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SECTION 1 — PHILOSOPHY OF RELIGION — 30 marks
Attempt ONE question.

1.

The problem of evil and suffering weakens the teleological argument for the
existence of God. Discuss.
Present a reasoned argument and conclusion.

2.

30

The use of analogy is the fundamental flaw in the teleological argument for the
existence of God. Discuss.
Present a reasoned argument and conclusion.
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SECTION 2 — 30 marks
Part A — RELIGIOUS EXPERIENCE
Attempt this Part if you have studied Religious Experience.
Attempt ONE question.

3.

To what extent is religious experience important for faith communities?
Present a reasoned argument and conclusion.

4.

30

To what extent does the religious experience argument provide evidence for the
existence of God?
Present a reasoned argument and conclusion.
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MARKS

Part B — MEDICAL ETHICS
Attempt this Part if you have studied Medical Ethics.
Attempt ONE question.

5.

In medical decision-making, patient autonomy is the most important consideration.
Discuss.
Present a reasoned argument and conclusion.

6.

30

The existence of palliative care weakens the case for euthanasia. Discuss.
Present a reasoned argument and conclusion.

[END OF SPECIMEN QUESTION PAPER]
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General Marking Principles for Advanced Higher Religious, Moral and Philosophical Studies
This information is provided to help you understand the general principles you must apply when
marking candidate responses to questions in this Paper. These principles must be read in
conjunction with the Detailed Marking Instructions, which identify the key features required in
candidate responses.
(a)

Marks for each candidate response must always be assigned in line with these
General Marking Principles and the Detailed Marking Instructions for this assessment.

(b)

Marking should always be positive. This means that, for each candidate response,
marks are accumulated for the demonstration of relevant skills, knowledge and
understanding: they are not deducted from a maximum on the basis of errors or
omissions.

(c)

Where a candidate violates the rubric of the paper and answers both optional 30mark questions in a Section/Part, all responses should be marked and the better
mark recorded.

(d)

Use the full range of marks available for each question.

(e)

The Detailed Marking Instructions are not an exhaustive list. Other relevant points
should be credited.

(f)

For credit to be given, points must be relevant to the question asked.
In this specimen Paper the following skills are assessed:




analysis
evaluation
structuring and sustaining a line of argument

All questions will require candidates to integrate these skills with their knowledge, in
response to the question or statement. Questions will be based on the following
command words:




‘[Statement].’ Discuss. Present a reasoned argument and conclusion.
‘Critically evaluate.’ Present a reasoned argument and conclusion.
‘To what extent.’ Present a reasoned argument and conclusion.
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Detailed Marking Instructions for each question
Synthesising information to structure and sustain lines of argument
0 marks

1-2 marks

3-4 marks

5-6 marks

7-8 marks

Information has
not been drawn
together.

Candidates will draw
together two relevant
pieces of information
or evidence into a
conclusion on the
question/issue.

Candidates will draw
together two relevant
pieces of information
or evidence into a
conclusion on the
question/issue.

Candidates will draw
together two relevant
points of analysis or
evaluation supported with
information or evidence
into a conclusion on the
question/issue.

Candidates will draw
together more than two
relevant points of analysis
or evaluation supported
with information or
evidence into a conclusion
on the question/issue

The conclusion will
summarise the key
elements or points
and include an overall
judgement.

The conclusion will
clearly result from a
line of argument and
include an overall
judgement on the
question/issue

Candidates will develop a
line of argument by
organising, linking or
sequencing ideas
throughout their response.

Candidates will develop a
line of argument by
organising, linking or
sequencing ideas
throughout their response.

The conclusion will clearly
result from a line of
argument and include an
overall judgement on the
question/issue and a
response to at least one
relevant counter-argument.

The conclusion will clearly
result from a line of
argument and include an
overall judgement on the
question/issue and a
response to at least one
relevant counterargument.

or
No evidence of a
line of argument.

There will be no clear
line of argument, or
the line of argument
may be limited.

The candidate’s
response is more
descriptive than
analytical or
evaluative.

The conclusion will be
supported by relevant and
accurate use of
information or evidence.
Overall, the response will
effectively analyse and
evaluate most key points
of the question.
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The conclusion will be
supported by relevant and
accurate use of
information or evidence
and will be based on
previous content contained
within the response.

