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Question Title N Mean S D Max Mark F F Attempt %
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3a 804 10.6 4.3 20 53 25
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2. (a) Explain Virtue Theory with reference to Aristotle. [AO1 20] 
 
Candidates could include some of the following, but other relevant 
responses should be credited.  
 
• Virtue theory is an ethical system based on defining which personal 


qualities make a person good.  The focus is more on a person’s moral 
character rather than on their specific actions 


• Aristotle argued that the ultimate aim of human life was eudaimonia, 
commonly translated as ‘happiness’ or ‘flourishing.’  This ultimate good 
can only be achieved through the cultivation of the virtues as it is not a 
virtue in its own right but rather the outcome of being virtuous.   


• Happiness is therefore the activity of cultivating a virtuous personality and 
thus acting in a virtuous way.  This involves aspects of enjoyment, 
freedom and reflection and contemplation in order to make life full and 
complete. 


• Aristotle distinguished between intellectual and moral virtues, stating that 
these must be combined in order to make good decisions.  The 
intellectual virtues could be cultivated by instruction, but the moral virtues 
are cultivated through practice and habit.   


• Aristotle included such qualities as courage, liberality, temperance, pride 
(high-mindedness), right ambition, patience, truthfulness, wittiness, 
friendliness, modesty, righteous indignation and generosity in his list of 
moral virtues. 


• Intellectual virtues include intelligence, scientific knowledge, wisdom, 
artistic endeavour and prudence. 


• Each moral virtue is seen to be the mean between excess and deficiency.  
For example, courage is the mean between cowardice and foolhardiness.   


• In order to develop a virtuous character, the doctrine of the mean is 
important – one should avoid excess or deficiency in any area of 
behaviour.  Aristotle argues that some find this easy, others find it a 
struggle and a third group are weak-willed and find it practically 
impossible to live in the mean. 


• Friendship is important to Aristotle when cultivating the virtues as he 
explains that exercising the virtues must be done in community – it is hard 
to be friendly without others to be friendly towards.  This shows that 
eudaimonia is a collective rather than an individual goal and the good of 
the community must override the good of an individual. 


• Aristotle links virtue to justice, stating that justice is the outcome of 
virtuous behaviour and is ‘virtue entire’ rather than a separate virtue in its 
own right. 


• Some commentators have drawn out four key virtues which appear to be 
particularly important to Aristotle: temperance, justice, courage and 
wisdom.  These are seen as being at the heart of moral character, with 
wisdom being the finished form of all the virtues and the one quality which 
will lead to naturally moral and just behaviour. 


• Candidates may refer to Jesus’ teaching on virtue as found in the 
Beatitudes and, while this is not required in order to answer this question, 
it is relevant and may be credited. 


 
This is not a checklist, please remember to credit any valid alternatives. 
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 (b) ‘Virtue Theory offers little guidance when making moral decisions.’ 
  Evaluate this view.  [AO2 30] 
 


Candidates could include some of the following, but other relevant 
responses should be credited.  
 
• One line of argument is to agree with the statement in that Virtue Theory 


gives no clear guidelines for action and, in fact, gives no indication 
whatsoever how to act in particular circumstances or when faced with 
moral dilemmas. 


• Aristotle indicates that a virtuous person will naturally make good moral 
decisions, but this means that in a given situation, there is no clear way to 
go about making the correct choice, either by following rules or by 
assessing consequences. 


• Alternatively, it may be argued that this is a key strength of virtue theory.  
The fact that it does not focus on good or bad actions means that it avoids 
the pitfalls of both absolutist and relativist theories. 


• Virtue theory allows for two equally virtuous actions to be correct in a 
particular circumstance and reflects the fact that there is no single fixed 
point of morality and that equally rational and virtuous individuals may 
advocate different responses to an issue depending on the weight they 
give to the different factors involved.  This is good as it reflects decision 
making in the real world. 


• However, the lack of guidance may be seen to encourage too much 
interpretation of what is seen as good which may lead to an ‘anything 
goes’ form of morality which many would frown upon.  


