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How to use the Diploma Programme Philosophy markscheme 

The assessment markbands constitute the formal tool for marking examination scripts, and in these 
assessment markbands examiners can see the skills being assessed in the examinations.  The 
markschemes are designed to assist examiners in possible routes taken by candidates in terms of the 
content of their answers when demonstrating their skills of doing philosophy through their responses.  
The points listed are not compulsory points, and not necessarily the best possible points.  They are a 
framework to help examiners contextualize the requirements of the question, and to facilitate the 
application of marks according to the assessment markbands listed on pages 6 and 7.  

It is important that examiners understand that the main idea of the course is to promote doing 
philosophy, and this involves activity and engagement throughout a two-year programme, as opposed to 
emphasizing the chance to display knowledge in a terminal set of examination papers.  Even in the 
examinations, responses should not be assessed on how much candidates know as much as how they 
are able to use their knowledge in support of an argument, using the skills referred to in the various 
assessment markbands published in the subject guide, reflecting an engagement with philosophical 
activity throughout the course.  As a tool intended to help examiners in assessing responses, the 
following points should be kept in mind when using a markscheme: 

• The Diploma Programme Philosophy course is designed to encourage the skills of doing philosophy
in the candidates.  These skills can be accessed through reading the assessment markbands in the
subject guide

• The markscheme does not intend to outline a model/correct answer

• The markscheme has an introductory paragraph which contextualizes the emphasis of the question
being asked

• The bullet points below the paragraph are suggested possible points of development that should not
be considered a prescriptive list but rather an indicative list where they might appear in the answer

• If there are names of philosophers and references to their work incorporated into the markscheme,
this should help to give context for the examiners and does not reflect a requirement that such
philosophers and references should appear in an answer: They are possible lines of development.

• Candidates can legitimately select from a wide range of ideas, arguments and concepts in service of
the question they are answering, and it is possible that candidates will use material effectively that is
not mentioned in the markscheme

• Examiners should be aware of the command terms for Philosophy as published on page 54 of the
Philosophy subject guide when assessing responses

• In markschemes for Paper 3, there are suggested pertinent points found in the text extract relating to
philosophical activity.  The markschemes include suggested questions that might stimulate analysis of
those points.  It is not intended that all possible points raised by the text are to be covered by the
candidates.  The markbands direct examiners to rewarding the responses accordingly

• The markscheme bullet points cannot and are not intended to predict how a candidate will relate his
or her personal experience of the DP HL Philosophy course to the text extract, so the examiner must
be aware that much of the response of the candidate will not be covered by material in the
markscheme, but the candidate’s response must relate to the text extract.
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Paper 3 markbands 

Marks Level descriptor 

0 The work does not reach a standard described by the descriptors below. 

1–5 

 The response is poorly structured, or where there is a recognizable structure there is
minimal focus on the task.  Philosophical vocabulary is not used, or is consistently used
inappropriately.

 There is a very basic understanding of the view of philosophical activity raised by the
unseen text. Few, if any, references are made to the text.

 There is limited reference to the student’s personal experience of philosophical activity but
no comparison or contrast of this experience with the view(s) raised by the text.

 The essay is descriptive and lacking in analysis. Few of the main points are justified.

6–10 

 There is some attempt to follow a structured approach although it is not always clear what
the answer is trying to convey.

 There is a limited understanding of the view(s) of philosophical activity raised by the text.
Few, if any, references are made to the text.

 There is some evidence that the student has drawn on their personal experience of
philosophical activity.

 The response identifies similarities and differences between the student’s personal
experience of philosophical activity and the view(s) of philosophical activity presented in the
text, although the analysis of these similarities and differences is superficial.

 The response contains some analysis but is more descriptive than analytical.  Some of the
main points are justified.

11–15 

 There is a clear attempt to structure the response, although there may be some repetition
or a lack of clarity in places.  Philosophical vocabulary is used, sometimes appropriately.

 There is a satisfactory understanding of the view(s) of philosophical activity raised by the
text.  Some references are made to the text.

