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Religious, Moral and Philosophical Studies
Advanced Higher 2006
Philosophy of Religion
Section A
It should be emphasised that the following outlines indicate possible good answers rather than ideal
answers which should be imitated to the exclusion of other possible good approaches. (What is
required is a clear grasp of the question and its implications, and some careful relevant reasoning
about it.)
1

“Modern scientific cosmology theories strengthen first cause arguments”
Discuss
Principle First Cause arguments should be distinctly identified and expounded, such as the
prime mover argument, and the first cause arguments:
•
•
•

•

•

In which the universe is supposed to have existed for an infinite time, having no first
event(s) in our time series but having a sustaining/maintaining higher order cause (not in
our time series) which “keeps the world going”
In which, as in the Kalam argument, it is held that the universe must have (had) first
events, causes of subsequent world history, a beginning in time, or of time.
Modern scientific cosmology theories also require to be introduced, most notably
distinguishing the current Big Bang theory from the Steady Sate theory favoured around
the middle of the 20th Century. (perhaps a reference to Ptolemaic/Aristotelian views, or
Newtonian views, would provide useful context for some First Cause debates)
Prime Mover arguments have seemed to be undermined by Newtonian doctrine that
objects may continue in motion if they are in motion, indefinitely; and steady state
cosmology was compatible with that possibility. Big Bang theories remove that
objection to reasons for a First Mover
Kalam arguments seek to show, as rationally necessary
(i)
that there was a first event in the universe’s history, and
(ii) that there was a cause of that event. Again Big Bang cosmology gives scientific
support at least to (i), and perhaps to (ii).

A very good student might distinguish between scientific cosmological reasoning and
philosophical reasoning: Thus in order to explain why there is anything at all rather than
nothing, it has been argued that we need to appeal to a necessary being, if there is no necessary
being, there might have been nothing, and in that case there’d be no explanation of why there is
something. But that is a philosophical rather than a scientific argument.
Knowledge and Understanding 10 marks. Analysis and Evaluation 15 marks.
5 additional marks for coherence of argument.
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2

How far do you agree that the Design argument for the existence of God is a flawed
argument?
•

•
•

•
•

The existence of several Design arguments may be brought out, such as: (1) arguments
from functionally efficient systems (mainly biological) in nature; (2) those from the
orderliness in nature expressed in the Laws of Physics; (3) the arguments from Fine
Tuning.
If there is a flaw alleged to be common to them all, it is likely to be the problem
supposedly arising from the impossibility of our knowing other universes to have been
created by an intellectual designer and having the features we attribute to a creator.
Certainly the undermining of (1), and possibly (3) by evolutionary theory should be
considered, and the fact that all arguments resting on any analogy, as design arguments do
will be only more or less strong, depending on the strength of the analogy, rather than a
‘knock-down’, deductive proof.
The possible relevance to design arguments of problems of evil should be considered.
Hume’s argument that if we account for the order in the world by appealing to the order
in the designer’s mind and plan, we will then need to explain how that order came about,
in turn – this Hume argument may be considered.

Knowledge and Understanding 10 marks. Analysis and Evaluation 15 marks.
5 additional marks for coherence of argument.
3.

Evaluate the claim that the best basis for morality is that God exists.
A good answer will consider what is meant by “basis”, and perhaps, “best” in the question.
•

•
•

•

•

Thus the question may be asking (1) whether an individual’s moral convictions or
behaviour will be most effectively supported psychologically, or induced psychologically,
by belief in God’s existence; or whether a society sharing a belief in God’s existence will,
for that reason, likely act more morally. Or the issue may be (2) whether moral
convictions should be seen as following logically from, and/or being most surely justified
by belief in God.
In this philosophy section (2) is the primary concern.
One view, that the very meaning of moral language (“right”, “ought”, “wrong”, etc) is to
be understood in terms of God, God’s will or command, is open to these problems:
(i)
Unbelievers and believers in God seem to mean the same by their moral language
when they debate moral questions with apparent mutual comprehension. Of course,
one or other group may be confused as to what they mean.
(ii)
If God commanded wanton cruelty it would seem to follow that wanton cruelty
would be right.
(iii)
Obligations do not follow from matter of fact (such as, here, God’s commanding
something) alone; “ought” does not follow from “is”.
Taking a different line, a believer may content that the fact that we have the particular
sorts of obligations we do in the world as we find it depends on God’s having created that
sort of world – eg where food or sexuality raise moral issues, ie morality is, in this way,
based on God’s will.
A very good answer may propose that while the meaning of “right” does not connote
God, or God’s will, the nature of rightness (whether people realise this or not) may
consist in confronting to the will of a loving God, and that such a view accounts better
than, say, utilitarianism (with, of course, its failures to justify promise keeping, or
punishing only the guilty) for the overriding claim of morality upon us.

