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Introduction
At this first sitting of the new A Level specification it was good to see some really excellent

responses. Overall it seems candidates and centres have risen to the challenge of the new style of

questions and the range of material to cover. Candidates made good use of the Anthology material

in Question 3 but also in other questions where it was relevant which was pleasing to note.

There are areas to develop though as all get used to this new course. Balancing the amount of time

spent on each question is one area candidates can improve upon. Paying close attention to the

wording of the question and avoiding presenting material not relevant or not required will also help

with timing and focus issues. The trigger words indicate the balance of AO1 and AO2 required in

each type of question and the amount of space provided is an indication of how much time should

be spent and a limitation on space encourages candidates to keep to this and to focus their writing

for the amount of marks available. There were many responses to Question 2 that were far too

long for the 12 marks available and although of high quality in some cases there were only up to 12

marks to award and this inevitably meant candidates spent more time on this question than was

appropriate and then they may have struggled on the larger essay questions later in the paper.

It is important to select material carefully and to weigh up the strength of, or reasons for, a position

and form a conclusion in the ‘Assess’ question and to engage fully with the question when

prompted to ‘Analyse’ in question 3b ensuring candidates are employing the AO2 skill of providing

logical chains of reasoning and making judgements as required by these questions and indicated

on the SAMs. Weaker responses simply present contrasting views with no AO2 engagement with

them. Dealing with the ‘Clarify’ instruction in Question 3a needs some attention to prevent

candidates simply ‘translating’ the extract at the lower range of responses but we saw some

excellent answers in this question as well.

Question 4, which includes the synoptic element of the course, saw some very high calibre

responses. Candidates at the highest level drew on a range of detailed and carefully employed

knowledge to deconstruct the issues and offer clear and sustained reasoning and judgement in

relation to the question through reviewing and analysing the strengths and weaknesses of different

views and forming clear judgements. There were some excellent examples of well-crafted and

pertinent links made with other components studied and the best ones of these integrated them

well to their essay in more than a few sentences, rather than presenting a clunky/tick box add on

mini paragraph. This element is not optional if candidates are to be able to access the full range of

the mark scheme therefore centres and candidates need to find a way to employ this in their

teaching and learning throughout the course.

It remains essential that centres support their candidates by ensuring all of the specification is

covered in teaching and that candidates are encouraged not to leave out areas in their revision as

there are no alternatives to those questions set and there were a significant number of blank

questions or answers where candidates used material that was not appropriate to the question set.
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Question 1 

There were some excellent full, yet concise, responses to this question where one theodicy was

explained precisely. Theodicies from Augustine and Irenaeus were most popular followed by

Process and Free Will Defence where there were much fewer answers, beyond these there were

also some Buddhist and Hindu responses to the issue. Strong responses also used technical terms

in relation to the question with confidence.

Weaker responses spent over half the answer explaining the problem of suffering, which was not

required by the question, rather than exploring a solution which was required. Some simply

referred to one solution briefly or wrote about several solutions briefly.
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This is an example of an answer on a Process

solution that was awarded full marks. It is detailed,

wide-ranging and focused entirely on the question.

It is good to use scholarship to demonstrate your

depth of knowledge.
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This example reached Level 3, at 6 marks. The

material on Irenaeus is good, if a little under-

developed. There is some terminology and

scholarship but one feels the candidate might have

done more with this knowledge if they had not

spent time outlining the problem at the start in this

short answer question where time and space are

limited, rather than pressing straight on to the

solution as the question required.

Focus on the question and try not to 'warm up' by

including too much material that cannot earn you

marks.
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Question 2 

This proved a very popular topic with many candidates writing an unnecessarily large amount

rather than tailoring their knowledge and enthusiasm to the requirements of a 12 mark ‘Assess’

question.

