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All Candidates' performance across questions

Question Title N Mean S D Max Mark F F Attempt %

1A 80 13.6 6.3 25 54.3 67.2

1B 79 16.2 5.6 25 64.9 66.4

2A 37 16.6 6.3 25 66.5 31.1

2B 37 15.3 5.4 25 61.2 31.1

3A 83 14.3 5.5 25 57.3 69.8

3B 82 15.1 5.3 25 60.5 68.9

4A 10 14.9 7 25 59.6 8.4

4B 9 17.6 5.7 25 70.2 7.6

5A 24 14.7 5.8 25 58.7 20.2

5B 24 14.7 5.2 25 58.7 20.2
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The candidate here shows accurate and relevant knowledge and understanding’ by giving an accurate account of the example of Elizabeth and John the Baptist. It may, at first, seem that this paragraph is more descriptive than you would expect from a top band answer, but the description itself shows ‘knowledge and understanding’ of the event, it is referencing a ‘sacred text’, it is an ‘excellent example’ selected and it clearly links the example to the question by ending with clear explanation of how these supernatural events show Jesus as God incarnate.



 

The focus on this paragraph shows ‘accurate and relevant knowledge’ of the incarnation. There is ‘accurate use of specialist language in context’ (‘supernatural’, ‘conception’, ‘divine power’), showing the candidate is meeting the ‘specific demands of the question set’.



 

The candidate is showing understanding of the key term used in the exam question. The introduction could be slightly shorter as it is sometimes better to start the main body of the answer straight away however here the candidate has acknowledge the question and referenced the sacred text showing the answer aims to address the ‘specific demands of the question set’.







 

Another ‘excellent example’ used to show the Jesus as divine. ‘Thorough knowledge and understanding’ of this story is shown and it is linked to the ‘specific demands of the question’. It could be improved by making it explicit how these two stories show Jesus to be human as well as divine, although this is implicit in the explanations.



 

‘Thorough knowledge and understanding’ shown throughout the answer due to the candidate referring to both Matthew and Luke. The candidate has shown understanding that the two narratives differ but have common similarities and themes.



 

Another ‘excellent example’ from a ‘sacred text’ used to answer the ‘specific demands of the question set’. The candidate often does not quote from the Bible but instead paraphrases. This is not unusual or detrimental to the answer as the candidate has shown ‘thorough and extensive knowledge and understanding’ by doing this.



 

Overall, a Band 5 answer. This answer achieved 24/25 marks due to the ‘extensive breadth of examples’ used to show ‘thorough, accurate and relevant knowledge and understanding’ of the incarnation. The candidate referred to the ‘sacred text’ of the Bible throughout the essay by comparing the birth narratives of Luke and Matthew. ‘Thorough and accurate use of specialist language’ was referred to throughout, although for full marks this could have been more sophisticated, for example some candidates referred to the ‘hypostatic union’. It is not necessary to quote directly from the Bible or any other source of wisdom to achieve a Band 5 answer or full marks,  but this answer could perhaps have included some direct quotations to show even more in-depth knowledge.



 

Introduction shows understanding of the question. This could have been improved by showing to which side of the debate the candidate was aligned. 



 

The examiner has ignored the misspelling of historicity here and has credited it as ‘specialist language’ as it is clear that the candidate knew what historicity is. This is a good point to develop in this evaluative answer and so is a good ‘issue raised’.







 

‘Accurate use of specialist vocabulary in context’ is shown through a detailed explanation of the redaction criticism.



 

To evaluate the claim about the factual inaccuracies present in the Bible, the candidate here provides an alternative explanation, hereby giving a ‘perceptive evaluation’ of the issue.



 

Few candidates made this point but it is an excellent piece of ‘evidence’ to use and develop. This candidate has used this ‘evidence’ to argue the point about the narratives not providing credibility even though the main argument is against this point, therefore showing a ‘confident critical analysis’ of the issue.