Knowledge and Understanding 10 marks. Analysis and Evaluation 15 marks.
5 additional marks for coherence of argument.
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Section B – Religious Experience
1.

“Religious experience is so personal that research into it lacks credibility”
How/or do you agree?
The essence of this question is a consideration of the difficulties of investigating ineffable
experiences such as ‘religious’ ones and then attempting to derive a generalised theory to
explain them.
Knowledge and Understanding (max 10) should be awarded for, eg:
•
•
•
•

Details of religious experiences (primary and/or secondary sources)
Examples of research projects
Case studies
Seminal works in the field

Analysis and Evaluation (max 15) might include:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Analysis and evaluation of view in support of the statement
Analysis and evaluation of view in contradiction to the statement
Consideration of methodological limitations of basing conclusions on self-report or case
study
Strength of accepting the personal nature of experience and taking it seriously
Limitations of scientific method
Concept of ‘credibility’

Conclusions that may be drawn throughout, should be derived from a discernible argument
5 additional marks for coherence of argument.
2.

Evaluate the claim that mysticism, rather than conversion, is the core of religious
experience.
This question requires a comparison between two of the major classifications of religious
experience, found in most taxonomies, arguing that one is more essential than the other.
Knowledge and Understanding (max 10) should be awarded for, eg:
•
•
•
•

Examples of mystical religious experiences
Examples of conversion
Case studies
Seminal works in the field

Analysis and Evaluation (max 15) might include:
•
•
•
•

Analysis of both classifications according to stated criteria, eg frequency, age, stage,
trigger mechanisms, commitment, lifestyle change, etc
Comparison with overtly non-religious/secular mysticism/conversions
Concept of ‘core’ as reflecting different things, eg for mysticism core could mean
common due to shared human evolutionary biology; core for conversion could mean the
principle means by which faith in God is achieved
Implications of this difference for individuals and faith systems

Conclusions that may be drawn throughout, should be derived from a discernible argument
5 additional marks for coherence of argument.
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3.

“The secularist challenge to religious experience is inconsistent and therefore weak”
Discuss.
This question invites candidates to consider a strident statement that is difficult to treat neutrally.
The concept of inconsistent challenge needs to be taken into account.
Knowledge and Understanding (max 10) should be awarded for:
•
•
•
•

Examples of secular challenges to religious experience, for example from psychology,
sociology, anthropology, biology and philosophy
The non-secular/religious response, eg viewpoints from the above disciplines that
contradict the secular assumptions otherwise made
Case studies
Seminal works in field

Analysis and Evaluation (max 15) might include:
•
•
•
•

Analysis of both approaches to isolate strengths and weaknesses, consistencies and
inconsistencies, etc
Assessment of the strength of the secularist challenge, with isolated criteria against
which this assessment may be made
Consideration of whether there is a consistent and persuasive cumulative case for the
secularist challenge, and hence whether any alleged inconsistency is not fatal to the
overall case
Consideration of the extent to which a non-secular interpretation may (or may not) be
even more weak than the secularist one, ie that ‘weak’ need not mean not credible

Conclusions, that may be drawn throughout, should be derived from a discernible argument.
5 additional marks for coherence of argument.

Page 5

Section C – Bioethics
1.

