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Generic Marking Principles 
 

These general marking principles must be applied by all examiners when marking candidate answers. 
They should be applied alongside the specific content of the mark scheme or generic level 
descriptions for a question. Each question paper and mark scheme will also comply with these 
marking principles. 
 

GENERIC MARKING PRINCIPLE 1: 
 
Marks must be awarded in line with: 
 
• the specific content of the mark scheme or the generic level descriptors for the question  

• the specific skills defined in the mark scheme or in the generic level descriptors for the question 

• the standard of response required by a candidate as exemplified by the standardisation scripts. 

GENERIC MARKING PRINCIPLE 2: 
 
Marks awarded are always whole marks (not half marks, or other fractions). 

GENERIC MARKING PRINCIPLE 3: 
 
Marks must be awarded positively: 
 

• marks are awarded for correct/valid answers, as defined in the mark scheme. However, credit 
is given for valid answers which go beyond the scope of the syllabus and mark scheme, 
referring to your Team Leader as appropriate 

• marks are awarded when candidates clearly demonstrate what they know and can do  

• marks are not deducted for errors 

• marks are not deducted for omissions 
• answers should only be judged on the quality of spelling, punctuation and grammar when these 

features are specifically assessed by the question as indicated by the mark scheme. The 
meaning, however, should be unambiguous. 

GENERIC MARKING PRINCIPLE 4: 
 
Rules must be applied consistently, e.g. in situations where candidates have not followed 
instructions or in the application of generic level descriptors. 

GENERIC MARKING PRINCIPLE 5: 
 
Marks should be awarded using the full range of marks defined in the mark scheme for the question 
(however; the use of the full mark range may be limited according to the quality of the candidate 
responses seen). 

GENERIC MARKING PRINCIPLE 6: 
 
Marks awarded are based solely on the requirements as defined in the mark scheme. Marks should 
not be awarded with grade thresholds or grade descriptors in mind.  
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Annotations guidance for centres 
 
Examiners use a system of annotations as a shorthand for communicating their marking decisions to 
one another. Examiners are trained during the standardisation process on how and when to use 
annotations. The purpose of annotations is to inform the standard isation and monitoring processes 
and guide the supervising examiners when they are checking the work of examiners within their team. 
The meaning of annotations and how they are used is specific to each component and is understood 
by all examiners who mark the component.  
 
We publish annotations in our mark schemes to help centres understand the annotations they may 
see on copies of scripts. Note that there may not be a direct correlation between the number of 
annotations on a script and the mark awarded. Similarly, the use of an annotation may not be an 
indication of the quality of the response.  
 
The annotations listed below were available to examiners marking this component in this series.  
 

Annotation Meaning 

 
In Qs 1, 3 and 4 use to indicate where each mark has been awarded (except in 
Q1(a)). 

 
Use to indicate an answer or element that is wrong.  

 Not good enough. Use wherever such a judgment has been made.  

 Benefit of doubt. Use in conjunction with other annotations. 

 
In Q3 use to indicate ‘significant additional element’. 
In Q5 use to indicate creditworthy other argument element.  

 In Qs 2 and 5 use to indicate ‘conclusion’. 

 In Q2 use to indicate creditworthy evaluation of a source.  

 In Q5 use to indicate creditworthy intermediate conclusion. 

 
In Q2 use to indicate creditworthy personal thinking. 
In Q3 use to indicate paraphrase. 

 
In Q2 use to indicate creditworthy inferential reasoning. 
In Q5 use to indicate creditworthy reason used to support a conclusion.  

 
In Q2 use to indicate creditworthy use of a source. 
In Q5 use to indicate distinct strand of reasoning. 

 
In appropriate cases, use to indicate significant omission.  
In Q3 use to indicate ‘significant omission’. 

 

Use when an element of an answer which would normally be credited cannot 
receive a mark because of a rubric; e.g., in Q5 use when a type of argument 
element has already been credited in the same strand of reasoning.  
Use in answers when no other annotations have been used.  
Use on blank pages. 

Highlighter Use to draw attention to part of an answer. 

 
There must be at least one annotation on each page of the answer booklet.  
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Question Answer Marks 

1(a) Is the first paragraph of Source A an argument? Justify your answer.  
 
2 marks for a correct answer with accurate explanation (3 ticks)  
1 mark for a correct answer with vague, incomplete or generic explanation (2 
ticks) 
0 marks for a correct answer without explanation (1 tick)  
0 marks for an incorrect answer with or without explanation (0 ticks)  
 
2-mark answer (3 ticks) 

• The first paragraph of Source A is not an argument ✓. It consists of a 
description of homeopathic medicine ✓, but there is no (supported, 
persuasive) conclusion ✓. 

