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AM PHILOSOPHY 
MAY 2014 SESSION 

EXAMINERS’ REPORT 
 
Part 1: Statistical Information 

Statistics 
 
Table 1 shows the distribution of grades for the May 2014 session of the examination. 

GRADE A B C D E F abs TOTAL 

NUMBER 10 33 49 21 17 32 19 181 

% OF TOTAL 5.5 18.2 27.1 11.6 9.4 17.7 10.5 100 

 

Part 2: Comments regarding candidate’s performance 

 
2.1 General Remarks 
 
Paper 1  
 
Section A:  Logic 

Many candidates performed very well in this section.  Still it was clear that some key logical concepts 

were certainly not grasped by the all. This is shown especially when there was a need to give reasons for 

the answers. This was the case in both questions. Many candidates simply did not write anything and 

those who did, most of them, gave a completely different reason. Only a few were fully prepared to 

answer all types of questions. There were roughly an equal number of candidates who chose question 1 

or 2. Both questions had their challenges and candidates who only had a basic knowledge of the subject, 

failed to answer them in a satisfactory manner.   

Section B: Philosophy of Language 

Very few candidates chose to answer question 4 on David E. Cooper’s Meaning. The few that did 

proposed a very generic account that lacked a proper articulation of Cooper’s ideas on how meaning is 

not just about linguistic utterances but pervades other domains such as art and social practices.  

Almost all candidates chose to answer question 3 on Peter Serracino Inglott’s Peopled Silence.  

 
(i) Noam Chomsky’s “Transformational Grammar”: This title was chosen by the majority of 

candidates. Many candidates offered a good overview of Chomsky’s ideas on language, 
particularly on how human children learn a language at an early age due to the natural 
predisposition of the human mind to learn “language-rules” unconsciously. Several referred to 
Cooper and Bickerton’s evidence (few examples needed for a child to learn, no correlation 
between IQ or motivation and linguistic skills, basic similarities in all languages, pidgin and 
creole languages). Some candidates made good reference to the case of wolf-children, 
Lenneberg’s Critical Period and socialization processes to criticise Chomsky’s ideas. 

(ii) Sense and reference: This title was not particularly popular. Some made reference to Frege’s 
ideas on sense and reference, and broadly described language in relation to semantics.  

(iii) Metaphor:  Most candidates who chose this question referred to several theories of metaphor 
(Aristotle and substitution theory, emotivist theory, Thomas Aquinas, Donald Davidson, I.A. 
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Richards’ interanimation theory”). Some candidates gave an insufficient account of metaphor 
by describing one or two theories of metaphor. 

(iv) Speech Acts: Many candidates who chose this question appealed to the idea that language 
and action are related. Most candidates referred to J.L. Austin’s ideas on locution, illocution 
and perlocution. While several candidates stopped at just describing these, there were some 
good essays that elaborated further on speech act theory by relating Austin’s ideas to other 
philosophers such as John Searle, Herbert Paul Grice and Jürgen Habermas. 

(v) Aphasia: Most candidates gave an account of aphasia as the individual’s inability to 
successfully use language due to damage to certain parts of the brain. Many went on to 
describe Broca’s and Wernike’s aphasia, distinguishing between the two. A few referred to 
ideas on how aphasia is treated and the importance of psychological and socio-cultural 
factors in this treatment. 

 
Section C: History of Philosophy 

 

Candidates who chose question 5 were asked to compare the views of Spinoza and Leibniz on the 

concept of substance. Most candidates were able to present general characteristics on Spinoza’s ideas 

on, monism, Nature and God; and Leibniz’s ideas on monads, pluralism, pre-established harmony. 

However, few went beyond to actually compare the two in light of how their philosophy serves, 

amongst other things, as a response and reaction to the problems of Cartesian dualism. Moreover, very 

few referred to the question of freedom in Spinoza and Leibniz’s philosophy. 

In question 6, candidates were asked to explain the main differences between rationalism and 

empiricism. Many were able to give an account of Descartes’ hyperbolic doubt, the unreliability of the 

senses, dream argument and the “evil genius” argument. Many were also able to describe Descartes’ 

“cogito” argument. In order to describe the rationalists, instead of specifically focusing just on 

Descartes, others chose to outline the general characteristics of the ideas on Descartes, Spinoza and 

Leibniz, emphasizing the role of rational argumentation in each. In discussing the empiricists, some 

candidates chose to focus mainly of Locke’s account of sense experience and the tabula rasa; and/or 

Hume’s skeptical account of causation.  

 

Paper 2 

Section A:  Ethics      

In Fundamentals of Ethics, Finnis analyses the practicality of ethics. Discuss. 

Very few candidates attempted to tackle this question. Those that did, took a generic approach to the 

title and it was obvious that the candidate did not even attempt to read Finnis’ text.  

Outline and discuss the main features of Utilitarianism as an ethical theory. 

The great majority of candidates attempted this title. Many of the essays were of good quality.  The 

essays almost always tackled the main aspects of the theory, with some of them leaving out minor 

specifics leading to a drop in the mark.  
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Section B:  Selected Texts I (Classical and Modern Texts) 

There were roughly an equal number of candidates who chose Aristotle and Plato.  Only one student 

answered the question on Mill. candidates answering Aristotle performed generally better than those 

answering Plato, while still choosing to omit some key points from the essay. It was noted that the 

majority of candidates did not mention the same key points, either indicating that these points were not 

tackled in class or the candidates simply just learned an overview of the subjects and failed to go into 

details.  

The same happened with Plato. The essay had to be clearly divided into two sections, “The Immortality 

of the Soul” and “The Myth of the Charioteer”. candidates failed to address the issue of the soul, clearly 

showing that their knowledge of Plato’s soul theory is either basic or has been overlooked. Only very 

few candidates gained high marks.  

 

Section C:  Selected Texts II (Contemporary Texts) 

Discuss Gilbert Ryle’s discussion of Emotion. 

No candidate attempted this title. 

In what ways according to J.L. Austin are performative and constative utterances different? 

A minority of the candidates amounting roughly to 10% of the total, attempted this title. Those who did 

were usually very knowledgeable and knew the subject matter in detail. 

In his book, The Ethics of Authenticity, Charles Taylor writes about individualism as one of the malaises 

of modernity.  He also suggests solutions to the problem.  Outline and discuss these solutions. 

The large majority of candidates attempted this title. Many had a very good idea of what was expected 

of them resulting in a satisfactory answer. However, some failed to mention either the ‘solutions’ or 

neglected to explain in detail of the problem of individualism.  

Expand the main arguments of Gadamer's essay on ‘Composition and Interpretation’. 

None attempted this title. 

 

Chairperson 

Examiners’ Panel 2014 

 

 