• Some may consider Aristotle’s moral virtues to be culturally determined 
and more appropriate to a context in which physical prowess and bravery 
on the battlefield were essential. Therefore, these virtues may not offer 
sufficient guidance for decision making in the modern world. 


• This line of argument could be developed by considering the work of 
philosophers such as MacIntyre, who argued that the virtues needed to be 
understood in their cultural context and may change to reflect social 
change.   


• Virtue theory asks us to consider motives and to control our emotional 
responses when dealing with ethical dilemmas in order to take into 
account the needs of all involved.  This may be seen as positive 
guidance. 


• However, it could be argued that the doctrine of the mean leads to blind, 
uniform responses to situation which may not always be appropriate.  
Some candidates may challenge this understanding of the doctrine of the 
mean and argue that the ‘mean’ is not unchanging, but rather reflects the 
demands of the particular situation.  For example, courage on the 
battlefield may mean different things depending on the odds you face 
(Willows). 


• Candidates may choose to argue that a different ethical theory offers 
better guidance when faced with moral decisions.  They may also 
highlight the close links between virtue theory and natural law. 


 
Overall, candidates should engage with the debate and come to a 
substantiated evaluation regarding the issue raised. 


  












 

Sticky Note

There is some sense of setting the scene here, and as the mark scheme suggests, it is relevant and reasonable to outline how the theory operates before applying it to immigration. The candidate has mentioned three of the goods and that it is developed out of Aquinas' Natural Law. This response could be effectively developed by explaining what 'goods' or 'values' are and/or how the requirements of practical reasoning can help decision making. 



 

Sticky Note

This paragraph tries to emphasise Eudaimonia as the goal of morality, but needs to avoid treating it as a good and seeing it as a form of consequentialism.



 

Sticky Note

Here the candidate looks to apply Natural Law to immigration. To develop this application they need to see the seven goods holistically, as intrinsic goods that cannot be violated and are to be participated in and valued equally. This is a subject knowledge issue rather than a problem with style or structure. 







 

Sticky Note

The candidate has reasonably implied that Finnis could take a different approach to immigration. This answer could be developed by specifically considering how the requirements of practical reason could be applied and by considering how uncontrolled immigration might affect the common good. 



 

Sticky Note

This script was awarded a Band 1 - 4 marks which means that they were just on the borderline for a band 2. There was a low level of accuracy and limited understanding of Finnis' Natural Law. To progress to a Band 2 or above, the candidate needs to develop a clearer understanding of the range of goods and that they are all to be taken as equally and intrinsically good. Regarding immigration, a better answer would understand that people may immigrate in order to participate more fully in the goods and where it does not harm the common good, there is no reason for an authority to prevent it. 







 

Sticky Note

There is awareness that Finnis' Natural Law is developed from the work of Aquinas. This paragraph can be improved by considering what an ethical theory needs to do in order to be effective. This would help give some focus to the response.



 

Sticky Note

It is the case that Finnis wished to encourage human flourishing. This paragraph again needs more focus on what a theory needs to do to be effective. For example: If effectiveness is rooted in how closely in line with traditional Christianity it is, then the paragraph could analyse whether Finnis aimed to do this, and whether he was successful in doing it or not.



 

Sticky Note

This paragraph shows awareness that environment can affect moral decision making. There is an attempt to formulate an argument here. It could be improved by  having a firmer knowledge of how Finnis' Natural Law works, so that the argument can be more focused. 



 

Sticky Note

This candidate was awarded  band 1 - 6 marks. To move up to the next band or beyond, a more detailed understanding of Finnis' Natural Law is required, including the requirements of practical reason and the role of the goods.
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Sticky Note

Good use of technical vocabulary, to develop this the candidate could use the word duty in their definition.



 

Sticky Note

The mark scheme indicates that the answer to this question requires some kind of explanation of what Divine Command Theory is. This response does show some understanding of this by talking of God as the source of morality and indicating that such morality is unchanging. This response could also have shown knowledge of the term theological voluntarism.



 

Sticky Note

This paragraph is an attempt to expand upon the first. Given the question, there is no real need to develop this information any further, since the focus should be on Adams' development and the candidate could reach higher bands by focusing on the central point of the question.







