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Introduction
 This was the fi rst year of this examination 6RS04 1B. The Legacy Spec paper 6584 1B had the 
same content as 6RS04 1B but this new exam has a different mark allocation between the two 
assessment objectives. Legacy had 25/15 whereas 6RS04 has 30/20 for AO1 and AO2 respectively.  
There are differences in the level descriptors, for example AO1 having 5 levels in this new paper 
compared to 4 in the Legacy Spec. 

It is of paramount importance for candidates to examine the passage on the exam paper. 
Candidates must relate what they have learned and apply it to the extract and not treat it in 
a cursory fashion nor ignore the selected text. Examiners are fully aware that there are very 
many ways of examining a passage and there is no preferred method. What is essential is an 
explicit focus on the text, whatever method is used to examine it. There was evidence of some 
candidates inserting several paragraphs of material that were not linked to the question. This is 
not a recommended strategy.

Assessment Objectives:  the examination is divided into two parts. AO1 is part (a) worth 30 
marks and AO2 in part (b) is worth 20 marks. This division is on the paper to assist candidates to 
structure their answers and to enable them to make sensible use of their time in the allocation of 
material. In most cases candidates had the required examination technique to make effective use 
of their material. A few however, spent a disproportionate amount of time on AO1 at the expense 
of AO2 and vice versa. There is no necessary requirement to follow the structured division as 
seen in the question. However, for candidates who create a holistic answer there is a tendency 
to pay inadequate attention to AO2 especially in relation to the implications aspect of part (b).  
Candidates who adopt this holistic technique take a risk. In no way whatsoever do examiners 
penalise candidates who run together AO1 and AO2 though candidates may penalise themselves 
with partial answers.  

 AO1: 

There was evidence of sound subject knowledge with a thorough exposition of the passage.  A 
minority illustrated key ideas by the way they navigated their way through the whole passage 
of the anthology. This enabled candidates to incorporate various ideas in the whole article as 
a means of a more detailed analysis  of the passage itself and to show an understanding of the 
context of the passage in relation to Lafollette’s leading themes.  Provided it was kept under 
control, more candidates could have made selective use of the Lafollette anthology as a whole. 
Some candidates had a reasonable knowledge of the other two anthologies and were able to link 
these into their answers especially Jamieson.

At the lower levels candidates presented  a more descriptive and basic account of the passage 
akin to a simple comprehension test.  These answers contained little analysis of key terms such 
as ‘moral knowledge’, ‘empathy’ and ‘impartial morality’.   

AO2:

The better quality answers were those that expressed view points with confi dence and authority 
supported by reason and evidence. Some candidates outlined their own views and were able 
to ally or contrast them with various theories and scholars they had examined in their other 
units.  Good quality work in the implications in part (b) consisted of academically rigorous 
approaches with pertinent examples. In particular, candidates made effective use of their 
other units in the implications sections. A range of ethical theories were used by candidates 
including Utilitarianism, Situation Ethics from 6RS01. Many made effective use of theories in 
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6RS03 such as Deontology, Natural Moral Law, Virtue Ethics and Emotivism. Links were made 
with a commendable range of scholars such as Aquinas,  Aristotle, Kant,  MacIntyre and Ross. 
This was effective in the sense that candidates based their material on the Lafollette  passage 
and illustrated this by reference to these linked topics. In addition, some candidates placed this 
passage in a broader perspective so as to debate implications from history, politics, contemporary 
issues and pertinent issues.

At the lower levels for AO2:

Some candidates presented partial answers in relation to AO2. For example they expressed 
opinions giving their views on the extract but did not write about possible implications. Work at 
the lower levels tended to present basic accounts of Utilitarianism and Situation Ethics without 
clear links with the passage on the paper. 
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  Question 1      
   This begins with the second paragraph of the candidate’s answer to part (a). 

Examiner Comments

The candidate selects a key theme in Lafollette' fi rst paragraph which is the signfi cance of a child's 
early years in the development of empathy. The reference to Freud is pertinent and used in an 
effective manner. Similarly the material on Aristotle and Virtue Ethics helps to analyse this passage 
with regard to empathy.
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Examiner Tip

The candidate shows that one can relate this type of material to scholars and theories 
and maintain a clear focus on the passage iself.
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       This is the candidate’s conclusion to part (a). 

Examiner Comments

This represents a concise conclusion that relates the selected 
passaget to  some of the key terms and ideas in the whole 
Lafollette source.

Examiner Tip

This type of conclusion helps to give shape to a 
candidate's work. It shows that it is well-managed 
and coherent.
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         This is the beginning of the candidate's answer to part (b). 

Examiner Tip

One effective way of starting part (b) is to debate the strengths and weaknesses as this may 
help to answer the question of whether or not one agrees with the views in the passage.

Examiner Comments

The candidate states that they are going to debate the strengths and weaknesses of 
Lafollete's claims. The candidate considers Freud's ideas and compares these to Popper.
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   This is the candidate’s conclusion to part(b). 

Examiner Tip

In this type of academic work it may not help the candidate to write, 'I 
believe that most people have such strong feelings..' Candidate's views should 
be supported by evidence and reason with reference to scholarship. These 
important characteristics are missing from this conclusion.

Examiner Comments

The candidate repeats some of Lafollete's language but at a 
basic level and in a generalised form.



8

Religious Studies 6RS04 1B

     Congratulations should be given to a signifi cant number of candidates who presented good 
quality work. They displayed the results of thorough study coupled with effi cient examination 
techniques.  They presented a scholarly understanding of the passage and related themes and 
managed the material in order to answer the whole question in a well-structured manner. Some 
candidates could improve their standards by providing an explicit examination of the passage in 
part (a) and present evaluative material that addresses the full demands in part (b).

Grade boundaries

Grade Max. 
Mark A* A B C D E N U

Raw boundary mark 50 43 38 33 28 24 20 16 0

Uniform mark scale boundary 100 90 80 70 60 50 40 30 0
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