 

This answer provides some excellent in-depth explanations of the arguments used, however here there is also breadth provided by listing a variety of other points used to support the argument. This is evidence of the candidate’s ‘thorough and sustained views’ being supported by ‘extensive, detailed reasoning and/or evidence’.



 

This is an excellent piece of analysis, showing ‘perceptive evaluation of the issue’: the idea that Matthew deliberately wrote of Herod’s massacre as a direct comparison of Jesus and Moses.







 

A full marks (25/25), Band 5 answer. The candidate has given a ‘confident, critical analysis’ of the credibility of the birth narratives as a source for Christian belief. The argument was ‘sustained’ and points made were supported by ‘extensive, detailed reasoning and/or evidence’. The answer includes a wide range of ‘specialist language and vocabulary in context’ and there is a good range of breadth and depth of content.



 

A slightly long but ‘confident’ conclusion offering reasons for the candidate’s position. These have been argued thoroughly throughout the essay.
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2. (a) Explain the different views presented by Rudolf Bultmann and  
  N. T. Wright on the resurrection of Jesus.  [AO1 25] 


 
Candidates could include some of the following, but other relevant 
responses should be credited.  
 
Bultmann 
• For the German theologian Rudolf Bultmann ‘myth’ was an attempt to explain 


the divine in human terms: his view was that the New Testament frequently 
used mythological terminology of the time and for modern readers to believe 
the supernatural accounts would be contrary to modern thinking.  


• Bultmann was convinced of the need to interpret the New Testament in terms 
that modern readers can understand. Therefore, for Bultmann, the 
resurrection is ‘myth’ and not an actual historical event. 


• Nonetheless, Bultmann interprets the resurrection so that it retains its 
meaning, so although it was not a historical event it is a story that inspires 
and sustains faith. The apparent ‘resurrection’ takes place within individuals 
as they hear the word of preaching and experience the rise of faith.  


• Bultmann argued that what is decisive is not that Jesus came to life again but 
that he is, for a Christian, the Risen One seen through ‘the eyes of faith.’  


• Jesus was already the Son of God and his crucifixion alone demnstrated 
victory over the power of death. Hence, the crucifixion of Jesus contained the 
resurrection within it and there was no second historical event.  


• Easter, for Bultmann, is about the arising, not of the physical body of Jesus, 
but of the birth of the early church through the faith and ‘word of preaching’ of 
the disciples. Ultimately for Bultmann, people receive illumination through 
preaching, not through any historical resurrection event.  


 
N.T. Wright 
• In his 817-page book, The Resurrection of the Son of God (2003), the English 


theologian N. T. Wright argues that Jesus’ resurrection marks the beginning 
of a restoration of creation that is a development of the Jewish idea. 


• Wright argues, ‘It is vital to help people understand that ‘resurrection’ does 
not mean ‘life after death’ but ‘life AFTER “life after death”’ – that is, a newly 
embodied life after a period of being bodily dead.’ 


• In early Christianity, belief in resurrection is much more sharply focused than 
in Judaism. Resurrection will be an act of new creation. It will not be a simple 
return to the same sort of body as before; nor will it be a disembodied bliss. It 
will involve the gift of a new body with different properties. 


• Wright concludes that the tomb previously housing a dead Jesus was 
• empty, and that his followers met someone they were convinced was this 


same Jesus, bodily alive though in a new, transformed fashion. 
• We know what conclusion the disciples drew, but they were cautious. 


Thomas waited before believing (John 20:26). In Matthew 28:17, some 
doubted. 


• All other historical explanations for the origins of Christianity are less 
convincing than that Jesus really did rise from the dead. 


 
This is not a checklist, please remember to credit any valid alternatives. 
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 (b) ‘Bultmann’s views on Jesus’ resurrection are more convincing than 
those of N. T. Wright.’ 


 
  Evaluate this view.  [AO2 25] 
 


Candidates could include some of the following, but other relevant 
responses should be credited.  
 
• A strong argument against the statement would be that Christians believe that 


Jesus was bodily raised from the dead on the third day after his crucifixion. 
His resurrection that constituted him as the Christ; a denial of this would 
render Christianity meaningless today. 


