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Introduction 

The main aim of this booklet is to exemplify standards for schools and teachers interested in Pre-U and show 
how different levels of candidates’ performance relate to the subject’s assessment objectives.  

For ease of reference the following format for each paper of the subject has been adopted:

Question

Mark Scheme

Example Candidate 

Response

Examiner Comment

Each question is followed by an extract of the mark scheme used by Examiners.  This, in turn, is followed by 
examples of candidate responses, each with an examiner comment on performance. Comments are given 
to indicate which level of the mark scheme was awarded, and why.

Teachers are reminded that a full syllabus and other teacher support materials are available on 
www.cie.org.uk. For past papers and Principal Examiner Reports please contact University of Cambridge 
International Examinations on international@cie.org.uk
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Components at a Glance 

Component Component Name Duration
Weighting

(%)
Type of Assessment

Paper 1
Introduction to Philosophy 

and Theology
2 hours 

15 minutes
30

Written examination, externally set 
and marked

Paper 2
Topics and Key Texts in 

Philosophy and Theology
2 hours 35

Written examination, externally set 
and marked

Paper 3
Topics and Key Texts in 

Philosophy and Theology
2 hours 35

Written examination, externally set 
and marked
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Paper 1  Introduction to Philosophy and Theology 

Generic Mark Scheme for 25 mark questions

Level 6

21–25 
marks

 ● Broad knowledge and understanding of a wide range of philosophical/religious 
issues

 ● Insightful selection and application of ideas and concepts
 ● Excellent critical engagement and detailed evaluation of the wider implications 

of the question
 ● Complete or near complete accuracy at this level
 ● Argument is coherent, structured, developed and convincingly sustained
 ● Employs a wide range of differing points of view and supporting evidence
 ● Good evidence of wide reading on the topic beyond the set texts
 ● Shows good understanding of the links between different areas of study where 

appropriate
 ● Confi dent and precise use of philosophical and theological vocabulary

Level 5

16–20 
marks

 ● Knowledge is accurate and a good range of philosophical/religious issues are 
considered

 ● Systematic/good selection and application of ideas and concepts
 ● Good critical engagement and evaluation of the implications of the question
 ● Response is accurate: answers the question specifi cally 
 ● Argument has structure and development and is sustained
 ● Good use of differing points of view and supporting evidence
 ● Some evidence of reading on the topic beyond the set texts
 ● Shows competent understanding of the links between different areas of study 

where appropriate
 ● Accurate use of philosophical and theological vocabulary

Level 4

12–15 
marks

 ● Knowledge is generally accurate and a fair range of issues are considered
 ● Reasonable selection and application of ideas and concepts
 ● Some critical engagement and evaluation of the question
 ● Response is largely relevant to the question asked
 ● Argument has some structure and shows some development, but may not be 

sustained
 ● Considers more than one point of view and uses evidence to support argument
 ● May show some understanding of the links between different areas of study 

where appropriate
 ● Reasonable attempt to use philosophical and theological vocabulary accurately 

Level 3

8–11 
marks

 ● Some accuracy of knowledge. More than one issue is touched upon
 ● Attempts to select and apply ideas with partial success
 ● Attempts to evaluate though with partial success
 ● Response is partially relevant to the question asked but may be one-sided
 ● Some attempt at argument but without development and coherence
 ● Some attempt to use supporting evidence
 ● Philosophical and theological vocabulary is occasionally used correctly
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Level 2

1–7 
marks

 ● Some key points made. Possibly repetitive or short
 ● Explores some isolated ideas related to the general topic
 ● Argument is limited or confused
 ● Response is limited or tenuously linked to the question
 ● Limited attempt to use evidence
 ● Philosophical and theological vocabulary is inaccurate or absent

Level 1

0 marks
 ● No relevant material to credit

Question 1

Critically examine the view that all knowledge starts with the senses.  [25]

Mark Scheme

The empirical view of epistemology is generally associated with Aristotle’s inductive approach to 
knowledge. Candidates might illustrate empirical philosophy through the work of philosophers 
such as Bacon, Locke, Berkeley and Hume, or else through a general statement of empirical 
philosophy, e.g. that all knowledge is a posteriori, so knowledge comes inductively, through linked 
sense-perceptions. We experience the effects of something and then reason out the causes. The 
opposing approach is the rationalist claim that knowledge is a priori, prior to sense experience and 
innate. We know innately that events have causes (denied of course by Hume), that objects have 
extension in space, that we exist in time, and so on. Rationalist approaches to knowledge might be 
illustrated by Descartes, Spinoza, Leibniz, et al. The view that all knowledge starts with the senses 
can be assessed in any way the candidate chooses, although in practice many will start with Locke’s 
assertion that the mind is devoid of all knowledge or ideas at birth. The range of the discussion is 
within the discretion of the candidate, so long as what is given answers the question.
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Example Candidate Response – Level 6
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Examiner Comment

This is an excellent response. The introduction gives a mature statement concerning the (general) empirical 
mindset of the 21st century. This is followed by a contrast between the approaches of Aristotle and Plato: 
the former being the “patriarch” of the empirical approach to knowledge, and the latter taking a rationalist/
dualist approach to knowledge and to human nature. The rationalist approach is illustrated further by 
Descartes’ cogito, and the empiricist approach by Locke’s critique of Descartes and Berkeley’s claim 
that to exist is to be perceived. This is followed by a reference to Hume’s theory of causality and Hume’s 
admission that causality cannot simply be assumed. The essay concludes with an acknowledgement of 
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Kant’s contribution to the debate by merging rationalist and empirical approaches, followed by an appropriate 
conclusion that common sense requires that we consider both rationalist and empiricist approaches to 
knowledge. The argument is structured and sustained, uses excellent philosophical concepts and vocabulary, 
and is insightful. It merits a very high Level 6.
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Example Candidate Response – Level 5
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Examiner Comment

This is a systematic and sustained response to the question. It is accurate, and shows competent 
understanding of the rationalist/empiricist debate. The introduction deals with the differences between 
rationalism and empiricism. Locke’s argument for the existence of God is not perhaps the most pointed 
example of how to assess the strengths and weaknesses of empiricism, although the exposition of 
Descartes is good, with its demonstration of the rationalist claim to certainty. The strengths of empiricism 
are not demonstrated so well as those of rationalism; nevertheless the candidate has a very good 
knowledge of the subject area, and uses ideas well. Given the coherence of the essay, the conclusion is 
rather weak; nevertheless this is a good Level 5 response.
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Example Candidate Response – Level 3
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Examiner Comment

This essay does show some accuracy in its knowledge, although its attempts to evaluate meet with only 
partial success. There is some attempt at argument, but without real development, and sometimes the 
argument is incoherent, or simply does not make the expected point. The best section of the essay is its 
beginning: it gives a reasonable account of empiricism and rationalism, followed, in the third paragraph, by 
some criticisms of both. The exposition of Plato, e.g. the metaphor of the sun, is fair enough, but no analysis 
is offered of it; and the analysis that does follow, in particular the paragraph about the rationalists’ counter-
attack to empiricism, starts to lose coherence. It refers, for example to Hume’s support for rationalism 
and the idea of innate knowledge in humans. The end of that paragraph states that both rationalism and 
empiricism both discredit the sceptic’s view that humans know nothing about the world, but this contributes 
little to the essay. The concluding paragraph amounts to a repetitive summary which relies on little more than 
assertions that rationalists reply convincingly to criticisms. This merits the top of Level 3.
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Question 2

‘It is obvious that morality is relative.’ Critically assess this claim.  [25]

Mark Scheme

The arguments for relativism might include descriptive/cultural relativism, i.e. the view that cultural 
diversity is ‘obvious’, which implies that morality is conceptually relative as the basis of what we 
observe. Some cultures practise infanticide, cannibalism, polygamy, child marriages, ritual slaughter 
and so on, whereas the condemnation of such practices in other cultures suggests that there is no 
absolute basis for these or any other form of moral judgement. In other words, the diversity thesis 
leads many to assume a dependency thesis, that right and wrong depend on the concepts and 
values of a society, and since these vary widely, then all moral judgements are obviously relative. 
The suggestion that morality is relative can also be argued on the basis of meta-ethics, where the 
confl icting claims of naturalism, non-naturalism and non-cognitivism imply that if it is impossible 
to agree about the meaning of moral language, and there is no objective way of justifying the 
meaning of ‘good’, ‘bad’, etc., then there can be no universal notion of good, and ‘good’ and ‘bad’ 
are relative terms. Moral relativism is also assumed by a variety of normative ethical theories such 
as utilitarianism, virtue ethics and situation ethics, where the variety of interpretation again suggests 
no objective basis for moral laws. The weakness of the relativist view is that it implies that there can 
be no real evaluation of objectionable practices such as cliterodectomy or burning witches, whereas 
such practices often stop when challenged. Relativism seems to slide into subjectivism, where there 
can be no good grounds for requiring moral behaviour, because only the individual can defi ne what 
is good for himself/herself. Some might argue that it is obvious that absolutism is right, perhaps 
on Kantian or intuitionist grounds; or else that we can make a good case for moral objectivism as 
opposed to absolutism, e.g. neo-naturalism, where ‘good’ is what improves the human condition. 
Candidates are at liberty to include or emphasise any aspect of the debate, including, for example, 
the post-modern agenda.
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Example Candidate Response – Level 6



Cambridge Pre-U Example Candidate Responses

www.cie.org.uk/cambridgepreu24

Cambridge Pre-U Example Candidate Responses



Cambridge Pre-U Example Candidate Responses

www.cie.org.uk/cambridgepreu 25

Cambridge Pre-U Example Candidate Responses



Cambridge Pre-U Example Candidate Responses

www.cie.org.uk/cambridgepreu26

Cambridge Pre-U Example Candidate Responses



Cambridge Pre-U Example Candidate Responses

www.cie.org.uk/cambridgepreu 27

Cambridge Pre-U Example Candidate Responses

Examiner Comment

This script demonstrates a superb knowledge of the views of scholars/schools of thought, and shows a 
confident and precise knowledge of the use of philosophical and theological vocabulary. Most of this is self-
evident – not least the introduction to relativism in the remark of Herodotus that ‘custom is the king o’er all’, 
and in that of John Mackie, that society shapes morality not vice versa. Relativism is split into two versions 
– subjectivism and conventionalism, and both views are exposed as unsatisfactory, as a springboard to a 
consideration of the contrasting claims of moral absolutism, ranging from the Platonic forms, to Kant and 
Natural Law. Absolutism is criticised for not aiding the development of wise, experienced, intelligent moral 
beings, so the essay arrives finally at objectivism, where principles are not necessarily exceptionless. This is 
maximum Level 6.
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Example Candidate Response – Level 4
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Examiner Comment

The knowledge displayed in this essay is generally accurate. The candidate considers a fair range of issues to 
do with moral relativism, and the response is largely relevant. What confines this essay to Level 4 is its weak 
treatment of opposing ideas, and the corresponding fact that it does not, perforce, show a sustained critical 
engagement.  There is a sustained discussion of the case for moral relativism based on the different moral 
practices found throughout societies, and some of the points are made well. There is no clear treatment, 
however, of moral absolutism, although the candidate does consider the view that conscience might be 
God-given, primarily to conclude that it would be an odd kind of God who would provide humans with a 
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relativistic conscience. The essay also considers the suggestion that morality might be what is practical in a 
particular society, although the idea is not developed. This is followed by a statement that “there are some 
things … which all people from all times appear to agree on”, but only one example is given – that there are 
no cultures which advocate the murder of the completely innocent – a statement that is arguably untrue: 
for example, there have been many cultures which practised ritual infanticide as an offering to the gods. The 
conclusion to the essay is simplistic, and contrasts the ‘not unreasonable’ claim that relativism is true with 
the oddly-phrased argument that some people don’t listen to their God-given consciences. The essay merits 
a top-end Level 4.
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Example Candidate Response – Level 4
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Examiner Comment

The knowledge displayed in this essay is generally accurate, and the response is generally relevant. The 
argument has some structure, although is limited in its extent and perception. The candidate begins with 
a contrast between Aristotle’s concept of eudaimonia and Plato’s moral absolutism. Relativism is criticised 
as having no place to stop, leading to the possibility of there being no moral order at all (unless we adopt 
Sartre’s liberty of doing what we wish so long as it does not affect the freedom of others). Absolute morality 
is also judged not to work, for example, because of the Euthyphro dilemma (although this is unexplained) 
and because of the problem of basing absolute morality on a being who cannot be shown to exist. The 
conclusion states quite baldly that there needs to be a balance between relativism and absolutism, but how 
this is to be obtained is not shown. The lack of detail suggests that this essay is towards the lower end of 
Level 4.

