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Introduction
The 2016 examination season is a testimony to the high level of engagement with selected 
studies drawn from a very wide range of academic fields. Over the life of this specification 
there has been consistent evidence of superb research on topics that are clearly of great 
interest to candidates. This legacy of academic achievement has been inspirational for 
examiners whose privilege it is to see what can be achieved by our candidates. The new 
specification will provide a different assessment experience and centres will find that their 
excellent resources can be integrated into future schemes of work.

The high standard of work evidenced in June 2016 was no exception to historical high 
standards as candidates demonstrated a very high level of independent enquiry which 
clearly demonstrated what their chosen area of investigation had meant to them as a 
learning experience. Candidates showcased their knowledge of a particular academic field in 
the way they identified a line of enquiry, clearly expressed their view, analysed key concepts 
and deployed evidence with coherent understanding of their task whilst fluently evaluating 
a wide range of source material that they had at their disposal. The enthusiasm for and 
knowledge of the chosen topic was clearly conveyed in many answers that were truly 
academic in their approach. A few centres continue to focus on the same or similar topics 
for all their candidates, whereas other centres permitted considerable choice for individual 
candidates. Candidates were mostly very well prepared for the examination and it was 
evident that centres used their specialist resources and interests to encourage candidates to 
research in depth a particular area of study. The ‘Investigations’ unit has a definite academic 
purpose and aims to involve students as active participants pursuing open-ended enquiries 
with an emphasis on independent learning. Questions were designed to be inclusive of all 
possible approaches to various topics and all valid answers were considered. At this stage 
in the life of the specification it is difficult to find new things to report because, in the main, 
centres possess a very high degree of expertise and this is clearly evidenced in the work 
that is produced on the day of the examination.

There are still a few areas for development that are reported similarly each year and once 
again 2016 showed evidence of a small minority of centres that need to take this on board. 
Centres are encouraged to review their performance in 2016 against all or some of the 
following points:

•	 Whilst most centres had entered their candidates for the correct option there were still 
a few entries for particular Areas of Study where consideration regarding entry for a 
different Area of Study may have been beneficial to the candidate. It is important to 
ensure candidates know which area of their investigation is the best fit for the question 
they answer on the paper.

•	 A small number of candidates were not entered by the centre for the correct paper.

•	 There was evidence of candidates choosing a different question on the paper to the 
question they had clearly prepared for before the examination. In some of these cases 
the candidate was using material suitable for Question 1 to answer Question 3 (or vice 
versa) and not really grappling fully with the demands of the question.

•	 This practice does not always work to the best effect as the candidate might end up 
answering neither question as fully as possible. It must be noted that each question was 
written for ONE of three topics within each particular Area of Study.

•	 Candidates were not penalised if correct entries were not made or a cross was put in 
a box that did not match the answer or if no box was ticked at all. However, evidence 
shows that candidates have decided that the question for a topic that they clearly 
had not prepared for looked more inviting and selected that question but that did not 
necessarily mean they were best prepared to answer that question. Whilst it is good to 
note that fewer candidates than 2015 attempted this approach there were still some 
candidates in this session who answered a question they had not prepared for and may 
need to be reminded which question their material is best directed at and be advised to 
answer that question.
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•	 Candidates using a pre-prepared essay inclusive of centre selected quotes often ignored 
the question.

Examiners were encouraged to mark positively and to credit all valid material according to 
the mark scheme and question paper. Centres should ensure that candidates are entered 
for the option that matches their Area of Study and that candidates are clear about which 
question they have been prepared for on the paper. There is still evidence of Centres 
studying Papers 1B and 1F being entered for 1A. This might be an oversight regarding filling 
out the form – Centres must choose 6RS02 and then identify which of the seven papers 
from 1A to 1G is the specific entry.