Overall, the response will
provide an in-depth
analysis and evaluation of
the question/issue.
Using in-depth knowledge and understanding
0 marks

1-6 marks

No accurate/
relevant
information is
presented.

Up to a maximum of 6 marks can be awarded for relevant, accurate knowledge and understanding.
This can include, for example:
 background information, support, reinforcement or explanation
 information, ideas, arguments, etc, that are factually and theoretically accurate
1 mark to be awarded for each relevant, accurate developed point. Developed points will include, for
example:
 examples
 reasons
 evidence

Analysis involves identifying parts, the relationship between them, and their relationships with the whole. It can also involve
drawing out and relating implications.
Analytical points will involve the candidate identifying at least two relevant components (eg of an idea, theory, argument,
etc) and clearly showing at least one of the following:










links between different components
links between component(s) and the whole
links between component(s) and related concepts
similarities or contradictions
consistency or inconsistency
different views/interpretations
possible consequences/implications
relative importance
understanding of underlying order or structure
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For analytical comments to be relevant they must directly address either:
 the question asked or
 issue(s)/arguments/evidence which the question assesses
Analysis can be asymmetrical, ie the candidate can make more analytical points about the question/issue, or about
arguments or about evidence.
0 marks

1–2 marks

3-4 marks

5-6 marks

7-8 marks

There is no
evidence of
analysis, or
analysis is not
relevant to the
question.

Candidates will
make two relevant
analytical comments
on the question or
issue. This can
relate to:

Candidates will make
four analytical
comments on the
question/issue and/or
arguments/evidence.

Candidates will make four
analytical comments on
the question/issue and/or
arguments/evidence.

Candidates will make four
analytical comments on the
question/issue and/or
arguments/evidence.

Analysis can be
asymmetrical, ie the
candidate can make more
analytical points about
the question/
issue, or about arguments
or about evidence.

Analysis can be asymmetrical,
ie the candidate can make
more analytical points about
the question/issue, or about
arguments or about evidence.

 relevant
arguments
 evidence
 the detail of the
question/issue
itself

Analysis can be
asymmetrical, ie the
candidate can make
more analytical points
about the question/
issue, or about
arguments or about
evidence.
Analytical points can,
but do not need to,
refer to separate or
discrete areas or
aspects of the
question/issue/
arguments/evidence

Analytical points can, but
do not need to, refer to
separate or discrete areas
or aspects of the
question/issue/
argument/evidence.
Analysis will provide
evidence of
understanding the
question/issue and its
implications by inclusion
of sufficient key/most
relevant aspects.
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Analytical points can, but do
not need to, refer to
separate or discrete areas or
aspects of the question/
issue/arguments/evidence.
Analysis provides evidence of
understanding the
question/issue and its
implications, by inclusion of
sufficient, key or most
relevant aspects.
The analysis will integrate
others’ ideas/arguments/
evidence with the
candidate’s own.

Evaluation involves making a judgement based on criteria.
Candidates will make reasoned evaluative comments on, for example:







relevance/importance/usefulness
positive and negative aspects
strengths and weaknesses
significance/impact of religious/non-religious views
the validity or success of an argument/evidence
any other relevant evaluative comment

For evaluative comments to be relevant they must directly address either:
 the question asked or
 issue(s)/arguments/ evidence which the question assesses
Evaluation can be asymmetrical, ie the candidate can make more evaluative comments about the question and/or arguments
than evidence.
0 marks

1-2 marks

3-4 marks

5-6 marks

7-8 marks

There is no evidence
of evaluation, or
evaluation is not
relevant.

Candidates will
make two reasoned
evaluative
comments on the
question/issue
and/or relevant
arguments/
evidence.

Candidates will make
four evaluative
comments on the
question/issue
and/or relevant
arguments/
evidence.

Candidates will make
four relevant evaluative
comments on the
question/issue and/or
arguments/ evidence.

Candidates will make four
relevant evaluative comments
on the question and/or
arguments/evidence.

Evaluative points will
explicitly support an
overall judgement in
relation to the
question/issue,
including weighing-up
alternatives.
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Evaluative comments will be
supported with reference to
sources.
Evaluative points will clearly
support the overall judgement
and include reasons for
discounting or accepting
alternatives. These will be
used to clearly support the
overall conclusion.

