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All Candidates' performance across questions

Question Title N Mean S D Max Mark F F Attempt %
1 38 15.8 6.5 30 52.5 74.5
2 13 15.7 8.3 30 52.3 25.5
3 38 18.6 5.3 30 61.8 74.5
4 23 17.7 5.8 30 59.1 45.1
5 31 18.1 5.9 30 60.4 60.8
6 9 13.9 6.5 30 46.3 17.6
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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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Sticky Note

There is no need to write out the actual question. It just wastes valuable time.



 

Sticky Note

A basic definition linking to God and laws of nature, which puts the debate in context.







 

Sticky Note

A simple statement of an argument supporting miracles as being literal involving the resurrection. Some spelling errors.



 

Sticky Note

An argument is then given to support a non-literal understanding of a miracle. It is exemplified by reference to the Gerasene Demoniac and a naturalistic explanation is argued for.







 

Sticky Note

 develop  - explain why this appears to be impossible.



 

Sticky Note

This paragraph attempts an argument that is unfortunately confused. Three scholars have been correctly named regards contribution to philosophical approach to miracles but the candidate does not seem to understand the differences in the views of these scholars. The candidate seems to be citing an example of credible witnesses by referring  to the healing of the Centurion (Servant) - on the grounds that the healing was instant and witnessed by many people.  Little or no credit can be awarded since it is so confused and no clear support for the argument given.With clearer lines of reasoning this could be credit worthy material







 

Sticky Note

The possible meaning of the feeding of the five thousand is then given supporting the non-literal approach to Jesus' miracles.



 

Sticky Note

Possible confusion with scholar but candidate argues that language has changed and what was called a miracle in the past would not now be described as such. Another argument that needs developing further.



 

Sticky Note

Band 3 17 marksA number of arguments are presented both for and against the view stated in the question. Some use is made of examples from religious text. The response is clearly organised with mainly satisfactory analysis and relevant evaluation of the issue,



pearca

Sticky Note

Unmarked set by pearca



 

Sticky Note

A conclusion reached that is consistent with the main thrust of the arguments presented.
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Sticky Note

A basic definition and a simple statement that this is what many people understand the New Testamen to be referring to when it recounts a miracle story.



 

Sticky Note

Two basic arguments are given about eyewitness accounts (with an example) and their importance in Jesus’ ministry.



 

Sticky Note

The next paragraph gives basic arguments that the miracles stories originated from the Early Church and therefore did not happen, but were used to spread teachings.



 

Sticky Note

Finally another argument is stated about natural causes that were mistaken for miraculous events.







 

Sticky Note

Band 2  9 marksSome valid analysis. Limited number of issues raised by the question set are identified and partially addressed.
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Sticky Note

The candidate has attempted an introduction by making a general comment about parables and named the book and the fact that Crossan identified four different types of parables.



 

Sticky Note

The first of the types is identified including two features about them. 



 

Sticky Note

The example of the Prodigal Son is recounted in a way that avoids a straight retelling but rather highlights why it might be seen as an ‘example’ parable. 







 

Sticky Note

 second type of parable is identified – ‘riddle’ parables, and some characteristics are given.



 

Sticky Note

Again the candidate gives an example (The Sower). The features that make the parable fit the classification are clearly explained.



 

Sticky Note

A third classification is identified – ‘challenge’ parables. The candidate has identified The Great Banquet (Matthew 22 and Luke 14) as an example. However, Crossan does not actually use this parable as an example. 







 

Sticky Note

Effective points.



 

Sticky Note

Band 4 24Accurate and relevant knowledge and understanding of religion and belief.



 

Sticky Note

The two parables are discussed separately by the candidate and a case is made out how the great banquet parable displays the characteristics of a challenge parable.



 

Sticky Note

A similar defence is made for the parable of wedding banquet (Matthew’s version) and the element of challenge is clearly explained.



 

Sticky Note

The fourth type of classification – the ‘attack’ parables are not discussed even though the candidate began the answer by stating there were four categories.
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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 6 –Textual Studies – New Testament 


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


 
Section A  


 
 


1. Examine the different types of Jesus’ parables with reference to John Dominic Crossan's 
classifications. [AO1 30] 


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


 


 Crossan believes Jesus’ parables to be metaphorical so it is never about itself but 
pointing to something external to itself.  He then classifies Jesus’ parables into four 
types all of which should be variously illustrated by appropriate parables: 


 Riddle Parables – ‘so that they may not understand’. Crossan also describes these as 
‘lethal parables’ as in Mark’s Gospel they are used as a way of rejecting those who 
reject Jesus; which was not Jesus’ intention for parables through which he intended to 
be understood e.g. Parable of the Sower. 


 Example Parables – ‘go and do (or do not do) likewise’.  Again, pointing beyond 
themselves these parables are designed to instruct behaviour so that people lead 
better lives. 


 Crossan particularly looks at Luke’s Gospel and asks whether Luke has superimposed 
this element onto the parables giving them a false morality e.g. Lost Sheep & Coin and 
Prodigal Son. 


