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All Candidates' performance across questions

Question Title N Mean S D Max Mark F F Attempt %
1 212 27.1 11 50 54.2 25.4
2 426 31.4 9.7 50 62.9 51
3 533 25.5 9.8 50 51 63.8
4 493 28.9 9.6 50 57.7 59
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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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2

Answer two questions.

1. (a) Explain the propositional and non-propositional concepts of revelation. [30]

 (b) ‘It is only through revelation that God is known.’
  Assess this view. [20]

END OF PAPER
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Sticky Note
With propositional revelation, quotes are expected. We would welcome textual quotes from holy books, leaders' quotes and so on.

Sticky Note
A range of sources, such as texts and leaders gains credit.

Sticky Note
A brief, pertinent introduction is enough.



Sticky Note
A valid supporter cited. Explaining his view that Christ is God's Word would be credited.

Sticky Note
Another source of revelation.
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Sticky Note
Clearly, more marks could be awarded if non-propositional was of a greater length.

Sticky Note
An useful reference to Calvin, drawing information from topic 4. 



Sticky Note
References to scholars, using them in a relevant fashion is one of the marks of a good answer.



Sticky Note
Consolidating their first argument.

Sticky Note
As above.

Sticky Note
A subtle change from 'the only way' to 'the best way.' This gives another view and introduces another scholar.

Sticky Note
Adding one's own evaluation of an argument is a strength.



Sticky Note
A more comprehensive conclusion would have warranted full marks.

Sticky Note
Another line of argument with a scholar.







Sticky Note
Misunderstanding as holy books are examples of revelation.

Sticky Note
Useful reference.



Sticky Note
Again, a brief glimmer.

Sticky Note
Relevance?

Sticky Note
Bare glimmers shown.
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Answer two questions.

2. (a) Explain how the principles of verification and falsification challenge the meaningfulness
of religious language. [30]

(b) ‘The verification and falsification principles are convincing arguments against the 
meaningfulness of religious language.’
Assess this view. [20]

END OF PAPER
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Sticky Note
It is essential that reference is made to the implications for Religion.

Sticky Note
Not 'also' as the original version of the Verification Principle  is the 'strong' version of the principle.




Sticky Note
Examples of qualifications help with the analogy.

Sticky Note
The use of key terms is important, giving an improved overall feel. Explaining non-cognitive and emotive would improve this even further.



Sticky Note
It is all related back to God-talk.



Sticky Note
The candidate brings in concepts of religious language to good effect.

Sticky Note
Countered by a weakness of the Verification Principle and the Falsification Principle.

Sticky Note
This shows how religion should follow the same rules as the rest of life.

Sticky Note
This is enough of an introduction; do not run out of time.



Sticky Note
It is good to see a candidate evaluating an argument.

Sticky Note
A good use of a philosopher's argument.

Sticky Note
Emotive utterances are dealt a blow!



Sticky Note
For the top levels a conclusion is needed.
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Answer two questions.

4. (a) Examine the main features of:

(i) ‘soft determinism’
 and

(ii) ‘predestination’. [30]

 (b) ‘A person cannot believe in both predestination and free-will.’
Assess this view. [20]
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Sticky Note
Wrongly attributed example and this was seen often in the 2014 examination, used out of context, manipulated in an unwarranted fashion.

Sticky Note
Reference to internal factors?



Sticky Note
There were a plethora of answers that referred to determinism, but not theological determinism and therefore answers resulted in some very odd implications for what it implied God had determined.

Sticky Note
One would expect TULIP here.



Sticky Note
Same point as above. Maybe an argument suggests that an act is determined, but that does not mean that it was determined by God.

Sticky Note
Mary Bell was a case often used grossly out of context. 



Sticky Note
The candidate tries to respond to the question, but drawing the references back to predestination is necessary.
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GCE REGLIGIOUS STUDIES 
 


RS3 PHIL - STUDIES IN PHILOSOPHY OF RELIGION 
 


Mark Scheme - Summer 2014 
 
 
Q.1 (a) Explain the propositional and non-propositional concepts of revelation. 
   [AO1 30] 
 
  Candidates are likely to include some or all of the following but credit other 


relevant points: 
 
  Propositional 


 Divinely authenticated truths, which may be transmitted through such 
things as sacred writings, religious leaders, experiences which are 
recorded of chosen people etc. 


 God takes the initiative in revelations; it can be truth found by 
accepting intellectually. 


 Faith is saying "yes" to the propositions. 


 Examples of creeds, quotes from sacred writings, words of leaders. 
 
  Non-propositional 


 Propositions are of secondary importance.  What comes first is the 
revelatory event.  The words are human attempts to explain the event. 