SECTION 1 — PHILOSOPHY OF RELIGION
Question
1

Max
mark
30

Specific Marking Instructions for this question
Example knowledge and analysis:


The problem of evil and suffering prompts the question “How can God, who is meant to be a benevolent being, allow
for so much evil and suffering in the world?” God’s nature is such that he is a totally powerful being who is all-loving
and all-knowing. If this is the case, then why doesn’t God stop evil if he so powerful? God must also know how to stop
evil if he has infinite knowledge and if he is all-loving, then why does he allow so much pain in his world that he
created? The traditional attributes of God are called into question by Epicurus: “Is God willing to prevent evil, but
not able? Then he is not omnipotent. Is he able, but not willing? Then he is malevolent. Is he both able and willing?
Then whence cometh evil? Is he neither able nor willing? Then why call him God?”



Evil is simply an absence of good or a deprivation of some kind. It is like an eye that cannot see or a leg that has been
amputated. This is known as the absence theodicy and can be traced to both St Augustine and Thomas Aquinas. Some
say God “created” evil — but evil is not a thing but a description of a thing, ie the absence of good. So if evil is only
the name given to a perception or a sensation of the absence of good, then it doesn’t preclude the possibility of a
benevolent, omnipotent designer of the universe.

Example knowledge and evaluation:


It is fair to say that whilst the argument for suffering and evil weakens the teleological argument, Paley actually saw
this criticism coming when he said even if the watch was sometimes imperfect it didn’t preclude a designer. He
simply chose to ignore the analogical inference that this would result in an imperfect designer. As Clack argues: “It is
only by radically downplaying the existence of pain and torment in our world that Paley can so fervently be content
that the designer of our world is good.”

Example analysis and evaluation:


John Hick claims that evil and suffering are part of the developmental nature of life and the price we have to pay for
our freedom and individuality. Maybe God is of a deist nature and created the world and simply left us to our own
devices; God purposely chooses to sit back and let the laws of nature take their course. Hick is possibly suggesting
that if we look at evil and suffering as a problem that is part of our lives, we are then in a position to look at the
teleological argument in a different light and acknowledge that there is design, order, purpose and beauty in the
world around us that must simply have been designed by a powerful and loving God. Hick’s argument is very
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Question

Max
mark

Specific Marking Instructions for this question
convincing when he says that evil and suffering are a part of our world and part of our development process. Humans
are not born perfect — this is achieved at the end of the process. It is only through challenge that virtues are
developed. If we were already perfect, we would be like well-behaved puppets. The presence of evil and suffering
does not take away the need for a designer/creator God, it simply makes us reassess the role and function of God.

2

30

Example knowledge and analysis:


Hume argues that a watch and the universe are too dissimilar to support an inference of like cause and like effect. In
Dialogues Part II, he says: “If we see a house, we conclude with the greatest certainty that it had an architect or
builder because this is precisely that species of effect which we have experienced to proceed from that species of
cause. But surely you will not affirm that the universe bears such a resemblance to a house that we can with the
same certainty infer a similar cause.” Hume argues that, because we lack experience of the creation of the universe,
we also lack justification for the claim that the universe has an intelligent cause.



Paley’s analogy of the order and complexity of a watch and the order and complexity of the universe infers that there
is a designer of the universe, God. It also infers that we can know something about the designer, ie the designer of
the universe would be greater than the designer of a watch. Hume argues that we cannot support any such claim.
Indeed, Hume claims that we cannot argue for just one God: “A great number of men join in building a house, why
may not several deities combine in contriving and framing a world?”

Example knowledge and evaluation:


In response to the teleological argument, Hume argued that even if we were to accept that the use of analogy was
appropriate, to suppose that order in the universe proves intelligent design is to commit the fallacy of the affirmation
of the consequent. The same effects could have a variety of causes. Hume offers two rival analogies: the universe
could be compared to a vegetable or animal. Given that Paley offers no more proof than Hume for God to be the
designer, it is not possible to reject Hume’s theory without also rejecting Paley’s. However, Paley’s point does have
strength in that he is not arguing that the universe is like a watch, but rather both exhibit functional complexity that
does warrant the inference of an intelligent designer.

