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All Candidates' performance across questions

Question Title N Mean S D Max Mark F F Attempt %
1 2054 28.4 8.7 45 63.2 71.2
2 2215 25.9 9.6 45 57.5 76.7
3 1305 23.5 8.8 45 52.1 45.2
4 163 24.7 10.1 45 54.8 5.7
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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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Unmarked set by pearca
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1. (a) Explain how the existence of God may be proved by cosmological arguments. [30]

(b) ‘Cosmological arguments are unable to establish God’s existence.’
Assess this view. [15]

© WJEC CBAC Ltd.











Sticky Note
Adding a further explanation as to to why this point is valid would have further raised the credit of the answer.

Sticky Note
The reference to 'God' here shows that the candidate appears to understand the demands of the question. It could have also been useful for a further discussion to be added at this point, explaining how the term 'God' is often used by philosophers as the end point of their arguments but not that they all necessarily agree on the characteristics of this 'God' other than the ability to be a first cause, etc.

Sticky Note
This is a typical introduction for a generic cosmological argument essay. However, the candidate is not relating material to the actual question and therefore this would not, as it stands on its own, be creditable.



Sticky Note
Again, explaining why this is the case would have improved the evidence for the candidate having 'clear understanding' of the argument. As it stands this is not fully explained.

Sticky Note
This is one of the key areas of candidate under-performances in this question. It is necessary for candidates not only to point out the view that infinite regress is cited as being impossible for the majority of those that support the cosmological argument, but also to explain why they consider infinite regress to be impossible.

Sticky Note
An accurate reference to Aristotle's 'Sculptor' analogy, but this could have been explained more clearly by the candidate.

Sticky Note
Not Plato, Aristotle.

Sticky Note
Inaccurate biographical detail - Aquinas studied the works of Aristotle, amongst others. Aquinas also bases his First Way on Aristotle's concepts of potentiality and actuality.



Sticky Note
'Kant'

Sticky Note
A poorly expressed version of Kenny's argument. Candidates should be able to explain, in outline, that it is because of 'inertia' that movement can be generated by humans and animals, not requiring an external force for movement - which is the underlying point of Aquinas' First Way.

Sticky Note
This is the example provided by Bertrand Russell - not Hume. Candidates should be encouraged to be accurate when referring to the names of scholars. It promotes good academic understanding of the arguments.

Sticky Note
This is a common written generic phrasing for evaluative questions. Candidates could be advised to avoid this type of writing as it suggests a simplification of the arguments. Alternative phrasings that refer to the relative merit/strength (avoiding the 'some people') of the argument would be better placed here.

Sticky Note
It is unnecessary for candidates to rewrite the question on their answer paper.

Sticky Note
This answer meets the criteria for Level 5 (AO1) as it is 'mainly accurate, largely relevant...'. There are several elements that could persuade an assessment at Level 4 but the overall quality of the response puts it just into the higher level.

Sticky Note
This is a confused explanation of the Third Way. Candidates are advised to state what the concepts of contingency and necessity mean and to apply these, as Aquinas did, to the argument for the Third Way. This candidate appears to only have  a partial grasp of this particular argument. 



Sticky Note
The analysis is limited, as is the comment. Several points, for and against are made, but as the candidate does not properly explain these, the assessment is limited to Level 5.

Sticky Note
This point has not been adequately made. It demonstrates that the candidate knows what Ockham's Razor is but also demonstrates that they do not properly understand why positing one particular point of view over another offers a 'simpler' explanation.

Sticky Note
Whilst structuring arguments in a 'points for, points against, conclusion' is a valid way for presenting arguments at GCSE, responses at A level often demand greater sophistication. Point and counterpoint, with explanation as to the relative strengths and shortcomings of a point could be said to be preferable. 









Sticky Note
This point should be explained. This is a common shortcoming in responses to this question.

Sticky Note
Well explained but would have benefited from the additional step explaining precisely why the third party needed to be outside of the universe.

Sticky Note
The candidate presents the example that illustrates the argument concisely and clearly. This is good practice.

Sticky Note
It is important, in terms of demonstrating clear understanding, that candidates refer to Aquinas' Ways in the correct order, as done here.

Sticky Note
A clear and concise introduction that explains the purpose of the cosmological argument. This indicates to the examiner that the candidate has a 'clear understanding regarding the subject and is a promising start to the response.