• The first paragraph of Source A is not an argument ✓. It consists of a 
description of homeopathic medicine ✓, but does not attempt to persuade 
✓. 

 
1-mark answers (2 ticks) 

• The first paragraph of Source A is not an argument ✓, because it does 
not include a (supported, persuasive) conclusion ✓. 

• The first paragraph of Source A is not an argument ✓. It consists of a 
description of homeopathic medicine ✓. 

 
0-mark answer (1 or 0 ticks) 
• The first paragraph of Source A is not an argument ✓, because it does 

not include two contrasting opinions X. 

• The first paragraph of Source A is an argument X. 

2 

1(b) Other than the placebo effect, suggest two alternative explanations for 
the recovery of the patients mentioned in Source B. 
 
1 mark each for up to two valid explanations, for example : 
 
• The human body’s natural healing mechanisms / immune system rather 

than the treatment may have caused the improvement. 

• A patient may have been taking other medication / receiving another form 
of treatment at the same time that caused the recovery. 

• Changes to lifestyle, diet etc. may have caused the improvement. 

• The homeopathic medicine may have been effective. 

• The meeting(s) between the homeopathic practitioner and the patient 
may have had healing value, independent of the efficacy of the remedy 
prescribed.  

2 
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Question Answer Marks 

1(c) Assess the reliability of Source B. 
 
1 mark each for up to four of the following: 
 

• As a medical doctor, they are likely to have a good reputation. 

• As a qualif ied doctor, they would have expertise in the scientif ic 
principles relevant to their critique of homeopathy.  

• Their time working in a homeopathic hospital is likely to have given them 
expertise in this form of medicine,  

• and good ability to perceive improvements their patients made following 
treatment. 

• Their time spent working in the hospital also suggests that they held no 
bias against homeopathy. 

• Having worked in both homeopathic and mainstream medicine for many 
years, they have good ability to perceive the differences. 

• They have a vested interest to maintain their reputation by being open 
and honest about their experience of homeopathic medicine,  

• but, now they are committed to mainstream medicine, they may have a 
vested interest to criticise homeopathy. 

4 

1(d) How consistent with each other are Sources C and D? 
 
They are (mostly) consistent [1], in that they both say that there isn’t strong 
evidence that homeopathic treatments are effective [1], and that there may be 
risks associated with using them [1]. However, they are slightly inconsistent in 
that Source C says there is no evidence that they are as effective as 
conventional medicine, while Source D says there is little evidence that they 
are effective at all [1]. Source C says they are normally safe to use, while 
Source D implies that they often might not be [1]. 
 
Award judgement mark only if it is supported by some correct content.  If the 
content is too weak to deserve a mark in its own right, but is an attempt at a 
correct answer, the judgement mark may be awarded (on its own), but if the 
content is incorrect, the judgement mark must not be awarded. 

4 

1(e) After reading Source E, a student said, ‘The research trials were biased.’ 
Explain how the evidence in Source E supports this claim.  
 
The most likely reason that the results of 38% of the trials were not published 
is that the researchers withheld the results [1], because they did not provide 
support for their hypotheses [1].  

Registering a trial after publication of its results suggests that these results 
may have been awaited before deciding whether or not the trial should be 
made public [1], implying that unfavourable results might have resulted in the 
trial not being registered [1]. 

2 
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Question Answer Marks 

2 ‘Homeopathy is of no medical value.’ 
 
1 mark for an explicit supported conclusion 
 

Up to 7 marks from the following: 

Use of sources  2 marks for use of 4 or 5 sources 
1 mark for use of 1–3 sources 

Evaluation of 
sources 

1 mark for each valid evaluation of the reliability or 
quality of reasoning in sources 
Maximum 3 marks 

Inferential 
reasoning 
from sources 

1 mark each 
Maximum 3 marks 
Source must be mentioned for this to be credited  

Personal  
thinking 

1 mark each 
Maximum 2 marks 

 
Annotate answers as follows: 
 
 To indicate ‘conclusion’.  
 
 To indicate creditworthy use of source. 
 
 To indicate creditworthy evaluation of source. 
 
 To indicate creditworthy inferential reasoning. 
 
 To indicate creditworthy personal thinking. 
 
 To indicate incorrect material. 
 
 
Indicative content 
 

• Source A describes homeopathy and makes claims about its efficacy in 
treating health conditions. 

• However, given that it originates with a homeopathy association, it is 
likely to be biased in favour of the practice and to have a vested interest 
to advance the interests of its members. 

• Source B is a critique of homeopathy by a doctor who used to be a 
practitioner of this branch of alternative medicine. 

• The author of this source is likely to have relevant expertise in both the 
practice of homeopathy and the scientif ic principles underlying the 
author’s critique of it. 

