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Question Answer Marks

Section A
Principles of marking the translation

(a) full marks for each section should only be awarded if grammar and
vocabulary are entirely correct. However, one minor error that does not
substantially affect meaning, does not prevent the award of full marks

(b) more specifically, examiners should check that verbs — tense, mood, voice
and person (if appropriate); nouns and adjectives — case, number and
gender are written or identified correctly

(c) the number of marks awarded for each section reflects the length of the
section and its (grammatical) difficulty

(d) examiners should take a holistic approach. When work is entirely (see (a))
correct, full marks should be awarded. When work has some grammatical
errors examiners should award the middle marks for that section; when
work has considerable errors examiners should award the lower marks for
that section.

Principles of marking the commentary questions

(a) examiners should be guided both by the question-specific answers and by
the extent to which candidates demonstrate understanding of the text and
appreciation of the language used

(b) while answers need not necessarily be structured as an argument, they
will be more than a checklist of points

(c) the question-specific notes describe the area covered by the question and
define its key elements. There is no one required answer, and the notes
are not exhaustive. However, candidates must answer the question set
and not their own question

(d) examiners, teachers and candidates should be aware that there is a
variety of ways in which a commentary question can be answered. The
exemplar answers provided in the indicative content are exemplary, and
should not become a model for teachers and candidates

(e) when answering the commentary question, candidates are rewarded for
the following:

» asound and well-expressed understanding of the meaning or tone of the
passage (depending on the question)

e accurate observation and reference to the Greek either of meaning or of
interesting use of language

» sophisticated discussion of meaning or language (or both).
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Indicative Content
Herodotus 2.112-35
Question Answer Marks
1 Herodotus 2. 121 Translation 10
ITowtéog d¢ exkdéEaoOat v PaciAninv Pauivitov éAeyov, [2]
0G HVNUOoLVA EALTTETO T TEOTTVAQLA T TIQOG £0TIEQNV TETQAUEVA TOV
‘Hoaroteiov, [2]
avtioug d¢ TV mEomLAalwy €0Tnoe avdLAVTAS dVO, EdvTag to Héyabog
TéVTe Kal elkooL T XEWV, [3]
TV ALyUTITIOL TOV HEV TROGS PoRéw éoTtewta kaAéovat 0€pog, TOv d& TEOG
VOTOV XElHva [3]
KAl TOV HEV KaA€ovat 0€00g, TOUTOV eV TTQOOKLVEOLOL TE Kal €0 TTOLEOVOTL,
TOV d¢ XELUWVA KAAEOUEVOV T EUTIAALY TOUTWV €QOOVOL. [4]
TAOVTOV d¢ TOVTW T BATNEL YevéoDatL aQyvEov péyav, [2]
TOV 0VOéva TV VOTEQOV ETUTEADEVTWY Bacléwv dvvaoOat DrtepPaAéodatl
oVd’ €yyUg €ADeLv. [4]
Mark out of 20 and then divide by two.
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Question

Answer

Marks

2(a)

EITHER
Herodotus 2.114-5

Lines 1-9 (0 Owvig méumet ... kote kai Aé&et): how is the urgency and
importance of the situation conveyed?

This section picks up the story of Paris and Helen in Egypt soon after they
have landed.

Candidates might focus on vocabulary of speed and moral tone, as a message
is rapidly conveyed to Proteus by Thonis and judgemental language is used in
describing Paris.

Candidates might also comment on the way that the need for the Egyptians to
act rather than do nothing is stressed.

Particularly strong answers might notice the use of &Egivog early on in the
passage, and its repetition. Candidates might speculate as to how this is
focalised and whether this has any significance, perhaps as an ironic comment
on Paris or on the obligations of the Egyptians.