There was a great variety of approaches to this question. Good answers explained why and how

the scientific cosmologies raised serious issues for specific religious beliefs; such answers showed a

clear and succinct understanding of the Big Bang and/or Steady State theories and evolution and

named the scholars who proposed them. Reponses sometimes distinguished ‘young and old earth

creationism’ and discussed ways to interpret the Bible in relation to Genesis accounts of creation;

some used Barbour’s models of relationship and there was reference to Overlapping or Non-

Overlapping Magesteria.

Some candidates used Aquinas’ Cosmological Arguments or Tennant’s Design Argument

legitimately where applied to a religious understanding of cosmology; some used Behe’s irreducible

complexity; some used Wittgenstein’s language games; some critiqued the word ‘incompatible’.

There were also some good discussions of methodologies in terms of observation, hypothesis and

the relationship of science and religion in relation to these elements.

There was pleasing reference to scholarship in the stronger responses where often a solid

structure and a two-sided argument led to a clear conclusion.

Weaker responses tended to become narrative (and often inaccurate) in their accounts of science

and gave a simplistic assessment not noticing the nuanced responses by theists. Others simply

wrote a descriptive response about the Cosmological Argument perhaps suggesting candidates

were hoping for a question on that topic instead where there was no reference at all to this

question as set.
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This is an excellent example of a script earning full

marks in this question. It has a great introduction,

good content - the material on the Kalam

argument is relevant, and it uses scholarship well.

It is clearly structured and covers a wide range of

material, assessing it carefully.

Structure your answer clearly for maximum

impact.
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This script earned 8 marks, at the top of Level 2. It

has a range of material but needs development

and it is a little simplistic in its presentation of

whether these views are compatible or not. It

needs more direct reasoning and judgement to

reach into Level 3.

'Assess' clearly in your answer and offer a clear

conclusion.
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Question 3 (a) 

This question focused on the nature of religious experience and asked for reference to (though not

long quotation from) the passage. It is important to note that Question 3(a) is not about writing out

lines from the extract and then putting them in your own words, which many students did. Nor was

it wise to spend time explaining in detail the context of the discussion and how previously they had

been discussing cosmological themes (some candidates did seem to know more about this than the

religious experience section).

The best quality answers identified key ideas from the set paragraph and then linked this to their

knowledge of, for example, Otto and James, and confidently discussed technical vocabulary such as

ineffability, numinous, direct/indirect, subjectivity and corporate, as well as giving examples, such

as St Teresa of Avila whilst not straying from the issue of the nature of religious experience. Good

responses used knowledge of other scholars to unpack and explain Copleston’s view of religious

experience and referred to where this fitted in to his debate with Russell whilst maintaining focus

on the question and not the remainder of the debate.

Weaker answers quoted but did not clarify and explain the ideas in the passage, or rehearsed the

argument for the existence of God based on religious experience and did not address the nature of

religious experience as the question required.
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This response scored in the top Level, Level 3 at 9

marks. After a little warming up it uses the passage

well to explain the nature of religious experience

with good reference to scholarship and clear

exposition of relevant terminology. It avoids simply

translating or repeating the passage and this

contributes to it being a high scoring response.

No need to repeat information on the page about

where the item is from, although demonstrating a

relevant understanding of the context, briefly, can

be useful.
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This response was at the top of Level 2 and scored

6 marks. Although wide-ranging it strays away

from the issue of the nature of religious experince

and includes more material on the range of the

argument for the existence of God based on

religious experience, including alternative

explanations for religious experience, and

therefore there is not enough on the real nature of

experience to reach into the top level. Where it

does refer to the passage there is some useful

comment although this could be developed further

with reference to scholars such as James or Otto.
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Again, no need to repeat source information on

the page about where the item is from.

Remember to focus on the issue the question

directs you to rather than the broader argument

here.
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Question 3 (b) 

Many candidates here made good use of material from the anthology to develop answers that

offered a largely accurate account of the debate within religious experience as a proof of God. This

was a well answered question generally with many candidates showing very secure understanding

of the weaknesses of religious experience which may lead to the conclusion that it fails. Overall

there was a good understanding of the main protagonists and their arguments and some good

analysis attacking the question directly.

