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[bookmark: VCE_Literature_2023–2026]VCE Philosophy 
(From 2025)
[bookmark: Written_examination_–_End_of_year]Written examination – End of year
[bookmark: Assessment_criteria]Assessment criteria
Each of the four 10-mark questions in Section A will be assessed against the following criteria:
[bookmark: _Hlk195000435]understanding of philosophical concepts, arguments, viewpoints and/or perspectives, as expressed within the extract / set texts and as relevant to the demands of the question 
understanding of connections, similarities and differences between arguments, viewpoints or perspectives, as expressed within the extract / set texts, as relevant to the demands of the question 
evaluation and/or critical comparison of relevant arguments, viewpoints or perspectives and/or the formulation of a justified philosophical position that addresses the demands of the question  
plausibility, coherence and development of a reasoned and supported response that addresses the specific demands of the question
use of clear and precise language appropriate to philosophy 
The 20-mark essay response in Section B will be assessed against the following criteria:
knowledge and understanding of philosophical concepts, viewpoints, arguments and perspectives, as expressed in the set texts and relevant to the topic   
evaluation and critical comparison of arguments, viewpoints or perspectives as relevant, and formulation of a justified philosophical position in response to the topic 
knowledge and use of a relevant case study
plausibility, coherence and development of a reasoned and supported discussion that addresses the specific demands of the topic and integrates relevant material
use of clear and precise language appropriate to philosophy
Assessors mark holistically, relating student performance to the published criteria and ranking students over the full range of marks available. Determination of the mark is assisted by the descriptors (listed below) in ‘Expected qualities for the mark range’. These descriptors have been written to reflect the level of achievement expected at a particular mark or mark range. Both the criteria and the descriptors are fully explored and directly related to the range of student responses during the assessor training process.
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Expected qualities for the mark range – Section A each of the four questions 

	Mark(s)
	Expected qualities

	Very High

9–10

Precise, insightful, convincing
	comprehensive understanding of relevant concepts, arguments, viewpoints and/or perspectives, including clear awareness of the logical structure of arguments, as expressed within the extract / set texts
detailed and perceptive understanding of connections, similarities and differences between arguments, viewpoints or perspectives
well-evidenced and convincing evaluation / critical comparison of relevant arguments, viewpoints or perspectives, and/or formulation of a philosophical position that convincingly addresses the demands of the question
convincing, coherent and thoroughly developed response that consistently targets the question and is strongly supported, including by well-selected examples (if required or as appropriate)
clear and precise language

	High

7–8

Knowledgeable, competent, effective
	secure knowledge of relevant concepts, arguments, viewpoints and/or perspectives, including awareness of the logical structure of arguments, as expressed within the extract / set texts
competent understanding of the connections, similarities and differences between arguments, viewpoints or perspectives
reasonable and coherent evaluation / critical comparison of relevant arguments, viewpoints or perspectives, and/or formulation of a philosophical position that effectively addresses the demands of the question 
plausible, organised and well-developed response that targets the question and is supported, including by well-selected examples (if required or as appropriate)
clear and appropriate language

	Medium

5–6

Clear, generally sound, generally fluent
	generally sound understanding of relevant concepts, arguments, viewpoints and/or perspectives, including some awareness of the logical structure of arguments, as expressed within the extract / set texts
some understanding of the connections, similarities or differences between arguments, viewpoints or perspectives
clear, if uneven, attempts at evaluation / critical comparison of relevant arguments, viewpoints or perspectives, and/or formulation of a philosophical position that generally addresses the demands of the question
generally coherent and ordered response that requires some further development and support; some examples are used (if required or as appropriate) and generally plausible points made in response to the question
mostly clear language




	Low
3–4

Basic, obvious, uneven
	some basic understanding of relevant concepts, arguments, viewpoints and/or perspectives as expressed within the extract / set texts
limited understanding of the connections, similarities or differences between arguments, viewpoints or perspectives
some limited attempts at evaluation / critical comparison of relevant arguments, viewpoints or perspectives, and/or formulation of a limited philosophical position
response may be disorganised, basic or unevenly developed, with limited support or examples; some points may lack plausibility or relevance
uneven clarity of language

	Very low
1–2

Simplistic, inaccurate, incomplete
	very limited or superficial understanding of relevant concepts, arguments, viewpoints and/or perspectives as expressed within the extract / set texts
very limited understanding of connections, similarities or differences between arguments, viewpoints or perspectives
very limited or no justified position / evaluation / critical comparison
responses are very limited and/or ideas are poorly organised and lack support, plausibility and relevance 
unclear use of language

	Insufficient to judge
0
	transcription or title only, or entirely irrelevant response
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[bookmark: gottohere]Expected qualities for the mark range – Section B essay response
Knowledge and understanding of philosophical concepts, viewpoints, arguments and perspectives, as expressed in the set texts and relevant to the topic  
To what extent does the response demonstrate understanding of philosophical concepts, as expressed in the set texts and relevant to the topic? 
To what extent does the response demonstrate understanding of philosophical viewpoints, arguments and perspectives, as expressed in the set texts and relevant to the topic? 

	Mark(s)
	Expected qualities

	10–9
	The response demonstrates knowledge that is perceptive, comprehensive and precise. Concepts, viewpoints, arguments and perspectives are well understood.

	8–7
	The response demonstrates knowledge that is accurate, detailed and secure. Concepts, viewpoints, arguments and perspectives are largely understood.

	6–5
	The response demonstrates a general understanding of concepts, viewpoints, arguments and perspectives.

	4–3
	The response demonstrates a basic understanding of concepts, viewpoints, arguments and perspectives.