Question 3

Critically assess the claim that without evidence, religious belief is worthless. [25]

Mark Scheme

This question invites candidates to consider on what basis belief in God might be considered properly 
basic. Candidates are likely to discuss the demarcation between rationalist and fi deist approaches to 
belief. Evidentialism holds that beliefs must be supported by reasonable evidence. At one extreme 
of this, strong foundationalists hold that beliefs should be held only when they are self-evident or 
incorrigible. An obvious rejoinder to this is that if religious beliefs are self-evident, then there should 
be no atheists and no plurality of religious beliefs. The view that religious beliefs are incorrigible has 
no obvious answer to the counter that people are frequently mistaken in what they believe. Reformed 
epistemologists (such as Alvin Plantinga and W. Alston) take the fi deistic stance that belief in God 
can be properly basic without evidence to support it beyond that of personal experience, generally 
on the grounds that if we are justifi ed in accepting ordinary beliefs such as, ‘I had eggs for breakfast’, 
then we are equally justifi ed in accepting extraordinary beliefs such as, ‘God exists’. The debate can 
be illustrated by a wide range of material.

Critical assessment might suggest that evidentialism begs the question when it comes to belief in 
God, since by defi nition belief is not knowledge. Equally, fi deist approaches to faith run the risk of 
justifying any kind of irrational thinking merely on the grounds of personal conviction. Some might 
suggest that critical rationalism follows a more acceptable middle path in requiring beliefs not to 
contradict scientifi c knowledge. Others might suggest that until our epistemology is complete then 
any form of belief in God is a matter of personal preference. To access the higher levels, candidates 
must address the suggestion that belief in God might be ‘worthless’.
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Example Candidate Response – Level 6
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Examiner Comment

The candidate begins with an excellent quotation, showing precisely the kind of context in which a quotation 
can be used to maximum effect, i.e. Kierkegaard’s claim that ‘precisely because we cannot know God 
objectively, we must believe’ – a claim based on the Lutheran ‘sola fide’ (by faith alone) approach. This is 
backed up by a reference to Hare’s fideist-type view of non-cognitive bliks as the basis of religious belief, 
and to Flew’s rejection of the fideistic non-falsifiable basis of religious belief. The candidate then rejects 
Pascal-type fideism on the grounds that it is based on selfish motives, and goes on to refer to Clifford’s 
critique of passional motives as being in need of support from reason-based informed decisions. This in turn 
is evaluated as a potentially passional response in itself, since the whole of life is personal and passional, so 
evidentialism might be said to be based on fear – that of being wrong. The candidate concludes nicely with 
an appeal to critical fideism as a middle-of-the-road response, although some might use ‘critical rationalism’ 
as a more appropriate term. The essay is at the bottom end of Level 6, since it gives no overt attention to the 
question of the potential ‘worthlessness’ of belief without evidence.
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Example Candidate Response – Level 5
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Examiner Comment

This essay begins well with a powerful evaluative statement that is completely relevant to the question: 
“The claim that without evidence religious belief is worthless is a claim which entirely misses the point 
of religious belief” – this must be so because there is no proof whatever that religious belief is true. The 
candidate does not consider, however, whether demonstrating faith without evidence is actually worth 
anything other than to the believer, who might be entirely deluded, since it is clear that holding delusional 
beliefs is a common practice amongst all sorts of people. A large part of the essay is taken up with Kant’s 
indictment of Abraham for intending to slay an innocent person, in which the candidate judges that Kant 
misses the point of religion. That conclusion may be dubious, but the candidate does follow a reasonable 
process of evaluation. The conclusion is in line with the candidate’s evaluation, and the fact that it is centred 
on the question, and addresses the key word, “worthless”, just raises this essay into Level 5.
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Example Candidate Response – Level 4
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Examiner Comment

The candidate begins by suggesting that a rationalist atheist might demand proof before believing anything, 
and then introduces the scientific notion of falsifiability, although this uses an example which, as it appears, 
is not correct, and the reference goes nowhere. The contrasting assessment of fideism is reasonable, 
along with its example from Pascal’s Wager. Less reasonable is the use of Hare’s concept of bliks and 
the paranoid student: how this fits into the argument is not made clear at all. Equally the Wisdom/Flew 
Parable of the Gardener is thrown into the mix, but it is not clear what we are meant to do with it, or with 
the following point about whether or not the sun will rise tomorrow. The candidate goes on to contrast the 
evidence of miracle-claims and the Bible with the fideistic requirement that there be no evidence for faith, 
since faith (alone) brings people closer to God. There is a useful critique of this in the analogy of the ship. 
The conclusion amounts to a general reiteration of some of the essay’s points. The argument has some 
structure, but the structure is weak, and its points are not well supported. This essay is at the lower end of 
Level 4.

Question 4

‘Conscience cannot be defi ned.’ Discuss. [25]

Mark Scheme

Candidates might defi ne the conscience in religious terms – e.g. Augustine’s view that conscience 
is the innate knowledge of God’s moral laws, or Aquinas’ view that what is innate is the God-given 
ability to reason. Some will use Kant’s moral theory of the categorical imperative, which in effect 
identifi es the conscience as a moral ‘faculty’, linked ultimately to God through Kant’s over-arching 
justifi cation of the summum bonum. Psychological views include those of Freud, that the conscience 
is the super-ego, the unconscious repository of childhood/parental infl uences, or of Bishop Butler, 
that the conscience is that part of the hierarchy of the self which arbitrates between contrasting 
principles of prudence and benevolence. Sociological views generally explain the conscience as the 
social conditioning the group brings to bear on the individual. In evolutionary terms, the conscience 
might be seen as a mechanism that makes the group stronger through individual loyalty to it. The 
main point of the question is for candidates to assess whether one or some of these defi nitions can 
be seen as accurate, and by what criteria they can be judged to be so, or whether the conscience is 
some intuitive faculty that is beyond defi nition. Some might consider the meta-ethical view that ‘good’ 
is cognitive but non-natural, so conscience might be seen as a faculty of the mind that gives factual 
information by some intuitive faculty. Judge by quality of argument.
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Example Candidate Response – Level 6
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Examiner Comment

This is a wide-ranging essay. The candidate begins by suggesting that there is so much to say about the 
conscience that it cannot be defined, since the variety defies definition. Aquinas and Butler are used as 
examples of definitions of conscience based on the idea that conscience is the God-given ability to use 
reason. This is followed by the Augustinian view that conscience is, literally, the voice of God. Such ideas 
are reasonable in so far as they give an authority to the conscience, yet they are weak in that a God-
given conscience in fact amounts to amorality in humans – moral choices are not, in effect, their own. 
The candidate looks at Kierkegaard, Buber, Freud, Piaget, and others, before reiterating the conclusion 
that the variety of definition precludes our giving one definition. The candidate ends with a preference for 
McNamara’s view that we don’t have a conscience, we are a conscience. The scope of the essay means that 
it reaches Level 6.
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Example Candidate Response – Level 5
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Examiner Comment

The candidate covers a fair range of material, and evaluates most of its points. There are some inaccuracies, 
such as the comment that Aquinas identified the conscience as the voice of God, but in general the material 
is accurate. The conclusion is in line with the body of the essay, and suggests that the conscience is on the 
whole a subjective phenomenon. The number of suggested definitions means subjectivity has to play a part 
in what we do with it, so we should go against the conscience if we reason that we should do so. The essay 
has enough coherence to reach the bottom end of Level 5.
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Paper 2  Topics and Key Texts in Philosophy and Theology 1 

Generic Mark Scheme for 10 mark questions

Level 6

9–10 
marks

 ● Broad knowledge and understanding of a wide range of philosophical/religious 
issues

 ● Insightful selection and application of ideas and concepts
 ● Complete or near complete accuracy at this level
 ● Good evidence of wide reading on the topic beyond the set texts
 ● Confi dent and precise use of philosophical and theological vocabulary

Level 5

7–8 
marks

 ● Knowledge is accurate and a good range of philosophical/religious issues are 
considered

 ● Systematic/good selection and application of ideas and concepts
 ● Response is accurate: answers the question specifi cally 
 ● Some evidence of reading on the topic beyond the set texts
 ● Accurate use of philosophical and theological vocabulary

Level 4

5–6 
marks

 ● Knowledge is generally accurate and a fair range of issues are considered
 ● Reasonable selection and application of ideas and concepts
 ● Response is largely relevant to the question asked
 ● Reasonable attempt to use supporting evidence
 ● Reasonable attempt to use philosophical and theological vocabulary accurately

Level 3

3–4 
marks

 ● Some accuracy of knowledge. More than one issue is touched upon.
 ● Attempts to select and apply ideas with partial success
 ● Response is partially relevant to the question asked but may be one-sided
 ● Some attempt to use supporting evidence
 ● Philosophical and theological vocabulary is occasionally used correctly

Level 2

1–2 
marks

 ● Some key points made. Possibly repetitive or short.
 ● Explores some isolated ideas related to the general topic
 ● Response is limited or tenuously linked to the question
 ● Limited attempt to use evidence
 ● Philosophical and theological vocabulary is inaccurate or absent

Level 1

0 marks
 ● No relevant material to credit
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Generic Mark Scheme for 15 mark questions

Level 6

13–15 
marks

 ● Insightful selection and application of ideas and concepts
 ● Excellent critical engagement and detailed evaluation of the wider implications 

of the question
 ● Complete or near complete accuracy at this level
 ● Argument is coherent, structured, developed and convincingly sustained
 ● Employs a wide range of differing points of view and supporting evidence
 ● Shows good understanding of the links between different areas of study where 

appropriate
 ● Confi dent and precise use of philosophical and theological vocabulary

Level 5

10–12 
marks

 ● Systematic/good selection and application of ideas and concepts
 ● Good critical engagement and evaluation of the implications of the question
 ● Response is accurate: answers the question specifi cally 
 ● Argument has structure and development and is sustained
 ● Good use of differing points of view and supporting evidence
 ● Shows competent understanding of the links between different areas of study 

where appropriate
 ● Accurate use of philosophical and theological vocabulary

Level 4

7–9 
marks

 ● Reasonable selection and application of ideas and concepts
 ● Some critical engagement and evaluation of the question
 ● Response is largely relevant to the question asked
 ● Argument has some structure and shows some development, but may not be 

sustained
 ● Considers more than one point of view and uses evidence to support argument
 ● May show some understanding of the links between different areas of study 

where appropriate
 ● Reasonable attempt to use philosophical and theological vocabulary accurately

