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A2 RS UNIT 3 (OPTION A)

All Candidates' performance across questions

Question Title N Mean S D Max Mark F F Attempt %
1 46 19.6 6.9 30 65.2 27.9
2 118 18.7 5.7 30 62.5 71.5
3 117 16.4 5.7 30 54.6 70.9
4 109 17.9 6.5 30 59.5 66.1
5 60 17.4 6.3 30 58.2 36.4
6 36 15.1 6.5 30 50.4 21.8
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A2 RS UNIT 3 (OPTION A) 

Sticky Note
Usually the question number

Sticky Note
The number of candidates attempting that question

Sticky Note
The mean score is calculated by adding up the individual candidate scores and dividing by the total number of candidates. If all candidates perform well on a particular item, the mean score will be close to the maximum mark. Conversely, if candidates as a whole perform poorly on the item there will be a large difference between the mean score and the maximum mark. A simple comparison of the mean marks will identify those items that contribute significantly to the overall performance of the candidates.However, because the maximum mark may not be the same for each item, a comparison of the means provides only a partial indication of candidate performance. Equal means does not necessarily imply equal performance. For questions with different maximum marks, the facility factor should be used to compare performance.

Sticky Note
The standard deviation measures the spread of the data about the mean score. The larger the standard deviation is, the more dispersed (or less consistent) the candidate performances are for that item. An increase in the standard deviation points to increased diversity amongst candidates, or to a more discriminating paper, as the marks are more dispersed about the centre. By contrast a decrease in the standard deviation would suggest more homogeneity amongst the candidates, or a less discriminating paper, as candidate marks are more clustered about the centre.

Sticky Note
This is the maximum mark for a particular question

Sticky Note
The facility factor for an item expresses the mean mark as a percentage of the maximum mark (Max. Mark) and is a measure of the accessibility of the item. If the mean mark obtained by candidates is close to the maximum mark, the facility factor will be close to 100 per cent and the item would be considered to be very accessible. If on the other hand the mean mark is low when compared with the maximum score, the facility factor will be small and the item considered less accessible to candidates.

Sticky Note
For each item the table shows the number (N) and percentage of candidates who attempted the question. When comparing items on this measure it is important to consider the order in which the items appear on the paper. If the total time available for a paper is limited, there is the possibility of some candidates running out of time. This may result in those items towards the end of the paper having a deflated figure on this measure. If the time allocated to the paper is not considered to be a significant factor, a low percentage may indicate issues of accessibility. Where candidates have a choice of question the statistics evidence candidate preferences, but will also be influenced by the teaching policy within centres.
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Band 


Assessment Objective AO2- Section B questions   30 marks 


Analyse and evaluate aspects of, and approaches to, religion and belief, 


including their significance, influence and study. 


5 


 
 


(25-30 
marks) 


 


 


 Confident critical analysis and perceptive evaluation of the issue. 


 A response that successfully identifies and thoroughly addresses the issues raised by the question set. 


 The response shows an excellent standard of coherence, clarity and organisation. 


 Thorough, sustained and clear views are given, supported by extensive, detailed reasoning and/or evidence. 


 The views of scholars/schools of thought are used extensively, appropriately and in context. 


 Confident and perceptive analysis of the nature of connections between the various elements of the 
approaches studied (within and/or across themes where applicable). 


 Thorough and accurate  use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


 Excellent spelling, punctuation and grammar. 
 


4 
 


 


 
(19-24 
marks) 


 


 


 Purposeful analysis and effective evaluation of the issue. 


 The main issues raised by the question are identified successfully and addressed. 


 The views given are clearly supported by detailed reasoning and/or evidence. 


 The response shows a very good standard of coherence, clarity and organisation. 


 Views of scholars/schools of thought are used appropriately and in context. 


 Purposeful analysis of the nature of connections between the various elements of the approaches studied 
(within and/or across themes where applicable). 


 Accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


 Very good spelling, punctuation and grammar. 
 


 


3 
 


 


 
(13-18 


marks) 


 


 


 Satisfactory analysis and relevant evaluation of the issue. 


 Most of the issues raised by the question are identified successfully and have generally been addressed. 


 The response shows a satisfactory standard of coherence, clarity and organisation. 


 Most of the views given are satisfactorily supported by reasoning and/or evidence. 


 Views of scholars/schools of thought are generally used appropriately and in context. 


 Sensible analysis of the nature of connections between the various elements of the approaches studied 


(within and/or across themes where applicable). 


 Mainly accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


 Satisfactory spelling, punctuation and grammar. 