 

Sticky Note

The character of God is very relevant to the central part of the question, which is Adams' development. This answer could be developed further by focusing more on this point and explaining the original problems that Adams faced so that it can be understood why he modified the original theory.







 

Sticky Note

This candidate has an understanding of Divine Command Theory in general. It is common for weaker candidates to spend the majority of their time on material with which they feel most comfortable, rather than the material that the question requires. Here the candidate could have improved their response by spending more time detailing Adams' development in particular and talking about the difficulties such as the arbitrariness problem within the Euthyphro dilemma that gave rise to his modification. This candidate then best fits a Band 2 as they have provided a basic response addressing some of the demands of the question set. They were awarded Band 2 - 8 marks



 

Sticky Note

This candidate understands that they need to include arguments that demonstrate more than one point of view. The mention of the Euthyphro dilemma is very relevant to this discussion. This answer could be improved by a brief explanation of why the Euthyphro dilemma offers a challenge to the statement in the question. The candidate could show that to claim morality is what God commands throws up logical problems that make the claim incoherent.



 

Sticky Note

This statement that morality and belief in God's commands are inseparable, is an interesting point, supported by part of an interesting quote. This point could be developed further by explaining why God might be necessary as a guarantor of morality or because morality itself is arbitrary without some kind of authority.



 

Sticky Note

This counter argument is important and well explained. The use of the Dawkins quote is helpful and a good example is given.



 

Sticky Note

There are the beginnings of some interesting points woven into this part of the paragraph. Potentially the candidate could have added more clarity by distinguishing between the different arguments and developing each of them clearly and separately. For example; if God has foreknowledge of how we will act, this suggests that we are not free and so his commands become meaningless. However, if we are free, this limits his power to command our behaviour. The problem of evil has not been developed yet here, but the point that God's existence s an assumption that can never be verified or falsified is a useful point.







 

Sticky Note

This is an accurate statement regarding the Euthyphro dilemma. There could now be more clarity regarding why it is such an issue.



 

Sticky Note

This attempt to counter argument shows an understanding of what is required in an AO2 question. The candidate could improve this by clarifying or focusing their point further. For example the mark scheme suggests that a suitable challenge to Adams' development is that Baggini tells us that the problem can just be restated. Is God's character good because it is good, or is it good because it is God's?







 

Sticky Note

This point that God's commands are difficult to interpret is relevant and it restates the assumption of God's existence allowing for a coherent judgment in response to the question.  This response best falls into Band 3. There is satisfactory, relevant evaluation of the issues and there are relevant views of scholars addressed. This candidate was awarded Band 3 - 15 marks.
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A Level Component 3: An Introduction to Religion and Ethics 
 


MARK SCHEME 
 


To be read in conjunction with the generic level descriptors provided. 
 


Section A  
 
 


1. (a) Explain how Robert Adams modified Divine Command Theory. [AO1 20] 
 


Candidates could include some of the following, but other relevant 
responses should be credited.  
 
• Divine Command Theory, also known as theological voluntarism, is an 


absolutist theory which claims that some actions are always right and 
others are always wrong.   


• Divine Command Theory sees God as the origin and regulator of morality 
– what is good is what God says is good.   


• Adams’ development of Divine Command Theory modifies the original 
theory and candidates are likely to clearly explain the theory in order to 
demonstrate Adams’ development.  


• A moral action is therefore one which God commands – and these 
commands can be seen through revealed scriptures such as the 10 
Commandments. 


• Right and wrong are seen as eternal, objective truths based on God’s will 
as the divine lawgiver, and stem from his omnipotence – since God is all-
powerful, there can be no moral standard outside of God’s control.  
Therefore, for example, murder is wrong, not as a result of the 
consequences of the action or the impact on human lives, but simply 
because God says that it is wrong.  


• The Euthyphro dilemma may be discussed to illustrate the theory and to 
explain why Adams offers a modified version of Divine Command Theory 
which overcomes the criticism of arbitrariness (recognised by Augustine 
and William of Ockham.) The Euthyphro dilemma asks whether 
something is holy because it is approved by the Gods or whether the 
Gods only approve what is holy. If only one of these two strands is 
referred to, it should be the first strand. 