Level 3

4–6 
marks

 ● Attempts to select and apply ideas with partial success
 ● Attempts to evaluate though with partial success
 ● Response is partially relevant to the question asked but may be one-sided
 ● Some attempt at argument but without development and coherence
 ● Some attempt to use supporting evidence
 ● Philosophical and theological vocabulary is occasionally used correctly

Level 2

1–3 
marks

 ● Some key points made. Possibly repetitive or short.
 ● Explores some isolated ideas related to the general topic
 ● Argument is limited or confused
 ● Response is limited or tenuously linked to the question
 ● Limited attempt to use evidence
 ● Philosophical and theological vocabulary is inaccurate or absent

Level 1

0 marks
 ● No relevant material to credit
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Generic Mark Scheme for 25 mark questions

Level 6

21–25 
marks

 ● Broad knowledge and understanding of a wide range of philosophical/religious 
issues

 ● Insightful selection and application of ideas and concepts
 ● Excellent critical engagement and detailed evaluation of the wider implications 

of the question
 ● Complete or near complete accuracy at this level
 ● Argument is coherent, structured, developed and convincingly sustained
 ● Employs a wide range of differing points of view and supporting evidence
 ● Good evidence of wide reading on the topic beyond the set texts
 ● Shows good understanding of the links between different areas of study where 

appropriate
 ● Confi dent and precise use of philosophical and theological vocabulary

Level 5

16–20 
marks

 ● Knowledge is accurate and a good range of philosophical/religious issues are 
considered

 ● Systematic/good selection and application of ideas and concepts
 ● Good critical engagement and evaluation of the implications of the question
 ● Response is accurate: answers the question specifi cally 
 ● Argument has structure and development and is sustained
 ● Good use of differing points of view and supporting evidence
 ● Some evidence of reading on the topic beyond the set texts
 ● Shows competent understanding of the links between different areas of study 

where appropriate
 ● Accurate use of philosophical and theological vocabulary

Level 4

12–15 
marks

 ● Knowledge is generally accurate and a fair range of issues are considered
 ● Reasonable selection and application of ideas and concepts
 ● Some critical engagement and evaluation of the question
 ● Response is largely relevant to the question asked
 ● Argument has some structure and shows some development, but may not be 

sustained
 ● Considers more than one point of view and uses evidence to support argument
 ● May show some understanding of the links between different areas of study 

where appropriate
 ● Reasonable attempt to use philosophical and theological vocabulary accurately 

Level 3

8–11
 marks

 ● Some accuracy of knowledge. More than one issue is touched upon
 ● Attempts to select and apply ideas with partial success
 ● Attempts to evaluate though with partial success
 ● Response is partially relevant to the question asked but may be one-sided
 ● Some attempt at argument but without development and coherence
 ● Some attempt to use supporting evidence
 ● Philosophical and theological vocabulary is occasionally used correctly

Level 2

1–7 
marks

 ● Some key points made. Possibly repetitive or short
 ● Explores some isolated ideas related to the general topic
 ● Argument is limited or confused
 ● Response is limited or tenuously linked to the question
 ● Limited attempt to use evidence
 ● Philosophical and theological vocabulary is inaccurate or absent
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Level 1

0 marks
 ● No relevant material to credit

Topic 2: Philosophical and Theological Language

What is not so generally recognised is that there can be no way of proving that the existence of a god, such 
as the God of Christianity, is even probable. Yet this also is easily shown. For if the existence of such a god 
were probable, then the proposition that he existed would be an empirical hypothesis. And in that case it 
would be possible to deduce from it, and other empirical hypotheses, certain experiential propositions which 
were not deducible from those other hypotheses alone. But in fact this is not possible. It is sometimes 
claimed, indeed, that the existence of a certain sort of regularity in nature constitutes sufficient evidence 
for the existence of a god. But if the sentence “God exists” entails no more than that certain types of 
phenomena occur in certain sequences, then to assert the existence of a god will be simply equivalent to 
asserting that there is the requisite regularity in nature; and no religious man would admit that this was 
all he intended to assert in asserting the existence of a god. He would say that in talking about God, he 
was talking about a transcendent being who might be known through certain empirical manifestations, 
but certainly could not be defined in terms of those manifestations. But in that case the term “god” is a 
metaphysical term. And if “god” is a metaphysical term, then it cannot be even probable that a god exists. 
For to say that “God exists” is to make a metaphysical utterance which cannot be either true or false. And 
by the same criterion, no sentence which purports to describe the nature of a transcendent god can possess 
any literal significance.

[Extract from A.J. Ayer: Language, Truth and Logic: 115]

Question 4 (a)

With reference to this passage, explain why Ayer claims that language about a transcendent 
God is meaningless.  [10]

Mark Scheme

According to Ayer, proving the existence of a transcendent God could be done only by an a priori 
proposition, but all a priori propositions reduce to meaningless tautologies.  The existence of God is 
not a genuine empirical hypothesis, so is not even probable.  The notion of God as a person with non-
empirical attributes is not an intelligible notion.  All talk of a transcendent God merely serves to foster 
the illusion that there is a real entity corresponding to the name ‘God’.  Belief in a transcendent God 
is commonly joined to belief in an after-life, but that is not a genuine hypothesis either, since it usually 
rests on belief in an immortal soul, which is yet another meaningless metaphysical assertion.  The 
assertion that religious ‘truths’ about a transcendent God are not literally signifi cant is supported by 
what theists themselves say – for example that ‘God is a mystery that transcends all understanding’, 
but by defi nition anything that does this must be completely unintelligible.  If a mystic admits that the 
objects of his visions cannot be described, then he must also admit that he is bound to talk nonsense 
when he describes them.  In describing his vision, the mystic gives us no information about the 
external world: he merely gives us indirect information about the condition of his own mind.  This 
disposes also of the argument from religious experience: a man who claims to see God can give no 
verifi cation for what he claims to see, whereas normal empirical observations have verifi able sense 
contents.  Religious philosophers who fi ll their books with claims about a transcendent being are 
candidates for the psychiatrist’s couch.
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Example Candidate Response – Level 5
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Examiner Comment

As the candidate says, Ayer is here outlining his attitude towards metaphysics: the existence of God cannot 
be verified empirically or by analytic means. The candidate correctly outlines Ayer’s verification principle as a 
criterion of meaning. What then follows on the ontological argument is not clear, since the candidate refers 
in the same sentence to ‘certain regularities in nature’, which is presumably the design argument. The essay 
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gets back on track by tracing Ayer’s position to Hume’s fork (the difference between analytic and synthetic 
propositions). Metaphysical utterances, on this line of argument, are devoid of empirical/synthetic content, 
since they can neither be verified nor falsified, so they assert nothing at all. This is a good summary of Ayer’s 
argument. It lacks sufficient reference to the passage quoted to be higher than a Level 5.

Question 4 (b)

Evaluate Ayer’s attack on religion. [15]

Mark Scheme

Ayer’s attack on religion stems from his acceptance of the verifi cation principle as the criterion of 
assessing the meaning of statements, including religious statements: statements/ propositions that 
are not logical statements and propositions, and that cannot be verifi ed in sense experience, are 
meaningless.  Ayer’s consideration of strong verifi cation and verifi cation in fact led him to assert that 
meaning can be granted through the reduced criteria of weak verifi cation and verifi cation in principle.  
According to Ayer, religion is not verifi able even weakly or in principle.

This attack is seen by many as inept, since religious statements can be verifi ed weakly e.g. the 
resurrection of Jesus might be held to be verifi ed by associated documentary evidence (the New 
Testament).  Also, as a criterion of meaning, the verifi cation principle fails its own test, since it cannot 
be confi rmed by any empirical evidence, weakly or in principle.  Ayer claimed that, as a principle, it 
was exempt from its own rule, but that seems arbitrary.  The general consensus is that Ayer’s attack 
on religion fails.

On the other hand, the verifi cation principle can be used to identify statements that look meaningful 
but are not.  Hick gives some useful examples, e.g. ‘overnight the entire physical universe has 
instantaneously doubled in size, and the speed of light has doubled’, where the assertion cannot be 
confi rmed or disconfi rmed by any empirical observations, so what at fi rst sight looks like a genuinely 
factual assertion fails the test of what passes for a genuine factual assertion, i.e. that it must make 
an experienceable difference whether the facts are as alleged or not.  Some might argue that the 
verifi cation principle is stronger when taken with other types of arguments against religion, for 
example those based on the falsifi cation principle.
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Example Candidate Response – Level 5
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Examiner Comment

The candidate begins well, using sophisticated philosophical language to assert that Ayer’s attack on 
religion uses the dominant scientific epistemology of his time. The middle part of the first paragraph 
becomes unclear, however, and the complexity of language loses itself: for example, the juxtaposition 
of analytic propositions about God and Flew’s comment that ‘religious statements die the death of a 
thousand qualifications’ is rather strange. The essay gets back on track with the claim that the chief counter 
to Ayer’s attack on religion is the probability that the verification principle is self-defeating, because it is 
itself unverifiable by sense experience. What then follows seems to be a counterclaim, on behalf of Ayer, 
that the verification principle, as a principle, is exempt from its own rule, although the candidate doesn’t 
really say that. What follows is clear enough, that verificationism seems to lead to an infinite regress, since 
each part of the verifying process requires verification in turn. The conclusion, that Ayer was successful in 
forcing religion to become more fideist in its approach, has some truth to it. All in all, the candidate shows 
competent understanding with some good use of concepts, and the essay merits Level 5.

Question 6

Evaluate the signifi cance for religious belief of Wittgenstein’s concept of language games. 
   [25]
Mark Scheme

Wittgenstein describes language as an indefi nite set of social activities, each serving a purpose, 
each different activity being a language game: cursing, blessing, ordering, hypothesising, and so 
on.  Each language game is defi ned by its users and is meaningful to those who use it.  Those 
who have no use for a language game have no right to criticise those who have, so to demand 
verifi cation or falsifi cation of religious language using scientifi c/empirical criteria is not appropriate.  
The statements ‘I believe in God’ and ‘I do not believe in God’ are not contradictory statements, but 
are simply different perspectives that people can take.  Trying to say something factual about God 
is nonsense, although in the Notebooks, Wittgenstein suggested that life is meaningless if there is 
no dependence on a transcendent God.  However, God lies beyond any set of facts, so no set of 
propositions can describe a transcendent God.