“The science of genetic engineering is something humans can but should not do.”
To what extent might religious people and secularists agree?
Candidates are likely to talk around a number of issues relating to the acceptability of genetic
engineering which is effectively what the question is asking. Answers will therefore be quite
broad and varied in their approach. Answers may include the information noted below:
Maximum of 10 marks for description of the different types of genetic engineering.
•
•

Cloning – molecular, cellular, therapeutic, commercial
Gene therapy – somatic, germ line, ex vivo

Religious views
•

•

Conservative views may include: soul enters body at conception, problems for doing this
kind of work as a result; respect for life is the key, destructive gene therapy is wrong,
methods used involve risk to living persons and embryos, no experimentation on
embryos; cloning is wrong; concerns about commercial demands; alternatives should be
sought
Liberal views may include: regulation has to be clear, risk assessment must be thorough,
scope for therapeutic approach, scope for some elements of cloning; concerns about
commercial demands

Secular views
•

We must advance our understanding; priority is relief and prevention of suffering;
irresponsible to ignore a technology that is available; rules should be strict; contains risks;
concerns about commercial demands, concerns about public misconceptions

Agreement/disagreement
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Difficult to gauge because of the range of views
Cannot generalise
Liberals and secularists will agree on more than conservatives and secularists eg
therapeutic benefits, need for regulation
All agree on the need to respect life
Difficult to agree on the beginning of life which is crucial issue
Varying degrees of concern about the influence of commercial interests.
All are agreed on the need to push back the boundaries of human knowledge for the
benefit of all.

Knowledge and understanding 10 marks. Analysis and Evaluation 15 marks.
5 additional marks for coherence of argument.

Page 6

2.

In times of serious shortage of organs, do individuals have a religious and moral duty to
make organs available for transplant?
Maximum of 10 marks available for describing current problems/issues in organ
donation.
•
•
•
•

Causes of chronic shortage
Issues relating to opt in and opt out arrangements
Concerns about definitions of ‘death’
Materialistic view of life stops people thinking of the bigger picture

Have a religious/moral duty
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Love your neighbour – parallels with Good Samaritan
Organs/body not ours to keep
Might need organs ourselves
God has provided technology, we should use it
If you’re willing to receive a transplant then you should be willing to give for transplants
Cuts waiting lists, reduces suffering
God gave us life so we can give others life when we are gone

No religious/moral duty
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Body belongs to us
Why give to strangers
Sell rather than make available
Organ donation/transplants are a lottery
Organ transplants are failed technology
No guarantee that you will get one if you need one
God has allocated organs to us alone, not for other people
Interfering too much with nature
Too expensive, money could be spent on better things in medicine
Distribution is unequal, why should I donate if I may not benefit.
Why give to those who have abused their bodies?
Concern about death criteria

Knowledge and Understanding 10 marks. Analysis and Evaluation 15 marks.
5 additional marks for coherence of argument.
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3.

“Medicine by its very definition aims to prevent illness, to heal and to alleviate pain.
Practising euthanasia accomplishes none of these aims and objectives.”
Discuss the religious and ethical implications of this statement.
Candidates are expected to consider the religious and ethical issues arising from the various
forms of euthanasia.
Maximum of 10 marks for describing the different types of euthanasia
•
•
•

Voluntary: active, passive
Involuntary: active, passive
Assisted suicide

Implications of the statement
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Medicine is more than the statement suggests
Best interests of the patient
Global picture needs to be included – why keep hopeless cases alive with expensive
treatment?
Some diseases are incurable and unpreventable – alleviating pain is only option
Statement over-simplifies the issue
Use of double effect to maintain ethic
God gives life, only god can take it away
Suffering has a divine purpose
Euthanasia devalues life
Euthanasia devalues suffering
Perhaps we have a responsibility to die when all is lost
Definition of ‘healing’ could be broadened to healing pain of suffering through euthanasia
Explanation of the ethical implications of the various types of euthanasia.

Knowledge and Understanding 10 marks. Analysis and Evaluation 15 marks.
5 additional marks for coherence of argument.
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Advanced Higher RMPS Question Paper

NAME

Marking Scheme

QUESTION

Knowledge and Understanding

TOTAL

Demonstrate knowledge and understanding of complex
concepts and issues

5

Make selective reference to context of sources and their
contents

5

Analysis
Present a detailed and balanced analysis of complex concepts
and issues

5

Evaluation
Make considered judgements on:
• interpretation of texts/sources
•

5

the relative merits of viewpoints
5

5

Coherence of argument
TOTAL

30

[END OF MARKING INSTRUCTIONS]
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