 Revelation comes through normal course of events/nature/history; 
represents idea of "hidden God" - open to those who seek.  Human 
reasoning (natural theology) discovers truth. 


 Faith as response to event as one which involves God.  I-Thou. 


 Note that revelation does not fall into clear-cut categories (eg sacred 
writings-divine truths or human constructions?) 


 
Maximum Level 5 if only one referred to. 


 
 (b) 'It is only through revelation that God is known.' 
  Assess this view. [AO2 20] 
 
  Candidates are likely to include some or all of the following but credit other 


relevant points 
 
  Agree 


 Superiority of revelation eg Kierkegaard, Barth and Buber. 


 Adequacy of (prop and non-prop) revelation as a means of knowing 
God. 


 Experience/heart for knowledge of God. 


 Problems with using reason. 
 


  Disagree 


 Reason and revelation are both useful for knowing God eg James, 
Tennant or necessary, Baillie. 


 Adequacy of reason as a means of knowing God. 


 Intellectual response/head for knowledge of God. 


 Faith requiring reason rather than revelation eg Hick, Kant. 


 Problems with revelation. 
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Q.2 (a) Explain how the principles of verification and falsification challenge the 
meaningfulness of religious language. [AO1 30] 


 
  Candidates are likely to include some or all of the following but credit other 


relevant points: 
 


 Verification-only analytic, mathematical, tautological or empirically 
verifiable statements are meaningful.  Statements need to make an 
experienceable difference if meaningful.  Ayer's strong and weak.  
Examples of religious language are expected. 


 Falsification-statements have to be open to being proved wrong.  
Flew's adaptation of Wisdom's parable to the parable of the jungle and 
"death by a 1000 qualification." 


 Religious language-not open to verification or falsification and 
therefore meaningless.  No experienceable difference and therefore 
meaningless.  No experienceable difference if true or false. 


 
Maximum Level 4 if only the principles are explained but the challenge 
to religious language is not.  
 
Maximum Level 5 if only the challenge of one of the principles is 
explained, with reference to the challenge to religious language. 


 
 (b) 'The verification and falsification principles are convincing arguments 


against the meaningfulness of religious language.' 
  Assess  this view. [AO2 20] 
 
  Candidates are likely to include some or all of the following but credit other 


relevant points: 
 
  Agree 


 Evaluation of the verification principle eg it asks religious language to 
give an account of itself.  Could show religious language to be 
meaningless as it is neither analytic nor synthetic. 


 Evaluation of falsification principle eg does seem some refuse to have 
their beliefs falsified. 


 Allows sense to be distinguished from nonsense. 
 
  Disagree 


 Criticisms of the challenges of Ayer and Flew. 


 The principles are not themselves open to verification. 


 Some religious statements are historical. 
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Q.4 (a) Examine the main features of: 
 


  (i) 'soft determinism' 
 


  and 
 


  (ii) 'predestination' [AO1 30] 
 


  Soft determinism 


 Compatibilists - free act does not hinge on causal necessitation; 


 Act is free unless it involves compulsion by another person; 


 Free will even if the future is determined. 


 Act can be both caused and free-as all acts are caused somehow, but 
not every action is compelled. 


 Reference could be made to James, who coined the term "soft 
determinist", Hobbes, Locke, Hume. 


 


  Predestination 


 Reference to Augustine, Pelagius, Calvin and Arminius, but others can 
be used. 


 Give priority to the concepts rather than authorities. 


 Theological determinism in the context of other types of determinism. 


 Inclusion of predestination texts from sacred writings, for example, 
Islam, Surah 16:93 "God causes whoever he wills to go astray and he 
guides whoever he wills". 


 


Maximum Level 5 if only one referred to. 
 


 (b) 'A person cannot believe in both predestination and free-will.' 
  Assess this view. [AO2 20] 
 


  Candidates are likely to include some or all of the following but credit other 
relevant points: 


 


  Agree 


 Strengths of libertarianism-free will is real, hence no room for 
predestination. 


 Strengths of hard determinism (belief in both determinism and free will 
an illusion) 


 Weaknesses of soft determinism. 


 They are logical opposites. 


 Plethora of Biblical references to predestination or free will alone. 


 Debates within a religion (eg Calvin vs Arminius). 


 The Law, in practical terms limits our choices in the divine Scheme. 
 


  Disagree 


 Free will and God's will may be the same. 


 Strengths of soft determinism (determinism and free will) 


 Weakness of hard determinism and libertarianism. 


 Religious teachings contain both ideas - God's rule and human 
capacity to choose (Jesus in John 10:18 or human sin.) 


 Some sacred writings appear to contain both (Genesis 2: 16&17, 
Romans 2:7&8 and 8:28-30)  
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