• Additionally, the historical reliability of the resurrection is affirmed and 
asserted by many Christians as the essential belief of Christianity today. 
Indeed, it is part of the Creed, their essential statement of beliefs.  


• It could be argued, however, that Bultmann does not deny the resurrection 
per se, but simply its historical accuracy. For Bultmann, the belief as it 
developed in the early Church and the Creeds points to the resurrection of 
the proclamation of Christ through the ‘preaching of the word’. 


• However, against this argument, modern Christian thinkers who have denied 
the resurrection as a historical event have faced harsh criticism from within 
Christianity and many of these thinkers have later declared themselves as 
agnostic or even atheist. This demonstrates for many that to deny the 
historical reliability of the resurrection leads to a denial of Christianity itself. 


• Nonetheless, Bultmann’s theology argues that faith is only required when 
there is absence of fact, so the issue of ‘proving’ the resurrection as a 
historical event is in essence a meaningless pursuit; only faith gives true 
meaning to the Christian narrative. This is both credible and a more 
appropriate interpretation of the resurrection for today according to many. 


• Against this it could be argued that it is because of Jesus’ resurrection alone 
as an historical fact that Christians can hope for eternal life, reject Jesus’ 
resurrection and that hope disappears. Indeed, St. Paul argues that if the 
resurrection was not true, Christians were most to be pitied. 


• St. Paul gained evidence from eyewitnesses to Jesus’ resurrection lending 
weight to its historical reliability. 


• Scholars like Wright show that the Apostles came to understand the 
physicality of Jesus’ resurrection body, a body with a direct relationship to its 
pre-death body while also understanding that there are differences in the 
qualities of that body e.g. can be touched yet appears and disappears 
thereby proving its historical reliability. 


• It can even be argued that Bultmann misses the point as he often appears to 
consider a resuscitated body alone as being historically unreliable; however, 
it is not a resuscitated body but a resurrected body. 


• For all Christians the spiritual meaning of the story is important and so 
Bultmann’s interpretation still offers a spiritual interpretation; however, the 
New Testament’s dependency on the historic validity of the resurrection is the 
very basis of many churches’ present understanding and teaching and 
theologians continue to debate the issues today. 


 
Overall, candidates should engage with the debate and come to a 
substantiated evaluation regarding the issue raised. 
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It is sometimes better not to include an introduction if it means the candidate wastes time and does not write anything creditworthy.



The candidate has selected an appropriate example to explain the incarnation in the birth narratives. This is perhaps the most obvious example to choose. The candidate has referred to the ‘sacred text’ of the Bible and shows ‘relevant knowledge and understanding’ of the virgin birth. To improve this point, the candidate could have included more sophisticated ‘language and vocabulary in context’ such as changing ‘something that has never been seen before’ to an explanation of how this event is a ‘miracle’. 



Another good point that is just not developed in enough depth to get to Band 4. It is a ‘satisfactory response’ rather than a response that demonstrates ‘depth and/or breadth’. The candidate later adds that John ‘leapt in the womb’ which although the candidate has not punctuated it as a Bible quote, is a direct reference to the ‘sacred text. This improves the point made although it could be improved further with more explanation as to how this example shows Jesus to be both human and divine.







‘Mainly accurate and relevant knowledge’ is the appropriate band descriptor for this answer: this section is barely relevant. It ends by stating that both birth narratives recognise Jesus as both fully human and fully divine but it doesn’t give any ‘evidence or examples’ in support of this. It is irrelevant to the question that the accounts were written for different audiences; this is better placed in the part (b). There is also some confusion around the agreement that Jesus was the Messiah meaning that he was God incarnate, as this is not an accepted belief in Judaism so at the time this would not be evidence to support the view of the incarnation. This has been ignored by the examiner due to positive marking however this limits the answer to Band 3.



