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 Paper Introduction 

 
General introduction 

 
1.       It was fundamentally important to examine the passage itself. All 

the level descriptors in the indicative mark scheme for AO1 begin 
with reference to the passage.  There are a variety of ways this may 
be done. Some candidates presented a detailed exposition of the 
passage. This has much to commend it, including those who used this 
technique to explore the context of the wider source. One possible 
drawback was that this could become a simple comprehension 
exercise. This can be overcome by placing the passage in a context 
and showing an understanding of a detailed analysis of the more 
important terms and ideas. Another popular method was to present 
an overview of the whole source from which the passage was derived 
in order to examine the key points from within the passage. This 
method was useful in enabling candidates to show their 
understanding of the ethos of the passage. However, a potential 
weakness was that such an overview may be completed without 
sufficient focus on the passage itself. 

 
    

 
2.       Similarly, it was essential to answer the full demands of the AO2 

part of the question: 
 

·         do you agree with the idea(s) expressed 
 

·         justify your point of view 
 

·         discuss its implications for understanding religion 
 

·         discuss its implications for understanding human experience. 
 
         It was important that these demands were addressed in an explicit 
manner rather than implicitly. 

 
  

 
    3.  This unit is the synoptic part of the GCE RS course. In that respect 
candidates are expected to link    their answers to related parts of their 
studies. Sometimes this may be achieved by relating work to one or more of 
the other sources in the anthology and also by drawing on material from 
any of the other three units. This enabled some candidates to compare and 
contrast a variety of possible responses.  

 
 



 

Question Introduction 
AO1 features of good quality 

 
Candidates: 

 
·         presented well-informed answers focused on the passage. Those 

candidates who referred to the source as a whole or to related ideas 
managed their answers in such a way as to demonstrate their 
understanding of the passage.  There was effective use of 
scholarship. 
  

 
·         structured their answers in a coherent manner, with evidence of 

analytical thought across the answer. 
  

 
·         were clear about the synoptic features of this unit relating their 

answers to other sources and related material in other units. 
 

  

AO2 features of good quality 

 
Candidates: 

 
·         displayed effective use of argument 

 
·         referred to scholarly opinion 

 
·         displayed a thoughtful evaluation of alternative views     

 
·         were explicit in their material on implications for understanding of 

religion and human experience 
 

·         constructed well-justified arguments leading to a coherent 
conclusion.  

 
  

 
      AO1 features that require improvement 

 
    Candidates:           

 
·         tended to present a basic examination of some ideas but the 

answers were not well-focused on the passage. Some treated the 
passage like a simple comprehension exercise. 
  



 

 
·         sometimes had a problem with unsatisfactory allocation of time, 

related to the two parts of the question. For example, some 
candidates spent too much time on part (b) in spite of the mark 
allocation. There were a few candidates who combined (a) and (b) 
but with those who did there was a tendency to have insufficient 
material given the range of demands in AO2. 
  

 
·         presented a generic account of the whole source from the 

anthology or a general account of related teachings at the expense of 
a focus on the selected passage. 
 

  

         AO2 features that require improvement 

 
Candidates: 

 
  

·         presented basic points of view with limited use of argument. 
 

  
·         displayed limited explicit focus on implications. 

 
 
 

 

 

 

Observations from the scripts: 

 
Part (a) 

 

 

Candidates took a number of approaches when answering this question. 
Some focused specifically on the passage selected and explored its key 
issues. Others reviewed the main ideas in the whole article by de Silva as a 
way of more detailed analysis of the passage. Although this was done well 
by many candidates a few paid insufficient attention to the details in the 
selected passage itself. An additional technique was to examine key 
features of Buddhist ethics as a means of a more detailed analysis of the 
passage. However, a generic examination of Buddhist ethics without 
adequate attention to the passage was unsatisfactory. Similar issues apply 
to a focus on the life of the Buddha or an account of Ashoka. These may be 
useful means to an end but the passage must be of central importance. 



 

 
Karma was the main focus for a number of candidates. Many displayed a 
sophisticated understanding of karma with Buddhist traditions and its 
unique features in these contexts. Weaker scripts showed confusion 
concerning key features of karma. Many candidates showed a thorough 
grasp of the role of morality in the Magga and especially in undermining of 
the three fires and replacing the unwholesome states with the wholesome 
ones in the mind. There was effective use of some of the set texts in 
6RAS03, including the Questions of King Milinda. 

 
Some analysed the categorization of Buddhist ethics against Western ethical 
theory. Candidates discussed the extent to which Buddhist ethics could be 
described as Utilitarian, Kantian, or a form of Virtue Ethics. Some 
candidates developed this into part (ii) in which they assessed the merits of 
this categorization.  

 
Many candidates used a wide range of scholars who have contributed to the 
debate about Buddhist ethics. Most notable were Harvey, Keown and 
Peacock and Saddhatissa. 

 
 

Part (b) 

 
There was a wide variety in the quality of answers to this part of the 
question. Some candidates offered a range of robust arguments, both 
supporting and challenging aspects of Buddhist morality and the points 
made by de Silva. Some interesting arguments included criticism of karma 
as a form of social control. Some questioned the Buddhist motivation for 
leading a moral life, arguing that it was in fact selfish, aimed at attaining 
personal enlightenment or a better rebirth. Others questioned if 
consequences of an action was required when assessing the moral worth of 
an action.  

 
More positively, some candidates praised the focus on the virtues of 
Buddhist ethics, rather than a rule-based ethic. This was seen as being 
more effective as it came from the individual and was presented as a form 
of self-development. Some scripts made a comparison between the Middle 
Path and Aristotle’s Virtue Ethics.Candidate identified the variation in 
practice and approaches amongst some BuddhistTraditions, including Pure 
Land and Zen schools. Some wanted to argue that the classification of 
Buddhist ethics depended upon upaya. For example, if an adherent were 
aiming for a better rebirth, then Buddhist ethics took on a utilitarian 
character, if they were on the bodhisattva path, it became more like virtue 
ethics. Thus it was argued that Buddhist ethics was beyond simple 
classification in a western sense, since it was only part of the Path. 

 
 
 



 

Exemplar 

This script gains high marks across both (a) and (b). In part (a) the 
candidate displays an overview of key themes in Buddhist ethics and uses 
this method to focus on significant ideas in the passage. For example the 
candidate pays careful attention to ethics as practical concern and liberation 
from suffering. 

 

Part (b) is commendable for its scholarly debates and discussions about 
Buddhist ethics and ethical theories. 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 
 

Paper Summary 

 
There are four aims in the Religious Specification. This paper encourages 
students to: 

 
·         Develop their interest in a rigorous study of religion and relate it 

to the wider word. To succeed in this paper candidates must show 
evidence of a thorough study of the selected passage and fulfil the 
demands of A02. 

 
·         Treat the subject as an academic discipline and this paper 

requires specialist study, drawing on their knowledge, understanding 
and skills. 

 
·         Adopt an enquiring and critical approach whereby they may 

reflect on all their previous units. 
 

·         Develop their own values and views in the light of their learning. 
AO2 in particular enables candidates to engage in this creative 
process.      
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