Example analysis and evaluation:


Paley notes that nature appears to exhibit the “curious adapting of means to ends”, much like the way parts of a
machine are arranged to produce an overall result, eg a pocket watch. Utilising analogical argumentation, he
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Question

Max
mark

Specific Marking Instructions for this question
proposes that, given that there are similarities between these two objects, it is reasonable to suppose that they will
resemble each other in ways that are not immediately observable. So, just as the watch has a maker, the universe
must also have a maker. Given that the complexity of the universe far exceeds the complexity of the watch, it is
reasonable to infer that the designer of the universe must possess a divine intellect that Paley identifies as God. But,
drawing an analogy between the universe and human-made objects is inappropriate: we are familiar with the design
processes of human-made objects, but we do not know if the order in nature came about by similar processes. Other
theories, ie the theory of evolution, provide a natural explanation of how simple organisms became more functionally
complex. However, it is wrong to claim that the weaknesses in these arguments prove that God does not exist. We
know so very little about the universe and, as far as we know, there are no other universes to compare this one to in
order to make a confident judgement about either its origin or whether a God designed it.
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SECTION 2 — Part A: RELIGIOUS EXPERIENCE
Question
3

Max
mark
30

Specific Marking Instructions for this question
Example knowledge and analysis:


The majority of main world religions are founded upon a person having a religious experience. For example, in
Judaism, Abraham was called by God to leave Ur; in Islam, Muhammad had a vision of the angel Jibril on the Night of
Power; and in Sikhism, Guru Nanak had a mystical encounter with God after bathing in the river. Therefore religious
followers are at least aware of one religious experience, even if they have not personally had one themselves. But if
religious experiences are really the most important aspect of religious faith, surely they would be experienced by
everyone? The Alister Hardy Research Centre found that religious experiences were quite common, with between a
third and a half of adults in Britain and America claiming they had experienced some type of presence or power.
Though this accounts for a higher percentage of people than had previously been thought, it is still not the majority
of people. It follows that religious experience may be a significant feature within religious communities but it is not
the most important.

Example knowledge and evaluation:


Peter Vardy said: “Believers infer that the existence of God is the best explanation for the multiplicity of religious
experiences”. However, the subjective nature and wide variety of religious experiences make it difficult to draw any
definite conclusions. John Hicks argues that any experience of “ultimate reality” will be interpreted in a subjective
manner. A Muslim or a Jewish person might understand an experience of “ultimate reality” as personal and theistic,
whereas a Buddhist might interpret such a religious experience as non-personal and non-theistic. The value of the
experience might be equal but it is only really understood within the beliefs and culture of the person. Having said
this, for a religious believer any uncertainty caused by conflicting accounts or subjective interpretations is of limited
importance. Instead they would regard these experiences as being extremely important as each new experience
provides continued evidence of “ultimate reality”.

Example analysis and evaluation:


With the scientific method, people rely on and trust the observations made with their senses. Why then should people
doubt the authenticity of religious experiences when people claim to have seen visions, heard voices or smelt the
Odour of Sanctity, for example? Some critics may point out that our senses can deceive us and would claim people
who thought they saw a vision may have actually been hallucinating. Individuals may have been mistaken or they
could simply be lying. However, there are many examples where there was more than one witness to the same
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Question

Max
mark

Specific Marking Instructions for this question
religious experience. For example, the three Portuguese children who saw visions of the Virgin Mary at Fatima. These
kinds of religious experience may be extremely important because they offer evidence for the existence of God that
does not rely on philosophical reasoning and blind faith. Take the stigmata of Padre Pio as an example of empirical
evidence. For 50 years he had this condition and medics that examined his wounds could not explain them through
normal scientific means.


4

30

Some denominations place great emphasis on conversion experiences, maybe because other people can easily see and
verify the impact of someone converting. So, perhaps it is the impact that the experiences have, rather than their
frequency, that gives them their importance. As William James said: “God is real because he produces real effects.”
For example, Malcolm X returned from his spiritual encounter on the hajj a completely changed man. Before his
pilgrimage he preached that the white man was the devil and the black man was superior, but he returned having lost
his racist outlook. He wrote of having “eaten from the same plate, drunk from the same glass … with fellow Muslims,
whose eyes were the bluest of blue, whose hair was the blondest of blond, and whose skin was the whitest of white.”
Religious experience has to be vitally important if it can be powerful enough to make a person completely change
their convictions in this manner.