 Challenge Parables – ‘Let anyone with ears to hear, listen’ Crossan looks at the 
history of these in the Old Testament e.g. Ruth, Jonah and Job and then focuses this 
section on the Parable of the Good Samaritan suggesting the challenge Jesus gave for 
was his hearers, “to think long and hard about their social prejudices, their cultural 
presumptions and, yes, even their most sacred religious traditions” (p. 62). 


 Unlike Riddle & Example parables the Challenge Parables give over control to the 
hearer. 


 They are often aimed at societal improvement, challenging humans to collaborate with 
God in bringing his justice to the world. 


 Attack Parables – ‘weeping and gnashing of teeth’. Crossan sees these especially in 
Matthew’s Gospel which began with Challenge Parables (Chapter 5) but turned to 
Attack (Chapter 23) which Crossan sees as Matthew’s work not Jesus’ teaching 
reflecting the early church’s struggle with the Jewish – Gentile question, as also 
reflected in Luke 4. 16-30. 


 These parables show how under Crossan one particular parable may morph between 
different types depending on which gospel author is telling the parable. 


 Crossan moves from parables by Jesus to parables about Jesus and candidates may 
refer to elements of this within the above. 


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

The example of the healing of the Centurion Servant is then cited, though the reasoning needed to be developed.



Sticky Note

An interesting opening paragraph that identified the possible purpose of miracles and raised the issue as to whether or not they are literal.



Sticky Note

Reference to a scholar who argues that miracles are parabolic stories.
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Sticky Note

The miracle of the healing is then discussed in terms of its theological message and the candidate argues that the theological message is literal even if the event is not. 



Sticky Note

Another scholar (Borg) is then cited and his appeal to the regularity of natural law.



Sticky Note

Two further scholars (Hume and Swinburne) are then cited in response to Borg’s argument. The idea of miracles as breaks in the law of nature is discussed.



Sticky Note

The idea that miracles do not deny the regularity of natural laws is  discussed further.



Sticky Note

the resurrection and its importance in Christianity. Another scholar is referred to in support – N.T.Wright
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Sticky Note

The conclusion argues for a literal understanding of a miracle story but emphasises that the literal understanding of the theological meaning is even more important. A number of lines of argument discussed, supported by examples and reference made to a number of scholars. Clear views presented. Band 5 30 marksConfident, critical analysis and perceptive evaluation of the issue.



Sticky Note

An opposing view is then given and another scholar (Bultmann) and his approach of demythologising is seen as a counter argument to N.T. Wright.



Sticky Note

Discussion of the theological meaning of the feeding of the 5000 questions whether it really matters whether or not the miracle is an actual historical event. Reference is made to the scholar C.H.Dodd.
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Sticky Note

appeal is then made to another scholar Keith Warrington in support of the miracles being taken as historic events.Another line of argument is introduced. 



Sticky Note

An appeal is made to the reliability and inspiration of the Bible  - supporting a literal understanding of the miracle stories.
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Unit 6 – Textual Studies (New Testament)


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]
3. ‘The accounts of Jesus’ miracles should be interpreted literally.’


Evaluate this view. 


END OF PAPER
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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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Section B 


3. ‘The accounts of Jesus' miracles should be interpreted literally.' 
 
 Evaluate this view.  [AO2 30] 
 


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


 


 The miracles should be understood literally as that way they illustrate Jesus’ status as 
the Son of God incarnate; if they are not understood literally then the very 
understanding of who Jesus is eroded. 


 How can miracles such as stilling of storm or feeding of five thousand be understood in 
a scientific world without rational alternative explanations being explored? 


 Yet Jesus was quite capable of using figurative language plus other forms of teaching 
so are the miracles either literal coming from Jesus or a form of that  figurative language 
used by the Gospel writers of him? 


 How can they be literal when there are different accounts of the same miracle in the 
different Gospels?  This may add weight to the idea the writers are formulating their own 
narrative. 


 Keith Warrington would see the miracles as historically authentic but their presence in 
the Gospels is not simply to prove Jesus as a miracle worker; they are vehicles of 
teaching to would be disciples. 


 Keith Warrington would maintain that miracles are not a peripheral part of the Gospel, 
they are the Gospel however one understands them. 


 Is there a differentiation to be made between the different types of miracles e.g. healing, 
exorcisms, control of nature, resurrection from the dead and those personal to Jesus 
Himself. 


 Many churches have a healing ministry arising from Jesus’ healing miracles and can 
testify that literal healings today continue to validate Jesus’ original healings. 


 By believing in Jesus’ miracles the Christian is exercising the faith Jesus calls them to 
have in him. 


 The miracle of the resurrection foreshadows the Christian’s own hope of eternal life 
which is dashed if the resurrection is not literally interpreted. 


 Many do interpret the resurrection of Jesus in a non-literal way yet retain their faith in 
Jesus. 


 Surely the easiest thing to do is to believe they are literal unless proved otherwise, 
which none have been. 


 Can we be confident that the miracles have been proved? 


 Perhaps the acid test of whether to consider a miracle literally or not is whether it has an 
impact on salvation. 


 
Overall, candidates should engage with the debate and come to a substantiated 
evaluation regarding the issue raised. 
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Unit 6 – Textual Studies (New Testament)


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 different types of Jesus’ parables with reference to John Dominic Crossan’s 


classifications. [30]


END OF PAPER
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