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IM PHILOSOPHY 
May 2007 Session 

Examiners’ Report 
 
Table 1: Distribution of grades for IM Level Philosophy- May 2007 session  
Grade A B C D E F Abs Total 
N  55 84 202 114 93 156 17 721 
% 7.63 11.65 28.02 15.81 12.90 21.64 2.36 100.00 
 
Section A:  Logic 
 
• Question 1 proved to be by far the more popular question in this section. Very few candidates attempted both 

questions, although this misguided practice still persists in a few isolated cases. 

• More and more candidates are attempting to prove statements analytically rather than using truth tables 
exclusively. This trend is to be encouraged. 

• It is NOT enough for candidates to merely STATE that a proposition is valid or that two propositions are 
equivalent – PROOF is required.  

• In response to question 1a, many candidates mentioned that a predicate can be applied ‘to some but not all 
objects’ without however explaining WHAT a predicate is.  

• In their answer to question 1c, some candidates incorrectly interpreted the junctor in the statement ‘if either 
Albert or Bob come late’ as an exclusive OR. 

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

• Some candidates have a proclivity for archaic language constructs – ‘if it is not the case that today is Friday’ is 
NOT logically superior to plain and simple ‘if today is not Friday’. 

 
Section B:  Ethics 
 
The majority of students answered question 4 on the ethical principles of sustainable development. Though many 
students discussed the leading ethical principles which underpin today's concept of sustainability, many failed to 
present coherent and convincing philosophical ideas to substantiate their arguments. Moreover, many failed to 
discuss our moral responsibilities to future generations which form one of the leading ethical principles enshrined in 
the concept of sustainability. Those students who answered question 3 on sexuality did not discuss in detail the 
fundamental values necessary to render sexual behaviour into an experience of creative growth and integration. Very 
few of those who answered this question showed the importance of the communicative dimension of human 
sexuality which is essentially linked to interpersonal and intrapersonal growth and integration. 
 
Section C:  History of Philosophy 
 
The performance of the candidates in the history of philosophy section was fairly satisfactory. The vast majority of 
students answered question 5 on the Presocratic philosophers. Many gave a historical account of the different views 
of the various philosophers. Very few gave an analytic account of the kinds of question raised by these philosophers 
and the manner in which they answered them. It was obvious that the majority of students answering this question 
studied their notes well but lack skill in writing essays. 
A good number of those who answered question 6 did not appear to understand the question sufficiently; they gave 
an overview of Aristotle’s philosophy rather than focusing on what the Greek philosopher had to say on human 
action. 
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