 


2 
 


 


 
(7-12 


marks) 


 


 


 Some valid analysis and inconsistent evaluation of the issue. 


 A limited number of issues raised by the question set are  identified and partially addressed. 


 Partially accurate response, with some signs of coherence, clarity and organisation.  


 A basic attempt to justify the views given, but they are only partially supported with reason and/or evidence. 


 Basic use of the views of scholars/schools of thought, appropriately and in context. 


 Makes some analysis of the nature of connections between the various elements of the approaches studied 
(within and/or across themes where applicable). 


 Some mainly accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


 Some minor, recurring errors in spelling, punctuation and grammar. 
 


1 
 


 


 
(1-6 


marks) 


 


 


 A basic analysis and limited evaluation of the issue. 


 An attempt has been made to identify and address the issues raised by the question set.  


 Very limited accuracy within the response, with little coherence, clarity and organisation. 


 Little attempt to justify a view with reasoning or evidence. 


 Little or no use of the views of scholars/schools of thought. 


 Limited analysis of the nature of connections between the various elements of the approaches studied 


(within and/or across themes where applicable). 


 Some use of basic specialist language and vocabulary. 


 Errors in spelling, punctuation and grammar affect the meaning and clarity of communication.  
 


0  No relevant analysis or evaluation. 
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4. Science has reduced God to being the ‘God of the gaps’. 
 
 Evaluate this view with reference to Christianity.  [AO2 30] 
 


Candidates could include some of the following, but other relevant points should 
be credited.  


 


 Scientific enquiry attempts to divorce questions of meaning and purpose from 
those of observation. 


 As science has progressed over the centuries and more observation is 
scientifically proven then the space for meaning and purpose, as answered by 
God, becomes smaller to the point God is scientifically only needed to fill 
remaining gaps. 


 ‘God of the gaps’ was coined by H. Drummond in C19th as he chastised 
Christians who pointed to things that science could not yet explain “gaps that they 
would fill up with God” and urged them to embrace all nature as the work of an 
immanent God, which is the God of Evolution, rather than an occasional wonder 
worker. The phrase is therefore to encourage engagement, not to divorce science 
and religion but is that still its meaning? 


 Archbishop John Habgood admitted that the term had become generally 
derogatory and an inherent criticism as taken up by Richard Dawkins in The God 
Delusion 


 Scientific meaning is delivered by proof but, what is scientific proof?  What is 
absolute proof compared to probable proof and justifiable proof and how do each 
influence this evaluation? 


 Is it sufficient to push God into the gaps?  Has not science itself been proven 
wrong in its own understandings let alone a sphere of life with which it does not 
concern itself e.g. earth was flat now it is round. 


 Why should there be this dichotomy and whose interests does it best serve ?  
After all the first proponent of the Big Bang was a Roman Catholic priest. 


 Has science simply been accorded the crown that used to belong to religion and 
so this is more about power than truth? 


 Science is a part of everyday life that everybody is involved with without even 
thinking and is therefore, a far more popular and trustworthy basis upon which to 
understand life compared to old writings and practices. 


 The popularity of seeing God as a God of gaps is illustrated in the modern 
acceptance and appreciation of authors such as Richard Dawkins whose 
arguments can be variously employed. 


 Dawkins does have a counter-point found most notably in Alister McGrath who 
defends a scientific view that celebrates God rather than relegating God to the 
gaps. 


 Many scientists have a real and active faith in God that has inspired their work. 


 Historical mistakes of the church in the past e.g. Galileo and Darwin does not 
mean that the two disciplines have to be at war, or even divorced today. 


 Science still refers to God e.g. ‘The God Particle’ or is that simply a polite way of 
referring to the God of the Gaps? 


 
Overall, candidates should engage with the debate and come to a 
substantiated evaluation regarding the issue raised. 


 












1 








Sticky Note

An opening paragraph seeking to set parameters of the question, but in so doing makes sweeping judgments without reference to any evidence or academic support for the same. 



Sticky Note

A brief counter argument again lacking support. 







Sticky Note

Appropriate examples provided; Paley correctly identified with the design argument. 



Sticky Note

Band 2 - 9 marks. Some valid analysis and inconsistent evaluation of the issue. 












1 








Sticky Note

This  paragraph is not necessary.  Candidate should ask themselves - will this add anything credit worthy to my response ?"Jesus is a Son of God"? Whats does this mean ?



Sticky Note

Good use of specialist language, though for Wright the resurrection does more than ‘suggest’ that Jesus was the true Messiah.