Sticky Note
Again, the candidate clearly understands the point of the argument but would have benefited from a fuller explanation.

Sticky Note
A fairly clear explanation. Many candidates find explaining the Kalam difficult and do not explain the central tenet of Craig's argument.

Sticky Note
Again, the candidate would have benefited from explaining precisely why this is the case.



Sticky Note
Whilst there are relatively brief points made by the candidate, there is a degree of sophistication in the way in which the arguments have been presented and evaluated. For this reason, the response was clearly worthy of a Level 5. Increasing the detail and explanation of each point would have led to the award of a higher level.

Sticky Note
'Evidence of clear understanding' is the overall impression given by this response. To gain Level 7 the candidate would have needed to respond to the points raised earlier in the script commentary.
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2. (a) Explain the main challenges to the teleological argument for the existence of God. [30]

(b) ‘The teleological argument for God’s existence is not persuasive.’
Assess this view. [15]
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Sticky Note
The response is a good example of a mid Level 5 response. The candidate understands the main ideas but would need to develop these further for access to higher level credit.

Sticky Note
A common error. Hume wrote before Paley and was commenting on the inadequacies of analogies generally to prove certain philosophical points, he made no comment on Paley!

Sticky Note
The candidate could have included reference to Dawkins' 'Blind Watchmaker' work here as a counter response to design arguments.

Sticky Note
This information inaccurately attributes Darwin to having made comments on an ordered universe growing out of an earlier chaotic state. Darwin made no such claim about the cosmos but observed this to be true about life on Earth.

Sticky Note
Clear understanding of the relationship between the views of scholars. It is important for candidates to be able to do this. 

Sticky Note
A focused introduction that avoids the pitfall of writing an explanation of what the teleological argument is. (This was a common error for many candidates in this question).



Sticky Note
This response would have scored more highly had it contained more points of view. It addresses the main issues but falls short of being a fairly full response.

Sticky Note
'Designer' would have been better! However this is a point well made and again avoids the traditional 'For and Against' structure seen in may other essays. This candidate's response is a good example of structuring an AS evaluation.

Sticky Note
The structure of the candidates answer is very good. It builds upon each consecutive point and develops the ideas well. It is clearly written and accurately cites scholars to support it.
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3. (a) Explain the particular problems caused for religious believers by animal, innocent and
immense suffering. [30]

(b) ‘The Augustinian theodicy provides an adequate explanation for animal, innocent and 
immense suffering.’
Assess this view. [15]
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Sticky Note
The candidates correctly identifies what is meant by immense suffering and provides several pertinent examples.

Sticky Note
This paragraph attempts to sum up the issues raised by the Inconsistent Triad but does not fully explain these. If their intention was to set a context in which the rest of the answer explained the issues then this represents only a partially successful attempt.



Sticky Note
There is no necessity to include reference to these types of evil here.

Sticky Note
Context suggest the candidate forgot to insert the all important word 'not' here. Centres are strongly advised to discuss the importance of examination technique, in terms of clearly expressing ideas, with their candidates in order to promote the best chances of success within the examination.

Sticky Note
Several of the complex issues raised by the issue of animal suffering are clearly and correctly identified by the candidate. 





Sticky Note
The strength of this response was that it avoided the pitfall that many other candidates fell foul of. The demands of the question were that the candidate applied what they knew of Augustine's Theodicy and and then state whether it provided an adequate explanation. This candidate clearly does this. The general issue for those that didn't perform as well was when a  description of Augustine's Theodicy was given in detail with little or no application to the set question. Often these were descriptions of the strengths and weaknesses of the theodicy, rather than an application of it to the question set. 
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GCE RELIGIOUS STUDIES 
 


RS1/2 - AN INTRODUCTION TO PHILOSOPHY OF RELIGION 
 


MARK SCHEME - SUMMER 2014 
 


 
Q.1 (a) Explain how the existence of God may be proved by cosmological 


arguments. [A01 30] 
 
  Candidates are likely to include some or all of the following, but other relevant 


points will be credited. 
 
  Answers must be structured to reflect how each of the following may prove 


the existence of God: Plato - necessity of self- moved mover; Aristotle - First 
mover; First three of Aquninas’ ‘Five Ways’ 


 
1  Motion/change - unmoved mover, including concept of ‘efficient 


cause’. 
2  Cause - first / uncaused cause. 
3  Contingency - uncreated / non-contingent / Necessary being. 