• If to be moral is to be approved by God, what is to stop morality being 
simply the whim of God at the time? 


• Adams’ version of Divine Command Theory states that morality is 
grounded in the character of God.  As God is perfectly good 
(omnibenevolent), God’s commands must be perfectly good.  


• God’s commands must reflect his omnibenevolence and therefore God 
would not make arbitrary or evil commands. This addresses the strand of 
the Euthyphro dilemma that leads to the arbitrariness challenge without 
having to accept a moral standard outside God’s control.  


 
This is not a checklist, please remember to credit any valid alternatives. 
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 (b) ‘Morality is whatever God commands it to be.’ 
  Evaluate this view. [AO2 30] 
 


Candidates could include some of the following, but other relevant 
responses should be credited.  
 
• The Euthyphro dilemma could be considered as a starting point – is an 


action good because it is loved by God or does God only love good 
actions? 


• God could command actions which we would regard as wrong, but these 
would have to be seen as moral according to this view.  This makes 
morality completely arbitrary. 


• Alternatively there could be a moral standard higher than God, 
questioning God’s omnipotence. 


• Adams' modified divine command theory allows a solution to the 
Euthyphro dilemma as God’s loving nature means that he will not 
command actions that we might see as immoral.  However, criticisms of 
this approach such as Baggini’s view may be considered. 


• Another line of argument is that morality can only be based on God’s 
commands as God is the creator of the universe and morality is built into 
the universe as part of God’s plan. 


• God is the only objective source of morality – to define moral actions in 
human terms is to invite subjective and biased decision-making.  Reliance 
on God’s commands offers a secure and consistent guide for life. 


• It could be argued, however that God’s commands are not entirely 
consistent.  Different religions claim that different things are commanded 
by God. There is no way to judge which things are genuinely commanded 
by God.  Even within one religion there is sometimes little agreement 
about precisely what is commanded, for example, when discussing issues 
such as homosexuality or abortion. 


• William of Ockham and St Augustine both identify inconsistencies within 
the Old Testament which raise questions about God’s omnibenevolence.  
Candidates may draw on examples from the Old Testament that do not 
appear consistent with a loving God.   


• Candidates may raise the idea that morality must be based on something 
other than commands, as just because it is commanded, does not make it 
morally right (Ayer).   


• Alternative theories about what defines morality including virtue theory 
and ethical egoism may be discussed – candidates are free to discuss 
any of the ethical theories studied as alternative approaches to the origins 
of morality.  


 
Overall, candidates should engage with the debate and come to a 
substantiated evaluation regarding the issue raised. 
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Component 3 – Religion and Ethics


Part (a) of each question tests your knowledge and understanding of religion and belief.


Part (b) of each question tests your skills of analysis and evaluation, with regards to aspects of and 
approaches to religion and belief.


Section A


Answer one question from this section.


Or,


a) Explain Virtue Theory with reference to Aristotle. [20]


b) ‘Virtue Theory offers little guidance when making moral decisions.’
 Evaluate this view. [30]
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Sticky Note

Good use of technical terminology



 

Sticky Note

There is some exemplification here of the virtues. It is unnecessary to list all of them here, but other good answers have given more than just one, successfully showing a broader knowledge of the character traits that Aristotle valued.



 

Sticky Note

Worked or practical examples are very difficult within Virtue Theory. This one is rather simplistic, but does not detract from the rest of this high quality essay.



 

Sticky Note

This candidate displays a firm understanding of the context of Virtue Theory without becoming distracted by it and forgetting the focus of the essay.



 

Sticky Note

At the outset this response sets out that the theory is character based and that it is different from the approaches of other ethical theories. It gets right to the heart of the nature of the theory.







 

Sticky Note

Reasonable connection, although the candidate could recognise that Finnis was influenced by Aristotle.



 

Sticky Note

A clear explanation of the mean. This could be a good place for an example if one is needed to show what kind of behaviour rashness or cowardice might  bring about. 







