GCE ‘A’ LEVEL 2006

MARK SCHEME FOR PAPER 2

1. What does the word ‘rallying (line1) tell you about the purpose of the call?  [1]

	‘rallying’


	 to gather support / to unite / to inspire its hearers


2. What does the phrase ‘rung down the centuries’ (lines 1-2) tell you about the effect of the call? [1]                                                  

	‘rung down…

 the centuries’


	The Effect:

It was stirring/ powerful/ resonating/ influential/ had an impact (1/2) 

Time Element:

 And was enduring/ lasting/ continuing (1/2)


3. Explain, in your own words as far as possible, why the author believes ‘There is no such thing as a totally free society’ (line 10).                    [2]+[1m bonus]

	“if my freedom interferes with  or prevents yours”

“then either mine or yours has to go.” 
	When the freedom, beliefs or desires of individuals  contradict/ oppose or are incompatible with each other,         
there is a necessity for compromise or restriction.       


4. In democracies, how are rulers (a) ‘chosen by” and (b) ‘answerable to’ those they govern (line 17)?    [2]

	(a) chosen through ‘free’ elections/ chosen by citizens/voted or selected through elections                                                                                                            [1]

(b) answerable by being subject to the rule of law OR they may fail to be re-elected for another term if they fail to fulfil their responsibilities                                

OR answerable by fulfilling all their promises / responsibilities                     [1]

OR answerable by protecting the people with the use of the army                  [1/2]


5. Which of the rights mentioned in lines 23-25 would the following deny?  

a) ‘censorship of views’ 9line 28)   [1]

b) ‘banning of demonstrations’ (line 29) [1]

	(a) “freedom of expression”, i.e., a person’s right to voice his beliefs, opinions, views

(b) “freedom of assembly”, i.e., people’s right to gather as groups to discuss issues/to air their views on issues/to vent their feelings over matters they are unhappy about.


6. Why does the author say there can be ‘no rational argument for or against’ the claim that rights are ‘God-given’ (line 32-33)     [1]

	“…such a statement of faith”
	There can be no ‘rational’ argument using reason or logic or looking for evidence/ justification/ confirmation about something which is a matter of belief, that by its nature cannot be ‘proved’.                   [1]


7. Using your own words as far as possible explain why, in paragraph 5, the author claims that fraternity ‘solves the contradiction’ (lines 60-61) of the other two words of the clarion call.      [2]

	“If people have a proper concern for one another – a ‘brotherly’ (or sisterly!) relationship in fact”

“the rich and powerful will want to share their gains more equally with the less fortunate”

“and will vote for a government which taxes their wealth to provide more equal opportunities for others.”
	Because if everyone treats all others like close relatives and show genuine interest in their welfare                                   [1/2]

And the affluent and influential are  willing to give up part of their earnings to help the poor                                      [1/2]

And would elect/support governments that pursue socialistic/egalitarian policies so that (Inferred) the problem of imbalance in incomes between the capable and the less capable can be corrected OR the income gaps between the rich and the poor can be bridged OR the problem of personal liberty causing an inequitable distribution of wealth can be addressed.                                       [1]

OR

Liberty for those who have natural advantages (of wealth, power, intelligence, authority,etc) inevitably means that they will secure more than others, thus negating the principle of equality.             [1/2]

The attitude of fraternity, which involves compassion/care/ desire to help others [1/2], will lead to the voluntary sacrifice of natural superiority in the support and betterment of those who are less equal.         [1/2]


8. What are the similarities and differences between the new generation ‘born into the age of the Internet, email and mobile phone’ (lines 79-80) and the children in The Chrysalids? Use your own words as far as possible.      [3]

	Similarities

“Generation of children is born who, as a result of radiation have extra-sensory perception, the ability to think each other’s thoughts.”

“I am reminded…generation born into the age of the internet, email and mobile phone, giving them the means to interact and blend into a cohesive, whole society to a degree undreamt of “

Possible Differences 

“…Science fiction….”

“Generation born into the age of the internet…..”

“result of radiation ..have ..extra-sensory perception”

the internet, email and mobile phone,

“also further this development of a society which is truly one, in which claims to individual freedom will be seen at best as irrelevant and at worst as anti-social”


	Similarities

In The Chrysalids, the children, born with the sixth sense, are able to share what is in their minds                                 [1/2]

Likewise, children today with various electronic means of communication are able to share their ideas/beliefs/values and so achieve an unprecedented level of closeness/affinity mentally/culturally OR they are able to predict/anticipate trends/actions/attitudes of their peers.

                                                   [1/2]

Children in The Chrysalids are make-believe characters                      [1/2]

Today’s young people exist in real life.

