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Part 1: Statistics 

A total of 804 applicants registered for the Philosophy examination at Intermediate Level, 
with 23 absentees.  The results achieved are indicated below: 
 
Grade   A B C D E F  Abs Total 
No of candidates 68 103 211 110 102 187 23 804 
% of Total  8.5 12.8 26.2 13.7 12.7 23.3 2.9 100 
 
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. Logic 
In general very few candidates manifested proper understanding of logic. Students are 
encouraged to give more attention to Riolo's book Introduction to Logic where every new 
step in the construction of logic is explained systematically. Also, the introduction to this 
book should be read thoroughly so that candidates can have a general introduction to the 
course and its wider philosophical significance.  
 

 

2.2. Ethics 
As a general comment, candidates gave reasonable and structured answers. However very 
few offered their own personal analysis and assessment on issues that are considered to be 
fundamental to man’s general search for the meaning in life. One would have expected that 
candidates were more confident in their knowledge of the topic under discussion. 
 
At times there appeared to be a reluctance to ‘think through the question’. Rather, one had 
the distinct impression that candidates wanted to explain the topic, rather than try to 
answer the question.  
 
 
2.3. History of Philosophy 
The majority of candidates answered question 5: Explain the difference between Socrates 
and the Sophists. Most of them answered the question to the point and described Socrates’ 
search for a definition and the Sophists’ relativism, as well as the use of dialectic by Socrates 
as against merely persuasive discourse of the Sophist’s in a satisfactory manner. As may be 
expected, all of the candidates mentioned the fact that Socrates charged no fee for the 
privilege of entering into discussion with him, while the Sophists taught for a living. Very few 
candidates however touched on the fact that Socrates related the search for knowledge to 
virtue, while the Sophists linked knowledge to power. 



 
Only a small number of candidates attempted question 6: How does Augustine respond to 
the problem of evil? Generally speaking, the candidates who tackled this question answered 
to the point and gave a logical explanation of Augustine’s concept of evil.  However while 
they explained evil as a privation (defectus boni) and discussed the role of free will in making 
the right choices by the grace of God, they failed to mention God as the creator who created 
out of nothing. 
 
 

2.4. General comments 
Very often candidates did not make an effort to understand the requirements of the 
question. The responses given showed clearly that most candidates prepared set answers 
and that they tackled the question in a cut and paste method, which means that candidates 
were not capable of structuring their own response to tackle the requirements of the 
question. 
 
There seems to be an almost complete lack of understanding of the concepts and theories 
under discussion, meaning that candidates are failing to understand the deeper 
philosophical notions. Most of them seem to be producing a copy of their own school notes 
and failing to fulfill the specific demands of the questions asked.  
 
A large number of candidates failed to structure their arguments in an organized manner 
and the level of the language used was generally speaking very poor.  
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