In summary, the answer is ‘satisfactory’ as it includes only two ‘relevant’ points supported by ‘satisfactory use of evidence and examples’. The third point is partly irrelevant and partly inaccurate, limiting it to Band 3 ‘mainly accurate and relevant knowledge and understanding’. 13 marks



‘Mainly accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary’ - due to positive marking the candidate has not been ‘marked down’ for the incorrect term used (histocrisy rather than historicity). The candidate has shown basic understanding of historicity however to improve the answer to Band 4 the candidate could have used the correct term, explicitly mentioned what it means and then unpacked the point by supporting with ‘detailed reasoning or evidence’.



Here, a point is made and is supported by ‘reasoning and evidence’ however the ‘language and vocabulary’ could be unpacked, i.e. the candidate could have explicitly mentioned what is meant by ‘harmonised’ before explaining how, in the candidate’s view, the birth narratives cannot be harmonised. As the candidate does not unpack the key term or their view of it before giving the pieces of evidence the argument lacks the ‘purposeful analysis’ needed for a Band 4 answer.







The conclusion to this paragraph is where it becomes apparent that the candidate is arguing that the lack of consistency in the accounts leads to them not being a credible source for Christian belief today. It therefore seems that the candidate mixes up consistency with historicity, leading to ‘satisfactory’ rather than ‘purposeful analysis’. 



‘Redaction criticism’ is mentioned, and the candidate shows some understanding of this term (‘specialist language and vocabulary in context’). It is appropriate to discus redaction criticism in this answer. The candidate does not, however, go into the depth of understanding required for this ‘evidence’ to meet the Band 4 descriptor of the views being ‘clearly supported by detailed evidence’. This is because the term is not unpacked and the evidence used is brief and partly inaccurate (the belief of Jesus as Messiah is not the only consistency between birth narratives). 



This point shows ‘satisfactory analysis’ rather than ‘purposeful analysis and evaluation’ as redaction criticism has not been thoroughly explored and therefore a superficial conclusion has been reached. 







Band 3, 13/25 marks.
This answer is ‘satisfactory’ as it only includes two main points; one which is confused and the other which is not explored in depth. Both points are accurate and could have lead to a higher grade if explained, analysed and evaluated in more detail with more specific ‘examples and evidence’ used to support. The answer is also fairly descriptive rather than evaluative, with ‘evaluation’ only really present in the concluding sentence of each paragraph rather than a ‘sustained’ argument being a continuous thread throughout.
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Component 1 
 


Option A: An Introduction to Christianity 
 


Mark Scheme 
 


To be read in conjunction with the generic level descriptors provided. 
 


Section A  
 
 


1. (a) Explain the different ways in which the birth narratives of Jesus help 
Christians to understand the doctrine of the incarnation. [AO1 25] 


 
Candidates could include some of the following, but other relevant 
responses should be credited.  
 
• The birth narratives can be identified as explaining the understanding of 


Jesus as being fully God, with an appreciation of what that means, and, fully 
human, with an appreciation of what that means. 


• Fully God – because Jesus Christ is believed to have existed from the 
beginning with God and was God.  Jesus Christ’s birth and time on earth was 
but a brief period in His existence.  After His resurrection, Jesus Christ 
returned to His Father at His Ascension to be seated as His right hand to 
reign forevermore. The birth narratives emphasise the divine aspect through 
the virgin birth, revelation to Mary, Joseph etc., visitation of angels and 
revelation through dreams and prophecy. 


• Fully human – because he was born in flesh and developed as any other 
human child (Luke 2. 40, 52): He ate, slept, drank, experienced hunger, 
temptation, disappointment, joy and died as all human beings do. The human 
aspect is emphasised in the birth narratives through Jesus’ humble and lowly 
status, born in a stable (‘laid him in a manger, because there was no place for 
them in the inn’ Luke 2 NRSV) and the first chapter of Matthew that deals with 
an ‘account of the genealogy’ (Matthew 1 NRSV). 