Candidates could comment on the following details from the Greek text to
reinforce their points:

e méumelL NV Taxiomv

e &glvog

e £pyov d¢ avoolov

e &elvov yaQ Tov €wuToL EEamatroag

* YUVAIKA ... AYQWV ... K&l TTOAAX KAQTA XONHATA

*  TOUTOV EWHEV Aovén EKTAEEY T ATeAWUEDa T EXWV

*  AVOOLX EEEQYATHEVOG EEVOV TOV EWUTOD

*  ovAAaBovTeg amdyete Mo EUé

Valid and relevant points not mentioned above should be rewarded.
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2(b) Lines 10-31 (&xovoag d¢ tavta ... dte moAepiovg megiéeabat): discuss 18
the portrayal of Proteus and Alexandros in these lines.
Candidates should comment on the portrayal of both Alexandros/Paris and
Proteus in these lines.
Candidates might comment on the passivity and evasiveness of Alexandros, as
his attempt to deceive is contradicted by those with him.
Clear points should be made about the emphasis on swift, decisive action and
superior moral positioning in the character of Proteus.
Particularly good answers might note Proteus’ emphasis on not killing a
stranger, and it being a peculiarly Greek perspective. They might also note
interesting repetitions such as Aoyog used with different meanings.
Candidates could comment on the following details from the Greek text to
reinforce their points:
s ovAAapPdvet ... KATIOXEL ... AVAKOULOOEVTWY D& TAVTWV
e Tig ein kat 6k6Oev MAEoL
*  TAQVWHEVOU ... 00 AéyovTog TV aAn0einv AeyXoV ... TOL AOIKTUATOG
e TEQEL TOAAOL 1) yevunv undéva Eelvav ktetvewy
* @ KAKLOTE AVOQQY, ... £0YOV AVOOLWTATOV
*  meQl MOAAOD Tjynuat pr EetvokTovéeLy
e &LdE un, dte moAeguiovg epLépeoBal”.
Valid and relevant points not mentioned above should be rewarded.
Question Answer Marks
3(a) OR 7
Herodotus 2. 134a-b, 135
Lines 1-8 (muoapuida d¢ kait ... ov kata Tovtov): how does Herodotus
show a critical approach to his material in these lines?
Candidates should note aspects such as the precision of the measurements
which Herodotus gives, his at least partial naming of sources (the Greeks) and
the strong approach he takes to contradicting what he considers an inaccurate
account, as well as his giving of at least some justification to his assertions
(that the pyramid would have been too expensive).
Candidates could comment on the following details from the Greek text to
reinforce their points:
o pete&érepol paot EAA vy ... ovk 000wc Aéyovteg
*  00d¢ WV oLdE eldOTES Mot PpatvovTal Aéyerv ovtoL TTig 1)v 1] Podwmig
* 0OV YXQ &v oL Tuoapda ... tolaxvTnyv
*  TaAAVTOV XIALADEC dvaplBunTot wg Adyw elmtety
* 0V KATK TOUTOV.
Valid and relevant points not mentioned above should be rewarded.
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Question

Answer

Marks

3(b)

Lines 9-29 (‘Podwmig 8¢ £¢ ... vuv méQL mémavpuatl): comment on the
portrayal of Rhodopis in these lines.

Candidates’ answers should comment on the association and attraction of
great wealth to Rhodopis, which Herodotus nevertheless moderates by
disallowing her the ability to finance a pyramid. The fact that she was
apparently freed from slavery without incurring any obvious dependency
towards her liberator should also be noted, as should her connection to one of
the famed literary figures of the Greek world, herself known for love poetry. The
uniqueness in type and positioning of her donation to the oracle at Delphi could
also be noted. Her connection to Naucratis as a famed home of courtesans
could be commented on.

Particularly strong answers should note ways in which repetitions are used to
reinforce Herodotus’ points. They might also comment on Herodotus adding
plausibility to his account by refusing Rhodopis the ability to finance a pyramid
— as also with his use of argument by oyc in the calculation of her wealth.
They might also suggest the connection with Sappho is made to indicate
Rhodopis’ wide-ranging talents in the art of seduction.

Candidates could comment on the following details from the Greek text to

reinforce their points:

o EAVON XONUATWV HEYAAWY ... HEYAAQ €KTHOATO XOTHATA

*  AdeAdEOD 0¢ Zamthovg TNG HOVOOTIOLOD.

*  KAQTA ETAPOODLTOC YEVOUEVT)

*  OUK @G Y& & muoapida totxvtnv e€kécOat

*  HUVNUIOV €WUTIG ... TOMUA TTOINOAUEVT] ... [T) TUYXAVEL AAAW
EEevENUEVOV ... LVNUOOLVOV EWLTIG.

