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I n t r od u ct ion  

 

This new Specificat ion, with consequent  new exam  form at , was exam ined for the 

first  t im e this year.  

 

The exam inat ion was in 2 parts. Part  1 consisted of 4 sect ions and candidates 

were required to answer one quest ion from each sect ion. Part  2 consisted of 6 

sect ions, each asking quest ions from  the perspect ive of a specific religion. 

Candidates were asked to answer two quest ions from  Part  2. 

 

All quest ions included sub-quest ions that  were designed to assess both AO1 and 

A02. 

 

Som e candidates displayed an excellent  detailed knowledge and understanding 

of specific religious teachings and pract ices and were able to look at  other points 

of view object ively. At  the sam e t im e, there were candidates who appeared to 

have only lim ited knowledge and understanding of the specificat ion, and who 

som et im es wrote a great  deal of general knowledge surrounding a topic, without  

direct ly addressing the specific quest ion. Specifically in relat ion to (d)  quest ions 

in Part  1 and (c)  quest ions in Part  2, som e candidates seem ed unable to 

consider the topic from  m ore than one point  of view. That  m eant  they were only 

able to achieve Level 3 (out  of a possible 5)  for these quest ions. 

 

By far the vast  m ajor ity of answers were from  the perspect ive of Christ ianity and 

I slam .  

 

 

Rep or t  on  sp eci f i c q u est ion s 

 

I t  is not  possible to report  on answers to all the quest ions on this year’s 

exam inat ion because not  all of them  were answered, and som e were answered 

by very few candidates, m aking object ive com m ent  on such quest ions 

im possible. However, this report  will t ry to illust rate both specific and general 

st rengths and weaknesses wherever possible. 

 

 

PART 1 :  Bel ie f s an d  Valu es 

 

Sect ion  A:   Th e u n iv er se, h u m an  b ein g s an d  t h e i r  d est in y  

 

Qu est ion  1 ( a)    

This quest ion was answered quite well,  though som e candidates wrote of 

ignorance in general, and did not  relate it  to wrong doing. 

 

Qu est ion  1 ( b )   

Som e candidates confused predest inat ion with hum an dest iny (Q2b) . Although 

there is som e cross over, they are dist inct  concepts and needed to be addressed 

as such. 
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Qu est ion  1 ( c)    

This was quite a well answered quest ion, with candidates offer ing both a 

religious and non- religious perspect ive, which was allowed in the fram ing of this 

quest ion.  

 

Qu est ion  1 ( d )   

Again, both religious and non- religious argum ents were offered. Som e 

candidates lost  m arks because they did not  refer to a nam ed religion, others 

because they were so certain that  people should worry about  the state of the 

planet  that  they didn’t  offer an alternat ive point  of view. 

 

Qu est ion  2 ( a)   

Most  candidates who got  full m arks used the definit ion from  the specificat ion. 

 

Qu est ion  2 ( b )  

Sam e com m ent  as for Q1b above 

 

Qu est ion  2 ( c)    

Candidates offered a good range of answers to this quest ion, som e of them  

religious ( for exam ple, about  the influence of sin)  and others m ore secular (such 

as referr ing to Hobbes’ views about  hum an nature) .  

 

Qu est ion  2 ( d )   

This was answered m ainly with reference to the philosophical discussion between 

the Design argum ent  and evolut ion, with m any candidates scoring full m arks for  

a balanced answer. Som e candidates lost  the final m ark by failing to explain why 

they would support  one point  of view over the other. This was also a quest ion in 

which a num ber of candidates failed to refer to a specific religion. 

 

 

Sect ion  B:  Ul t im at e r ea l i t y  an d  t h e m ean in g  o f  l i f e  

 

Qu est ion  3 ( a)   

The full concept  of religious salvat ion was not  so well understood, som e 

candidates equat ing it  with being forgiven, others sim ply saying that  it  was to do 

with being saved without  that  having a religious context .  

 

Qu est ion  3 ( b )   

This quest ion was answered from  a num ber of different  faith perspect ives. I t  

appeared that  candidates were quite fam iliar with the various religious teachings 

on this topic. 

 

Qu est ion  3 ( c)   

Som e candidates answered this quest ion well.  However, som e chose to write 

about  both cause and design, whilst  others seem ed totally unfam iliar with the 

m eaning of causality or how it  m ight  influence religious belief.  

