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IM 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 48 86 203 120 81 135 17 690 
% 7.0 12.5 29.4 17.4 11.7 19.5 2.5 100.00 

 
Section A:  Logic 
 
• Question 1 proved to be by far the more popular question in this section. Fewer candidates than in 
previous years attempted both questions, although this dubious practice still persists. 
 
• Unless otherwise required, candidates should use only the junctors ¬, ∧ and ∨ in constructing logic 
expressions.  Any other junctors used MUST be defined first. 
 
• It is NOT enough for candidates to merely STATE that a proposition is valid or that two propositions 
are equivalent – PROOF is required. 
 
• In their answer to question 1d, the better candidates realised that Y is the inverse of X and so saved 
themselves some work. 
 
• In response to question 2c, some candidates incorrectly interpreted the word ‘either’ to be exclusive. 
This wasn’t the meaning intended by the examiners since clearly both conditions (the train arriving 
punctually and the availability of taxis) do not exclude each other. 
 

• Many candidates confuse the junctors ∨ and ⊔ , using the two interchangeably.  

 
Section B:  Ethics 
 
The majority of students answered question 3 which dealt with the ethical issues associated with the 
beginning of human life as a result of today’s application of biotechnological techniques to alleviate 
infertility.  Many students discussed both philosophical and scientific arguments concerning the moral 
status of the human embryo or pre-embryo.  The argument from ‘potentiality’, as well as Kantian and 
utilitarian approaches, were the main reflections put forward by a number of students in defense of the 
human embryo.  Those who tackled question 4 which dealt with sexuality as a call to creative growth did 
less well.  They discussed more personal opinions, which are platitudes, rather than philosophical ideas.  
Many failed to discuss the distinction between sex and sexuality and explain sexuality as a means of 
communication.  Moreover, their answer lacked clear examples.   
 
Section C:  History of Philosophy 
 
Most students did well in this section.  They showed quite a good understanding of this kind of problems 
the Presocraties dealt with and how they tried to solve them, although in some cases the discussion of 
their views in chronological order was rather superficial.  Higher marks were obtained by those 
candidates who noticed some kind of ‘conversation’ going on between the various philosophers, and 
showed how they reacted to one author’s ideas.  Fewer students answered the question on Aristotle and 
the good life.  Among these there were some who simply gave an overview of Aristotle ethics.  Only a 
small minority really tackled the question as set. 
 
The Chairperson 
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