*  Avtiov d¢ avTOL TOL VN OU.

e oUtw 0N Tt kAewv) ... tavteg "EAANVeg ‘Podmiog 10 obvoua ¢E€uabov:

Valid and relevant points not mentioned above should be rewarded.

18
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Plato, Protagoras 311a8-319a7, 320c8-328d2

Question Answer Marks
4 Plato, Protagoras 323d—e Translation 10
doa yap 1yovvtat dAANAovS kaka Exetv dvOowmot pvoeL 1) ToxN, [2]
oLl OupoLTAL 0VOE VOLOETEL OVOE DIOATKEL OVDE KOAALEL TOUG TAVTA
g€xovtag, tva Ut TolovtoL oy, AAA" EAeovatv: [4]
0loV TOUG aloXQOUGE 1) OUIKEOUG T) Ao0eVELS TIG 0UTWS AvONTOS WOTE TL
TOUTWV ETILXELQELV TIOLELY; [3]
TaAvTA HEV YA olpat loaoty Ot pvoeL e kal TOXT) Tolg avOpwmoLs yiyvetat,
T KAAX KAl TavavTia ToUTOoLG: [3]
doa d¢ EE émpeAeiag kat aoknoews kal daxns olovtat yiyveoOat dyabax
avOowmolg, [3]
E4v TIG TALTA U1) €X1), AAAX TAVAVTIA TOVTWV KAKA [2]
¢mtl TovTOoLS TOVL ol Te QupoL YiyvovTat Kal at KOA&OEeLS kal al VOLOETHOELS.
[3]
Mark out of 20 and then divide by two.
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Answer

Marks

5(a)

EITHER
Plato, Protagoras 313

Lines 1-15 (kai éyw eimov ... péAAelg oavtov émtgénewv): how does
Socrates emphasise the dangers of Hippocrates’ proposed course of
action?

Candidates should note the analogy between physical and mental health and
assess its validity. They could make mention of the repeated warnings of
Socrates about the great care needed in dealing with anything that might affect
one’s health — the superiority of the mind to the body, the need to seek advice
and ‘thinking time’ and the ignorance of Hippocrates towards what Protagoras
and a sophist is.

Candidates could comment on the following details from the Greek text to
reinforce their points:

e 0l00a elc 01OV TIVa KIvOLVOV

*  &l..0g €deL... dlaKkLvduveLOVTA

e &lt ¢rutQemTéov gite OV

*  OUUPOVLANV ... OKOTIOVLLEVOS T|UEQAS TUXVAG

e  meQL MAElOVOG TOV OWHATOS Y1), TV YPuxny,

*  TAVT 0TIV TX O

* TQ APUKOUEVE TOVTW EEVQ

s 0Vdéva AGYOV 0VDE OUUBOVATIV

e elte xon

¢ dleyvwkws 0TL mdvtws ovveotéov ITowtaydoa,

e OV OUTE YIYVWOKELS, WS Pric, oUte dieideEatl ovdemwmoTe
*  datvny ayvowv

Valid and relevant points not mentioned above should be rewarded.

13
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Answer

Marks

5(b)

Lines 20-32 (uaOrjpaowv dnmov, 1y ... T kal kKivduvevr)c): assess the
persuasive force of Socrates’ analogy in these lines.

Candidates should give a clear description of the merchant / dealer analogy;
very good answers will include an appreciation of the potentially derogatory
overtones of the Greek word kannAoc. They might comment on how
appropriate the comparison of physical and mental food is, and whether it is
right or at least clearly argued by Socrates that physical food and ‘teachings’
are appropriate to be compared. Candidates should consider how persuasive
the contention is that sellers don’t know which of their wares are good or bad
as they praise them all. They might also consider whether it is true that only
specialists such as doctors or trainers have clear knowledge of which physical
food is good or bad, and how valid Socrates’ appeal to authority is in this
context. Or indeed whether doctors and trainers are themselves logically
interchangeable.