 

Qu est ion  3 ( d )   

Som e knew why a specific religion such as I slam  or Christ ianity was m onotheist ,  

but  seem ed ill-equipped to offer reasons why polytheism  m ight  be equally or  

m ore rat ional. 
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Qu est ion  4 ( a)   

Generally well answered 

 

 

Qu est ion  4 ( b )   

A num ber of candidates failed to read this quest ion properly and offered religious 

ideas about  the m eaning of life. Som e who read it  correct ly offered quite a 

lim ited set  of reasons, appearing to be ‘thinking on their  feet ’.  

 

 

Qu est ion  4 ( c)   

This was a well answered quest ion overall,  with m any candidates able to offer a 

range of ways in which religious belief m ay help in t im es of suffer ing, including 

the prom ise of an after life, the not ion of God having a plan, m inisters offer ing 

support  and so forth. 

 

Qu est ion  4 ( d )   

This produced a num ber of well-balanced answers, com paring the benefits of the 

nurtur ing com m unity and clear values in childhood against  the fervour and 

com m itm ent  of the convert .   

 

 

 

Sect ion  C:  Rela t ion sh ip s, f am i l ies an d  ch i ld r en  

 

Qu est ion  5 ( a)   

Rem arr iage was well understood overall 

 

Qu est ion  5 ( b )   

Again, a num ber of candidates failed to read this quest ion carefully, som e 

offer ing only one viewpoint  on adultery, others offer ing religious points of view. 

 

Qu est ion  5 ( c)   

There were m any good answers to the quest ion about  celibacy. However, such 

argum ents as that  som e choose to be celibate because they prefer not  to have 

children could only be considered religious reasons if properly explained in a 

religious context .   

 

Qu est ion  5 ( d )   

There were som e well-balanced answers, cont rast ing the value of children 

having a support ive com m unity and value st ructure as against  the r ights of 

children to a value free upbringing and the r ight  to choose.  

 

Qu est ion  6 ( a)   

Most  candidates learnt  the com plete definit ion and were able to score full m arks. 

 

Qu est ion  6 ( b )   

Religious teachings about  divorce were generally well and fully understood. 

Within Christ ianity, for exam ple, m any were able to point  out  that  

denom inat ions have differ ing points of view or differ ing em phases. 
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Qu est ion  6 ( c)  

Most  candidates were able to offer a range of well understood religious 

argum ents for and against  hom osexualit y, m any quot ing from  various religious 

texts. Som e lost  m arks by not  offer ing two different  perspect ives, usually by 

explaining only why som e religions condem n hom osexuality.  

   

Qu est ion  6 ( d )   

Som e very balanced discussions, and usually a specific religion was nam ed. 

Som e candidates find it  difficult  to offer balanced answers when the perspect ive 

of som e religions is apparent ly clear cut . 

 

 

Sect ion  D:  Rig h t s, eq u al i t y  an d  r esp on sib i l i t i es. 

 

Qu est ion  7 ( a)  

Disabilit y bias was generally well understood, though som e candidates gain only 

part ial m arks by giving an exam ple rather than a definit ion. 

 

Qu est ion  7 ( b )   

Som e candidates seem ed to find this a challenge, not  least  because it  called 

upon som e specific knowledge of texts and/ or part icular teachings. Not  all 

candidates have that  level of detailed knowledge and som e tended to deal in 

quite vague generalit ies. 

 

Qu est ion  7 ( c)   

With som e notable except ions, freedom  of speech and opinion was not  a well 

understood topic. Reasons tended to be vague and well padded. Som e 

candidates were able to refer to specific religious teaching as well as to offer an 

explanat ion of various UN declarat ions. 

 

Qu est ion  7 ( d )   

Most  candidates found it  difficult  to offer a balanced discussion of this quest ion. 

Many sim ply offered som e religious teachings about  the value of charity and did 

not  direct ly address the quest ion.  

 

Qu est ion  8 ( a)   

Freedom  of religion was well understood overall.  

 

Qu est ion  8 ( b )   

There were som e vague answers to this quest ion about  the growth of r ights and 

opportunit ies for wom en. The quest ion specifically asked for exam ples, but  this 

was quite widely ignored. Som e candidates interpreted the quest ion as asking 

for religious teaching about  why wom en should have equal r ights. 