• The Person of Jesus, therefore, combines two natures – a divine nature and 
human nature. The doctrine of the incarnation gives equal validity to both: the 
‘becoming flesh’ of Jesus Christ, the Son of God as man (e.g. John 1.14) 
which gives equal validity to both natures (not two halves). This is known as 
the hypostatic union. 


• Answers may develop the concept of the kenotic model arising from biblical 
texts e.g. Philippians 2 as a way to explain Jesus as fully God and fully 
human. Kenosis - from the Greek ‘keno’ ‘to empty’ explaining the idea of 
Christ ‘emptying himself’ and ‘taking the form of a servant’. 


• The Councils of Nicea (325), Ephesus (431) and Chalcedon (451) developed 
and defined the idea of the incarnation of Jesus. 


 
This is not a checklist, please remember to credit any valid alternatives. 
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 (b) ‘The birth narratives are a credible source for Christian belief today.’ 
 
  Evaluate this view. [AO2 25] 
 


Candidates could include some of the following, but other relevant 
responses should be credited.  
 
There are several lines of argument possible: 
 
• One line of argument is to interpret the birth narratives as theological 


teaching and not historical events. This understanding avoids any issues 
of credibility today in that it sees the narratives as indicating the divine 
status of Jesus without claiming absolute historical accuracy. 


• Against this line of argument would be a traditional approach that the birth 
narratives contain historically accurate information that has been 
interpreted and understood according to theological principles. Whilst 
aspects of this could be questioned today it can also be seen how many 
would be able to accept this. 


• The literalist approach would be to accept the word of God as both 
theologically and historically credible for today; however, some would 
question elements of the supernatural today. 


 
Evidence in support of lines of argument may contain the following but other 
examples may be used: 
 
• Some would point out that even if the Christian doctrine of the incarnation 


is based on the biblical texts, it is anachronistic to use the term in relation 
to the birth narratives. Neither Matthew’s gospel nor Luke’s call Jesus of 
Nazareth ‘God’. 


• Although Luke uses the term ‘son of God’ (Luke 1:35), it could be argued 
that this title was use broadly at the time for great (political) leaders 
without implying divinity. 


• In support of this both Matthew and Luke emphasise the (lowly) humanity 
of Jesus – his birth is natural (as opposed to supernatural), he was poor, 
etc. 


• However, both birth narratives are clear that Jesus is conceived through 
the power of the Holy Spirit, but neither suggest that Jesus was not also 
the product of Mary.  


• Matthew 1:23 calls Jesus ‘Immanuel’, meaning ‘God with us’. Even at this 
early stage, it is clear that readers are to understand Jesus as God in 
human form. 


• In Matthew’s account, the wise men express a desire to worship Jesus, 
and do so (Matthew 2:2; 2:11). This implies that Jesus’ divinity was 
understood from the outset, even by non-Jews 


 
If the response focuses on biblical criticism (e.g. redaction criticism) it is 
creditworthy) 
 
Overall, candidates should engage with the debate and come to a 
substantiated evaluation regarding the issue raised. 
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COMPONENT 1 – An Introduction to the Study of Religion
Option A – An Introduction to Christianity


Part (a) of each question tests your knowledge and understanding of religion and belief.
Part (b) of each question tests your skills of analysis and evaluation, with regards to aspects of and 
approaches to religion and belief.


Section A
Answer one question from this section.


Or,


2. (a)	 Explain	 the	 different	 views	 presented	 by	 Rudolf	 Bultmann	 and	 N.T.	 Wright	 on	 the
resurrection of Jesus. [25]


(b) ‘Bultmann’s views on Jesus’ resurrection are more convincing than those of N.T. Wright.’
Evaluate this view. [25]












The introduction does not show any ‘knowledge and understanding’ and it is not even really acknowledging the question. If an introduction does neither of these things it would be better to launch straight into the answer.