 

Sticky Note

Whilst Aquinas is not mentioned specifically in the mark scheme, this development of Aquinas is directly relevant to the question as it focuses on his development of Aristotelian and Biblical virtues. 



 

Sticky Note

Thorough explanation of the role of society and the different members of it who may affect the development of virtues. 







 

Sticky Note

The candidate shows awareness that there are a great many issues to discuss. The response could benefit from more clarity or focus but it shows awareness of the complexity of the relevant issues.



 

Sticky Note

The candidate begins by challenging the question. This challenge could be developed even further, but the candidate does then move on to begin to discuss relevant issues with scholarly support.



 

Sticky Note

This candidate has produced a thorough, highly relevant response that answers the specific demands of the question set. There are moments within the essay that could be further developed, however this serves to show that an essay does not have to be perfect to score full marks, it needs to answer the band descriptors. This candidate has made insightful connections between Virtue and Aquinas' or Finnis. They are thorough and accurate in their use of specialist language and they showed a clear understanding of the nature of Virtue Theory with detailed explanation in places. This candidate was awarded Band 5 - 20 marks







 

Sticky Note

This paragraph now moves to directly challenge the point above and analyse it. This is a very effective approach that sidesteps a common error many candidates make of listing lines of argument. This essay now has an easy flow developing showing thoughtful consideration of lines of argument. 



 

Sticky Note

This paragraph is sharply focused and accurate. It has scholarly support and relevant examples.



 

Sticky Note

A valid use of rhetorical questioning to make a point. It is reasonable not to go in to why these other theories do not give an answer to the trolley problem, as this may distract from the main point of the question given the time available.







 

Sticky Note

A new line of argument here is clearly explained and analysis begins at the outset. There is no extensive explanation, yet the point is clear and well managed. 



 

Sticky Note

An effective use of a quote to illustrate a point made and developed by the candidate. Some candidates tend to use quotes in isolation, but this response uses it to illustrate the point. 



 

Sticky Note

This part of the paragraph offers a third possibility in answer to the question. Rather than yes or no, the candidate has considered that it gives a great deal of guidance. 







 

Sticky Note

This conclusion is evaluative in character. It is effective in that is does not make major new points, but it does not simply outline what has already been argued. It takes the approach of weighing up the effectiveness of arguments and ideas that have been discussed and coming to a relevant conclusion that other theories offer better guidance.  The best fit band for this response is  Band 5 since the candidate raises confident critical analysis that successfully and throughly addresses the issues raised by the question. Band 5 - 30 marks
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Component 3 – Religion and Ethics


Part (a) of each question tests your knowledge and understanding of religion and belief.


Part (b) of each question tests your skills of analysis and evaluation, with regards to aspects of and 
approaches to religion and belief.


Section B


Answer one question from this section.


Either,


a) Apply Finnis’ Natural Law to the issue of immigration. [20]


b) ‘Finnis’ Natural Law is not an effective way to make moral decisions.’
 Evaluate this view. [30]
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Section B 
 


 
3. (a) Apply Finnis’ Natural Law to the issue of immigration. [AO1 20] 
 


Candidates could include some of the following, but other relevant 
responses should be credited.  
 
• In order to apply Finnis’ Natural Law to the issue of immigration, 


candidates may choose to outline how the theory operates. 
• Finnis’ Natural Law includes a set of seven ‘basic goods’ for humankind.  


An action is good if it participates in one or more of the basic goods. 
There are also nine sub-requirements of practical reason which may be 
applied to immigration. 


• When applied to immigration, the goods are not to be ‘set against’ each 
other as there is no hierarchy and each are of great importance. To argue 
one good if ‘for’ immigration and another is ‘against’ is not a coherent or 
appropriate application of Finnis’ Natural Law theory. 


• Finnis sees his theory as in full agreement with the Roman Catholic 
response and that of the Pope that friendship and sociability should be 
applied to all equally, not just to people from one’s own country. 


• Immigration broadens our cultural experience and so contributes towards 
our aesthetic experience and therefore the common good. 