Variation in achievement was related to the two assessment objectives. These objectives 
should receive prominent attention in the process of the investigation. Importantly there 
must be explicit attention to both objectives in the examination answer and also to the 
question that is intended to focus the answer. Each question consistently referred to the 
assessment objectives with the trigger word ‘Examine’ for AO1 and ‘Comment on’ for AO2. 
These dictated the structure of the question and helped candidates to plan their answers. It 
would be advisable for candidates to pay regular attention to the level descriptors for these 
assessment objectives as a way of monitoring their development and progress during their 
investigations. The phrase ‘with reference to the topic you have investigated’ will always 
appear in the question to ensure that the generic question can be answered with material 
from any appropriate investigation. The mark scheme itself is generic to all questions but 
the answer itself is not necessarily generic as candidates are expected to use their material 
to answer the question. The purpose of the question is to challenge candidates to adapt 
their material so that at the highest levels they may demonstrate a coherent understanding 
of the task based on the selection of their material. Widely deployed evidence/arguments/
sources were evident in well structured responses to the task whereby a clearly expressed 
viewpoint was supported by well-deployed evidence and reasoned argument. There was 
skilful deployment of religious language in many answers and the fluency of good essays 
showed command over the material; such command makes for high outcomes and rewards 
the amount of hard work done by the candidate. Many candidates had clearly learned 
much in the process and their overall grasp of the issues involved and command over their 
material was highly commendable.

Candidates at the lower end of achievement struggled with the demands of the question.

These candidates were insecure with their management of material and did not know how to 
best structure their content to answer the specific question. Success can be undermined by 
writing up a rote-learnt answer which was not adapted to the question set or by answering a 
question that has been written for a topic they have not studied. In 2016 there was still far 
too much evidence of rote learned answers using the same structure and material inclusive 
of quotes; whilst much information was relevant to the topic and consequently was awarded 
in terms of AO1, there was a significant lack of engagement with the specific demands of the 
question and consequently marks for AO2 were low, with only generic evaluation provided. 
This approach is contrasted with excellent praxis whereby candidates were trained to 
answer the question; arguably, this is evidence of good practice but at the lower end some 
candidates thought it was sufficient to simply use the question stimulus at the end of each 
paragraph. The best answers were those which were guided by the statement as opposed to 
simply ‘tagging it on’ to anticipated content. A balanced approach to the question that meets 
the highest levels of achievement according to both assessment objectives is obviously 
desirable and the generic question accommodates many possible routes to success whereby 
any valid approach to the question was credited.

Finally, there is increasing evidence of poorly written scripts that are almost illegible – 
scripts are scanned onto software for marking and even though the examiner can enlarge 
the screen many scripts were still very difficult to read. Candidates are strongly advised to 
develop their practical handwriting skills and then practice writing under timed conditions. 
Examiners understand the time constraints that candidates are writing under but this 
problem regarding illegible handwriting seems to be on the increase. Centres need to 
address this issue because the current format for examinations requires candidates’ ability 
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to sustain handwriting and academic standards under examination pressure.

That said, the excellent work of centres and candidates in 6RS02 bears testimony to the 
academic potential of candidates that is a joy to behold when it is fully realised.
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Question 1
MEDICAL ETHICS

This question attracts the largest number of responses across the entire 6RS02 Unit. The 
best answers to medical ethics were attempted with an eye to scholarship and candidates 
had a very wide ranging understanding of the topic and included an in-depth knowledge of a 
wide range of religious and ethical teachings. 

Most candidates who attempted to answer this question did so with a good degree of 
success. The best responses married breadth with depth to produce an effective argument. 
The best candidates were those who were able to apply their knowledge to the question and 
actually answer it, although other responses only gave a vague indication that the question 
was there. The best responses demonstrated an understanding that religious and secular 
perspectives are not strictly polarised and were able to address, with some sophistication, 
the different interpretations of these concepts. These candidates successfully recognised and 
made relevant comparisons across a range of perspectives. 