Example knowledge and analysis:


William James was interested in the change that occurred in people after they claimed to have had a religious
experience. He said “God is real because he produces real effects.” He was more likely to accept that something
must have happened to the person before they changed their whole way of life. St Paul, who changed from
persecutor to persecuted, would be an example. James identified a symptom called anhedonia, or a sick soul, that
was frequently present in someone prior to a religious experience. If there is evidence that such a trait is common in
people having religious experiences across cultures and time, perhaps that would point to these experiences being
genuine. Left traumatised by what he witnessed during the Bosnian war, the Scottish artist Peter Howson might be a
modern-day example of a divided self which became unified after experiencing a comforting vision every night for
three months.



Rather than religious experiences pointing to a deity, they may simply point to the mental state of the individual at
that given time. Freud believed religion was nothing more than wish fulfilment: “And thus a store of ideas is created,
born from man’s need to make his helplessness tolerable.” He thought that when things got stressful people would
imagine they are having a religious experience, but really this was only happening in the person’s mind. They
believed they were having genuine communications with God but Freud thought it was a way of the mind preventing
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Specific Marking Instructions for this question
a neurotic breakdown from occurring. These experiences point to a projected father figure in the sky who acts as a
source of comfort and not to a real transcendent Being.
Example knowledge and evaluation:


Sociologists like Durkheim argued that religious experiences do not provide evidence of a God but instead provide
evidence of a society that has divinised itself. Durkheim coined the term “collective effervescence” to describe how
a communal gathering “generates a kind of electricity that quickly transports them to an extraordinary degree of
exaltation”. This is interesting because often people use group religious experiences like the Toronto Blessing to
prove there is a God. Generally, people might think that a group testimony makes a stronger case. However, crying
and fainting episodes are not necessarily the result of being touched by the Holy Spirit but could be explained by the
heightened emotions of people.

Example analysis and evaluation:


Theistic religious experiences involve people’s senses making observations that point to there being a God. If we
normally accept people’s observations as part of the scientific method, then it should be no different here.
Swinburne said: “Just as you must trust your ordinary senses, so it is equally rational to trust your religious sense.”
He argued that, in the absence of evidence to the contrary, you should believe what your religious sense is telling
you. However, Swinburne acknowledged that we should only trust our religious sense in the absence of alternative
evidence. Different fields of science are providing ordinary explanations for these occurrences, be it from a
psychological or sociological perspective, and it seems that, at least in some cases of religious experience, these
alternative explanations hold some weight.
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SECTION 2 — Part B: MEDICAL ETHICS
Question
5

Max
mark
30

Specific Marking Instructions for this question
Example knowledge and analysis:


The view that determining the end of one’s life is a basic human right is opposed by some Christians who claim that,
in end-of-life matters, patients should not be able to exercise autonomy. These Christians believe autonomy over life
and death is outwith the realms of human beings because life is a precious gift given by God and no human agent
should interfere in its termination. The argument for the sanctity of life disregards autonomy or the right of a person
to determine his/her own death since life comes from God, so only God can decide when it is to end. For these
Christians, the general belief is that people should not be able to make decisions about their own death.



In Scotland, there is a growing move towards granting terminally ill patients greater autonomy with regard to end-oflife decisions. The Assisted Suicide (Scotland) Bill 2013 aimed to make assisted suicide legal. The campaign group My
Life, My Death, My Choice believes that, in a free democratic society, people should be given greater autonomy and
be able to make their own choices about end-of-life matters. There have been numerous individuals in the UK who
have supported the right to have this choice. Tony Nicklinson, a man with locked-in syndrome, described his life as a
“living nightmare” and wanted doctors to help him to die. The “appropriate care”, according to Mr Nicklinson, was to
allow him to die and put an end to his “nightmare”.