This appears to provide a powerful defence of meaning for religious statements, where verifi cation is 
internal, without need for external justifi cation.  It is doubtful, however, that it gets us very far.  People 
lose their faith because something provides evidence that their beliefs are wrong, which suggests 
that the role of external justifi cation is important for common sense: hence D.Z. Philips points out 
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that if language games don’t need evidence, how do we know that believers aren’t making a bungle?  
On Wittgenstein’s interpretation, I appear to be fully justifi ed in adopting any nonsensical language I 
like, whereas I would prefer to be told that I was in need of being rescued from intellectual nonsense.  
Language games do overlap, not least the scientifi c and religious language games – that is the 
main point of natural theology, and seems preferable to Wittgensteinian anti-realism and fi deism.  
Whatever evaluation is offered can gain Level 6 by breadth or depth or both.
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Example Candidate Response – Level 5
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Examiner Comment

The candidate begins with the observation that Wittgenstein began his philosophical career in the same 
circles as Ayer, i.e. the analytic philosophy of the Logical Positivists, and thus shared their general appr oach 
to verificationism. Later, however, Wittgenstein refuted many of the claims of the Logical Positivists, 
primarily because he came to see that verificationism neglects the subjective, non-cognitivist meaning of 
religious language. Religion can be meaningful as a language game, where meaning is personal/specific 
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to a group of participants, as in the game of football. Given the prevailing scientific/empirical epistemology, 
this was highly significant for religious belief in so far as such beliefs can be validated in their own right. 
A scientific/empirical critique cannot make religious language meaningless any more than someone who 
knows nothing about football can participate meaningfully in a discussion about that sport. The candidate 
gives a useful counter to this by pointing out that unlike religion, football can be empirically observed, so 
anybody, if they decided to study the game, could make a meaningful contribution to discussing it, whereas 
the same cannot necessarily be said of religious belief. The candidate goes on to develop these points. The 
essay shows good critical engagement, accurate knowledge and good structure. In order to reach Level 6, it 
perhaps needs to be more critical of Wittgensteinian ‘fideism’; nevertheless the essay is at the top of Level 5.

Topic 3: Philosophy of Religion

I believe that the justification for the enterprise lies in the nature of theology. If it is to lay claim again to 
its medieval title of the Queen of the Sciences that will not be because it is in a position to prescribe the 
answers to the questions discussed by other disciplines. Rather it will be because it must avail itself of their 
answers in the conduct of its own inquiry, thereby setting them within the most profound context available. 
Theology’s regal status lies in its commitment to seek the deepest possible level of understanding. In 
the course of that endeavour it needs to take into account all other forms of knowledge, while in no way 
attempting to assert an hegemony over them. A theological view of the world is a total view of the world. 
Every form of human understanding must make its contribution to it. The offering of the physical sciences 
to that end must be made, at least partly, by those who work in them. Theology cannot just be left to the 
theologians, as is made clear by the recent spectacle of a distinguished theologian writing over three hundred 
pages on God in creation with only an occasional and cursory reference to scientific insight. It is as idle to 
suppose that one can satisfactorily speak about the doctrine of creation without taking into account the actual 
nature of the world, as it would be to think that the significance of the world could be exhaustively conveyed 
in the scientific description of its physical processes.

[Extract from John Polkinghorne: Science and Creation. The Search for Understanding: 1–2]

Question 7 (a)

With reference to this passage, explain why Polkinghorne sees natural theology as being 
crucially important for understanding the world. [10]

Mark Scheme

Natural theology uses the insights of science in order to reach a clearer understanding of the world.  
It works on the premise that the world is God’s creation, so it must reveal God’s power and intentions.  
It works alongside revelation from scripture and religious experience to give humans a unifi ed world 
view.  Scientifi c data must therefore be used in the attempt to understand ultimate questions.  Science 
is the most profound context available for answering questions about the world, from the very small 
(the domain of Quantum Mechanics) to the macro universe (physics and cosmology).  Theology must 
use all kinds of knowledge and take a total world view, otherwise it will be incomplete: Polkinghorne 
gives the example of armchair theologians who expose themselves (and others) to ridicule by writing 
about creation without reference to the science of the origins of the universe, which in recent years 
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(with Infl ationary theory) may not even require an absolute beginning in a single Big Bang.  Equally, 
understanding the world is not just about understanding its physical process: physical description 
and theological interpretation must, sensibly, go hand in hand.  In issues such as the fi ne-tuning of 
the universe, for example, science can throw up questions that point beyond itself and transcend its 
power to answer (p.23).  Science is not just a speculative system – it is refl ected in the reality that we 
perceive, and is a vehicle of God’s revelation of himself to humans.

Example Candidate Response – Level 5

Examiner Comment

This essay provides a good summary of the passage. Natural theology is important because it is committed 
to a total view of the world, in which theology complements science by offering a setting for its theories. 
Science and religion must work together to answer the ‘why?’ questions, and in particular, the customary 
dichotomy exacerbated by the likes of Dawkins must be avoided in order to prevent unnecessary conflict 
and to eliminate naïve theology that shies away from scientific discovery. The candidate gets the three-
hundred page book in the wrong era, but concludes with a good summary of Polkinghorne’s wish for 
a marriage between science and theology which requires us to engage in both rational deduction and 
inspection of the world. The answer is Level 5.
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Example Candidate Response – Level 4
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Examiner Comment

This essay provides a reasonable summary of the passage, largely by way of re-phrasing Polkinghorne’s 
comments. There is some added comment, for example in the concluding statement that Einstein had a 
similar perspective to Polkinghorne, that “religion without science is blind, science without religion is lame” 
(correct, even if the phrases are the other way round). This reaches Level 4.
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Example Candidate Response – Level 3
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Examiner Comment

Here there is some accuracy of knowledge, but little development with regard to Polkinghorne’s views in this 
extract. The technical vocabulary is limited, as witness the reference to the “big band” theory of the origin of 
the universe. The essay meets the criteria for a Level 3 response.
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Question 7 (b)

Assess critically Polkinghorne’s attempt to lead physics to theology. [15]

Mark Scheme

The subject matter is broad here, so candidates could discuss several aspects of Polkinghorne’s 
view, either in breadth or in depth, or both.  Polkinghorne thinks that it is amazing that the world is 
intelligible at all, although others might comment that if it were not intelligible, the comment could not 
be made – intelligibility is just part of what is.  The same kind of argument is often used to dispose 
of the fi ne-tuning argument, since the anthropic principle is seen by many as just a description of 
the universe we inevitably fi nd ourselves in – if it were not intelligible through the parameters it 
possesses, no comment would be possible, although of course Polkinghorne, like Swinburne, sees 
that as an evasion.  Some might challenge Polkinghorne’s essentially Christian interpretation of the 
role of physics, e.g. in his use of the ‘Logos’ theology.  Some might challenge his view that the human 
characteristic of seeking ultimate solutions is symptomatic of the presence of God within us – human 
curiosity might be said to be a suffi cient driving force.  Polkinghorne’s concept of the soul in terms of 
dual aspectism is consonant with the Christian concept of humans as a psycho-somatic unity, which 
Polkinghorne justifi es with reference to the wave-particle duality of light, which might seem fanciful.  

Polkinghorne’s attempt to integrate science and religion is valuable in that for many non-religious 
people it demonstrates that religion is not necessarily a closed system.

Example Candidate Response – Level 6
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Examiner Comment

This is a very good response. The opening paragraph, for example, demonstrates Level 6 criteria in its use 
of philosophical/theological language, its style, its knowledge of Polkinghorne’s view of the scientifically 
open and the scientifically given, and its evaluative stance. The following critique of naïve design arguments 
is followed by Polkinghorne’s comment that although scientific theories such as evolution and the Big Bang 
go some way towards explaining how the world has come about, they do not explain why the world is as it 
is: the fact that the universe is governed by the laws of science does not explain why those laws of science 
should exist or operate. Such questions can only be answered by considering physics in conjunction with 
natural theology: “Science cannot explain science”, and the fact that the world is as it is, is not a trivial fact: 
it requires explanation. However, the candidate gives a high-grade evaluation of anthropic arguments, and 
concludes that Russell might just as equally have been right in his comment that the universe ‘just is’. 
Polkinghorne deals with such questions but does not answer them sufficiently, so his argument that physics 
leads to theology is not convincing. This is at the top of Level 6.
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Example Candidate Response – Level 3
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Examiner Comment

This response is built around a few central ideas, such as the contrast between the impersonal view of the 
origins of the universe through the Big Bang and the theological concept of creation by a personal God. The 
response is generally limited, however, and lacks development, and contains some incoherent statements 
such as, “Polkinghorne attempts to lead physics to theology because although can’t tell us why the universe 
is ordered and rational it can explain its orderliness and rationality.” This is a Level 3 response.



Cambridge Pre-U Example Candidate Responses

www.cie.org.uk/cambridgepreu90

Cambridge Pre-U Example Candidate Responses

Question 8

Does the fact that something exists rather than nothing mean that there is a God? [25]

Mark Scheme

This question is, in terms of the syllabus, directed primarily at the Cosmological Argument, but 
candidates are at liberty to make use of any relevant material in their answers.  In terms of Christian 
theology, for example, the main tradition concerning the creation of the universe is that it was brought 
about by God ex nihilo – from nothing, which suggests that one answer to the question is that God 
directed it so.  As an interpretation of Genesis 1, however, the Hebrew syntax almost certainly 
supports the concept of God ‘creating’ by putting pre-existent chaos into some kind of order.

The Cosmological Argument suggests that empirical observation reveals (at least) three primary 
objects of experience – motion, causation and existence, and it posits the existence of God as the 
unmoved mover, uncaused cause, and uncreated Creator.  The general reason given for God acting 
in this way is that the cosmos exists as an outpouring of divine love, or that it exists by virtue of the 
fact that God’s essence is his existence, so the universe exists by virtue of God’s nature.  Russell 
assumes that it is easier to accept that the universe just ‘is’, so the question has no answer.  Modern 
physics postulates (e.g. through infl ation theory) that the universe might in fact be self-perpetuating 
and might always have been here, so there once having been nothing is not necessarily a valid 
concept.

Some candidates might point the question in an eschatological direction, for example by suggesting 
that there is something rather than nothing because that ‘something’ is consistent with the religious 
viewpoint that God has a plan for the universe.  Some might suggest that the positive energy in the 
universe is balanced by the negative energy, in which case the total energy might in fact be zero, so 
in that sense, nothing exists already.  Essays should be judged entirely by quality of response.
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Example Candidate Response – Level 6
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Examiner Comment

This is a wide ranging and interesting essay. It begins by identifying the question as being within the orbit 
of the cosmological argument for the existence of God; by involving Leibniz’ Principle of Sufficient Reason, 
and then moving on to Aristotle’s Prime Mover and the Kalam argument before engaging more fully with 
Aquinas’ ‘Ways’. The argument as a whole is then subjected to some fundamental criticisms: that an infinite 
regress is perfectly respectable philosophically, and that the cosmological argument is trying to take over the 
function of the ontological argument by making God’s existence analytic. The argument is then defended by 
the suggestion that by looking at cause and effect, ‘God’ posits the best explanation of the way the world is. 
This in turn is countered by the possibility that quantum mechanics demonstrates that some events do not 
have causes, and that causation is a mental overlay. The argument moves on through Polkinghorne, Russell 
and Swinburne. The discussion is constantly evaluative and critical, and ends up with a nice touch in pointing 
the reader towards the possibly superior attraction of Anthropic arguments. This essay merits the top of 
Level 6. It is accurate, detailed, wide ranging, and demonstrates a confident and precise use of technical 
vocabulary.
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Examiner Comment

The essay begins by identifying the question as pointing towards the cosmological argument, although this 
is dimmed somewhat by an incomprehensible statement about the ontological argument. This is explained 
subsequently, however, at the end of the ensuing rendition of Aquinas’ cosmological argument, when 
the candidate supports God’s factual necessity by pointing to God’s logical necessity in the ontological 
argument, although the critique of that argument which then follows is not particularly relevant. The use 
of the design argument to support the cosmological argument is valid, although the essay tails off with an 
inconsequential reference to the argument from religious experience. In so far as the response is largely 
relevant to the question asked, and there is a degree of evaluation, and there is some form of structure 
through the arguments, the essay merits a low Level 4.
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Examiner Comment

This essay reads as a cumulative attempt to prove the existence of God. The final statement, that “The 
arguments for the existence of God are … helpful and useful in showing that something must exist 
therefore the easiest thing to do is to point to God”, shows the direction of the essay, which basically ignores 
the wording (and the point) of the question, and restricts this to a Level 3.
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Question 9

‘The concept of life after death is incoherent.’  Critically assess this claim. [25]

Mark Scheme

The point of the question centres on the apparent incongruity between ‘life’ and ‘death’ where the 
concept of life is alleged to occur after an event which by defi nition signifi es the end of life.  Simple 
empirical observation shows that bodies rot, however long the process takes, so the idea that dead 
bodies can somehow regenerate belongs to fi ction rather than serious philosophy.