Sticky Note

The candidate hones in on relevant concepts such as ‘social revolutionary’; however,  misses Crossan’s focus on material well-being.  Here and elsewhere the candidate aligns Crossan with the view that Jesus was an apocalyptic preacher, but Crossan  focuses  on  Jesus more along the ‘stoic philosopher’ lines. 







Sticky Note

Crossan’s and Wright's views have been conflated here.



Sticky Note

An attempt here to capture Crossan’s main themes, though the reference to ‘being sent’ and apocalypticism is not relevant.



Sticky Note

Good to see Wright’s  ‘Critical realism' referred to, though this could be explained more clearly







Sticky Note

difficult to follow the line of thinking presented here.



Sticky Note

Band 4 24 marks Overall accurate and relevant knowledge and understanding of religion and belief. 



Sticky Note

This conclusion repeats material and is therefore somewhat superfluous.
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A Level Generic Band Descriptors  
 


Band 
 
 


(marks) 


Assessment Objective AO1 – Section A questions      30 marks 
Demonstrate knowledge and understanding of religion and belief, including: 


 


- religious, philosophical and/or ethical thought and teaching  
- influence of beliefs, teachings and practices on individuals, communities and societies  
- cause and significance of similarities and differences in belief, teaching and practice  


- approaches to the study of religion and belief. 


 


5 
 
 


 
 
(25-30 
marks) 


 


 


 Thorough, accurate and relevant knowledge and understanding of religion and belief.  


 An extensive and relevant response which answers the specific demands of the question set.  


 The response shows an excellent standard of coherence, clarity and organisation. 


 The response demonstrates extensive depth and/or breadth. Excellent use of evidence and examples. 


 Thorough and accurate reference made to sacred texts and sources of wisdom, where appropriate. 


 Insightful connections are made between the various approaches studied (within and/or across themes where 
applicable). 


 An extensive range of views of scholars/schools of thought used accurately and effectively. 


 Thorough and accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


 Excellent spelling, punctuation and grammar. 


 


4 
 
 
 


(19-24 
marks) 


 


 Accurate and relevant knowledge and understanding of religion and belief.  


 A detailed, relevant response which answers the specific demands of the question set. 


 The response shows a very good standard of coherence, clarity and organisation. 


 The response demonstrates depth and/or breadth. Good use of evidence and examples. 


 Accurate reference made to sacred texts and sources of wisdom, where appropriate. 


 Purposeful connections are made between the various approaches studied (within and/or across themes where 
applicable). 


 A range of scholarly views/schools of thought used largely accurately and effectively. 


 Accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context.  


 Very good spelling, punctuation and grammar. 


 


3 
 
 
 


(13-18 
marks) 


 


 Mainly accurate and relevant knowledge and understanding of religion and belief.  


 A satisfactory response, which generally answers the main demands of the question set. 


 The response shows a satisfactory standard of coherence, clarity and organisation. 


 The response demonstrates depth and/or breadth in some areas. Satisfactory use of evidence and examples. 


 Mainly accurate reference made to sacred texts and sources of wisdom, where appropriate. 


 Sensible connections made between the various approaches studied (within and/or across themes where 
applicable). 


 A basic range of scholarly views/schools of thought used. 


 Mainly accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


 Satisfactory spelling, punctuation and grammar. 


 
2 
 
 
 
 


(7-12 
marks) 


 


 


 Limited knowledge and understanding of religion and belief. Basic level of accuracy and relevance.  


 A basic response, addressing some of the demands of the question set. 


 Partially accurate response, with some signs of coherence, clarity and organisation.  


 The response demonstrates limited depth and/or breadth, including limited use of evidence and examples. 


 Some accurate reference made to sacred texts and sources of wisdom, where appropriate. 


 Makes some basic connections between the various approaches studied (within and/or across themes where 
applicable) 


 A limited range of scholarly views/schools of thought used. 


 Some accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


 Some minor, recurring errors in spelling, punctuation and grammar. 


 
 


1 
 


 
 


(1-6 
marks) 


 


 


 Very limited knowledge and understanding of religion and belief. Low level of accuracy and relevance.  


 A very limited response, with little attempt to address the question.  


 Very limited accuracy within the response, with little coherence, clarity and organisation. 


 The response demonstrates very limited depth and/or breadth. Very limited use of evidence and examples. 


 Little  or no reference made to sacred texts and sources of wisdom, where appropriate. 


 Very few or no connections made between the various approaches studied (within and/or across themes where 
applicable) 


 Little or no use of scholarly views/schools of thought. 


 Some grasp of basic specialist language and vocabulary. 


 Errors in spelling, punctuation and grammar affect the meaning and clarity of communication. 
 


