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Introduction

This year there were some excellent, erudite and well-argued responses.

Candidates revealed thorough knowledge, good assessment and analysis and impressive
awareness of the links to other papers in Question (Q) 04. Candidates made good use of the
Anthology material in Q03 but also in other questions where it was relevant, which was
pleasing to note.

Again, this year, at the highest level, candidates presented answers that 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. This was achieved through
reviewing and analysing the strengths and weaknesses of different views and forming clear
judgements. There was a good range of subject-specific terminology and a variety of
scholarship used well in many responses.

Many of the candidates who wrote more than the time and space allowed for in both Q01
and Q02 did not have sufficient time in other questions; this can improve with continued
centre-based practice.

Candidates generally wrote well in questions that required the AO2 skills (‘Assess,’ ‘Analyse’
and ‘Evaluate’). Unfortunately, and consequently self-penalising for many, some candidates
merely outlined content rather than offered assessment or evaluated differing positions,
therefore they were unable to score very highly. This is an area that centres continue to need
to focus on in order for candidates to reach the higher marks available.

There were some excellent responses to the anthology extract in Q03(a) but it is still worth
reminding candidates to make careful reading of the extract in the examination room and
thus ensure confident knowledge of the position of respective contributors to debates, to
avoid confusion. Candidates were able to ‘Clarify’ well for the most part although the
tendency to ‘translate’ or repeat the passage is still evident for some candidates. The extract
should be seen as an opportunity to expand on ideas raised and set them in context of the
wider topic, whilst not straying too far from the text itself. Candidates ‘refer to the passage’
most effectively when it is in short bursts rather than extended lengthy quotations, which
then only repeat the content.

The synoptic link element of Q04 was handled well by very many candidates. Unfortunately,
it still did not appear in some answers therefore limiting the candidates from reaching the
higher mark band in the mark scheme. This link was most effective when signposted and
then elaborated in a short paragraph or two on how the topics linked to each other. Some
responses created this link throughout an essay, with some considerable skill.

3 GCE Religious Studies 9RS0 01



Finally, there are areas that would benefit from centre attention: 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. A
limitation on space encourages candidates to keep to this and to focus their writing for the
number of marks available.
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Question 1

This question saw a variety of responses and proved to be a good discriminator.

Some candidates tried to present a much larger essay rather than carefully selecting a few
features to discuss in some detail, which would have been a more appropriate strategy.

Some responses included AO2 style comment, which is not required in an 8 mark ‘Explore’
question. This prevented candidates including more relevant AO1 material.

Good answers offered detailed knowledge and understanding of a posteriori arguments by
discussing key features of structure and then identifying relevant aspects of the Design and
Cosmological Arguments that reflected a posteriori features.

Weaker responses were 'padded-out' by outlining the Design Argument and the Cosmological
Argument. Key words/features/concepts were missed and not applied to detailed
descriptions of the Design and Cosmological Arguments, such as inductive, probable
conclusion etc.
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The candidate demonstrates some knowledge and understanding
about a posteriori arguments and uses the Cosmological Argument to
demonstrate this knowledge.

However, the material offered needs to demonstrate further
development of key ideas and concepts to show a depth of
understanding. This would lift the essay from Level 2 into the top band
and achieve higher marks.

Level 2

Total: 5 marks

Define key terms carefully and precisely

Develop each point clearly
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This response was awarded full marks. It is not a perfect answer but it
does enough to reach the full 8 marks at the top of the Level 3 band.

There is a wide range of knowledge, terminology is selected and used
well and a broad range of key ideas and beliefs is addressed.

This candidate has focused the selection of their material to the time
and space provided. Points made have been supported effectively by a
judicious use of the Design and Cosmological arguments.

Level 3

Total: 8 marks

Make sure points are explained clearly throughout
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Question 2

This question provided the most wide-ranging standards of scripts. There were some
candidates whose submitted only a blank page.

Good responses were familiar with the ideas of Whitehead and Griffin and how their ideas on
creation led them to modify the traditional concept of God — and thus resolving the logical
incoherence within the problem of evil.