Candidates may assess the claim in the question in any way they see fi t.  Some might consider 
the Freudian view that life after death is a symptom of religious neurosis, specifi cally of an infantile 
inability to accept the permanence of death by assuming a dependence upon the ability (and the 
will) of an omnipotent God to regenerate life where life is lost.  Others might consider a Marxist or 
Nietzschean analysis, suggesting that all concepts of life after death are rooted in the psychology of 
power and oppression.
Promises of life after death are believed by the masses in order to compensate for the aridity and 
pain of their lives, and are propagated by religious authorities as a mechanism for controlling the 
population by issuing promises that by defi nition can never be checked because they can never be 
verifi ed.

Some might argue that verifi cation is not impossible: hence according to Hick it is eschatological, 
although Hick’s argument rests on what might be seen as an incoherent asymmetrical verifi cation, 
in so far as life after death can never be shown to be false if it is indeed false.  Hick’s scenarios of 
‘Mr X’ might be held to show the coherence of a concept of life after death, although this is generally 
rejected because a replica cannot coherently be regarded as the same person as the person who 
died.  Some might argue that there is no logical problem with the concept of life after death, depending 
on its mode and its causation (e.g. in relation to an omnipotent God).
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Examiner Comment

This candidate begins by taking the route of discussing post mortem existence in either an embodied or a 
disembodied state. The latter is supported with reference to the doctrine of anamnesis in Platonic dualism 
and to Descartes’ dualistic arguments stemming from the cogito. There is also a coherent reference to 
Swinburne’s argument from brain bifurcation, which suggests that personal identity is not bound up with 
the physical. The candidate then gives a clear set of counter-arguments: what Descartes can imagine does 
not amount to what is; mind and brain seem inseparable rather than separable; life is ineradicably tied to 
a physical body. The concept of an embodied post mortem existence is then explained through examining 
ideas about reincarnation and resurrection, the latter supported by, for example, Hick’s replica theory, with 
the valid comment that a replica can hardly said to be the same person. The candidate concludes with a brief 
reference to non-realist and materialist explanations, such as Sartre’s amusing comment that “hell is other 
people”. The essay is coherent throughout, well expressed, accurate, and with a good range of material. As 
such it merits a mid-Level 5, lacking the depth and critical engagement of a Level 6 essay.

Topic 4: New Testament: The Four Gospels

1 In the beginning was the Word, and the Word was with God, and the Word was God. 2 He was in the 
beginning with God. 3 All things came into being through him, and without him not one thing came into 
being. What has come into being 4 in him was life, and the life was the light of all people. 5 The light shines in 
the darkness, and the darkness did not overcome it. 

6 There was a man sent from God, whose name was John. 7 He came as a witness to testify to the light, so 
that all might believe through him. 8 He himself was not the light, but he came to testify to the light. 9 The 
true light, which enlightens everyone, was coming into the world.

10 He was in the world, and the world came into being through him; yet the world did not know him. 11 He 
came to what was his own, and his own people did not accept him. 12 But to all who received him, who 
believed in his name, he gave power to become children of God, 13 who were born, not of blood or of the will 
of the flesh or of the will of man, but of God. 

14 And the Word became flesh and lived among us, and we have seen his glory, the glory as of a father’s only 
son, full of grace and truth. 15 (John testified to him and cried out, “This was he of whom I said, ‘He who 
comes after me ranks ahead of me because he was before me.’ ”) 16 From his fullness we have all received, 
grace upon grace. 17 The law indeed was given through Moses; grace and truth came through Jesus Christ. 
18 No one has ever seen God. It is God the only Son, who is close to the Father’s heart, who has made him 
known.  [John 1:1–18]
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Question 10 (a)

Examine the signifi cance of this passage for an understanding of who Jesus was.  [10] 

Mark Scheme

Candidates might wish to consider the nature of the Prologue itself although this is not essential.

A key question among interpreters is the original source of the Prologue, and its relationship to the 
rest of the Gospel. Scholarly opinions vary as to the exact genre of the Prologue, with some writers 
arguing for a source in the hymnic traditions of the early church (Beasley-Murray) or the Gnostic 
faith (Bultmann, [1971]), while others downplay the apparent lyric form and argue that even the more 
overtly poetic sections of the Prologue (e.g. 1:1-5) are “rhythmic prose” (F. F. Bruce) or “elevated 
prose” (Morris).

Following earlier attempts to locate the hymn (and particularly the Logos theme) within the broader 
Hellenistic world, Bultmann sought to trace the hymn’s origin to Gnostic circles, via a sect of John the 
Baptist’s adherents. He argues that the hymn was originally directed to John, and only later adapted 
to Christian usage, when the fi nal editor of the Gospel set it here to introduce the work as a whole. 
Ridderbos, however, rightly points out the numerous problems inherent in this suggestion. Besides 
the fact that the Gnostic texts Bultmann works from post-date the Gospel by several centuries, 
and the lack of evidence suggesting that such Gnostic movements were even current at the time 
of the fourth Gospel’s composition, the contexts of redemption described in Gnosticism and the 
Prologue are mutually exclusive and too incompatible to allow for such adaptation from one to the 
other. Brown’s proposal that the hymn-like sections were written independently of the Gospel itself—
but within the same Christian circles as that of the Evangelist—best explains both their apparent 
independence from the rest of the Gospel and their intrinsic similarities to the theology both of the 
Gospel and of the Johannine Epistles. (Richard Van Egmond)

Although tangential to the question, the argument might be that if the Prologue is intended to be 
about John the Baptist then it does not add to an understanding of Jesus.

Candidates are expected to identify key features of Christology: Jesus pre-existent; unique language 
use of ‘the logos’; relationship to the Father; creator; giver of life; light; victor over darkness; 
relationship to John the Baptist; ‘full of grace and truth’ is replacement of the Law; the Christ.

Answers may cover some or all of the various arguments and discussions of the teaching of the 
Prologue but are likely to focus on an understanding of ‘logos’ and the nature of the incarnation. 
More developed answers may refl ect on John’s high Christology in comparison with the synoptic 
tradition in order to establish ‘signifi cance’. Anticipate that some students may challenge the past 
tense of the question and consider that John is offering an understanding of who Jesus is. Others 
may begin to ask ‘signifi cant for whom?’ or ‘signifi cant with respect to what?’ which would provide 
an opportunity for further analysis of the literary historical context of the text as well as refl ections on 
contemporary signifi cance.
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Examiner Comment

This essay is a comprehensive account of the Johannine Prologue in connection with who Jesus was. The 
candidate begins with the suggestion that throughout John’s Gospel, the imagery is of Jesus as the word 
– the incarnate logos, significant in that this is the most messianic of ideas (since the resurrection does 
not necessarily suggest identity with the Messiah). The idea that ‘the word was with God’ therefore fits in 
with the ‘I am’ sayings of John, which are perhaps the most explicit of claims to being the Messiah. The 
candidate goes on to give a comprehensive discussion of significant phrases in the text – Jesus’ existence 
‘in the beginning’, suggesting Jesus’ divinity and immortality; Jesus as life / light / saviour, ushering in the 
new age; the witness motif in connection with John the Baptist, and so on. The whole is rounded off with 
the comment that the comprehensive nature of John’s theology does not imply historical accuracy, and 
might be an example of historical read-back, which of course affects the question of who Jesus was. This 
essay is top-end Level 6.
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Examiner Comment

This candidate starts with the evaluative comment that the significance of John 1:1-18 when attempting to 
gain an understanding of who Jesus was depends on the extent to which we believe that the evangelist has 
altered history to suit his own aims. The essay then looks at some of the themes in the Prologue that are 
picked out consistently elsewhere by John, beginning with God’s plan in so far as it encompasses Jesus. 
The dualism of light and darkness picks out the need for faith in Jesus – those who are ‘blind’ do not find 
faith, and thus remain in darkness with no-one to guide them. The rest of the essay is rather desultory. There 
is a reasonable attempt to use theological vocabulary, with some supporting evidence, and the essay just 
reaches the bottom end of Level 4.

Question 10 (b)

‘The synoptic gospels are concerned with the “Christ of faith” not the “Jesus of history”.’ 
Discuss. [15]

Mark Scheme

This question may be successfully answered by close reference to the development of scholarly 
refl ections on the purpose of the synoptic gospels and/or by close reference to the text. Clarity 
about the terms used in the question are essential for this question to proceed but this may only be 
revealed contextually.

It was in response to Schleiermacher’s attempt to combine the ‘historical Jesus’ with the ‘Christ’ of 
dogma that David Strauss (1808-74) wrote Der Christus des Glaubens and der Jesus der Geschichte 
(1865). His most famous work Leben Jesu (1835), had applied the ‘myth theory’ to the life of Jesus 
of Nazareth.

In 1906 Albert Schweitzer published Geschichte der Leben-Jesu-Forschung (History of the Jesus-
life research). It was published in English in 1910 as The Quest of the Historical Jesus.

Schweitzer pointed out how Jesus’ image had changed with the times and with the personal 
proclivities of the various authors. He took the position that the life of Jesus must be interpreted in 
the light of Jesus’ own convictions, which he characterized as those of ‘late Jewish eschatology’.

An evaluation of the historical accuracy of any part of the synoptic texts may be offered to support 
‘Jesus of history’ claims with analysis of the triple tradition as perhaps having some of the strongest 
claims. Aramaic words of Jesus quoted in the text may also be used to support Jesus of history, 
as well as refl ections on the survival of Christianity itself. In addition passages with no particular 
theological direction or function in the text may be used to support eye witness claims (e.g. Mark 
14:51-52).
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To support ‘Christ of Faith’ candidates may refl ect on the genre of a ‘gospel’. Refl ection on the 
prologues of the synoptic tradition could be fruitful. They may draw on the record of miracles, the 
resurrection or the teachings of Jesus all of which support claims about Jesus’ identity as the Christ. 
Any texts which suggest that the gospels are for the creation and nurture of faith and for apologetic/
polemic may also be drawn upon. Expect wide ranging responses.