 

Qu est ion  8 ( c)   

A good num ber of candidates were able to quote specific religious texts and 

teachings to explain why m any religious people support  religious pluralism . 

Som e did not  dist inguish between religious pluralism  and a m ult i-ethnic society.  
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Qu est ion  8 ( d )  

Again, the difference between m ult i- faith and m ult i-ethnic ham pered som e 

candidates but , overall,  this was a well answered quest ion.  

 

PART 2 :  Th e Rel ig iou s Com m u n i t y  

 

Not  all quest ions, or even all sect ions, of this part  of the paper were answered. 

I ndeed, by far the vast  m ajor ity of answers related either to Christ ianity or to 

I slam . I t  will therefore be m ore useful to offer som e general observat ions on 

how the quest ions were approached, and illust rate them  with reference to som e 

specific quest ions. 

 

( a)  Qu est ion s 

 

These quest ions asked for knowledge about  certain aspects of the beliefs and 

pract ices of religious com m unit ies. With ten m arks available the answers needed 

to be fair ly detailed and com prehensive. I n fact , som e answers were very full 

and gained high m arks. Som e showed an adm irable com m and of the detail of 

events and teachings. However som e of the responses were far too short  and/ or 

general to gain m ore than half of the m arks. There were also exam ples of 

quest ions not  being read thoroughly or only part ially understood.  

 

For exam ple:  

 

Qu est ion  1 2 ( a)  

This quest ion asked for an out line of three events leading up to Jesus’ death. I n 

order not  to penalise those who have com prehensive answers, candidates 

describing only two events were m arked out  of less than ten. Also, it  should 

have been clear that  the events needed to be those that  im m ediately led up to 

Jesus’ death (such as the events of Holy Week)  or that  had a direct  bearing on 

his death (such as his disputes with religious leaders) . Such events as Jesus’ 

bapt ism  could not  be counted in this context .  

 

Sim ilar com m ents could also be m ade about  answers to Q17(a)  about  three 

act ivit ies perform ed by Hindus when they visit  the source of the Ganges. 

 

Qu est ion  1 3 ( a)   

This quest ion asked for an out line of Jesus teaching on fast ing from  the Serm on 

on the Mount . That  could not  include other topics from  the Serm on on the 

Mount , such as that  of alm sgiving. 

 

Qu est ion  1 9 ( a)  

This quest ion asked about  Muham m ad’s final serm on on the m at ter of the unity 

of the I slam ic com m unity. Som e candidates wrote about  the final serm on in 

general, and not  only about  the topic raised by the quest ion. Others wrote about  

the unity of the I slam ic com m unity and of it s im portance, but  without  offer ing 

m uch of what  Muham m ad actually said. 

 

 

Qu est ion  2 0 ( a)  

This quest ion asked about  three act ivit ies that  Muslim s perform  when they fast .  

Again, in fairness to those who answered the quest ion accurately, those who 
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m ent ioned m ore than three act ivit ies could only be rewarded for the three they 

out lined m ost  effect ively. By m ent ioning m ore, they often diluted the detail of 

their  answer. 

 

( b )  Qu est ion s 

These quest ions asked for an explanat ion of specific religious teachings or 

act ivit ies. Again it  should be noted that  each quest ion is worth ten m arks, and 

they need to be slight ly fuller than answers to (c)  quest ions in Part  1. Many 

candidates displayed a good understanding of beliefs and pract ices, som et im es 

( for exam ple, in the quest ion about  conscience in the sect ion on Christ ianity and 

that  about  Shari’ah in the sect ion on I slam )  at  a very sophist icated level indeed.  

There were, however, som e recurr ing weaknesses that  m ight  usefully be 

illust rated. 

 

For exam ple:  

 

Qu est ion  1 2 ( b )   

Asks why the tem ptat ions of Jesus are st ill significant  for Christ ians. Whilst  there 

were som e excellent  answers, som e looked upon this as another ‘knowledge’ 

quest ion and sim ply out lined the tem ptat ions, occasionally with som e fair ly slight  

com m ent . Often what  was m eant  to count  as an explanat ion of significance was 

no m ore than a paraphrase of the descript ion. “ Jesus said that  m an cannot  live 

on bread alone. This is significant  because it  is t rue today that  m an cannot  live 

on bread alone.”  This m ay be an ext rem e exam ple, but  it  does illust rate how 

m any candidates were unable to explain the significance of som ething, as 

opposed to explaining what  som ething m eans. 

