING COMMENTS 
Generally, the examiners noted that candidates need to be more familiar with the proper terminology and 

improve on their argumentative approach by making use of appropriate philosophical language and terms. 

The examiners also pointed out that candidates need to make sure they read and follow the instructions 

carefully to avoid irrelevant and partial answers. Candidates are encouraged to move away from 

memorisation of content and instead are encouraged to understand the concepts and evaluating what is 

relevant or not to the question that they are replying.  
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