At the higher range there were very full responses that used an excellent structure to analyse the

success of the argument for the existence of God based upon religious experience. A firm favourite

from the legacy specification, this gave candidates a chance to demonstrate their knowledge on

Swinburne, James, Otto, Russell, Copleston, Hume, Schleiermacher, Dawkins, Freud and

Ramachandran. Pupils discussed the cumulative argument, credulity, testimony, types of religious

experience and famous examples such as St Paul, St Teresa of Avilla, Muhammad, the Toronto

Blessing and Benny Hinn. The strongest responses were those who were able to use this

knowledge critically and who made judgements throughout. Swinburne, Dawkins and Persinger

were all held to account and their views interrogated well.

Weaker responses sometimes just gave opinions without any scholarly reference or failed to

distinguish the different forms of argument. Some focused so much on the weaknesses that any

strengths were missed out, so likewise any possible counter arguments which would have further

shown AO2.

There are three exemplars for this question demonstrating marks at the top of Level 5, just into

Level 5 and at the top of Level 3.

GCE Religious Studies 9RS0 01     23



24     GCE Religious Studies 9RS0 01



GCE Religious Studies 9RS0 01     25



26     GCE Religious Studies 9RS0 01



GCE Religious Studies 9RS0 01     27



This first response scored near the top of Level 5

earning 19 marks. It is wide-ranging, interesting

and there is some good AO2 evident throughout

the response, this is clearly the top level and near

the top of the level at that as it has made the

material selected address the question well.

Drawing on material from across the specification

is legitimate and useful if applied well to the topic

at hand.
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This response made it into Level 5, at the bottom

end with a mark of 17. It is a little clunkier than the

previous response but there are some good points

made here from the range it selects. It covers a fair

amount of ground and there is evidence of some

muscular assessment.

Try to make your essay flow, keep a good structure

and refer to the question in your analysis.
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This response was awarded a mark at the top of

Level 3 of 12 marks. There is a range of material

but not a sufficiently wide range to reach into Level

4 and there are some errors. It is a little short for a

20 mark response and although it reaches the top

of Level 3 it has not done enough in terms of

breadth or depth of detail and analysis to reach

further.

Try to use a wide range of material from an

argument to present your knowledge in detail and

depth when analysing the issue.

36     GCE Religious Studies 9RS0 01



Question 4 

There were some very impressive responses to this question; students evidently were well

prepared and generally showed a good understanding of the issues. The debate and the various

explanations were generally explored competently with some good argumentation and an

appropriate use of technical terms. The use of clear signposting was welcomed to show what other

components candidates were using to make their synoptic links. This was done without being

clunky or halting the flow of argument by a pleasing number of candidates. Many candidates were

unable to earn further marks and enter Level 5 given they made no synoptic link even though they

had written an otherwise excellent answer. Some of the weaker responses attempted links but the

quality of the essays was poor due to being vague or simply descriptive rather than evaluative and

addressing the question.

In terms of general content, some candidates tried to get in every area in the topic and so had lots

of short paragraphs explaining a number of approaches to religious language which became rather

list-like and AO1 heavy without really referring to the question itself. Other candidates did better to

focus on a few areas but give strengths and weaknesses and refer to the question more. Many

candidates deployed and discussed key terms such as cognitive/non-cognitive and realist/anti

realist and were able to show an understanding of the complexity of the issue. There were some

excellent answers that critically evaluated religious language often journeying through verification,

falsification, analogy, symbol and language games in order to come to an overall opinion. Popular

scholars referred to were: Wittgenstein, Ayer, Hick, Flew, Wisdom, Popper, Hare, Mitchell, Tillich,

Phillips and Aquinas. The commentaries on the falsification principle seemed to be of a higher

standard than in previous years (unsurprising considering the content of the 2

nd

 and 3

rd

 anthology

texts). Weaker answers were limited in the range of knowledge and the ability to evaluate, there

were some simplistic answers e.g. candidates writing a thin description about anthropomorphism.