Candidates could comment on the following details from the Greek text to
reinforce their points:

*  paOnuaotv dnmov

e ovUte avTol loaotv OTL XONOTOV 1) TOVNEOV

e ETtvoLOLV 0& TIAVTO TWAODVTEG

e &0V U1) TG TUXN) YUHVAOTLKOG 1) lATQOG OV

e un meQL Tolg PLATATOLS KLBEVTG TE Kal KvdLVELNG.

Valid and relevant points not mentioned above should be rewarded.

12
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Answer

Marks

6(a)

OR
Plato, Protagoras 327a—c, 327e-328c

Lines 1-16 (tng agetng, &l ... undev avAnoewgs énaiovtac): explain
Protagoras’ argument in these lines and assess its strength.

Candidates should outline Protagoras’ description of a hypothetical society
where all citizens had to become ‘professional’ aulos-players to form the state.
He goes on to suggest that all would therefore practise aulos playing and
receive advice on it both publicly and privately from each other in the same
way that they do on justice and virtue. Candidates should assess to what
extent this is a valid comparison. Protagoras goes on to assert that sons of
good aulos-players would not necessarily be better players than those of
others — i.e. that whatever ‘genetic’ inheritance they had, the individual most
inclined to practise would advance to success, and vice versa. Notwithstanding
the role of modern genetics in assessing the strength of that assertion,
candidates could also consider whether the ‘environmental’ factors (such as
listening to better aulos-playing, being encouraged more sincerely/
successfully by their parent to practise aulos playing themselves etc.) of being
in a more successful aulos playing parent’s household would have no impact
on the young players — and whether Protagoras’ generalisations are sufficient
to deal with that point. Overall, candidates should assess to what extent the
equation of the skill of aulos playing with knowledge of virtue is a strong
comparison.

Candidates could comment on the following details from the Greek text to
reinforce their points:

*  TMAVTEG aVANTAL eV OTIOLOC TIC EdVVATO EKAOTOG

* Wi kal dnuooia mag TMAvTa Kat EdIdAOKE Kal EMEMANTTE

s TV dyabwv avAnTwV ayafovg avAntag touvg Velg YiyveoOatl

e OtoL £tuxeV O VOG EVPLETTATOS YEVOUEVOS €I AVANOLV

Valid and relevant points not mentioned above should be rewarded.

11
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Marks

6(b)

Lines 17-32 (vov d¢ Toudag ... pabnuata, tooovtov katatéOnke): what
does Protagoras say here about teaching, and how does he relate it to
himself?

Candidates should comment on as many of the various points made here
about teaching as possible and explain how they relate to a self-defence of
Protagoras’ career. Protagoras asserts that virtue is taught by all and
compares it first to the teaching of Greek, then to the learning of a craft from a
craftsman father. Candidates should assess the validity of this comparison.
Candidates might consider the analogy of modern schools, and what
implications Protagoras’ arguments have for the status of English teachers in
England, for example. Very good answers will consider whether the universality
of knowledge of virtue (in Protagoras’ view) undermines his further claim simply
to ‘know a little more’ than other men about virtue. Finally Protagoras asserts
that he offers ‘value for money’ and that none of his students pay more than
they wish to or think appropriate. This is obviously an attempt to justify his own
life and career.

Candidates could comment on the following details from the Greek text to

reinforce their points:

*  TAVTEG ddATKaAOL eloty apeTtng kKO  6oov duvavtal ékaotog, kKat
oLdElg ool patveTal

s TiC OOATKAAOG TOV EAANVICELV

s T 60TIC draépel UV TEOBLBACAL €lg eV, dyamnTOV

* @V On &yw olpat elg etvat

*  WOTE KAl avT dOKELV T HAOOVTL.

Valid and relevant points not mentioned above should be rewarded.

14
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Section B

All questions in this section are marked according to the mark scheme below. Candidates will not tend
to show all the qualities or weaknesses described by any one level. Examiners will attempt to weigh
up all these at every borderline to see whether the work can be considered for the higher level.

To achieve at the highest level candidates need to demonstrate excellent control of their material, an
ability to select and analyse, in addition to thorough and empathetic understanding of the texts studied.
Credit is given for reference to the wider social and political context, and for engagement with
secondary literature, where appropriate. Candidates are likewise credited for effective use of technical
language and for a well-expressed and well-structured response.