 There is some evidence that the student has drawn on their personal experience of
philosophical activity, with examples or illustrations used to support their points.

 There is some analysis of the similarities and differences between the student’s personal
experience of philosophical activity and the view(s) of philosophical activity presented in the
text, although this analysis needs further development.

 The response contains critical analysis rather than just description.  Many of the main
points are justified.

16–20 

 The response is well organized and can be easily followed.  Philosophical vocabulary is
used, mostly appropriately.

 There is clear identification of the view(s) of philosophical activity presented in the unseen
text.  Some references are made to the text.

 The student draws on their personal experience of philosophical activity, using examples or
illustrations to support their points. 

 There is clear analysis of both similarities and differences between the student’s personal
experience of philosophical activity and the view(s) of philosophical activity presented in the
text, although this analysis needs further development.

 The response contains critical analysis rather than just description.  Most of the main points
are justified.  The response argues to a reasoned conclusion.

21–25  The response is well structured, focused and effectively organized.  There is appropriate
use of philosophical vocabulary throughout the response.
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 There is clear identification of the view(s) of philosophical activity presented in the unseen
text.  Effective references are made to the text.

 The student draws explicitly on their personal experience of philosophical activity, using
well-chosen examples or illustrations to support their points.

 There is clear analysis of both similarities and differences between the student’s personal
experience of philosophical activity and the view(s) of philosophical activity presented.

 The response contains well developed critical analysis.  All or nearly all of the main points
are justified.  The response argues to a reasoned conclusion.
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Unseen text – exploring philosophical activity 

When responding to this extract candidates should focus on the activity of philosophy.  In the course of 
analysing and evaluating the ideas in the extract candidates should reflect on their own experience of 
doing philosophy, and should therefore make explicit comparisons/contrasts between their experience of 
studying the HL Philosophy course and what the extract is saying about doing philosophy.   
Candidates should make explicit reference to the ideas and arguments in the text in their response.   [25] 

Candidates might consider the following: 
 The very nature of philosophy ensures that everyone can do philosophy and their lives can be

enhanced by it.  It is not difficult and there are a set of tools which philosophers use that are
readily available.  The main tools are logical ones.  There is nothing mysterious about logic, it is
part of our nature to act logically and to know when something is illogical

 Philosophers also understand that in order to work out questions they must test their ideas
against the ideas of others.  This method is used throughout science and the humanities.
That is why students and academics write essays and books and go to conferences.  When we
philosophize we must not be afraid to say what we think.  But we must consider what it is we
are thinking about and respect the ideas of others in the same way

 Doing philosophy allows us to explore the principles and rules of language, and attempts to
clarify the meaning of vague words and concepts.  It examines the role of language in
communication and thought, and the problem of how to identify or ensure the presence of
meaning in our use of language.  It is a method – a function – which seeks to expose the
problems and confusions which result from the misuse of language

 Doing philosophy considers the underpinnings of science, art, and theology.  Philosophers do
not ask “Are Pablo Picasso’s paintings ‘good’ works of art?” (as art critics do) but “Is aesthetic
judgment a matter of personal taste, or are there objective standards that we can apply to
evaluate a work of art?”  Philosophers do not ask, “Is the theory of evolution true?” (as
biologists and physical anthropologists do) but, “How do we distinguish truth from error?”

 Doing philosophy attempts to develop a wide-ranging conception of the world.  It seeks to
integrate the knowledge of the sciences with that of other fields of study to achieve some kind
of consistent and coherent world view

 Doing philosophy is reflective practice.  Reflection puts our ideas continually under scrutiny and
makes them available for change.  Views are continually under revision, continually changing
and that is the essence of doing philosophy

 Doing philosophy evaluates deeply held beliefs and attitudes critically; it forces us to see the
meaning and values of our beliefs, and sometimes their inconsistencies.  We analyse the
evidence (or lack of it) of our most treasured beliefs, and seek to remove from our perspectives
every trace of ignorance, prejudice, superstition, blind acceptance of ideas, and any other form
of irrationality.