 

Sim ilar com m ents could be m ade about  Q20(b) , with m any descript ions of what  

kinds of things are Haram , but  far less about  why som e things are Haram , as 

well as Q22(b)  on Jewish dietary laws. 

 

Qu est ion  1 3 ( b )  

This is a good exam ple of a quest ion that  was not  read carefully. The Tenth 

Com m andm ent  is about  covet ing, but  m any answers wrote about  stealing. 

 

Qu est ion  1 9 ( b )   

This quest ion asks about  the im portance of knowledge of the Prophet ’s life for 

Muslim ’s today. Too lit t le effort  was m ade by som e to speak about  the ‘today’ 

aspect  of this quest ion, m any candidates preferr ing to answer why such 

knowledge is im portant  at  all.  There are a num ber of such quest ions possible on 

the specificat ion, and candidates need to be prepared to answer from  a current  

perspect ive. 

 

A sim ilar point  could be m ade about  som e answers to Q10 (b)  about  the Noble 

Eight fold Path and its im portance to Buddhists today. 

 

 

( c)  Qu est ion s 

 

These are very sim ilar to (d)  quest ions in Part  1 and in fact  carry the sam e 

num ber of m arks. They ask for a balanced answer, with reasons for two points 

of view and a clear indicat ion of why the candidate favours one or the other. 
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Many candidates could do this effect ively, though quite a large num ber only 

gave reasons for one point  of view. The other m ain weakness in answers was 

that  candidates som et im es responded to an abbreviated version of the quest ion, 

or one that  they found it  easier to answer. 

 

For exam ple:  

Qu est ion  9 ( c)   

‘A m onk’s life is a selfish one’ was som et im es answered as though it  said ‘Monks 

are im portant  in Buddhism ’ 

 

Qu est ion  1 7 ( c)   

‘Every religious person ought  to go on pilgr im age’ was often read as ‘pilgr im age 

is im portant ’.  

 

Qu est ion  1 9 ( c)   

‘What  religious leaders teach is m ore im portant  than how they lives their  lives’ 

was som et im es interpreted as sim ply ‘Religious teachers should be listened to’. 

 

Of course, often there was st ill relevant  m aterial in the answers to such 

quest ions, but  it  lim ited candidates from  accessing the full range of m arks. 

 

HOW  TO I MPROVE PERFORMANCE 

 

Fo l low in g  f r om  t h i s r ep o r t , i t  i s p ossib le  t o  su g g est  a  n u m b er  o f  sim p le 

w ay s in  w h ich  can d id at es can  b e h e lp ed  t o  im p r ov e t h e i r  p er f o r m an ce:  

 

For m ost , it  is best  to learn the definit ions of key words as m any st ruggle to 

offer an accurate paraphrase. 

 

Candidates should be encouraged to be aware that  quest ions can be asked from  

a religious or a non- religious perspect ive, or both. 

 

They should look out  for quest ions that  ask about  ‘different ’ points of view or 

reasons. Such quest ions require at  least  two perspect ives.  

 

When asked to discuss an argum ent  or proposit ion ( in (d)  quest ions in Part  1 

and (c)  quest ions in Part  2)  they m ust  give reasons for and against . Failing to do 

so m eans they will be m arked out  of 3 ( rather than 5 m arks) .  They also need to 

indicate which point  of view they support  and why. 

 

Candidates should allocate sufficient  t im e for Part  2. I t  is worth alm ost  40%  of 

the total m arks. Also, both the (a)  and (b)  quest ions carry 10 m arks each and 

should usually be answered at  som e length. 

 

Candidates need to be prepared to answer quest ions that  ask about  the 

relevance of religious beliefs and pract ices in the m odern world. 

 

They should also be rem inded that  it  is best  to t ry to answer the quest ion set ,  

rather than to answer a slight ly altered version of their  own m aking. 
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Gr ad e Bou n d ar ies 

 

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

link;  

 

ht tp: / / www.edexcel.com / iwant to/ Pages/ grade-boundaries.aspx  
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