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AM PHILOSOPHY 
May 2007 Session 

Examiners’ Report 
 
Table 1: Distribution of grades for AM Level Philosophy – May 2007 session 
Grade A B C D E F Abs Total 
N  12 22 31 19 9 32 11 136 
% 8.82 16.18 22.79 13.97 6.62 23.53 8.09 100.00 
 
PAPER I 
 
Section A:  Logic 
• Most candidates opted for question 1 in this section. Very few candidates attempted both questions – 
hopefully this misguided examination strategy is falling out of favour. 

• A number of candidates incorrectly maintained that one cannot dualise an invalid implication. 

• In answer to question 1f.iv. some candidates attempted to show that the dual of (a∨b)∧a < ¬b is invalid 
by constructing its truth table instead of applying the duality principle. This answer was not accepted. 

• In answer to question 1e, some candidates did not take into account the fact that the first part of the 
proposition is negative, and therefore when negated becomes positive (i.e. ‘Peter did not get wet’ should 
become ‘Peter got wet’ when negated.) 
 
Section B:  Philosophy of Language 
In the philosophy of language section the candidates showed no preference for either of the two questions. 
Candidates who answered question no. 3 showed that they were familiar with the different theories which 
explain how metaphor works.  They could mention the different theories but failed to explain them fully 
e.g. All they could say about Davidson’s’ theory was “a metaphor is like a bump on the head” but no 
explanation is given as to what the phrase means.   
Some of the candidates who answered question no. 4 did not understand the question and produced an 
essay on lying often resorting to what they learnt in their religion classes about lying.  
 
Section C: History of Philosophy 
The performance of the candidates in the history of philosophy section was fairly   satisfactory.  The most 
popular question with the candidates was no.6.  In both questions, however, their answers were generic. 
They tended to state facts but failed to bring out their philosophical import, e.g. they mentioned Epicurus’ 
atomic swerve but failed to explain that it is a means of avoiding atomic determinism. 
In question 5 they produced the notes they had studied about the Stoics and the Epicureans but made no 
attempt at comparing the two schools. 
In question 6 many of the students talked about the One and the soul as if they were the Christian God and 
the Christian soul in each individual. 
There is evidence that the candidates study their notes well but that they lack training in writing essays. 
 
Paper II 
 
Section A:  Ethics 
The majority of students answered question 2 on the just war theory. Many succeeded in presenting clearly 
all the philosophical arguments put forward by both Medieval and contemporary thinkers. Those who 
answered question 1 on the moral theories used by complementary philosophers to clarify the nature of our 
responsibilities toward future generations did  not delve into philosophical theories but rather referred 
superficially to Kant, Utilitarianism, Hans Jonas and Whitehead without discussing their relevance to 
intergenerational responsibilities. 
 
Section B: Ancient Texts 
The majority of students answered question 3 on Plato’s Republic. Many answers were very satisfactory, 
with some managing to present Plato’s theory of the just state quite brilliantly. No student attempted 
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question 4 on Aristotle’s classification of the virtues, and very few answered question 5 on Augustine’s 
thoughts on time. Those who did attempt question 5 did not answer very coherently and failed to bring out 
the philosophical import of Augustine’s views. 
 
Section C: Modern and Contemporary Texts 
Once again, the great majority of candidates answered question 7 on Charles Taylor’s views on 
authenticity. Many students succeeded in answering the question clearly and coherently, but a good number 
focused more on the three malaises mentioned by Charles Taylor than on his views on the authentic way of 
living. No student attempted question 5 on the role of God in Descartes’ philosophy, and very few students 
attempted question 7 on Mill’s defence of freedom of expression. Many of those who did attempt question 
7 succeeded in giving a good and clear presentation of Mill’s arguments. 
In general, one should encourage students to prepare for their examination in such a way as to allow 
themselves a real choice in each section of the examination. One should also train students to answer the 
questions posed clearly and coherently. 
 
 
The Chairperson 
Board of Examiners 
July 2007 