Examiners should take a positive and flexible approach and reward evidence of knowledge, especially
any signs of understanding and careful organisation.
Marks are awarded in the following ratio:

AO1: 10 marks
AO3: 15 marks

Level | AO1 descriptor Marks | AO3 descriptor Marks
5 Thorough historical, 9-10 | Close analysis of the text. Authoritative 13-15
political, social and cultural selection of appropriate material.
knowledge. Specific detail Engagement with secondary literature,
as well as wide-ranging where appropriate. Confident use of
knowledge of the text. technical terms. Well-structured,
well-developed and coherent
response.
4 Sound historical, political, 7-8 | Clear ability to analyse the text. Relevant | 10-12
social and cultural selection of material. Familiarity with
knowledge. Specific detalil secondary literature, where appropriate.
or wide-ranging knowledge Some use of technical terms. Clear and
of the text. logically structured response.
3 Some historical, political, 5—6 | Some analysis of the text. Material 7-9
social and cultural selected but not always to best effect.
knowledge. Fair knowledge Some reference to secondary literature
of the text, though included, where appropriate. Occasional
superficial and/or lacking in correct use of technical terms. Uneven
general context. structure and development of the
response.
2 Limited historical, political, 3—-4 | Weak analysis of the text. Material 4-6
social and cultural unfocused. Attempt at correct use of
knowledge. Partial technical terms but some confusion. No
knowledge of the text/wider progression of argument.
context.
1 Very limited evidence of 1-2 | Very limited attempt at analysis of the 1-3
knowledge of the text/wider text. Basic material. Limited evidence of
context. technical terms. Little attempt at
structuring the response.
0 No rewardable content. 0 | No rewardable content 0
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Indicative Content

Question

Answer

Marks

7

EITHER

What is distinctive about Herodotus’ narrative technique and historical
method in this passage and in the rest of Book 2 that you have read?

For AO1, candidates should mention much of the important major ‘historical’
episodes of the set text: Menelaus in Egypt, the treasure of Rhampsinitus,
Cheops, Chephren and the pyramids and the life stories of Mykerinos and
Rhodopis. They should also refer to the passage and both the attention to
detail in Herodotus’ description of the pyramid builders’ provisions and
payment, and the idiosyncratic focus on Cheop’s treatment of his daughter and
her response. With each they will need to assess to what extent the
communication of fact and analysis is Herodotus’ primary concern or whether
other narrative factors are in play. It will not be necessary for a good answer to
consider all of the episodes in the set text in detail.

For AO3, candidates should define what they understand by ‘narrative and
historical method’ and what is distinctive about Herodotus’ approach to it. They
might consider Herodotus’ insistence on questioning both predecessors’
(Homer) and some sources’ (usually other Greeks) accounts of events. They
might consider his reliance on guides / interpreters in his Egyptian account,
and his attention to architectural detail shown in the passage. They may also
consider his atypical approach to making women such as Helen, several
pharoahs’ daughters and Rhodopis prominent in his account. Candidates
should gain credit for any plausible analysis supported by reference to the
Greek text.

25

Question

Answer

Marks

8

OR
Discuss Herodotus’ approach to power as a theme.

For AO1, candidates should outline the various power structures depicted in
the set text, such as the foreign Greeks and the Egyptians who receive them,
the relationship between Rhampsinitus and the builder’s family, the relationship
between several pharaohs and their daughters and the career of Rhodopis in
Egypt, as well as perhaps the more general interaction between pharaoh and
subject people.

For AQO3, good answers might deal both with who ostensibly wields power in
these relationships: pharaoh or people/daughters, gods or pharaohs, prostitute
or clients, and the ways in which the ‘inferior’ party is shown to invert or
undermine these relationships: through technical skill (the builder), bravado
and cunning (his son), permanent physical memorial (Cheop’s daughter,
Rhodopis), changing the natural order (Mykerinos) or sex (Rhampsinitus’
daughter, Rhodopis). Candidates should gain credit for any plausible analysis
supported by reference to the Greek text.

25
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Question

Answer

Marks

9

OR
‘Just one story after another.’ Discuss this view of Herodotus’ History.

