
AM EXAMINERS’ REPORT MAY 2006 

 

 1 

 
 

UNIVERSITY OF MALTA 
 

THE MATRICULATION CERTIFICATE EXAMINATION 
ADVANCED LEVEL 

 

 

PHILOSOPHY 

 

May 2006 

 
 
 
 
 

EXAMINERS’ REPORT* 
 
 
 
 
 
 
MATRICULATION AND SECONDARY EDUCATION CERTIFICATE 

EXAMINATIONS BOARD 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

*[NOTE:  The following is a summary of the examiners’ full report.   
The original can be consulted at the Matsec Office.] 

 



AM EXAMINERS’ REPORT MAY 2006 

 

 2 

AM PHILOSOPHY 
May 2006 Session 

Examiners’ Report 
 

Table 1: Distribution of grades for IM Level Philosophy – May 2006 session  

Grade A B C D E F Abs Total 
N 9 22 41 14 10 38 12 146 
% 6.2 15.1 28.1 9.6 6.8 26.0 8.2 100.0 

 
PAPER I 
 
Section A:  Logic 
 
• Most candidates opted for question 1 in this section. It is encouraging to note that, contrary to last year, 
very few candidates attempted both questions – hopefully this misguided examination strategy is falling 
out of favour. 
 
• In response to question 1b, quite a number of candidates assigned two different logic variables to the 
propositions ‘a is even’ and ‘a is odd’ apparently not realising that the second is the inverse of the first. 
 
• In 1d, many candidates expressed the given statement as a → ¬(b ∨ c) < d instead of a ∧ ¬(b ∨ c) < d. 
 
• In response to question 1g, many candidates merely stated the equivalence of expressions without 
formal proof – this is not acceptable practice.  Also, quite a number confused associativity with 
transitivity. 
 
Section B:  Philosophy of Language 
 
There was a considerable improvement overall in the performance of this year’s students compared to the 
performance of students in previous years in this section. Still there was a marked difference in the 
performance of candidates who chose to answer Question No. 3 rather than Question No. 4. In general 
candidates who chose Question No. 3 answered to the point and could develop their arguments logically. 
candidates who answered Question No. 4 were out of point and showed that they did not understand the 
question. They took fiction to mean only science–fiction. 
 
Section C: History of Philosophy 
 
The performance of the candidates in the History of Philosophy section was fairly satisfactory. They 
showed no preference for either question, each was chosen by more or less the same number of 
candidates. In both questions their knowledge seemed to lack depth. Although they answered to the point 
very few could give a detailed account of the philosophy of the Epicureans and that of the Stoics.  
Plotinus’ basic structure of the universe and the emanation from the One proved to be even more 
difficult. 
 
PAPER II  
 
Section A:  Ethics 
 
The majority of students answered the question on sustainable development. Many candidates argued 
convincingly that today's environmental crisis demands a new ethical attitude and lifestyle. The moral 
principles enshrined in the concept of sustainability were extensively elaborated and supported by 
practical examples. All students referred to the core concept of sustainability as defined by the Bruntland 
Report, namely our responsibilities to future generations. Moreover, the philosophical arguments 
(utilitarianism, Kant and Whitehead) were critically discussed. Some of the candidates who answered 
the question on the just war theory presented poor philosophical arguments on the distinction between 
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'jus ad bellum' and 'jus in bello'. They discussed contemporary conflict situations without however 
making any reference to the traditional just war theory. 
 
Section B: (Ancient Texts) and 
Section C: (Modern and Contemporary Texts) 
 
In general, students expressed a greater effort in studying and preparing for their examinations than 
previous years.  In part, this must clearly be attributed to the efforts of their teachers which might mean 
that the feed back received from such MATSEC reports as these could well be having a salutary effect on 
the process. 
 
This being said however, as in previous years, there appeared a mismatch between the efforts students 
manifested and the results they achieved.  It often seemed that for each reply two grades could have been 
assigned – one for effort and another (generally lower) for achievement. 
 
May I suggest that besides the emphasis on hard work, study and preparation both on the part of the 
students and their teachers, an instruction programme for essay writing and/or examination-essay writing 
which would go a long way in assisting students to organize, structure, express and deliver their thoughts 
more effectively.  
 
The Chairperson 
Board of Examiners 
July 2005 