                                                  [1/2]

Chrysalids children gained the power of communication through a disaster/accident             [1/2]

But the young today gained ability to communicate through a technological development that is intended    [1/2]

In the story, the children could communicate mentally without external technological aids                                            [1/2]

Our young people communicate aided by electronic devices.                     [1/2]

Inferred

While the Chrysalids might be communal and societal in outlook and behaviour, the internet generation tends to be more individualistic, self-centred, and insular with respect to society at large. [1]

3 marks out of possible 4


9. Give the meaning of the following words as they are used in the passage. You may write your answers in one word or a short phrase.     [5]

	
	1 Mark
	½ Mark
	0 Marks

	Aspirations (line 4)


	lofty aims/noble objectives/ideals/ hopes
	Objectives/aims/ dreams/ambitions/

Goals / things we want to achieve
	Wish/intention/ desire/longing/

Motivation/beliefs / ideologies


	Override (line 22)
	take precedence over/assume greater importance than/ become more important than/prevail over/

take priority over/be dominant over/dominate over


	Ignore/disregard/

Precede / overshadow
	Cancel/nullify/ set aside/replace/take place/rule out/outweigh/

Overrule / overtake / outweigh / infringe



	Liberal (line 27)
	tolerant of other people’s views or beliefs/open-minded/ tolerant/

open


	Permissive/

unrestrictive
	Indulgent/

transparent/

unrestricted/

unconventional

	Transient (line 49)
	temporary/ transitory/ momentary/

short term


	Short-lived/

Fleeting/passing in nature
	Short/changing

	Account (line 72)
	answer for/ (be) responsible for/ face the consequences

	
	Explain/clarify/

Justify/handle / answer / responsible 


10. Using material from paragraphs 2-4 (lines 11-54) 
(a) summarise what the author has to say about why people accept the authority of the State, 
(b) the justifications sometimes given for limiting its authority, and 
(c) the problems associated with some of these justifications.

Write your summary in no more that 120 words not counting the opening words which are printed below. Use your own words as far as possible.       [8]

People are prepared to accept the authority of the State, whatever the origins of that authority, because…
	From Para 2
	People are prepared to accept the authority of the State, whatever the origins of that authority, because……

	Personal freedom is only possible if the state is strong enough to guarantee it for everyone (para 2)


	A1. Only a government sufficiently powerful can safeguard people’s liberty 

	They must therefore surrender some, or all, of their own freedom to the state, the governing power (para 2)


	A2. Citizens must therefore give up their rights to give the government the authority

	In return for the security which the state affords them


	A3.In exchange for protection provided

	By its laws it protects them from dangers within and by its military strength, ….from dangers without.
	A4. by its rules and its army

	…is an increase rather than a diminution of our freedom

	A5. It leads to/ contributes to amplification/ enlargement of citizens’ liberty

	From Para 3 and Para 4


	

	Acceptable laws must not override certain basic freedoms

	B1. Some feel that rules must not prevail over people’s fundamental claims as humans



	Which all humans are born with………

	B2. Because these are birth rights..................



	...what might be called the ‘harm principle’.

	B3. A person has the right to do anything as long as no one else is negatively affected.

	Inherent problems on what ‘rights’ can everyone agree

	C1. But the difficulty is there can be no universal agreement on what these claims should constitute

	Are they still supreme over law in all circumstances?- extreme circumstances, e.g. war


	C2. And whether these claims should be protected even in extreme situations.

	Fundamental problem about rights – where do they come from? Who confers them? Who says you have a ‘right’?


	C3. There is also the basic question as to who underwrites to safeguard these claims

	Many people are handicapped in various ways – physically or mentally- clearly need to be taken care of 


	C4. Further, citizens not capable of exercising independence 

	Those of us who choose to harm ourselves by…..

	C5. or who abuse their liberty to their own detriment must be managed/controlled by the government, respect for  human rights notwithstanding.  



	these ‘deviants’ are harming society by……

	The community is negatively affected by their selfish actions.