	1–2
	The response demonstrates a very limited or superficial understanding of concepts, viewpoints, arguments and perspectives.

	0
	The response does not achieve the expected qualities outlined in the band 1-2.



Evaluation and critical comparison of arguments, viewpoints or perspectives as relevant, and formulation of a justified philosophical position in response to the topic 
Does the response evaluate the merits and limitations of selected arguments?
How relevant, supported, precise and perceptive are the evaluations and critical comparisons?
To what degree is there evidence of critical reflection in the student’s formulation of a philosophical position in response to the topic?  
How well-evidenced, insightful and convincing is the student’s own perspective on the topic?

	Mark(s)
	Expected qualities

	10–9
	The response provides strongly supported, focused and perceptive or compelling evaluative points. The student formulates a convincing philosophical position in response to the topic, showing evidence of deep and incisive critical reflection. 

	8–7
	The response provides well-supported, focused, thoughtful and reasonable evaluative points. The student formulates a clear philosophical position in response to the topic, showing evidence of substantial critical reflection.

	6–5
	The response provides clear, if unevenly developed or insufficiently supported, evaluative points. The student formulates a philosophical position in response to the topic, with evidence of some critical reflection. 

	4–3
	The response provides some basic, underdeveloped evaluative points, with little support offered. The student may attempt to formulate a philosophical position in response to the topic, but with little evidence of critical reflection.

	1–2
	The response provides some assertions without support. There are very limited to no evaluations or critical reflection. The student offers no philosophical position in response to the topic.

	0
	The response does not achieve the expected qualities outlined in band 1–2.



Knowledge and use of a relevant case study
To what extent does the response demonstrate understanding of the chosen case study and the epistemological issues it raises, as relevant to the topic?
How well does the response make use of the case study to explore epistemological issues relevant to the topic?

	Mark(s)
	Expected qualities

	10–9
	The response demonstrates a detailed knowledge of the chosen case study and the epistemological issues it raises, as relevant to the topic. The case study is used in an astute, focused, detailed and precise way.  Examples are well chosen and thoughtfully utilised.

	8–7
	The response demonstrates a secure knowledge of the chosen case study and the epistemological issues it raises, as relevant to the topic. The case study is used in a thoughtful and focused way. Examples are appropriate and support the discussion.

	6–5
	The response demonstrates some knowledge of the chosen case study and the epistemological issues it raises. The use of the case study is generally appropriate and targets the topic. Some appropriate examples are used to support the discussion.

	4–3
	The response demonstrates a limited knowledge of the chosen case study and the epistemological issues it raises. The case study is used in a limited way to address the topic. Few examples are used to support the discussion.

	1–2
	The response demonstrates a very limited or superficial knowledge of the case study and the epistemological issues it raises. Use of the case study loses touch with the topic. Very few or no examples are used to support the discussion.

	0
	The response does not achieve the expected qualities outlined in band 1–2.


Plausibility, coherence and development of a reasoned and supported discussion that addresses the specific demands of the topic and integrates relevant material
How well does the response demonstrate understanding of the specific demands of the topic?
How well does the response address the specific demands of the topic?
To what extent does the response synthesise material from the set texts, case study and any other material (as relevant and appropriate)?
Is the discussion plausible, well-reasoned and supported?  
Is the discussion coherently organised and developed? 


 
	Mark(s)
	Expected qualities

	5
	The response shows a full understanding of the specific demands of the question by identifying and analysing material that is always relevant. Arguments, viewpoints, perspectives and evaluations are fully developed. Materials from the set texts and the case study are synthesised to develop a response that is well-organised, focused, sustained and insightful. The discussion is thoroughly convincing and supported.  

	4
	The response demonstrates a clear understanding of the specific demands of the question by identifying and analysing relevant material. Arguments, viewpoints, perspectives and evaluations are appropriately developed. Material from the set texts and the case study is synthesised to develop a competent, organised and thoughtful response. The discussion is plausible and supported.  

	3
	The response demonstrates some knowledge of the specific demands of the question by identifying and discussing some relevant material from the set texts and the case study. Arguments, viewpoints, perspectives and evaluations receive some appropriate development. The response is generally integrated, competent and coherent, with support mostly offered for points made.  

	2
	The response demonstrates some awareness of the specific demands of the question by identifying and discussing a limited range of relevant material from the set texts and/or the case study. There is some development of the discussion, but it is not always focused or coherently expressed, and assertions may lack support. 

	1
	The response demonstrates little awareness of the demands of the question. Relevant material, if identified, is used in a very limited way. The discussion is under-developed and unsupported and often irrelevant to the line of argument.  


Use of clear and precise language appropriate to philosophy
How clear and precise is the language used?
To what extent is the language used appropriate to philosophy?
To what extent does the response make use of language relevant to the task?

	Mark(s)
	Expected qualities

	5
	Language used is clear, precise and fully appropriate to philosophy. The response demonstrates sound knowledge of relevant terminology and uses this terminology appropriately.

	4
	Language used is clear, effective and appropriate to philosophy. The response demonstrates knowledge of relevant terminology and uses this terminology appropriately.

	3
	The language used is clear and appropriate to philosophy. The response demonstrates knowledge of some relevant terminology and uses this terminology appropriately.

	2
	The language used is generally clear and largely appropriate to philosophy. Some relevant terminology may be used appropriately.

	1
	The language used is difficult to follow and/or inappropriate to philosophy. Little relevant terminology is used and/or it is used inappropriately.

	0
	The response does not achieve the expected qualities outlined in band 1.
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