
WJEC 2016 Online Exam Review

GCE RELIGIOUS STUDIES UNIT 1:
An Introduction to the study of Religion

Option A: Christianity

Please note that the examples answers are based on Sample 
Assessment Materials, not live exam papers 


	WJEC 2016 Online Exam Review
	GCE Religious Studies 
	WJEC AS Unit 1 Option A Christianity
	Question 1a
	Mark scheme
	Example 1
	Example 1 marked

	Example 2
	Example 2 marked


	Question 1b
	Mark scheme
	Example 1
	Example 1 marked

	Example 2
	Example 2 marked








1. (a)   Explain why it is difficult to harmonise the events in the birth narratives in 
Matthew and Luke.         [15] 


The word ‘incarnation’ derives from the Latin word, ‘incarnationem’- meaning 
‘becoming flesh’. The story of the incarnation can only be found in the accounts of two of the 
gospel writers: Matthew and Luke. In both versions, Jesus is born in Bethlehem to Mary and 
Joseph in the time of Herod. Mary is a virgin, and conceived by the Holy Spirit.  The 
accounts appear to have a number of significant differences, which is why some would say 
that it is difficult to harmonise the events in the birth narratives in Matthew and in Luke. 
These differences include: conflicting timescales and locations, and the fact that Matthew 
and Luke appeared to aim their versions of the story of the Jesus' birth at different 
audiences. 
 
          In the different versions of the birth narrative, the locations used conflict. In Matthew’s 
version, we learn that “Jesus had been born at Bethlehem in Judea” (Matthew 2:1). After the 
birth of Jesus, Matthew says that Jesus' family fled to Egypt, after the angel of the Lord tells 
Joseph that King Herod is searching for Jesus in order to kill him. They did not leave Egypt 
until after Herod’s death, when they settled in Nazareth. Although Luke’s version does agree 
that Jesus was born in Bethlehem, he assumes that Mary and Joseph come from Nazareth; 
and travelled to Bethlehem for the census. Luke’s does not say that they journeyed to Egypt 
at all and this makes it difficult to harmonise the events in the two birth narratives. 
 
          Matthew's version is from the perspective of Joseph, whereas Luke’s version is given 
Mary's viewpoint. This is because the each of the gospel writers aimed their accounts at 
different people. Matthew’s gospel is aimed at the Jews. Therefore, his account is written 
from the perspective of Joseph in order to provide a link between Jesus and King David. 
Luke’s gospel is aimed at the lowly people in society- such as women and shepherds. Hence 
this explains why he tells the story from Mary’s perspective. Not only this, but it may be the 
case that Luke’s account was told to him first hand by Mary herself. Therefore, it would be 
only natural that the story comes from her view of events. In Matthew’s gospel, he talks 
about how the kings came to visit Jesus; but in Luke’s version there is no mention of the 
kings, Jesus is visited by shepherds.  
 
         It is difficult to harmonise the events in the birth narratives in Matthew and in Luke, 
because there are so many differences between the two accounts. Although the basic story 
in both of the two birth narratives is the same, there are many differences in the detail which 
makes it difficult to harmonise the events of the two birth narratives. 
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Sticky Note

Opening first half of this paragraph - relevance to the question ?



Sticky Note

The candidate begins to identify the specific demands of the question. Although no further mention is made of the timescales.



Sticky Note

Good use of evidence and examples here. A detailed response.



Sticky Note

Evidence for this ?



Sticky Note

Reference/evidence for these events ?



Sticky Note

The only two differences referred to are location and the intended audiences. What about different main characters, time scales, etc ?



Sticky Note

Band 4 - 11 marks. A detailed account which answers the specific demands of the question set. Good use of evidence/examples overall.
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Band 


Assessment Objective AO2- Part (b) questions   15 marks 


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


including their significance, influence and study. 


5 


13-15 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. 


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


 Excellent spelling, punctuation and grammar. 


4 


10-12 marks 


 


 Purposeful analysis and effective evaluation of the issue. 


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


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


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


 Accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


 Very good spelling, punctuation and grammar. 


3 


7-9 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. 


 Mainly accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


 Satisfactory spelling, punctuation and grammar. 


2 


4-6 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. 


 Some accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


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


1 


1-3 marks 


 


 A basic analysis and limited evaluation of the issue. 


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


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


 Little attempt to justify a view with reasoning or evidence. 


 Some grasp 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. 


 
 
  







 GCE RELIGIOUS STUDIES Sample Assessment Materials 12 


© WJEC CBAC Ltd. 


 
1. (b) ‘The birth narratives have nothing to do with the doctrine of the 


incarnation.’ 
  Evaluate this view. [AO2 15] 
 
 


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


 Even if the Christian doctrine of the incarnation is based on the biblical 
texts, it is anachronistic to use the term in relation to the birth narratives. 


 Neither Matthew’s gospel nor Luke’s call Jesus of Nazareth ‘God’. 
Although Luke uses the term ‘son of God’ (Luke 1:35), this title was used 
broadly at the time for great (political) leaders without implying divinity. 


 Both Matthew and Luke emphasise the (lowly) humanity of Jesus – his 
birth is natural (as opposed to supernatural), he was relatively poor, etc. 


 Both birth narratives are clear that Jesus is conceived through the power 
of the Holy Spirit, but neither suggest that Jesus was not also the product 
of Mary. However, a half-human, half-divine Jesus is incompatible with 
the doctrine of the incarnation, which stresses that Jesus was not a 
mixture of divine and human, but was fully both. 