• The author is also likely to have had good ability to see the improvements 
made following homeopathic treatment, 

8 
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Question Answer Marks 

2 • and good ability to see the differences between homeopathic and 
mainstream medicine.  

• Source C is a mildly worded critique of homeopathy,  

• which acknowledges that it is likely to be safe to use, given due caution.  

• Source D is a more forceful critique of homeopathy, implying a more 
negative view than Source C of the safety of homeopathic remedies.  

• Sources C and D are also not wholly consistent with each other in respect 
of the amount of evidence in favour of homeopathy that each recognises.  

• Source E provides some data obtained by examining the outcomes of 20 
years’ worth of clinical trials into the efficacy of homeopathy.  

• The data gives grounds for inferring that bias has been present in some 
of these trials, 

• but does not indicate the direction of any such bias. 
 
 
Example 8-mark answer (272 words) 
 
It is unrealistic to expect science to explain everything, but it seems 

reasonable to want a solidly scientif ic basis for any branch of medicine that 

claims to treat health conditions.  

 

Source A describes the practice of homeopathy and claims that it is effective 

in restoring people to good health. However, as a homeopathy association, 

this source is likely to be biased in favour of homeopathy and has a vested 

interest to make such a claim in order to promote its practice. 

 

None of the other sources provides much, if any, support for the efficacy of 

homeopathy. Source B – likely to be reliable, given its author’s expertise and 

experience – suggests that any success claimed by homeopathists can be 

better explained by a placebo effect than by any of their remedies. Sources C 

and D, which are broadly consistent with each other, although not wholly so, 

state that there is little solid evidence in favour of this branch of alternative 

medicine. Published by national governments, so presumably authored by 

experts, the two sources can be expected to be reliably informative.  

 

Source E provides data gathered from an extensive examination of clinical 

trials carried out to establish how effective homeopathy is. This data gives 

some reason for believing that bias was present in some of these trials. 

However, the data doesn’t indicate the direction of the bias, hence neither 

supports nor undermines the claims of homeopathists.  
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Question Answer Marks 

2 Overall, the majority of  the source material suggests that homeopathy relies 

on claims of successful treatment that are poorly supported by research, and 

that there are some risks in using it. Therefore, homeopathy is probably of 

doubtful medical value.  
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Question Answer Marks 

In Q3, annotate as follows: 
 
 Significant additional element 
 
 Significant omission 
 
 Paraphrase 
 
In Q3(a), (c), and (d), if two answers are given, one of which is correct, award 1 mark.  
 
In all parts of Q3, apply guidance relating to additional material only if it constitutes an additional 
part of an answer or an alternative answer.  

3(a) Using the exact words from the passage as far as possible, identify the 
main conclusion. 
 
2 marks for an exact answer 
1 mark for a paraphrase, or for one additional element or omission 
 
(Therefore,) we should focus on meeting the needs of existing people.  

2 

3(b) Using the exact words from the passage as far as possible, identify two 
intermediate conclusions from paragraphs 1 to 3. 
 
For up to two of the following: 
2 marks for an exact answer 
1 mark for a paraphrase, or for one additional element or omission 
If more than two answers given, mark the first three only 
 
• (However,) we have no obligation to future people, 

• (So) we cannot be sure that future people will ever exist.  

• (So) the current population of the world still has basic needs that are not 
being met. 

4 

3(c) Using the exact words from the passage as far as possible, identify one 
counter‑assertion. 
 
2 marks for an exact version of either of the following 
1 mark for a paraphrase of either of the following, or for one additional 
element or omission 
 

• (As many environmentalists claim,) our behaviour is making these 
problems worse. 

• (It is tempting to state that) previous generations were unaware of the 
harm they were doing, 

2 
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Question Answer Marks 

3(d) Identify the argument element and explain the function of the following 
words from paragraph 5: 
 
‘we should avoid making this claim’ 
 
An intermediate conclusion [1], supported by the reason that follows it [1].  
 
Allow for 1 mark 
A response to the counter-assertion that precedes it. 

2 
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Question Answer Marks 

4(a) Identify and evaluate an appeal in paragraph 2. 
 
The third sentence of paragraph 2 contains an appeal to authority / expertise 
[1]. The appeal weakens the reasoning / is disproportionate [1]. This view is 
extreme and implausible [1], and may not be held by a reputable majority of 
scientists / ‘Some scientists’ implies that most do not hold this view [1]. 
Depending on the scientists’ areas of expertise, the appeal may or may not be 
relevant [1]. 
 
Award judgement mark only if it is supported by some correct content.  If the 
content is too weak to deserve a mark in its own right, but is an attempt at a 
correct answer, the judgement mark may be awarded (on its own), but if the 
content is incorrect, the judgement mark must not be awarded. 

3 

4(b) Identify and evaluate an analogy in paragraph 2. 
 