This question is by far the most popularand candidates seemed to be well-prepared for 
the requirements of AO1 with the majority investigating issues related to abortion and 
euthanasia. The most memorable answers debated issues related to organ transplants 
and stem cell research/embryology and candidates adapted their material to the question 
with a decisive view about the question. The best answers had a long and highly discursive 
conclusion, making it clear that the candidates recognised they were dealing with an issue.

The points made in last year’s report still apply to this question in their entirety and need to 
be taken on board by candidates whose achievement has been disappointing. Examiners are 
reporting similar success stories and similar problems with weaker scripts – mostly revolving 
around whether or not recent and appropriate scholarship has been employed and whether 
or not the question has been addressed or ignored. 

For those who responded on the topic of abortion a shift in emphasis continued whereby 
candidates sought to explore the rights of the father in relation to the abortion debate, 
whereas formerly the emphasis fordebating abortion focussedsolely on the rights of the 
woman. With the increased visibility of groups like Fathers for Justice it is pleasing to see 
that teaching on this subject is adapting, even though in reality there is little scope for 
anything else ‘off piste’. Many candidates’ responses were thorough and well balanced with a 
good range of relevant scholars. There was a solid performance around the mid-upper level 
4 mark. Some candidates were knowledgeable but found it difficult to find their own flair or 
voice – as is often the case with well-rehearsed medical ethics answers. 

A point made each year needs to be stressed again: the range of scholarship for Medical 
Ethics is predictable and it would be more in the spirit of the Investigations Paper for 
candidates to move away from the well-worn identikit approach clearly evident in abortion 
answers to a more independent approach embedded in contemporary scholarship. That 
said, the best candidates explored the important religious and ethical issues with reference 
to well-deployed, appropriate scholarship coupled with modern day examples. There is a 
large majority of candidates that would benefit from adopting a fresh approach to what is 
now a very well-worn path to success. Centres are encouraged to go beyond the predictable 
range of material and candidates are urged to resist unloading pre-prepared answers with 
little regard for the question. Answers can be improved by taking decisive views, based on 
the evidence and also by paying close attention to the demands of the question. There was 
some evidence of fresh approaches in some answers but clearly there are more candidates 
that would benefit from treading new waters. 

Candidates were not marked down for using legitimate material that presumably reflects the 
bulk of resources available from centres; however, recent scholarship within medical ethics 
continually responds to ethical dilemmas emerging from any form of development and the 
challenge for independent investigation is to find a way of keeping up with this pace. Studies 
that reflect the less travelled path often stand out from the crowd in terms of achievement 
if the material is substantive, up to date and deployed effectively to argue a viewpoint. 
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Where candidates chose another issue such as Organ Donation, Stem Cell Research, IVF or 
Eugenics, this provided scope for greater creativity and analysis. These newer topics gave 
candidates a chance to research independently and to read contemporary ethics books and 
journals. 

Some of the best responses came from candidates who had studied aspects of genetic 
engineering. These candidates really seemed to be able to grasp the meaning of the 
application of ethics in the real worldand produced interesting academic studies. It makes 
such a difference to the quality of any essay when candidates clearly have their own view 
on the material they have studied. Some candidates also applied Aristotle’s virtue ethics and 
Aquinas’ natural law convincingly as they argued a case for/against the view in the question. 

Candidates as a whole had worked very hard to remember quotes and details of case 
studies but there are a few problems in essay structure that are worth pointing out again as 
they still persist. 

•	 Weaker pedestrian scripts devoted too much time with long introductions to the topic, 
sometimes as much as two pages followed by descriptions of the various methods of 
abortion. 

•	 Digression through over reliance on case studies rather than clear focus on the question 

•	 Lack of scholarship in a topic that clearly has a very wide range of relevant scholarship 

•	 Forgetting to point out the significance of material discussed at length 

•	 Answering the question by tacking on a few words at the end of a paragraph but not 
integrating it in a way that showed understanding of why this might answer the question

•	 Writing out the question in full at the end of the essay and leaving the examiner to work 
out why it was there.