This paragraph shows ‘mainly accurate and relevant knowledge and understanding’ as it is a reasonable summary of Bultmann’s view. It includes understanding that Bultmann does not believe the resurrection happened but that the crucifixion allows Christians to reflect and strengthen their faith. To improve, more sophisticated ‘language and vocabulary in context’ could have been used to meet the ‘specific demands of the question set’, for example by explaining that Bultmann sees the resurrection not as a physical event in itself, but as a part of the crucifixion and that it has impact on believers as a resurrection of faith.



A ‘satisfactory’ explanation of Bultmann’s demythologisation, although the candidate does not use this term, which would help to show ‘accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context’. To improve, the candidate could have developed the point about Christians not needing to believe in the resurrection by explaining how Bultmann sees Easter as a time to celebrate the development of the Early Church.







It is clear from the beginning of this paragraph that the candidate does not have a good ‘knowledge and understanding’ of NT Wright. Due to positive marking, any errors or confusion are not marked down, but they do limit the essay from being a Band 4: ‘accurate and relevant knowledge and understanding’. The candidate is potentially confused with Ancient Greek gnosticism but instead writes of Greek Orthodox Christianity, comparing this to a ‘religion so similar to Christianity’, and concluding that the resurrection does not necessarily hold significance for these Christians, all of which is confused or simply wrong.



Another confused paragraph showing the candidate has no ‘accurate and relevant knowledge and understanding’ of N.T. Wright. The candidate could here have explored how in Judaism there was not one view on this held by all, and how the view of the resurrection of Jesus in early Christianity was strong, making it convincing.



Poor paragraph to conclude the essay as it shows no ‘knowledge and understanding’.Band 3, 11 marksThis answer just achieved a Band 3 due to the correct content on Bultmann. It could not score more highly due to no real ‘knowledge or understanding’ of N.T. Wright. Band 3 is seen to have more 'hits than misses', so the content on Bultmann means it just edges into Band 3. To improve, the candidate could have developed the points made on Bultmann further and got the content of N.T. Wright right!







As the candidate has some knowledge and understanding of Bultmann, he/she has been able to give a line of argument here: there is ‘some valid analysis and evaluation’.It is ‘partially supported by evidence’ but this could have been developed further by including specific examples, such as Easter being a time to celebrate the resurrection of faith and the preaching done by the disciples in the early church.



In this paragraph the candidate attempts ‘analysis and evaluation’ without basing it on any content, therefore this whole paragraph is pointless. To improve, the candidate could have included some knowledge of N.T. Wright in order to use this to make a judgement.







The candidate has included similarly irrelevant, confused and incorrect content from the AO1 part (a) answer and therefore has a ‘basic attempt to justify the views given’,  but in this case they would need to be supported by correct ‘reasoning and/or evidence’ to improve.



An attempt is made to ‘analyse and evaluate’ but this is very basic and only partially supported by ‘reasoning or evidence’: there is some reasoning here but it is all very vague and some parts are confused.



A conclusion has been written however this is based on the faulty reasoning as well as  incorrect and confused content that the rest of the essay relies upon, therefore doesn’t add any value to the essay.



Band 2, 6 marksThere is ‘some valid analysis and inconsistent evaluation of the issue’ with a ‘limited number of issues raised by the question identified and partially addressed’. The candidate shows some basic knowledge of Bultmann and bases the analysis and evaluation on this. The rest of the essay attempts to analyse and evaluate, but does not succeed due to having no knowledge or understanding of N.T. Wright. To improve, again the candidate would need to know more about N.T. Wright’s views in order to use these to form clearer lines of argument and provide satisfactory ‘reasoning and/or evidence’.
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COMPONENT 1 – An Introduction to the Study of Religion
Option A – An Introduction to Christianity


Part (a) of each question tests your knowledge and understanding of religion and belief.
Part (b) of each question tests your skills of analysis and evaluation, with regards to aspects of and 
approaches to religion and belief.


Section A
Answer one question from this section.


Either,


1. (a)	 Explain	different	ways	in	which	the	birth	narratives	of	Jesus	help	Christians	to	understand
the doctrine of the incarnation. [25]


(b) ‘The birth narratives are a credible source for Christian belief today.’
Evaluate this view. [25]
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