Trying to benefit future generations is compared to driving a car with your 
eyes closed [1]. They are similar in that you cannot see if you are heading in 
the right direction [1], but it is overstated – we would probably have a fairly 
good idea, rather than no idea, of how to benefit future generations [1].  

3 

4(c) Identify and explain a flaw of conflation in paragraph 5. 
 
There is conflation between previous generations and their environmental 
experts [1]. Even if the experts did know about the dangers, this may not have 
been widely known by the general public [1]. 

2 

4(d) Identify and explain one flaw or weakness in the reasoning in paragraph 
4. 
 
Either: 
Paragraph 4 contains the flaw of counter-attack (tu quoque) [1]. Even if it 
were true that previous generations didn’t consider the needs of future people, 
this does not justify our behaving in a similar manner and disregarding the 
needs of people yet to be born [1]. 
Or: 
Paragraph 4 contains an appeal to popularity [1]. It wrongly suggests that 
just because many people in the past did not consider the needs of future 
people, we should likewise not do so [1]. 
 
Accept for full credit answers expressed in terms of reliance on a questionable 
assumption or appeal to history / tradition. 

2 
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Question Answer Marks 

5 ‘Human beings should put their own needs above those of all other 
species.’ 
 
1 mark for an explicit supported conclusion 
Must use the precise wording of the claim or an acceptable negation.  
Must not be expressed as an opinion. 
 

Up to 7 marks from the following: 

Reasons 
2 marks for three or more reasons supporting conclusions 
1 mark for one or two reasons supporting conclusions  

Inferential 
reasoning 

1 mark for each use of an intermediate conclusion or chain 
of intermediate conclusions 
(including if used in a response to a counter) 
Maximum 3 marks 

Argument 
elements 

1 mark for each use of other argument elements that 
strengthens the reasoning: counter with response, example, 
analogy, hypothetical reasoning 
Credit each type only once per strand of reasoning 
Maximum 3 marks 

Structure 1 mark for two or more distinct strands of reasoning 

 
Each component of a candidate response may score only once. Where there 
is more than one possibility, use the classification which leads to the higher 
total mark. 
 
No credit for material unrelated to the claim given on the question paper.  
No credit for material reproduced from the passage. 
 
Annotate answers as follows: 
 
 To indicate main conclusion. 
 
 To indicate creditworthy reason used to support a conclusion. 
 
 To indicate creditworthy intermediate conclusion. 
 
 To indicate creditworthy other argument element. 
 
 To indicate distinct strand of reasoning. 
 

 When a type of argument element has already been credited in the 
 same strand of reasoning. 

 
 To indicate material that is judged not to have a structural function 
in  the argument. 
 
Use highlighter to indicate material which is not relevant to the stated claim 
or is derived from the passage. 

8 
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Question Answer Marks 

5 Example 8-mark answers 
 
Support (173 words) 
 
Human beings are animals, and hence can reasonably be expected to follow 

the same laws of nature that other animals do. It is a law of nature that all 

animals put their own needs above those of other species. Therefore, human 

beings should put their own needs above those of all other species.  

 

We do not have the same natural defences that most animals do, such as 

great speed and strength. If we are to survive, then we must take more steps 

to meet our own needs than if we had such defences. The natural world is a 

hostile environment, so we need to be ruthless about protecting ourselves.  

 

It may be claimed that we are no more important as a species than the rest of 

the animal world, but this is untrue. Our needs are more sophisticated than 

those of other species. Human beings need cultural and recreational 

activities, for example. We are not simply content to survive. These unique 

needs justify us in having greater self -regard than other animals might have. 

 
 
Challenge (165 words) 
 
Up until now, human beings have prioritised their own needs above those of 

all other species. The results of our selfish behaviour can be clearly seen in 

the environmental damage we have caused, such as deforestation and plastic 

pollution in oceans. So, there is no excuse for us continuing to behave as we 

have done up until now. 

 

It is sometimes argued that human beings are unique. However, along with all 

other species, we are an integral part of a complicated ecosystem. We are 

neither more nor less important than the other parts of this ecosystem, so 

cannot regard ourselves as being ‘special’ in any relevant way.  

 

Our needs as a species are not more important than those of other species. 

Human beings are supposed to be rational, hence should realise that to 

prioritise our needs would be speciesism. This form of discrimination is no 

more acceptable than any other. 
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Question Answer Marks 

5 
 

Therefore, human beings should not put their own needs above those of all 

other species. 

 
Acceptable ‘challenge’ conclusions: 

• Human beings should not put their own needs above those of all other 
species. 

• Human beings should give their own needs equal weight with those of all 
other species. 

• Human beings should put their own needs below those of all other 
species. 

• It is not the case that human beings should put their own needs above 
those of all other species. 

 

 


