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All Candidates' performance across questions

Question Title N Mean S D Max Mark F F Attempt %
1 660 14.3 6.4 30 47.7 48.6
2 666 16.3 6.3 30 54.4 49
3 460 16.5 5.5 30 54.9 33.9
4 1060 17.2 5.2 30 57.2 78.1
5 497 16.9 5.6 30 56.3 36.6
6 680 15.7 5.4 30 52.5 50.1
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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. ‘The whole of a person’s life is predestined by God.’  
 
 Evaluate this view. [AO2 30] 
 


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


 


 Candidates may choose to argue in support of the statement using Calvin’s teachings 
about unconditional election.  They may link this to God’s omnipotence and 
omniscience. 


 This position is supported by biblical teachings such as Romans 8: 28-30, however, it 
could be argued that this text, and others used to support predestination, have 
different, more valid interpretations. 


 While the implications of his view appear unjust, Calvin argued that, as the roots of this 
doctrine are biblical, it should be taught so that humans can understand the need for 
humility.  Again, it could be argued that the interpretation of scripture can be contested 
and therefore Calvin’s defence of predestination is not strong. 


 Some, such as Russell, would argue that God appears tyrannical according to Calvin’s 
conception and would reject his claims that God’s justice is simply unknown to us and 
we should not question this. 


 Alternatively, candidates may follow Augustine’s line of argument, that essential 
human nature is free, but that the doctrine of original sin means that we are born 
predestined to be a sinner as this overrides our liberium arbitrium.  Therefore, the use 
of the word ‘whole’ in the question could be questioned. 


 It could be claimed that, if the whole of life is predestined, then many Christian 
concepts such as sin would need to be re-evaluated.  This point could be developed 
with reference to moral attitudes and the criminal justice system. 


 Another line of argument would be to consider a Buddhist perspective, arguing that our 
current existence is predestined not by God, but by karma from a previous existence.  
This would allow an evaluation of the extent to which an individual can influence their 
karma through, for example, adherence to the Noble Eightfold Path. 


 The views of Pelagius and Arminius could be used to argue against the view in the 
question, making the case for free will rather than predestination, and possibly linking 
this to moral responsibility.   


 This point could be developed through considering the extent to which belief in free will 
and predestination can be reconciled.  


 Alternatively, Muslim perspectives may be explored.  Belief in Qadr (divine destiny) 
entails belief in predestination, yet humans are held accountable for their actions on 
the day of judgement. Again, candidates may explore the debate surrounding God’s 
justice and may evaluate responses that attempt to reconcile belief in Qadr and free 
will. 


 
Overall, candidates should engage with the debate and come to a substantiated 
evaluation regarding the issue raised. 
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Write the two digit question number inside 
the boxes next to the first line of your answer 
Ysgrifennwch rif dau ddigid y cwestiwn yn y 
blychau gyferbyn a /line// gyntaf eich ateb 


I 


Answer 
Ateb 


12 
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11111111111111 
8712 
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blank 


Gadewd 
ynwag 



 

Sticky Note

Evidence of excellent organisation.







Write the two digit question number inside 
the boxes next to the first line of your answer 
Ysgrifennwch rif dau ddigid y cwestiwn yn y 
blychau gyferbyn a 1/ine/1 gyntaf eich ateb 


13 
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Sticky Note

Views supported by extensive, detailed reasoning and evidence.







Write the two digit question number inside 
the boxes next to the first line of your answer 
Ysgrifennwch rif dau ddigid y cwestiwn yn y 
b/ychau gyferbyn a /line// gyntaf eich ateb 
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Sticky Note

Views of scholars used appropriately in context.



 

Sticky Note

Confident critical analysis







Write the two digit question number inside 
the boxes next to the first line of your answer 
Ysgrifennwch rif dau ddigid y cwestiwn yn y 
b/ychau gyferbyn a 1/inel/ gyntaf eich ateb 
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Sticky Note

Confident analysis of connections between different elements of the course with appropriate use of the views of scholars.







Write the two digit question number inside 
the boxes next to the first line of your answer 
Ysgrifennwch rif dau ddigid y cwestiwn yn y 
blychau gyferbyn a IIi nell gyntaf eich ateb 


Answer 
Ateb 


~ ~~ru~ ~el~ 
~ (20A_ ~l~ WNY ~ -


-=-_:-v'\;~ ~. . Cd'«l~L_.. I~ 
~...f/OV\~0-(j Mke~ ~· 


- - J ~{!Mj_~J~ ~ ~· ~ 
- .. Jr-vrk\ {}/L ~~ MO%~ 


I 
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16 11111111111111 
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blank 


Gadew 
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Sticky Note

A thorough response showing confident and perceptive critical analysis and evaluation.