 
 Reference may also be made to Copleston’s development of this argument. 


Kalam version (First cause, concepts of infinity, personal creator); Leibniz’s 
Principle of Sufficient Reason; etc. 


 
(b) ‘Cosmological arguments are unable to establish God’s existence’ 
 Assess this view.  [A02 15] 
 


  Candidates are likely to include some or all of the following, but other relevant 
points will be credited. 


 
Unable to establish: possibility of infinite regression; ‘Big Bang’; plurality of 
causes; causes not necessarily the God of Classic Theism; debate about 
cause / effect, self-change and contingency / non-contingency (eg people / 
animals move themselves - Kenny; how is God uncaused if nothing else is?, 
No experience of how universes begin - Kant); existence without explanation - 
Russell’s ‘brute fact’, etc 
 
Can establish: A posteriori/premise drawn from empirical world; based on 
common experience of cause / effect; infinity of matter impossible; offers 
simple logical explanation (cf Ockham’s razor), ie God is cause of universe; 
part of cumulative case, etc. 
 
Some range of arguments necessary for marks above L5. 
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Q.2 (a) Explain the main challenges to the teleological argument for the 


existence of God.  [A01 30] 
 
  Candidates are likely to include some or all of the following, but other relevant 


points will be credited. 
 
  Challenges against teleological argument from: Science - including reference 


to Darwin and Dawkins; The existence of evil (eg random purposeless 
suffering), design defects in natural world (eg natural disasters, food chain) as 
evidence against benevolently designed world; The arguments of Hume 
(team of gods, apprentice god, analogy of machine unsound etc.), Kant’s 
argument that design only apparent - order and result not evidence of 
intention; etc. 


 
 (b) ‘The teleological argument for God’s existence is not persuasive.’ 
    [A02 15] 
 
  Candidates are likely to include some or all of the following, but other relevant 


points will be credited. 
 
 
  Not persuasive: Paley’s unsound analogy; designing source not necessarily 


God of Classical Theism; weight of scientific evidence from physics; biology 
and cosmology against divine design; discrediting of intelligent design 
arguments from contemporary scientific community, inductive arguments do 
not point to certainties ‘leaky bucket’ argument; etc 


 
  Persuasive: Based on observation of apparent design, order and purpose in 


the universe (a posteriori); Anthropic principle closely related to scientific 
methodologies; Mitchell and Swinburne use the teleological argument as part 
of cumulative case for the existence of God; Tennant’s Aesthetic argument 
challenges concepts of ‘survival of the fittest’; Swinburne’s probability 
argument (universe so complex design more probable than random), etc. 
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Q.3 (a) Explain the particular problems caused for religious believers by 


animal, innocent and immense suffering.  [A01 30] 
 
  Candidates are likely to include some or all of the following, but other relevant 


points will be credited. 
 
  Animal suffering has no theological or philosophical justification; Innocent 


suffering denies concept of a ‘just’ God; immense suffering counters 
theological proofs of designing of designing / creating God of classical theism; 
Ominbenevolent / Omnipotent characteristics of God would prohibit animals, 
innocent and immense suffering; etc. 


 
  Expect each idea to be supported with appropriate examples for level 6 or 7. 
 
 (b) ‘The Augustinian theodicy provides an adequate explanation for animal, 


innocent and immense suffering.’ 
  Assess this view.  [A02 15] 
 
  Provides adequate explanation: (Each of the following points should be linked 


to at least one of the three identified types of suffering.) The Augustinian 
theodicy is consistent with biblical tradition of wholly good creator God; 
consistent with accounts in bible of Fall and Atonement; consistent with 
human experience of cause / effect; responsibility for suffering becomes 
humanity’s rather than God’s, etc. 


 
  Fails to provide adequate explanation: (Each of the following points should be 


linked to at least one of the three identified types of suffering.) Criticisms of 
Augustinian theodicy based on concepts relating to logical, scientific and 
moral error. Concept of hell as part of the universe’s design implies foreseen 
flaw, therefore not made perfect; if humans were created perfect then evil 
choice would not have been made; scientific evidence disagrees with ‘fallen’ 
nature - development of species over time / evolutionary developments, etc.; 
biological impossibilities of all human being ‘seminally present’ in Adam; 
failure to justify ‘innocent’ and animal suffering; evil not mearly absence of 
good but real entity, etc. 
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