                                                                                  [max.10 out of 14 marks]

11.  In the final sentence, the author writes that ‘by giving up all claims to individual freedom, we will discover the best way to achieve it.’ (A) How far do you agree with his view? (B) How free do you want to be? In giving your views, explain where and why you agree or disagree with the author.                                        [8]

Ideas from the passage:

1. There can be no such thing as a totally free society – if my freedom interferes with yours….. (line 6)

2. Personal freedom is only possible if the state is strong enough to guarantee it for everyone – therefore must surrender our own freedom to the state – (line 13)

3. need to forego some or all freedom  in return for security – laws and army (line 14)

4. Consider rulers who have chosen themselves by force of arms – little freedom for the individual  (line 15)

5. democracies where rulers are chosen and answerable to those they govern (line 17)

6. The issue of rights is a difficult one – on what rights can everyone agree, are they supreme over law in all circumstances? Where do they come from? Who confers them? Who says you have a right?  (lines 26-31)

7. The state playing the ‘Nanny’, the Paternalistic State’ (line 52)

8. The writer believes that a democratically chosen state represents its citizens at their wisest and best and he is willing to surrender all his so-called liberty to its laws and restrictions  (line  66)

9. He consider his liberty as merely whim or caprice or ill-informed prejudice (line  67)

The given stand is extreme and too idealistic,  and therefore difficult to agree with completely.
SOME points that  we can AGREE with

1. There can be no such thing as a totally free society – if my freedom interferes with yours….. (line 6)

2. That personal freedom is only possible if the state is strong enough to guarantee it for everyone. So we must give up some of our freedom to facilitate governance so that rules & regulations can effectively ensure a law-abiding society. (lines 12-14)

Possible arguments:

1. Man living in a community has to consider and respect the needs and desires of others so complete freedom is impossible. The larger good has to be considered

2. Only then can law and order be maintained.

3. Only with the support of the people can the government effectively build a peaceful, harmonious society, e.g. citizens have to be law-abiding for laws to be effective.

4. Only with peace can individuals effectively meet their needs and pursue their desires.

Point we can DISAGREE with

1. That if needs be, we give up all of our freedom (line 14)

2. The writer believes that a democratically chosen state represents its citizens at their wisest and best and he is willing to surrender all his so-called liberty to its laws and restrictions  (line  65-68)

3. Many people are handicapped in various ways – physically and mentally – and clearly need to be taken care of and live in a controlled, supervised conditions (line 40-42)
4. The desire to do what we want without needing to account for it to some tribunal such as an employer or government – indeed, to society itself – is a common symptom of maladjustment (line 72-74)
5. The age of the Internet…this development of a society which is truly one, in which claims to individual freedom will be seen at best as irrelevant and at worst as anti-social (line 79-85)
Possible arguments:

1. Unwise to surrender all rights. The most benevolent of government can turn oppressive/corrupt if given complete power - “Power corrupts; complete power corrupts completely.” Consider dictatorships that started out as democratically elected governments, e.g. Hitler’s.

2. Even the most benevolent of governments can make mistakes. The importance of the public as a watchdog, the Fourth Estate, cannot be underestimated.

3. The governing of a country is a dynamic process. Surrendering all freedom to the ruler is politically and culturally unhealthy and may have social and economic implication – negative social and economic effects experienced in communist systems, for instance, may result.

4. To give up all freedom is to behave like cattle, docile and mindless. The human spirit needs exercise to be kept alive. Always following orders can lead to the loss of important survival skills. E.g. After the collapse of the Soviet Union, citizens who had been used to allocated housing, did not even know how to fill in application forms to apply for housing.

5. Consider the arguments of anarchists who believe in individuals’ ability to regulate their own behaviour without the need of a government.

6. Citizens must be treated as mature, sensible adults and given the freedom to do as they please without having to answer to some other authority – indicates respect for the individual, the absence of which will breed resentment and reliance on others to assess the morality of their actions.
7. HIV patients in confinement and isolation in some countries – due to fear but more harmful as such actions drive many patients into hiding instead of seeking help.  Freedom would be a preferred alternative.
8. Forced sterilization of handicapped children – is this a violation of human rights? (Slippery Slope argument).
Singapore situation:  

Individual rights have to take into account the nature of society.  Freedom of expressions must be limited by respect for religious beliefs, racial equality, and cultural practices.  Order and stability must be maintained as people may not exercise their rights responsibly.  Certain rights must be restricted if they result in personal harm or harm for others.

How free do you (teenagers – 18 years old, Singaporean, highly educated) want to be?  Some Possible Points

· Freedom to think critically and express views (Man as rational being VS Animals)

· To challenge malpractices/wrong doings

· To suggest ways for improvement (for self-fulfilment and good of society) – to be a catalyst for change (young, fresh ideas)

However, should not threaten social stability through touching racial and religious issues which may be sensitive.

· Freedom to watch films of adult themes at age 18 (mature enough to serve in the army, drive cars, be imprisoned – so why not watch movies?)

However, gambling should not be allowed because prone to addiction; drug-taking---harmful to society & self.

· Freedom to follow own sexual orientation.  No discrimination against homosexuals or restrictions of sexual morality because of personal rights and causing no harm to others (unless younger than 16)

However, should not violate standards of decency through excessive demonstrativeness in the public domain (especially in conservative societies)
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