Evaluation is needed with any conclusion based on the evidence presented. Some may conclude 
that the Gospels are working at both levels.
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Examiner Comment

This essay begins impressively with the claim that to divorce the ‘Christ of faith’ from the ‘Jesus of history’ 
is to consider the problem too simplistically, since all of our information concerning Jesus is gained through 
the prism of the evangelists’ understanding; nevertheless this does not mean that the evangelists were 
not concerned with history or that we cannot know anything about Jesus. The essay goes on to illustrate 
that the primary concern of the evangelists is with the Christ of faith: for example John omits the ‘Agony in 
the Garden’, presumably because of his concern with Jesus’ divinity; similarly Wrede’s ‘messianic secret’ 
suggests that the evangelists actively promoted the Christ of faith even at the expense of historical fact, 
although even here there may have been an historical basis to the theme in the fact that explicit messianic 
claims would have been seen as rebellion. Other aspects of Jesus’ life are also probably portrayed factually, 
for example the crucifixion, which (being the Roman punishment for murderers) must on one level have 
been an embarrassment to the early church. The candidate thus concludes that the evangelists did have a 
factual basis to their dogmatic concerns. This is top-end Level 6.
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Question 12

‘Jesus was a law-breaker not a law-maker.’ Discuss. [25] 

Mark Scheme

Scholars such as Kummel have argued that Jesus did break the law and that this was the reason for 
his trial. Some see him as consciously and deliberately anti-Torah. Evidence which students might 
bring to support this could be questions of healing on the Sabbath, working on the Sabbath, and ritual 
washing and fasting. Others may draw upon his challenges to the Pharisees – those brought directly 
and those delivered in parables to show that he challenged the authority of the law. The accusation 
of blasphemy might also be drawn upon. ‘Love God, Love your neighbour as yourself’ may be used 
to support the idea that Jesus saw himself as replacement for the law, as might numerous texts from 
the Johannine tradition. As replacement Jesus can be seen as both law breaker and law maker. The 
ultimate movement of Christianity away from the Jewish law, post crucifi xion, might also be used in 
support.

Others, such as Bultmann, have argued that Jesus was an observant Jew. Banks: ‘Jesus neither 
moves out from the Law in making his own demands nor relates those requirements back to it.’ 
Candidates may draw upon Jesus’ observation of Jewish traditions such as Passover. Did Jesus 
break the spirit of the Law may be a further line of enquiry.

A discussion presenting evidence from the text is anticipated with built in awareness of literary 
criticism.

Example Candidate Response – Level 6
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Examiner Comment

The candidate begins with the interesting comment that “We should be aware that the question may 
be presenting us with a false dichotomy, as although at times Jesus breaks the law and at times makes 
laws, we should consider that Jesus may not have been in opposition to the law, but in fact supersedes 
it.  Further, the candidate points out that debate about the oral law was more or less an accepted part of 
Jewish life at that time, so the fact that there was no overriding agreed interpretation could have left Jesus 
room perhaps to challenge the generally agreed interpretation of the law without breaking it. The candidate 
then goes on to discuss a range of issues concerning the question, including the possibility that Jesus broke 
the food laws and ‘declared all foods clean’ (Mark 7:18-19), in which case we might argue that Jesus was 
both a law-breaker and a law-maker. The candidate also considers how difficult it is to unravel some of the 
relevant narratives – for example the interesting issue of Jesus eating ears of corn on the Sabbath may be 
unhistorical, and it may have been included for all sorts of reasons. This is very mature reasoning, and this 
level of excellence is sustained throughout, not least in its conclusion that the supposed false dichotomy of 
the question is indeed false. This would be at the top of Level 6.
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Examiner Comment

This response considers a fair range of issues, and the knowledge is generally accurate. The candidate 
begins by suggesting that whether Jesus was a law-breaker or a law-maker depends on the authority 
that Jesus believed he had. This is a good point, but unfortunately is not expanded here, and when it is 
mentioned later, receives less consideration than it deserves. The essay discusses the apparent dichotomy 
between Jesus’ adherence to the Law (as in Matthew, the Sermon on the Mount) and his willingness to 
work round or against it (e.g. in his lack of concern for food laws, eating with sinners, and in his comments 
and actions concerning Sabbath observance). There might be mileage in the claim that Jesus was more 
concerned to challenge the oral law rather than the written Law, although the candidate does not develop 
this theme clearly. Although the essay covers a fair ground, the argument is sporadic rather than sustained, 
and in some respects is odd, such as the material about the “destruction of the Temple”. The essay is at the 
top of Level 4.
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Paper 3  Topics and Key Texts in Philosophy and Theology 2 

Generic Mark Scheme for 10 mark questions

Level 6

9–10 
marks

 ● Broad knowledge and understanding of a wide range of philosophical/religious 
issues

 ● Insightful selection and application of ideas and concepts
 ● Complete or near complete accuracy at this level
 ● Good evidence of wide reading on the topic beyond the set texts
 ● Confi dent and precise use of philosophical and theological vocabulary

Level 5

7–8 
marks

 ● Knowledge is accurate and a good range of philosophical/religious issues are 
considered

 ● Systematic/good selection and application of ideas and concepts
 ● Response is accurate: answers the question specifi cally 
 ● Some evidence of reading on the topic beyond the set texts
 ● Accurate use of philosophical and theological vocabulary

Level 4

5–6 
marks

 ● Knowledge is generally accurate and a fair range of issues are considered
 ● Reasonable selection and application of ideas and concepts
 ● Response is largely relevant to the question asked
 ● Reasonable attempt to use supporting evidence
 ● Reasonable attempt to use philosophical and theological vocabulary accurately

Level 3

3–4 
marks

 ● Some accuracy of knowledge. More than one issue is touched upon.
 ● Attempts to select and apply ideas with partial success
 ● Response is partially relevant to the question asked but may be one-sided
 ● Some attempt to use supporting evidence
 ● Philosophical and theological vocabulary is occasionally used correctly

Level 2

1–2
marks

 ● Some key points made. Possibly repetitive or short.
 ● Explores some isolated ideas related to the general topic
 ● Response is limited or tenuously linked to the question
 ● Limited attempt to use evidence
 ● Philosophical and theological vocabulary is inaccurate or absent

Level 1

0 marks
 ● No relevant material to credit
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Generic Mark Scheme for 15 mark questions

Level 6

13–15 
marks

 ● Insightful selection and application of ideas and concepts
 ● Excellent critical engagement and detailed evaluation of the wider implications 

of the question
 ● Complete or near complete accuracy at this level
 ● Argument is coherent, structured, developed and convincingly sustained
 ● Employs a wide range of differing points of view and supporting evidence
 ● Shows good understanding of the links between different areas of study where 

appropriate
 ● Confi dent and precise use of philosophical and theological vocabulary

Level 5

10–12 
marks

 ● Systematic/good selection and application of ideas and concepts
 ● Good critical engagement and evaluation of the implications of the question
 ● Response is accurate: answers the question specifi cally 
 ● Argument has structure and development and is sustained
 ● Good use of differing points of view and supporting evidence
 ● Shows competent understanding of the links between different areas of study 

where appropriate
 ● Accurate use of philosophical and theological vocabulary

Level 4

7–9
 marks

 ● Reasonable selection and application of ideas and concepts
 ● Some critical engagement and evaluation of the question
 ● Response is largely relevant to the question asked
 ● Argument has some structure and shows some development, but may not be 

sustained
 ● Considers more than one point of view and uses evidence to support argument
 ● May show some understanding of the links between different areas of study 

where appropriate
 ● Reasonable attempt to use philosophical and theological vocabulary accurately

Level 3

4–6
 marks

 ● Attempts to select and apply ideas with partial success
 ● Attempts to evaluate though with partial success
 ● Response is partially relevant to the question asked but may be one-sided
 ● Some attempt at argument but without development and coherence
 ● Some attempt to use supporting evidence
 ● Philosophical and theological vocabulary is occasionally used correctly

Level 2

1–3 
marks

 ● Some key points made. Possibly repetitive or short.
 ● Explores some isolated ideas related to the general topic
 ● Argument is limited or confused
 ● Response is limited or tenuously linked to the question
 ● Limited attempt to use evidence
 ● Philosophical and theological vocabulary is inaccurate or absent

Level 1

0 marks
 ● No relevant material to credit
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Generic Mark Scheme for 25 mark questions

Level 6

21–25 
marks

 ● Broad knowledge and understanding of a wide range of philosophical/religious 
issues

 ● Insightful selection and application of ideas and concepts
 ● Excellent critical engagement and detailed evaluation of the wider implications 

of the question
 ● Complete or near complete accuracy at this level
 ● Argument is coherent, structured, developed and convincingly sustained
 ● Employs a wide range of differing points of view and supporting evidence
 ● Good evidence of wide reading on the topic beyond the set texts
 ● Shows good understanding of the links between different areas of study where 

appropriate
 ● Confi dent and precise use of philosophical and theological vocabulary

Level 5

16–20 
marks

 ● Knowledge is accurate and a good range of philosophical/religious issues are 
considered

 ● Systematic/good selection and application of ideas and concepts
 ● Good critical engagement and evaluation of the implications of the question
 ● Response is accurate: answers the question specifi cally 
 ● Argument has structure and development and is sustained
 ● Good use of differing points of view and supporting evidence
 ● Some evidence of reading on the topic beyond the set texts
 ● Shows competent understanding of the links between different areas of study 

where appropriate
 ● Accurate use of philosophical and theological vocabulary

Level 4

12–15 
marks

 ● Knowledge is generally accurate and a fair range of issues are considered
 ● Reasonable selection and application of ideas and concepts
 ● Some critical engagement and evaluation of the question
 ● Response is largely relevant to the question asked
 ● Argument has some structure and shows some development, but may not be 

sustained
 ● Considers more than one point of view and uses evidence to support argument
 ● May show some understanding of the links between different areas of study 

where appropriate
 ● Reasonable attempt to use philosophical and theological vocabulary accurately 

Level 3

8–11 
marks

 ● Some accuracy of knowledge. More than one issue is touched upon
 ● Attempts to select and apply ideas with partial success
 ● Attempts to evaluate though with partial success
 ● Response is partially relevant to the question asked but may be one-sided
 ● Some attempt at argument but without development and coherence
 ● Some attempt to use supporting evidence
 ● Philosophical and theological vocabulary is occasionally used correctly

Level 2

1–7 
marks

 ● Some key points made. Possibly repetitive or short
 ● Explores some isolated ideas related to the general topic
 ● Argument is limited or confused
 ● Response is limited or tenuously linked to the question
 ● Limited attempt to use evidence
 ● Philosophical and theological vocabulary is inaccurate or absent
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Level 1

0 marks
 ● No relevant material to credit

Topic 2: Ethics

Man is conceived by Bentham as a being susceptible of pleasures and pains, and governed in all his conduct 
partly by the different modifications of self-interest, and the passions commonly classed as selfish, partly by 
sympathies, or occasionally antipathies, towards other beings. And here Bentham’s conception of human 
nature stops. He does not exclude religion; the prospect of divine rewards and punishments he includes 
under the head of ‘self-regarding interest’, and the devotional feeling under that of sympathy with God. But 
the whole of the impelling or restraining principles, whether of this or of another world, which he recognizes, 
are either self-love, or love or hatred towards other sentient beings. That there might be no doubt of what he 
thought on the subject, he has not left us to the general evidence of his writings, but has drawn out a ‘Table 
of the Springs of Action’, an express enumeration and classification of human motives, with their various 
names, laudatory, vituperative, and neutral: and this table, to be found in Part I of his collected works, we 
recommend to the study of those who would understand his philosophy.