Example knowledge and evaluation:


Doctors have an obligation to their patients as set out in the Hippocratic Oath, and are also bound by the law within
the country in which they practise. Euthanasia is illegal in the UK and so is outwith the range of options available.
Although voluntary euthanasia is illegal, doctors are able to carry out some forms of euthanasia as part of the
treatment of patients. The Doctrine of Double Effect enables, for example, morphine to be increased in order to
bring death closer and this is administered at the discretion of the doctor. However it is unjustified to assume that
this treatment is a form of merciful relief and a terminally ill patient may value additional days, hours or minutes of
life.

Example analysis and evaluation:


Palliative medicine is a holistic type of care for people with life-shortening illnesses. It is not simply pain relief, but
enables people to live well with their illness, improves quality of life and helps them to understand that death is part
of life. The Care Not Killing Alliance believes that continued improvements to palliative care are essential in order to
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Specific Marking Instructions for this question
ensure that people do not feel that euthanasia is an option. Most terminally ill patients do not request, or consider,
euthanasia as an option, particularly where there is a high standard and availability of palliative care. A doctor’s duty
of care of the terminally ill is not incompatible with the autonomy of the majority of patients; doctors aim to do the
best they can and provide patients with the best care available — this is also what the patient wants. A doctor’s duty
is to provide the best possible care and to ensure that the treatment and experience of their patients does not leave
them in a position where they feel that euthanasia or assisted suicide are their only options.

6

30

Example knowledge and analysis:


Libertarianism emphasises freedom, individual liberty, and voluntary association. Libertarians generally advocate a
society with little or no government power asserting what Dr Jan Garrett of the University of Western Kentucky calls
“non-interference rights”. Libertarianism proposes that an individual should possess the right to do anything which
does not impinge on the same right in others. The value of life is self-defined rather than dictated by society, so it is
important that an individual’s choice is respected. Thus, from a libertarian perspective, active euthanasia should be
an option for those who request it as it is seen to affect that individual alone.



Catholic theologian Richard Gula writes: “Christian tradition teaches that suffering… is not an unqualified evil…
suffering can become the vehicle for learning… and for realising our ultimate dependence on God.” He is touching
upon the issue of divine purpose. As God ordains all things in life, we can surmise that suffering too has its place.
Suffering at the end of life need not be opposed at all costs. Overall, Christianity teaches that God’s love was more
powerful than Christ’s suffering and death. Therefore, active euthanasia would be seen to disregard this part of life.

Example knowledge and evaluation:


It is impossible to endorse active euthanasia, since its negative effects on families and communities are crimes
against personhood. An individual may choose euthanasia but that requires another to kill them and supposes that noone will be affected by their death. However, this reasoning can surely be criticised as it assumes that active
euthanasia would have a negative effect on families and communities. This argument seems to ignore the fact that
families can be hugely affected by watching their loved ones suffer unnecessarily, and that a timely end may in fact
have less impact. Whilst involuntary euthanasia would undoubtedly affect any individual with a conscience, it is
surely reasonable to argue that ending another’s life with an individual’s permission in order to alleviate suffering
would not have a negative effect.
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Specific Marking Instructions for this question
Example analysis and evaluation:



This essay must answer three main questions in order to prove that palliative care does not weaken the case for
euthanasia. Firstly, is the status quo acceptable? Secondly, is active euthanasia morally acceptable? Finally, can
killing really be deemed as care? To the first issue, it is clear that the status quo is not acceptable: the palliative care
system is not meeting the needs of all patients and the law creates an inequality between those who are able to kill
themselves and those who have passed away, or never had that opportunity. This could result in people choosing to
end their lives earlier, whilst they still have the means, or losing autonomy. Whilst the death of the patient may well
have an impact upon those around them, it is an inevitable part of life and few people would wish to prolong
suffering. As to the morality of euthanasia, it is clear that the majority of the Christian Church opposes euthanasia
but it should be noted that euthanasia would not be mandatory but, rather, an option — those sharing in Christian
sentiments would not have to pursue it. Finally, as to whether euthanasia could be viewed as a viable caring option.
It is easy to argue that the prevention of suffering is an aim shared by Christians and secularists alike. Within
Christianity, love, care and compassion are all virtues espoused by the Church, which a secular society could
embrace. Whilst palliative care should undoubtedly receive a greater amount of funding, I have argued that everyone
should have the choice to avoid end-of-life suffering if they so wish, and to prevent that option would be cruel and
immoral.

[END OF SPECIMEN MARKING INSTRUCTIONS]
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