Assessment usually discussed both strengths and weaknesses involved in changing the idea
of omnipotence. The most common strengths that were assessed were:

God’s continued omnibenevolence
God suffering alongside humans
the possible overlap with scientific theories such as evolution
according to Process Theodicy, God does not have the power to stop evil and suffering and
so is not to blame

When assessing each of these strengths, candidates often gave counter-arguments. For
example, when discussing God’s lack of power to stop evil and suffering, many candidates
then explored whether such a God was worthy of worship; this enabled the idea to assess
the success of this particular strength.

Many responses also dealt with the issue of whether it is, in fact, a Theodicy and the impact
this may have on resolving the problem. Weaker candidates usually only focused on the
modified role of omnipotence without much more detail — but there was evidence of
knowing the topic.
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This response is focused, with some useful terminology but the
discussion might have been developed in more depth.

It discusses a range of material, some more accurately than others,
and offers a consideration of some evidence with a simple chain of
reasoning.

Level 2

Total: 8 marks

Make sure all the material you select is directly relevant to the question
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This answer demonstrates a wide range of knowledge and
understanding.

It uses terminology carefully and deconstructs issues leading to
coherent and logical chains of reasoning.

There is a comprehensive engagement with the intent of the question
and the response reflects insight and critical awareness of the issues
surrounding Process Theodicy.

Deservedly, the response receives full marks.

Level 3

Total: 12 marks

Try, where possible, to keep points concise
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Question 3

Q03(a) Explore the key ideas of contingency and necessary existence in the Cosmological
Argument. (10)

Q03(b) Analyse the view that the Cosmological Argument fails to prove the existence of God.
(20)

Q03(a) This question, like Q01, assesses AO1.

High-scoring candidates relished the opportunity to present their knowledge and
understanding of these two key ideas of the cosmological argument. Good responses
showed precise knowledge of the meaning of contingency and necessary existence, which
was well-defined, and linked to the argument through the issue of infinite regress. Some
excellent answers discussed the idea of ‘aseity’.

In weaker responses, it was evident that some candidates were not clear on the particular
definitions and so tended to write generally about the Cosmological Argument and Aquinas
instead. Some responses in this part were too short to do the candidates justice because
they only wrote a paragraph, with little detail or explanation of the terms. Some took
'necessary' to mean' needed'.

Some candidates spent too long writing a long introduction and working through Aquinas’
Three Ways, which was not required to address the question. They obviously wanted to
display their detailed subject knowledge but sometimes the material was not directly
answering the question. Time is a precious commodity in this exam.

Q03(b)

This question saw a wide range of responses. There was very good use of scholarship in the
best answers and many answers revealed candidates’ detailed knowledge. They included
analysis of the ideas of philosophers such as Aquinas, William Lane Craig, Bertrand Russell,
Copleston, Ockham, Swinburne, Newton, Hume, Dawkins, Darwin, Leibniz etc.

Good responses focused on the failures in the Cosmological Argument, but not simply as a
list of problems. The fallacy of composition was often included and used very well, and good
answers constantly referred back to the premise in the argument being attacked and
whether it could survive these challenges.

These answers gave scholarly replies to the problems in the Cosmological Argument, often
using the work of Copleston and Swinburne. Usually the thread of assessment running
through the answer was rounded with a conclusion drawing their views back to the question.

The strongest scripts were not merely descriptive but analytical throughout. Candidates
analysed each of the reasons, gave examples, counter-arguments and made judgements.
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Weaker responses only gave a list of objections from Hume, Russell, and/or Dawkins. Some
of those candidates who had not made judgements throughout their essay then missed a
further opportunity by only writing a short conclusion (eg “it absolutely fails”) without
showing how the argument had been undermined.

A minority of candidates had answered Q03(a) with everything that they knew about
cosmology and then found it difficult to identify material for Q03(b). An even smaller group of
the weakest scripts showed great confusion and darted from infinite regress, to God existing
in the mind and in reality, to Irenaeus. There seemed to be little understanding of which
material related to which topic. A small number of candidates answered Q03(b) on a
completely different topic from Q03(a) — usually giving the Ontological argument but
occasionally Design.
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For part (a) the candidate offers only a brief engagement with the
extract.