• Immigration opens up different avenues to fulfil our need for religion.  It 
also permits people to express their religion freely, which may not have 
been the case in the country they are leaving therefore immigration 
permits the fulfilment of this good in different ways. 


• When looking at the requirements of practical reason, basic goods should 
be applied equally to all, so we should not favour people in our own 
country over the needs of immigrants. 


• Supporting those fleeing from war-torn countries or areas of famine and 
disease fulfils the basic goods and so asylum seekers from these 
particular circumstances are welcomed according to Christian teaching.   


• Also, immigration can be seen to foster the common good of the global 
community as it helps to ease the burden on poorer countries. 


• Finally, our conscience may well argue that supporting others through 
immigration is the right thing to do. 


• However, whilst all this is true John Finnis himself has spoken out against 
uncontrolled immigration over a period of time that can damage the goods 
of a community. Finnis does not oppose immigration for the reasons 
above but as with anything, a lack of rational control can lead to inevitable 
social problems, according to Finnis. Finnis has written articles arguing for 
controlled immigration, saying that the benefits outweigh the problems. 


• However, when immigration is not sensibly controlled it can work against 
the common good of the community.  


• Candidates may give specific examples to illustrate the application. 
 
This is not a checklist, please remember to credit any valid alternatives. 
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 (b) 'Finnis’ Natural Law is not an effective way to make moral decisions.’ 
  Evaluate this view.  [AO2 30] 
 


Candidates could include some of the following, but other relevant 
responses should be credited.  
 
• Candidates may argue that Finnis’ Natural Law is more effective in the 


modern, more secular world as it removes the requirement to believe in 
God from Natural Law without removing the idea that religion is a human 
good.   


• This is more effective than Proportionalism, which still requires the 
acceptance of a more traditional natural law ethic in order to operate. 


• This point could be developed by a consideration of Finnis’ basic goods 
and the support these show for community values, equality and justice. 


• However, candidates may question the nature of the basic goods – Finnis 
suggests that these are self-evident but offers no proof for this. The 
concept of the naturalistic fallacy may be used here to press the point. 


• Another line of argument would be to consider the degree of guidance 
compared with the degree of moral autonomy permitted by each theory.  


• Finnis’ Natural Law theory gives people moral autonomy to make their 
own decisions within the framework of basic goods and removes the issue 
of absolutist rules which may appear outdated and unjust.  It allows us to 
accept that two different moral decisions can both be correct, which is 
helpful in the modern pluralist world. 


• However, candidates may argue that this lack of clarity makes the theory 
less effective.  They may argue that Proportionalism’s reliance on the 
clear-cut rules of Natural Law offers clearer guidance when making moral 
decisions while still allowing the degree of flexibility necessary to make 
fair decisions. 


• Candidates could develop this point by considering whether Aquinas’ 
application of his own Natural Law theory was proportionate to a degree 
and whether Proportionalism is simply continuing with this tradition. 


• It may also be argued that both theories are ineffective in that both would 
allow people to justify almost any action.  Both would permit believers to 
go against laws laid down in the Bible and neither offers clear enough 
guidance about how to act. 


• Finnis’ theory is overly complicated with too many factors to consider to 
give a clear response. It can be used to argue for both sides of certain 
moral dilemmas which does not really help us to decide. 


• Proportionalism is too open to interpretation as it is unclear what would 
constitute a ‘proportionate’ reason to break the rules of natural law.  


• On the other hand, it may be argued that they are equally effective for 
different audiences: Finnis appealing more to those of a secular nature 
while Proportionalism allows Christians to benefit from the advantages of 
a natural law approach to morality while avoiding some of its major 
pitfalls. 


 
Overall, candidates should engage with the debate and come to a 
substantiated evaluation regarding the issue raised. 
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Component 3 – Religion and Ethics


Part (a) of each question tests your knowledge and understanding of religion and belief.


Part (b) of each question tests your skills of analysis and evaluation, with regards to aspects of and 
approaches to religion and belief.


Section A


Answer one question from this section.


Either,


a) Explain how Robert Adams modified Divine Command Theory. [20]


b) ‘Morality is whatever God commands it to be.’
 Evaluate this view. [30]
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