N.B. A maximum of 3 marks should be awarded for a response that only demonstrates 


 'knowledge in isolation'. 


0  No relevant information. 
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GCE A LEVEL (NEW) 
RELIGIOUS STUDIES 


 
SUMMER 2018 MARK SCHEME 


 
Unit 3 Option A - A Study of Christianity 


 
MARK SCHEME 


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


 
Section A  


 
1. Examine the views about Jesus that have been developed by J.D. Crossan and N.T. 


Wright.  [AO1 30] 
 


Candidates could include some of the following, but other relevant responses 
will be credited. 


 
Both write as historians / theologians drawing on Biblical sources from which they arrive 
at difference conclusions. 
J.D. Crossan: 


 Draws on extra-Biblical material e.g. Josephus and apocryphal writings which further 
illustrate the context of Jesus’ life and times as being one of social turmoil and 
political protest and it is within this setting that he places Jesus. 


 This work gained note alongside R. Funk in the ‘Jesus Seminars’ from 1985 which 
not only discussed but voted to decide what could be believed about the historical 
Jesus. 


 This led to the publication of The Historical Jesus: The life of a Mediterranean Jewish 
Peasant (1991) that brought this work and debate into popular acclaim and criticism 
and can be variously examined. 


 Other publications e.g. Jesus; A Revolutionary Biography can be utilised. 


 Overall, he seeks to place Jesus words back into his own context and seeks to 
determine what those words meant in that context and not to how we read them 
today. 


 Through such analysis he does not believe Jesus performed miracles or rose from 
the dead (which is a parable, not a fact) and so offered no form of atonement. 


 States that he is seeking to understand the stories of Jesus and therefore the person, 
not to refute them. 
N.T. Wright: 


 Defends a traditional understanding of Jesus, particularly from a Jewish viewpoint 
and so understands Jesus to be the Messiah. 


 His approach of ‘critical realism’ suggests that while it is not possible to have 
unmediated access to historical truths neither are we confined to our own experience 
/ interpretation as it is possible to have provisional knowledge of the past through 
texts and traditions albeit mediated through particular world views. 


 Rejects what he sees as a false choice between subjectivity and objectivity rather 
seeking to find the best explanation for the traditions found in the Gospels. 


 As such he sees Jesus’ teaching and miracles as authentic. 


 These find their culminating place in Salvation history and so Jesus’ death on the 
cross was real, an effective atonement and proved as such by a bodily resurrection. 


 The Church would not have come to being otherwise and is testament to the 
historical validity of Jesus’ person, teaching, mission and role as Redeemer. 


 
This is not a checklist, please remember to credit any valid alternatives. 
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Unit 3 Option A – A Study of Christianity 


Section A questions test your knowledge and understanding of religion and belief.


Section B questions test your skills of analysis and evaluation, with regards to aspects of and 
approaches to religion and belief.


Section B


Answer two questions from this section.


[30]


4. ‘Science has reduced God to being the ‘God of the gaps’.’
Evaluate this view with reference to Christianity.


END OF PAPER
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Sticky Note

Further evidence of the basis of the argument proposed by the question set



Sticky Note

The point of the question set is picked up and developed from both sides at the same time.



pearca

Sticky Note

Slightly confused introduction; Christians do not believe that God has a creator.



pearca

Sticky Note

Dawkins did not create the ‘God of the gaps’ approach’







Sticky Note

Credit-worthy point



Sticky Note

Credit-worthy counter point with assessment



pearca

Sticky Note

A valid discussion on the role of evidence in science and religion.







Sticky Note

Paragraph not as clear as it might be,  but basic arguments understandable



Sticky Note

Counter argument proposed effectively







Sticky Note

A reasoned conclusion presented.



Sticky Note

Band 5 25 marksConfident critical analysis overall
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2


Unit 3 Option A – A Study of Christianity 


Section A questions test your knowledge and understanding of religion and belief.


Section B questions test 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. Examine the views about Jesus that have been developed by J. D. Crossan and
N.T. Wright. [30]


© WJEC CBAC Ltd.












 

Sticky Note

Effective introductory comment



 

Sticky Note

Credit-worthy paragraph outlining one aspect of the argument. argument is well backed up with scholarly detail.



 

Sticky Note

Credit-worthy point



 

Sticky Note

This is an intriguing idea which could have relevance, but needs clarification.







 

Sticky Note

Empirical evidence. Alternative scholar and point introduced in a basic way. 



 

Sticky Note

Band 3 15 marksSatisfactory analysis overall.



 

Sticky Note

A basic conclusion offered.