For AO1, candidates should outline the structure and order of events in the set
text — Greeks in Egypt, Rhampsinitus, pyramids, Mykerinos, Rhodopis.

For AO3, candidates should consider whether there is any organisation,
thematic or chronological, to the set text, such as the focus on pharoahs, ‘good’
and ‘bad’, the emphasis on subversion of one kind or another, the focus on
women, the questioning of other sources and predecessors.

Candidates are likely to have widely differing views on the extent to which
Herodotus shows any plan for his structure in the set text. They should gain
credit for any plausible analysis supported by reference to the Greek text.

25

Question

Answer

Marks

10

EITHER

Summarise the passage and Protagoras’ argument. How successfully
does he go on to answer this question in the rest of the dialogue?

For AO1, candidates should state and summarise Protagoras’ main premises
and conclusion in this section — that the use of ‘punishment’ in public and
private contexts is an appropriate example to explain whether virtue is
teachable; that people use punishment as an educational measure, not
vengeance, at least in implied civilised contexts (and Athens is suggested to be
the most civilised context imaginable); therefore punishment is used to teach
and virtue is unconsciously considered teachable by anyone using punishment.
Reference should also be made to other arguments of Protagoras throughout
the text, such as the fable of Prometheus and Epimetheus, the ‘compensation’
principle distribution of qualities, the assertion that the virtuous do train their
children through lessons in discipline and poetry, music and politics, and the
closing thought that everybody is a teacher of virtue.

For AO3 candidates should consider to what extent Protagoras even answers
or addresses Socrates’ question as to the teachability of virtue, and to what
extent successfully. They should consider the punishment argument in the
passage and to what extent it is an appropriate one. They might consider how
effective a metaphor the fable is, or whether it is simply obfuscation, along with
the compensation principle.

They might also consider to what extent Protagoras deals with the special
situation of the children of virtuous people.

Candidates are likely to come to very different conclusions as to the meaning
of ‘successfully’ in this context. They should gain credit for any plausible
arguments supported by reference to the Greek text.

25
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Question

Answer

Marks

11

OR

‘More than a match for Socrates’. Discuss this view of the
characterisation of Protagoras in Plato’s Protagoras.

For AO1, candidates should consider both the limited sections of the set text
where Socrates and Protagoras interact directly, and those sections where
they interact indirectly, e.g. through the opposition of Socrates’ dialectical
delivery to Protagoras’ monologue. Key sections to consider might be
Socrates’ warnings about trusting Protagoras, his direct challenge to
Protagoras to define his terms, Protagoras’ response in various forms, and
Protagoras’ final ridicule of Socrates’ interrogatory approach.

For AO3, candidates should consider whether in any way Protagoras is more
sympathetically portrayed than Socrates or not. Arguments might include —
Socrates’ seemingly easy dismantling of Protagoras’ ‘celebrity’ aura;
Protagoras’ favourable depiction surrounded by other sophists; Socrates’ bold
challenge to Protagoras; Protagoras’ skill in weaving myth and teaching
together in a spontaneous response to Socrates; and Protagoras’ final flourish
in dismissing Socrates.

Candidates are likely to come to widely differing conclusions as to what is
meant by ‘more than a match’. They should gain credit for any plausible points,
supported by reference to the text.

25

Question

Answer

Marks

12

OR
‘A literary masterpiece’. Discuss this view of Plato’s Protagoras.

For AO1, candidates should consider both the overall narrative construction of
the dialogue within the set text and the individual set pieces, e.g. Socrates’
calming of Hippocrates’ initial enthusiasm and his warnings, Protagoras as
celebrity, surrounded and lauded by other sophists, Socrates’ direct challenge
to Protagoras, Protagoras fable, monologue and final flourish etc.

For AO3, candidates could consider a number of ways in which Plato’s
dialogue is impressive/remarkable — quality of Socrates’/Protagoras’
arguments, relevance of points to questions asked, rhetorical skill and flourish,
ability to shape a coherent and engaging reply, ability to offer positive points as
well as critical ones, ability to refute opponents’ points etc. Candidates should
gain credit for any plausible arguments, supported by reference to the text.

25

© UCLES 2017

Page 15 of 15