There was evidence of answers where personal choice was often assumed to be the self-
evident guiding principle, when of course in ethics personal choice is usually under the 
guiding scrutiny of a secular or religious principle that is being adhered to. A significant 
minority came across as hostile to the Church and indeed to non-Christians faiths. Some 
candidates argued that religions ought to move with the times. Far too many candidates 
either said or implied this, and of course when they took this line they demonstrated a 
complete misunderstanding of both the nature of deontological/absolutist ethics, and indeed 
of the problems associated with teleological/consequentialist ethics. Strong opinions in 
the matter of personal choice destroyed many candidates’ objectivity in writing, and many 
candidates were arguingthat religion is a problem simply because it gets in our way or adds 
to the confusion. Answers on euthanasia were better in that candidates used their research 
more effectively. 

Everyone discussed the sanctity of life and nearly everyone hit on the value of life/quality of 
life dichotomy. There was better use of examples when Euthanasia was discussed; evidence 
of case studies linked to the discussion that did not dominate the thrust of the essay were 
more effectively deployed. All of this needs to be noted again in the hope of positive impact 
on achievement if candidates can take this academic challenge on board. 

This candidate presents an outstanding study on Genetic Engineering. The candidate 
engaged immediately with the question and selected from a wide range of material to 
discuss the view suggested in the question. The first paragraph is comprehensive and sets 
out very clearly the argument that directs the thrust of the entire essay. The essay sustains 
a very high standard of precise discussion and elegantly argues the ethical implications of 
genetic engineering. 
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The mature and analytical style of this essay 
shows off a competent piece of research. This 
standard of writing is sustained throughout the 
essay. 

Examiner Comments

Investing time reading relevant scholars will 
always improve the quality of your argument 
and substantiate any valid comment on the 
question. 

Examiner Tip
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This essay covered a wide range of material on the topic of abortion. The candidate 
expressed cogently a thorough understanding of the task. 

The essay reads as a coherent piece with clear structure; the selection of material 
demonstrates emphasis and clarity of ideas and the argument is supported by widely 
deployed evidence/arguments/sources. The candidate responds consistently to the question 
and lays out a solid range of material that clearly shows the level of engagement and 
interest in the topic. 
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There is no doubt about the candidate’s view as 
this is clearly set out throughout the essay. 

Examiner Comments

Establish a position in relation to the 
question and then argue for or against it. 

Work logically through your material to 
answer the question. 

Examiner Tip
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Question 2
THE NATURAL WORLD

This question attracts a very low take up each year despite the obvious accessibility of this 
topic and the clear engagement candidates who have studied the natural world appear to 
have. Most of the answers to this question demonstrated an understanding of the concept of 
stewardship, and most were able to link and contrast it with the concept of dominion, with 
reference to topical concerns, using examples such as ‘battery hens’ and global warming. 
Some candidates addressed the concept of stewardship in the light of recent international 
political initiatives. There was some awareness of the scientific debate surrounding the 
environmental crisis and its possible implications for stewardship. Some candidates 
appreciated howfar a religious approach to life expected the concept of stewardship to be 
actedon. There were several religions cited for this and in the main, Christian principles were 
cited. 

The low number of candidates who attempt this question is surprising especially since there 
is so much material to be found on a wide variety of topics related to the natural world. 
Ecotheology is highly relevant in a modern world that is conflicted between the need to 
progress and yet not overexploit natural resources to meet growing demand. 

Many approaches to this topic are as yet unexplored. 

The best candidates had a very focused understanding of the various views of stewardship 
and linked this to modern issues in relation to environmental and ecological issues. 