In terms of links, some candidates made excellent synoptic links to other component papers of

Religious Studies. Many made insightful connections to the ways of interpreting the New

Testament, and other candidates made impressive links to ethical language; there were also very

academic discussions of difficulties in language within Islam and Judaism. There were some

responses that lacked any synoptic link and this limited the marks available; for some candidates

this was simply because they ran out of time, other candidates had either forgotten, or did not

understand this part of the task.

There are three exemplars for this question, illustrating full marks, 27 marks so safely into Level 5

and also one at 21 marks, in the middle of Level 4.
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This is an example of a very good response that

was awarded full marks. There is a good range and

variety of material here, there is a clear structure

and a good link made with Islam. The candidate

marshalls their material well making good AO2

judgements throughout.

A clear structure to the longer essays is very useful.

It helps to signpost your link section to the

examiner so it is clear what other component that

you have studied you are linking this topic to.
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This response made it into Level 5 and was

awarded 27 marks. The examiner is not banged

over the head with the links material but it is clear

that the candidate has studied Ethics from their

references to Divine Command Theory and to

Situation Ethics (note only one link is required and

here perhaps more could have been made of one

of them rather than including two although they

are legitimate). There is a good range of knowledge

and coherent and logical reasoning is evident, the

candidate has done enough to get securely into

Level 5.

Make one link in more detail rather than scattering

a few references in your answer - this response

avoids that but more detail on one link is good

advice.
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Although this response contains accurate

information it becomes rather list like. There is

some simplistic assessment but it is more a list of

views than an integrated evaluative essay. There is

material linking the topic to the New Testament

Studies which is relevant but overall the quality of

the response is of Level 4 at 21 marks. The evil and

suffering section could perhaps have been made

more of to make it more directly relevant and

appear less of a digression given it is from this

component but not fully tied to addressing the

question by the candidate.

Maintain your focus on the question and apply

your knowledge to the question with clear

evaluative comment throughout.
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Paper Summary
Based on their performance on this paper, centres are offered the following advice:

Centres should ensure all the specification content is thoroughly covered

Centres need to ensure candidates are prepared for making links to other components (papers)

they have studied for Question 4. Indicating in their answer that they are doing this is helpful

Candidates should:

Pay careful attention to the time they are advised to spend on each question and write according

to the space available in the booklet

Tailor knowledge and understanding to the demands of the question and thus target their

material in a way to earn maximum credit for their knowledge

Make the correct balance between AO1 and AO2 material in relevant questions (notably in Q2

where there are ‘only’ 12 marks to be awarded)

Provide detail in a succinct and focused manner and build in clear and developed assessment or

analysis to the relevant questions (2, 3(b), and 4) but avoid it elsewhere if it detracts from the

demands of the question (1, 3(a)).

Avoid simply repeating the content of the extract in 3(a), but clarify its meaning by expanding

ideas raised and relating them to a wider context using detail, and scholarship where

appropriate, whilst maintaining focus on the issues required from the passage as stated in the

question

Make clear and pertinent links to another paper they are studying in Question 4 as the question

dictates or they will reach a ceiling at the top of Level 4.

Candidates and centres should be mindful that this year the synoptic element was dealt with in

three ways in responses:

1. It was forgotten, not mentioned. So, the candidate even for an otherwise excellent answer was

unable to reach Level 5. Candidates should take note that it is a vital and necessary part of this

question.

2. Others nodded to the synoptic element. Some even flagged it up in capitals. But that was all,

there was no development or explanation of how the NT (for example) connected and knitted in

to this element of the debate. Nor was it sufficient to link symbols and the cross - that is part of

Tillich’s argument and not a synoptic connection made by the student to another component

they have studied.

3. Where it was done well there was often (but not always) a conscious marker and then some

detailed explanation of the connection. When this was done well, it was truly impressive.
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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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