Band 5 30 marks
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Sticky Note

Excellent introduction using specialist vocabulary in context, with accurate reference to scholarship



 

Sticky Note

Depth of understanding demonstrated 











 

Sticky Note

Thorough, accurate explanation







 

Sticky Note

Accurate use of key vocabulary in context



 

Sticky Note

Insightful connections between different approaches







 

Sticky Note

Accurate reference to scholarship.

Band 5 30 marks
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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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2. Explain Bernard Hoose’s Proportionalism.  [AO1 30] 
 


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


 


 Proportionalism is a hybrid deontological/teleological ethic which combines Natural 
Law with some aspects of Situation Ethics. 


 Hoose did not invent Proportionalism, but attempted to explain how the idea was 
rooted in the work of European and American Catholic moral theologians looking as far 
back as Aquinas’ principles of just war. 


 The theory is based on Natural Law and is a development of Aquinas’ principle of 
double effect – i.e. that it is morally acceptable to perform a bad action if and only if it 
is the unintended (but foreseeable) side effect of another morally good action. This fits 
in with Aquinas’ requirement that interior and exterior acts should both comply with 
Natural Law. 


 Proportionalism develops this idea and states that the moral rules derived from the 
precepts of Natural Law are not absolute, but rather form strong moral guidelines 
which should be followed unless there is a proportionate reason not to. 


 Hoose put forward the maxim ‘it is never right to go against a principle unless there is 
a proportionate reason which would justify it.’ Candidates may develop this maxim with 
examples taken from either immigration, capital punishment or another area of applied 
ethics.  For example, it is wrong to kill (as this goes against the primary precept to 
defend innocent life), but in a war it may be acceptable to kill in order to defend 
innocent people. The defence of the innocent victims of war may be seen as a 
proportionate reason to break the moral law which prohibits killing. 


 Hoose makes the distinction between ontic/premoral goods and evils (those which 
relieve or cause pain and suffering) and moral and immoral acts (those which comply 
with or contravene natural moral law). He argues that a ‘good’ act is one which follows 
the moral rules given by natural law and a ‘right’ act is one that may not follow the 
moral rule, but creates the lesser of two evils. Again, candidates may choose to 
exemplify this distinction with the use of examples taken from the two named areas of 
applied ethics or from any other area. 


 Application of agape, or the law of love allows the agent to decide in which 
circumstances it is proportionate to perform a ‘good’ act rather than a ‘right’ act.   


 
This is not a checklist, please remember to credit any valid alternatives. 


  












(1120U40-1)
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Unit 4 – Religion and Ethics


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.


[30]
4. ‘The whole of a person’s life is predestined by God.’


Evaluate this view. 


END OF PAPER


© WJEC CBAC Ltd.












Sticky Note

Definition of terms is not essential but can be a useful way to show focus on the question.







Sticky Note

Views of Calvin and Augustine are mixed up here and the point is explained rather than offering analysis and evaluation.







Sticky Note

Candidate identifies a key issue and addresses this, offering relevant evidence in support.



Sticky Note

Again, not entirely accurate in the use of terms, but has identified relevant scholars.







Sticky Note

Some relevant evaluation - could be more closely linked to the question.



Sticky Note

Again the candidate explains the theory rather than analysing the issues it raises in relation to the question.  







Sticky Note

Overall this candidate has spent more time explaining than analysing and evaluating the issues.  However, they do make some relevant evaluative points and scholars have been generally used in context.
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Unit 4 – Religion and Ethics


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.


2. Explain Bernard Hoose’s Proportionalism. [30]












Sticky Note

One very basic point identified



Sticky Note



Sticky Note

Point raised about Augustine is not entirely accurate.



Sticky Note



Sticky Note

No evaluation of this point offered.




Sticky Note







Sticky Note

Candidate has not engaged with the religious arguments surrounding free will and predestination



Sticky Note

Slightly confused point.  Not entirely accurate.



Sticky Note

Another issue identified with a limited attempt at justification



Sticky Note

A limited number of issues are identified and candidate makes some attempt at analysis but offers very little in the way of evaluation of these perspectives.  There is an attempt to use scholars.