Most answers did have useful things to say about stewardship and dominion in response to 
the AO1 assessment objective, but only a minority of this small group were able to score 
highly under AO2 by analysing the fundamental opposition between these two concepts. 
Good candidates expressed viewpoints clearly and with a consistent approach showing clear, 
in-depth research in a very specific area and incorporated it with a very good understanding 
of environmental ethics. Some candidates were able to apply a range of ethical approaches 
to the issue and a few candidates referred too much to the content of the environmental 
issue rather than applying and analysing ethical theories. The best candidates demonstrated 
clear use of scholarship with relevant examples in a range of very interesting answers; 
candidates expressed viewpoints clearly and with a consistent approach. These answers 
showed a certain passion about stewardship that was informed by Celia Deane-Drummond’s 
call to address ecological issues through the lens of virtue ethics. 

Mid-range answers did not go on to discuss how far exploitation was controlled or confined 
to environmental practices of preserving and maintaining ecosystems. Some of the 
responses talked of animals having souls and how this gives grounds for deserving respect 
to life, but the analysis was not developed towards a sustained conclusion.

Candidates at the lower-range tended to describe current trends in environmental issues 
with very little ethical/religious content at all. Such candidates talked in very general terms 
about issues but offered little scholarship to support their argument; animal rights essays 
suffered from this approach and limited the discussion by omitting useful scholarship 
about stewardship. The digression into violent and graphic mistreatment of animals missed 
the point of the question. All in all the approach to this topic has not really developed 
beyond the superficial and this can only be countered by accessing a much wider range of 
scholarship to develop the arguments presented. 

This is an example of a very well-argued incisive piece that is full of relevant scholarship 
that is clearly presented throughout the essay. The candidate’s choice of reading conveys 
clear interest in the topic - a range of approaches to stewardship are explained with enough 
depth to merit achieving High Level 5 A01 and Level 4 A02. 
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The candidate settles into serious debate in 
the second paragraph. This debate continues 
throughout the essay. 

Examiner Comments

There is a wide range of scholarship out there 
to be explored. It is important to know classical 
scholarship and also to read additional lesser 
known works to expand your thinking. 

Examiner Tip
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Question 3
EQUALITY IN THE MODERN WORLD

There were some outstanding answers in this area which demonstrated ample evidence 
of contemporary scholarship. Candidates rose to the challenge and investigated the many 
different responses in the Christian Church and the underlying reasons for this. The 
strongest candidates discussed and analysed the contradictions within a religion in their 
view of equality: this discussion led to the conclusion that liberal schools of thought were 
theologically correct in their understanding of equality and were the most challenging. 

The standard of answers has improved in this question as candidates accessed broader 
research. The historicity of equality legislation, and its relevance for current thinking 
was addressed, at varying levels, by most candidates. In many instances, attitudes and 
legislation in the UK was compared to attitudes elsewhere. Some candidates addressed the 
extent to which religious views have contributed to equality and inequality. Most candidates 
were able to identify reasons for differing religious responses to issues of inequality and 
opted to investigate homosexuality and race. There were some good detailed answers on 
this and basic terms such as gender and homosexuality were thoroughly expounded. The 
candidates that did well were able to examine and comment on the implications of this issue 
in terms of ethical teaching. Candidates that opted to write about gender did incredibly well 
as they could discuss at length the variety of ethical responses and particularly the recent 
issue of the ordination of Bishops in the Anglican Church. However, there were instances of 
very incomplete or opinionated understanding of Roman Catholic teaching on homosexuality 
that lost a certain objectivity regarding the issues under discussion. Responses that 
concentrated on the inequality caused by homophobia were either done very well or very 
badly. Better answers clearly supported a discussion on homophobia with ethical theory and 
scientific argument and weaker answers were self-limiting with a one-sided argument with 
limited support. 

There is a persistent problem in that a significant number of responses for this question 
were actually responses more suited to question 1 on medical ethics. Several candidates 
decided to write about abortion or euthanasia from the position of equality because they 
did not recognise their question and most failed to make this link coherent or sensible. 
Candidates must be clear about attempting the question they have prepared for. As with 
question 1, the best answers tended to be more aware of contemporary religious, ethical, 
and political controversy. One danger inherent in question 3 is the possibility that emotional 
advocacy becomes a substitute for ethics scholarship and background information. It is 
important that candidates are concerned by gender, race, and sexuality, but the passion 
and interest needs to be tied to genuine knowledge content. Some candidates did not refer 
to ethical theories at all and gave an account of the problems of homosexuality with an 
apparent disregard for the question. Some candidates linked their answer on equality to 
abortion and this was not always well argued or developed. 