The response is thin in relevant material. It received 5 marks in mid-
Level 2 because there is some meaningful attempt to clarify' but this
was limited.

For part (b) there is just enough material and AO2 skill in evidence to
reach into Level 4. It is argued clearly, although it does lack some
technical language and development of relevant material. It received
14 marks.

Part (a): Level 2: 5 marks

Part (b): Level 4: 14 marks

Total: 19 marks

Discuss ideas as fully as possible to access the full range of marks
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This response is awarded the full 30 marks and achieves at the top of
Level 3 for part (a) and the top of Level 5 for part (b).

In part (a), the candidate outlines the ideas in the text and explains the
context using a wide range of knowledge and understanding.

The response is fully-developed because the ideas are linked to
references from the extract and specialist language is used well
throughout.

The candidate displays a rigorous understanding of the key concepts
and implications in this passage and has 'clarified' the identified ideas
exceptionally well.

In part (b), the response is structured clearly and covers a wide range
of knowledge.

It uses specialist, technical vocabulary throughout.

The candidate makes connections between a range of ideas and
deconstructs issues.

The candidate also manages to present coherent and reasoned
judgements with a full appraisal of the evidence.

(a): Level 3: 10 marks

(b): Level 5: 20 marks

Total: 30 marks
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Explain the technical terms clearly, where relevant, to demonstrate
your understanding

34GCE Religious Studies 9RS0 01



Question 4

There were some very impressive responses to this question. Candidates 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 awkward or halting the flow of argument by a
pleasing number of candidates.

Many candidates were unable to earn further marks and enter Level 5 because 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 include every area in the topic and so
had many short paragraphs explaining a number of approaches to religious language. This
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 gave strengths and weaknesses and
referred 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 evaluated religious language critically, often
journeying through verification, falsification, analogy, symbol and language games in order to
come to an overall opinion. Popular scholars referred to included: Wittgenstein, Ayer, Hick,
Flew, Wisdom, Popper, Hare, Mitchell, Tillich, Phillips and Aquinas.

Weaker answers were limited in the range of knowledge and the ability to evaluate. There
were some simplistic answers eg 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 had insufficient time. Other
candidates had either forgotten, or did not understand, this part of the task.
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This is a sound and competent engagement with the question
although rather brief. Although this response contains accurate
information it becomes rather pedestrian.

There is some evaluation but it is more a descriptive narrative than an
integrated evaluative essay.

More importantly, the answer does not make an explicit synoptic link
thus preventing the essay from reaching Level 5.

Level 4

Total: 24 marks

Maintain your focus on the question and apply your knowledge
throughout with clear evaluative comment
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This is an example of a very good response that is awarded full marks.

There is a good range and variety of material here.

There is a clear structure and a good link made with ethical language
(emotivism etc).

The candidate marshalls their material well, making good AO2
judgements throughout.

Level 5

Total: 30 marks

A clear structure to the longer essays is very useful

It helps to signpost your link section to the examiner, so that it is clear
to which other component that you have studied you are linking this
topic
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Paper Summary

Based on their performance on this paper, candidates should:

Ensure they choose relevant material specifically to address the question as set. For
example, in Q01 (8-mark) essay, candidates need to focus the structure of their response
to the marks and space available
Remember to identify the use of the command words (assess, analyse and evaluate), by
offering an assessment of, or verdict on, a stance and not to merely present an alternative
view, eg, ‘some scholars disagree’, without demonstrating relevant reasoning why ‘some
scholars disagree’
Read the question thoroughly and reference it throughout to sustain the focus within their
answer
Ensure scholars are used accurately in respect of the ideas ascribed to them
For Q04, make the synoptic link explicitly clear. Sound synoptic links are usually more than
a sentence or two in content and draw attention to the issues being linked
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Grade boundaries

Grade boundaries for this, and all other papers, can be found on the website on this link:

https://qualifications.pearson.com/en/support/support-topics/results-certification/grade-
boundaries.html
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