Man is never recognized by him as a being capable of pursuing spiritual perfection as an end; of desiring, 
for its own sake, the conformity of his own character to his standard of excellence, without hope of good 
or fear of evil from other source than his own inward consciousness. Even in the more limited form of 
Conscience, this great fact in human nature escapes him. Nothing is more curious than the absence of 
recognition in any of his writings of the existence of conscience, as a thing distinct from philanthropy, from 
affection for God or man, and from self-interest in this world or in the next. There is a studied abstinence 
from any of the phrases which, in the mouths of others, import the acknowledgment of such a fact.† If we 
find the words ‘Conscience’, ‘Principle’, ‘Moral Rectitude’, ‘Moral Duty’, in his Table of the Springs of Action, 
it is among the synonyms of the ‘love of reputation;’ with an intimation as to the two former phrases, that 
they are also sometimes synonymous with the religious motive, or the motive of sympathy. The feeling of 
moral approbation or disapprobation properly so called, either towards ourselves or our fellow-creatures, he 
seems unaware of the existence of; and neither the word self-respect, nor the idea to which that word is 
appropriated, occurs even once, so far as our recollection serves us, in his whole writings.

[Extract from John Stuart Mill: Essay on Bentham in Utilitarianism: 99–100]

Question 4 (a)

Examine the ideas about Bentham’s philosophy which Mill addresses in this passage. [10]

Mark Scheme

The passage shows one of the key areas of difference between the thinking of Mill and Bentham. 
Summarised by Ryan as: ‘And however much at odds it sometimes is with his determinist universe, 
Mill’s concern with self-development and moral progress is a strand in his philosophy to which almost 
everything else is subordinate.’ (Alan Ryan, The Philosophy of John Stuart Mill London: Macmillan, 
1970) In his Autobiography, Mill identifi es two ‘very marked effects’ on his ‘opinions and character’ 
brought about by the period of his mental crisis. The fi rst involved no longer making happiness ‘the 
direct end’ of conduct and life. The second effect was that Mill ‘gave its proper place, among the 
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prime necessities of human well-being, to the internal culture of the individual’, i.e. the cultivation 
of the feelings. He had, he says, ceased to attach ‘almost exclusive importance to the ordering of 
outward circumstances, and the training of the human being for speculation and for action’. Ideas on 
Bentham which candidates might identify and explain:

1. The limits of Bentham’s perception of human nature. Humans are solely driven by pleasures and 
pains.

2. The limits of Bentham’s perception of the religious motive – ‘self-regarding interest’, ‘self love or 
love or hatred towards other sentient beings’.

3. The limit of Bentham’s understanding of conscience – a subjective reality with no external point 
of reference.

4. Bentham’s inclination to identify higher ‘Springs of Action’ with self interest.

5. Bentham’s inclination to ignore completely the subjective experience of ‘self respect’ and human 
capacity to make moral judgements about others and self (‘feeling of moral approbation or 
disapprobation’).

6. Mill argued that Bentham had failed to properly incorporate the notion of character into his ethics 
which created a lack of attention to interior culture.
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Example Candidate Response – Level 6
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Examiner Comment

This is a wide-ranging response, covering the major themes in the passage, and offering useful critical 
comments. The use of vocabulary is confident and precise. The quality of the response is largely self-evident, 
but is particularly visible, for example, in the conclusion, where the candidate discusses Bentham’s habit of 
lumping together such concepts as conscience, principle, and moral duty under the utilitarian banner of self-
interest. Mill’s comment that Bentham seems incapable of pursuing spiritual perfection as an end in itself is 
part of his wider approach to maximising utility towards the higher pleasures. If so, observes the candidate, 
“Mill, like Bentham’s philosophy which he criticised, falls back into the trap of trying to link conscience with 
utilitarianism and the pursuit of happiness when Mill’s own criticism of Bentham would seem to want to 
assert a conscience that is more independent of such heteronomous actions.” This is top-end Level 6.
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Example Candidate Response – Level 5
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Examiner Comment

This candidate gives a fluent overview of the passage, distinguishing between Bentham’s view that humans 
are governed by self-interest and Mill’s view that humans are capable of higher pleasures. For example, 
Bentham classifies the religious prospect of divine reward and punishment as one aspect of self-interest, 
as all one’s actions are performed for the prospect of the final reward of happiness in mind. The candidate 
refers, for example, to Mill’s perception that Bentham makes no reference to the existence of conscience, 
because Bentham was a social reformer who was more interested in laws than in individual morality, which 
might also explain why Bentham took a quantitative rather than a qualitative view of pleasure. Bentham is 
‘more interested in society and reputation than in inward morality and motivation’. Given that the candidate 
selects only some of the themes in the passage, this is top end of Level 5 rather than Level 6.
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Example Candidate Response – Level 3

Examiner Comment

Although there is some accuracy of knowledge in this answer, its main concern is the candidate’s statement 
that “Mill believes that God is influential … and when you [reach] the end (God) you reach spiritual 
perfection”. Apart from the oddity of such statements, they are not the concern of the extract, where the 
reference to God is merely within the context of Mill’s comments about Bentham’s view of conscience. This 
essay accordingly merits a Level 3.
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Question 4 (b)

‘Mill’s Utilitarianism is preferable to that of Bentham.’ Critically assess this claim. [15]

Mark Scheme

Candidates should have offered in part (a) many of the key ideas and are expected to draw on 
the observations made in that section to develop an evaluative response. Demonstration of key 
differences between the Utilitarianism of Mill and Bentham expected:

Bentham
‘The greatest good [pleasure] for the greatest number’ 
Focused on the individual alone 
Quantitative – hedonic calculus
Act Utilitarianism
In search of maximisation of happiness
Consequentialist

Mill
‘The greatest happiness for the greatest number’ 
We should protect the common good, universalistic 
Qualitative – higher/lower pleasures
Rule Utilitarianism
Consequentialist

Some candidates might argue that Mill’s insistence on higher pleasures and a higher dimension 
of human life is to be preferred to Bentham’s purely quantitative ideas about pleasure and pain. 
Some might argue that Bentham appears to have ignored or treated too lightly some areas of 
human experience which do not sit easily with his philosophy. Others may draw out the strengths of 
Bentham, who is philosophically coherent and does not require us to value the subjective pleasures 
of others against an ideal, which is itself diffi cult to justify. It might be argued that philosophically 
Mill compromises the whole principle of utility and Bentham’s secular approach to ethics by his 
introduction of ‘higher’ pleasures. Other candidates might argue that since both make the presumption 
that pleasure can in some sense be the measure of a good life that neither one is preferable to the 
other. Others may debate how the term ‘preferable’ is employed and to whom it is applied. The 
conclusion reached is not important. Candidates are free to respond however they choose to the 
question and will be graded on their ability to draw evidence and make evaluative refl ections.
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Example Candidate Response – Level 6
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Examiner Comment

This is a very mature and well written answer to the question. It sets a comprehensive agenda based on 
three criticisms of Bentham by Mill: first, that Bentham’s theory focuses on pleasures fit for swine; second, 
that it is unreasonable to expect an agent to undergo the rigours of the felicific calculus every time a moral 
decision is contemplated; and third, that Bentham ignores the higher spiritual or intellectual ends of human 
life. The candidate then claims that Mill’s Utilitarianism set out to rectify these problems, with the result that 
the theory became more practical, but Mill still failed to resolve other outstanding problems. Thus, having 
higher pleasures might seem more noble, and stops us having to accord high moral worth to long-lived and 
happy oysters, but Mill failed to give sufficient indication as to which pleasures are high and which are low. 
Further, taking into account the utilitarian value of past rules might be a short cut to the machinations of the 
felicific calculus, nevertheless a key tenet of Bentham’s theory is that blanket rules do not exempt people 
from taking case-by-case decisions, and from taking into account the different circumstances involved. Mill’s 
ideas also failed to solve the concerns of other theories, such as G.E. Moore’s accusation that Utilitarianism 
commits the naturalist fallacy in identifying happiness with ‘the good’: hence the candidate concludes, with 
some justification, that neither theory of Utilitarianism can be said to be preferable to the other. This is top-
end Level 6.
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Example Candidate Response – Level 4
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Examiner Comment

The main problem with this answer is that much of its material does not directly address the question set. 
For example, the first two pages deal primarily with Mill’s approval of Bentham’s concerns, rather than with 
the question set – i.e. whether or not Mill’s utilitarianism is preferable to that of Bentham. What follows 
often lacks development, such as the claim that Bentham ignored scholars who could credit and support 
his view, such as Plato; but how Plato might have done so is not explained. The claim that Mill’s distinction 
between higher and lower pleasures stops Utilitarianism from being a ‘swine ethic’ is better supported, as 
is the discussion of the difficulties of distinguishing higher from lower pleasures. The candidate also makes 
a reasonable point in claiming that Utilitarianism in general does not acknowledge that humans are selfish, 
and may not desire the happiness of others. The conclusion shows some critical engagement, although it  
introduces material that would have been best discussed earlier, such as the problems with using Bentham’s 
calculus. This is a reasonable Level 4 answer.
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Example Candidate Response – Level 3
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Examiner Comment

Although the response is on the whole relevant to the question, the quality of the language obscures 
meaning, for example the examiner needs to interpret ‘condoning’ as meaning ‘condemning’, and to supply 
the context of abbreviated statements such as, “Mill is qualitative rather than quantitative”. The basis for 
comparison between Mill and Bentham is narrow, and includes questionable comments such as that 
concerning the prison guards torturing a prisoner. Like much else here, the comment is not justified, like 
the claim, towards the end, that Mill “yet suffers to criticism still, such as not being able to predict future 
events”. The general treatment of higher and lower pleasures and of justice takes the essay to the top end of 
Level 3.

Question 5

Consider the view that Fletcher’s Situation Ethics is not a Christian ethical system. [25]

Mark Scheme

An outline of the key aspects of Situation Ethics may be anticipated. This may include introductory 
remarks about the historical political and social context in which Situation Ethics arose. Expect a 
summary of Fletcher’s four presuppositions and six working principles.

Expect a range of responses which may include some of the following points:

Not Christian – existentialist infl uence, non-deontological fl avour, focus on pragmatism, relativism, 
end justifi es the means. Challenge to church and traditional Christian values. The Roman Catholic 
Church initially condemned Situation Ethics cf. ‘Instruction on “Situation Ethics”: Contra Doctrinam’ 
(1956).

Christian – J Fletcher a Bishop, infl uence of Tillich, Bonhoeffer, focus on Agape, example of Jesus. 
Catechism of the Catholic Church states: §1757 The object, the intention, and the circumstances 
make up the three ‘sources’ of the morality of human acts.

Candidates may argue that Situation Ethics is not an ethical system so much as an ethical method.

The Anglican Bishop John Robinson was an early supporter of Situation Ethics saying that it was: 
‘The only ethics for the man come of age’. He later changed his view on the basis that individuals 
were not necessarily capable of taking responsibility for the morality of their actions: ‘It will all descend 
into moral chaos’.
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Example Candidate Response – Level 6
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Examiner Comment

This essay begins with the judgement of the Roman Catholic Church that Situation Ethics is too subjective 
and relativist to be a Christian system, and gives an instant counter-argument, that the other Christian 
ethical systems are also flawed. The background to the theory is then given in clear detail, and in turn this 
is followed by a discussion of Natural Law and Divine Command Theory as alternative Christian ethical 
systems. The candidate argues that Natural Law has no real biblical basis, since it derives essentially from 
Aristotle, with God bolted onto it, so its credentials as a Christian ethical system are in effect no greater than 
those of Situation Ethics. Divine Command Theory receives a similar judgement, since the theory is culture-
bound, and relies on treating the Bible as the final word of God. While this may not discredit it as a Christian 
system, Divine Command Theory advocates fixed rules, whereas the Sermon on the Mount, for example, 
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is more a way of life. In so far as Situation Ethics tries to establish a way of life for Christians (and atheists 
alike), and is in tune with fundamental, compassionate Christian values, there seems no reason to deny that 
it is a Christian system. This is a Level 6 response.