There were some powerfully stated answers on women's rights. Rather like the abortion 
questions, answers on gay equality issues tended to follow well-worn paths. It is not that 
candidates are marked down but rather that there is an upward levelling of standard which 
reaches a mark ceiling given the approach.

There is still little evidence of responses that deal with equality as a principle in moral 
philosophy and more able candidates could be encouraged to explore this approach. Some 
candidates, when discussing changes in the law, missed out on exploring the theoretical 
motivations behind the law and would have scored more highly under both assessment 
objectives if they had grappled with religious and philosophical influences for proposed 
or actual changes to the law. This level of thinking applies also to an exploration of what 
we mean by equality and how this is related to freedoms, rights and duties and how far 
religious and moral obligation encourages challenging the existence of inequality in the 
modern world. Naturally, any coherent response was duly credited. 

This essay is an example of a weak study on prejudice. Whilst it is painful to see a candidate 
achieve at the lower range, the extract from this essay shows a clear lack of scholarship 
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expected at this level. GCSE standard material is credited accordingly and generally is 
indicative of insufficient research and in depth understanding of the topic.
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This essay presents a wide ranging discussion on matters of equality exemplified by 
attitudes to gender issues and sexuality. Coverage of the religious themes associated 
with this is very detailed and the candidate’s clear understanding of the task resulted in a 
balanced discussion of homosexuality, female genital mutilation and transgender issues. The 
candidate could have made a slightly fuller evaluation of the material but had sufficiently 
demonstrated a clear and thorough understanding of the topic. The candidate attempted to 
cover a breadth of issues and overall produced a solid piece of work.  

The extract is unconvincing and lacks scholarship. 
The first page covered three points and did not go 
beyond a basic definition of prejudice. 

Examiner Comments

There is no substitute for in depth reading and 
research of relevant scholarship. 

Examiner Tip



46 GCE Religious Studies 6RS02 1C



GCE Religious Studies 6RS02 1C 47



48 GCE Religious Studies 6RS02 1C



GCE Religious Studies 6RS02 1C 49



50 GCE Religious Studies 6RS02 1C



GCE Religious Studies 6RS02 1C 51



52 GCE Religious Studies 6RS02 1C



GCE Religious Studies 6RS02 1C 53



54 GCE Religious Studies 6RS02 1C



GCE Religious Studies 6RS02 1C 55

This essay covers a wide range of gender and 
sexuality issues and the supportive scholarship for 
each issue is clearly presented. 

Examiner Comments

Invest time reading widely around your 
topic – this will help you to achieve good 
outcomes. 

Examiner Tip
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Paper Summary
Based on their performance on this paper, candidates are offered the following advice:

•	 Do not ignore the question.

•	 A generic question is not best answered with a generic answer. The question is made 
up of two parts. The question itself and the generic phrase ‘Examine and comment with 
reference to the topic you have investigated.’ Answer the question. 

•	 Use appropriate sources and, if possible, include recent scholarship.

•	 Well deployed material will show how well you understand your topic and how you are 
using your material to answer the question. 

•	 Do not forget to comment on your material in relation to the question. 

•	 Use your evidence to substantiate your argument. 

•	 Comment on alternative views if you know them.

•	 Express your viewpoint clearly. 

•	 Practice writing under timed conditions as part of your preparation. 

•	 Do not spend too much time on your essay plan to the detriment of the essay itself. 

•	 Write legibly. 
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Grade Boundaries
Grade boundaries for this, and all other papers, can be found on the website on this link:

http://www.edexcel.com/iwantto/Pages/grade-boundaries.aspx
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