Example Candidate Response – Level 4
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Examiner Comment

The essay begins well, giving some solid reasons why Situation Ethics should be considered as a Christian 
ethical system, particularly the claim that to do the most loving thing in any situation is arguably a clear 
summary of the practical approach shown by Jesus’ agape. The candidate suggests that the rejection of 
Situation Ethics by the Roman Catholic Church is based on its preference for the rule-based system devised 
by Aquinas which now carries the weight of centuries of tradition. The candidate gives a rather perfunctory 
account of Divine Command Theory, mainly to show that it is subject to the problem of abhorrent 
commands, and to Euthyphro’s dilemma. By contrast, those who follow Situation Ethics have no problem 
with this dilemma, since it is still possible to do the most loving thing regardless of the existence of God. 
The candidate then makes the useful point that Situation Ethics does not need to be a Christian ethic, but 
perhaps chooses to be, which (in effect) shatters the idea of its being a Christian system. The essay suffers 
from a rather narrow treatment of its points, but there is some critical engagement with the question, and 
this merits a Level 4.
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Example Candidate Response – Level 3
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Examiner Comment

This essay shows a reasonable understanding of the demands of the question, although the response is 
rather limited in depth. It gives a fair overview of Situation Ethics, and of Natural Law as another mainline 
Christian ethical theory, and it reaches an appropriate conclusion based on this comparison, namely that a 
consequentialist theory can give no structure or guidelines about future events. The quality of expression is 
often weak, however, and it really defends only one viewpoint, which restricts it to a top Level 3.
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Topic 3: Old Testament: Prophecy

 10 Then Amaziah, the priest of Bethel, sent to King Jeroboam of Israel, saying, “Amos has conspired 
against you in the very centre of the house of Israel; the land is not able to bear all his words. 11 For thus 
Amos has said, 
 ‘Jeroboam shall die by the sword, 
   and Israel must go into exile 
   away from his land.’ ” 
12 And Amaziah said to Amos, “O seer, go, flee away to the land of Judah, earn your bread there, and 
prophesy there; 13 but never again prophesy at Bethel, for it is the king’s sanctuary, and it is a temple of the 
kingdom.” 
 14 Then Amos answered Amaziah, “I am no prophet, nor a prophet’s son; but I am a herdsman, and a 
dresser of sycamore trees, 15 and the Lord took me from following the flock, and the Lord said to me, ‘Go, 
prophesy to my people Israel.’ 
 16 “Now therefore hear the word of the Lord. 
 You say, ‘Do not prophesy against Israel, 
   and do not preach against the house of Isaac.’ 
 17 Therefore thus says the Lord: 
 ‘Your wife shall become a prostitute in the city, 
   and your sons and your daughters shall fall by the sword, 
   and your land shall be parcelled out by line; 
 you yourself shall die in an unclean land, 
   and Israel shall surely go into exile away from its land.’ ” [Amos 7:10–17]

Question 7 (a)

Consider what this passage contributes to our understanding of Amos’ message.  [10]

Mark Scheme

Candidates may seek to place the text in its social historical and literary context. Reference to 
the reign of Jeroboam, which was long and prosperous (and thus associated in the popular mind 
with divine approval), to the long standing debate about the nature of prophecy and the prophet in 
this period and to textual analysis would all be relevant preparatory material for a response to the 
question. To the functionaries of the northern shrine, allegations of corruption would have been 
ludicrous, since current theology equated prosperity with divine approval.

Refl ections on Amos’ message might include refl ections on Amos’ claim to authority, his fearlessness 
in delivery of his prophecy, the judgemental message towards Amaziah, Bethel, professional prophets, 
the King, and other nations (branded as ‘unclean’). The message of destruction for the Northern 
Kingdom which in this passage appears to be declared because of their rejection of Amos and his 
message – this is seen by Amos as a rejection of God since he believes himself to be the subject of 
divine election. Good candidates will identify what this passage contributes to our understanding and 
may also identify features which are absent from this passage.

Candidates could consider whether or not Amos functioned as a cultic/professional prophet. One 
view is that being taken from the fl ock signifi es his rejection of being a nabi’ (7:14). Others take 7:14 
to be in the past tense, with 7:15 being an admission by Amos that he has now assumed the status 
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of a nabi’. Amaziah addresses Amos not as nabi’ but as hozeh – ‘seer’, which is confusing. Amos’ 
banishment to Judah seems to imply that Amos was a southerner and that Amaziah was telling him 
to go back there; but some suggest that he was perhaps in the employ of the northern royal shrine of 
Bethel, and was being banned for the crime of speaking against both the king and his royal shrine. In 
other words, the basis for understanding Amos’ message is not clear. The unit in 7:10-17 is stylistic, 
and is similar to other narratives in which the focus is the challenge to prophetic authority. It serves 
to show the basis for Amos’ authority, although whether or not it refl ects historical fact is not known.
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Example Candidate Response – Level 5
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Examiner Comment

The candidate gives a reasonable description of the background to this extract, and goes on to make some 
useful points about Amos’ message: the fact that Amos was from the South illustrates the antipathy 
towards that message felt by those who received it in the Northern Kingdom. Moreover, Amos’ lowly 
status as a shepherd / tender of sycamore trees, contrasts with the exalted status of those to whom 
his condemnation was addressed, notably the king, Jeroboam, and the royal shrine headed by Amaziah. 
Amaziah in particular, considering himself to be appointed by God, would have been affronted by Amos’ 
message of rejection and destruction. Amos nevertheless claims the ultimate authority for his message – he 
was commissioned by Yahweh. Where Amaziah forbids Amos to prophesy, he in fact contradicts Yahweh’s 
commission to Amos, illustrating that Amos’ message of doom is unavoidable – hence the prediction of 
Amaziah’s fate, and the impending annexation of the North by Assyria. The knowledge is accurate, covers a 
fairly wide range of ideas, and is well expressed. The essay lacks deeper insights into the text, but merits a 
top Level 5.
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Question 7 (b)

‘Amos spoke only words of doom.’ Critically assess this claim. [15]

Mark Scheme

Candidates are expected to draw on information presented in part (a) but no credit for repetition. 
Candidates may consider the causes for words of doom – worship of other gods, hypocritical religiosity, 
corrupt religious leaders and hypocritical religious ceremonies, social injustice and oppression of the 
poor and the perversion of justice. He condemns social injustice in Judah and the surrounding pagan 
countries. He warns that there will be a day of judgement which will be a day of darkness for Israel 
because it has deserted God.

The issue of the last three or fi ve verses of Amos has long been one of scholarly debate and 
candidates might be expected to draw on this whole debate. Is the text consistent in showing God to 
be not only just but also loving and forgiving? The small ray of hope in 7:1-6, 5:4-6 may be referred 
to by way of support for this view. Or is there reason to believe that these verses were added later? 
The book seems to have undergone a series of editings which candidates may show awareness of:
* the Book of Amos seems to have undergone an editing process as part of the Book of the 

Twelve, in which hopeful expansions to the text were a standard feature, which in turn suggests 
that they are intrusive to Amos’ message

* Jeremiah’s comment that ‘true’ prophets before him did not speak salvation oracles also suggests 
that 9:11-15 in Amos are post-exilic additions to the text

* the severity of the language in general suggests unmitigated doom (appropriate quotations 
selected by candidates).



Cambridge Pre-U Example Candidate Responses

www.cie.org.uk/cambridgepreu 185

Cambridge Pre-U Example Candidate Responses

Example Candidate Response – Level 4
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Examiner Comment

The candidate begins with the comment that doom oracles were common in OT prophecy, but Amos, in 
common with others, includes salvation oracles in his message. The candidate summarizes the catalogue 
of wrongdoing levelled by Amos against Israel – moral and social corruption, manifested by social injustice 
and religious decay, for all of which the punishment cannot be lifted. The element of salvation oracle is 
contained in the occasional message that Israel should return to Yahweh, followed by a concluding promise 
of restoration after punishment. The candidate displays a limited level of critical awareness here, with 
no acknowledgement of the general opinion that the concluding salvation oracle is an editorial addition. 
Nevertheless, the conclusion, that without that element the recipients of Amos’ message would be better 
off by renouncing their faith, is a fair point.  The selection of ideas and concepts is reasonable, if limited, and 
there is a degree of critical engagement. This is a Level 4 response.
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Question 8

Critically examine the theme of messianic hope in Second Isaiah, Micah and Malachi. [25]

Mark Scheme

The message of the coming Messiah is not totally consistent in the three books cited and candidates 
may attempt to offer some historical, social and literary context for each work. Candidates are 
expected to be able to identify and comment upon the key texts concerning the messianic hope.

Second Isaiah is an exilic prophet. In Deutero-Isaiah the key passages are the suffering servant 
passages including 52:13-53:12. The historical context is the exile and these passages are ones of 
hope for forgiveness of Israel and return from exile. Debate concerns the identity and paradoxical 
nature of the suffering servant – whether this is an individual or Israel herself, the servant is chosen 
by God – which connects the messianic tradition historically to the monarchy and to the prophetic 
tradition. The nature of the Messiah is to suffer. This picture of vicarious suffering is a unique feature 
of the Messiah in these passages and echoes the roll of the scapegoat on the Day of Atonement. The 
Messiah is not a priest but has a priestly function. It is due to this willingness to take on the burden of 
innocent suffering that there is hope. It is a messianic hope of salvation and has a universal element 
(52:14-15).

Micah was a pre-exilic 8th century BCE prophet but the text is complex with a series of editors. In 
Micah the key passage is 5:2-4 in which both the exile and the return from exile are anticipated. The 
Messiah will belong to the family of David, and will thus be associated with the monarchy as well as 
the priesthood. He will come out of Bethlehem, and will restore the fortunes of Israel and Judah but 
the message is one of universal relevance. His greatness will extend to the ends of the earth and he 
will bring peace and security to all people.

In Malachi the messianic hope is found in 3:1-4. This is a post exilic work probably 460 BCE. The 
temple has been rebuilt and still there is injustice. The ‘messiah’ is referred to as a ‘messenger’ from 
God, but it may be that a theophany of Mt Sinai variety is anticipated. The message will be delivered 
from the Temple and will involve renewal of covenant and priesthood.

Refl ections on the divergence in the Hebrew Scriptures regarding this hope may be found. Themes 
such as the universality of the messianic hope, associations with the house of David, Jerusalem and 
priesthood may be expected as well as refl ections on the function of the Messiah.
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Examiner Comment

The candidate identifies the prophetic messianic material in general as an element of salvation amidst the 
prevalent mode of doom oracles. The messianic material is associated with themes like the Day of the Lord, 
which draws together themes of universal judgement and the restoration of Israel. The candidate applies this 
to Jesus, although no evidence is offered for this interpretation. The candidate gives a generalised account 
of the messianic material in Second Isaiah, concluding with the statement that the messiah here saves 
humanity from spiritual death. Here the candidate does argue that the Servant figure refers to a ‘trusted 
envoy’, or ‘confidential representative’, which facilitates the identification with Jesus. Some links are made 
with Micah and Malachi, for example in the ‘glory’/’awe’/’victory’ of the Messiah. The bulk of the rest of the 
essay is a largely confessional identification of the Messiah with Jesus and with later Christian theology. For 
the most part, the response is accurate and relevant, and merits a good Level 4.
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