 Matthew 1:23 calls Jesus ‘Immanuel’, meaning ‘God with us’. Even at this 
early stage, it is arguably clear that readers are to understand Jesus as 
God in human form. 


 In Matthew’s account, the wise men express a desire to worship Jesus, 
and do so (Matthew 2:2; 2:11). This implies that Jesus’ divinity was 
understood from the outset, even by non-Jews. 


 The promises made to/about Jesus make good sense if he was believed 
to be divine: for example, Luke 1:33 says that Jesus’ “kingdom will have 
no end” and Matthew 1:21 says that “he will save his people from their 
sins”. 


 
Overall, candidates should engage with the debate and come to a 
substantiated evaluation regarding the issue raised. 
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1. (a)   Explain why it is difficult to harmonise the events in the birth  


narratives in Matthew and Luke.       [15] 
 


It is difficult to harmonise Matthew and Luke’s birth narratives as there are several 
inconsistencies between the accounts. 


For example, in Matthew’s account of the birth narratives there are a number of events he 
includes which are not found in Luke, e.g. the massacre of the infants as described in 
Matthew. Whereas in Luke’s account although he mentions Herod. Matthew does not 
include this key event.  Only Matthew refers to Jesus and his family escaping to Egypt. 


It is also difficult to harmonise Matthew and Luke’s accounts as they appear to be written for 
different audiences. Matthew appears to write for a Jewish audience, he refers to Jesus as 
“he who has been born ‘king of the Jews’. He wanted to Jesus to appear to follow in the 
footsteps of other great Jewish heroes such as Moses and King David - (see Matthew 2:18-
23)  - quoting Isaiah 7 – “The virgin will conceive and give birth to a son, and they will call 
him Immanuel (which means ‘God with us’)”.  Luke’s story appears to be more focussed on a 
Gentile audience. 


Matthew and Luke’s accounts also appear to place importance upon different characters in 
their accounts, which appear to reflect their target audience. In Matthew's gospel, the 
significant characters are Herod and Jesus' visitors -  the wisemen, who bring gifts fit for the 
King of the Jews. Whereas in Luke's gospel the significant characters are Elizabeth, 
Zechariah, Simeon, Anna and the shepherds.  The shepherds visit in a lowly stable – in 
keeping with Luke's target audience  - the Gentiles,  whom the Jews of the time would have 
considered to be outcasts.  


Both writers refer to different locations during their accounts. Matthew's version tells us that 
Jesus was born in Bethlehem, but after this Joseph, Mary and Jesus flee to Egypt. They stay 
there until after Herod's death and then settle in Nazareth. Whilst Luke agrees that Jesus 
was born in Bethlehem, he states that the Mary was living in Nazareth and Joseph and her 
travelled to Bethlehem from Nazareth. After his birth Jesus is then presented by his parents 
in the Temple in Jerusalem, before returning home to Nazareth. 


A further problem which is encountered when trying to harmonise the accounts is the timings 
of the events. In Matthew's account the visit of the wise men to Jesus appears to have been 
nearly two years after his birth, whereas Luke has Jesus return to Nazareth after the 40 days 
of purification.  


Finally, there are other minor differences which make it difficult to harmonise the two 
accounts. For example, Matthew says Jesus was visited by the wisemen at a house, 
whereas Luke has Jesus being born in a stable.  


 



Sticky Note

A brief opening statement which sets the parameters of the response and shows the candidate is intending to address the question



Sticky Note

Excellent use of evidence and examples here.



Sticky Note

The next three paragraphs demonstrate thorough and accurate reference to sacred texts. Thorough and accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in  context.



Sticky Note

The response demonstrates evidence of extensive depth and breadth. The answer has already focussed on events, audiences, characters and locations. 



Sticky Note

A further example given here with reasoning and evidence.



Sticky Note

Other minor differences between the accounts are also noted. This shows thorough and accurate knowledge.



Sticky Note

Band 5 – 15 marks.  An extensive and relevant response which answers the specific demands of the question set.
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AS Generic Band Descriptors 
 


Band Assessment Objective AO1 – Part (a) questions      15 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 


13-15 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. 


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


 Excellent spelling, punctuation and grammar. 


 
 
4 


10-12 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. 


 Accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context.  


 Very good spelling, punctuation and grammar. 


 
 
3 


7-9 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. 


 Mainly accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


 Satisfactory spelling, punctuation and grammar. 


 
 
 
2 


 


4-6 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. 


 Some accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


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


 
 
1 


1-3 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. 


 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 1 mark should be awarded for a response that only demonstrates 


          'knowledge in isolation' 


0  No relevant information. 
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Unit 1 - Option A: An Introduction to the Study of Christianity 


 
Mark Scheme 


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


 
Section A  


 
 
1  (a) Explain why it is difficult to harmonise the events in the birth  


 narratives in Matthew and in Luke.   [AO1 15] 
 


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


 The texts have some important and seemingly irreconcilable, differences, 
which could be due to the different traditions being used in both accounts.  


 These differences include the time scales; in Matthew, the visit of the Magi is 
apparently nearly two years after the birth of Jesus (based on Matthew 2:16); 
Luke has the return to Nazareth little more than 40 days afterwards. 


 Different locations - Matthew assumes the family home is in Bethlehem, that 
they journey to Egypt, and settle in Nazareth (Matthew 2:1; 2:13-14; 2:23); 
Luke assumes the family home is in Nazareth, that they journey to Bethlehem 
for the census, that they visit Jerusalem and then return to Nazareth (Luke 
1:26; 2:4-5; 2:39). 


 Focus on different characters - Matthew’s account involves Herod and the 
Magi; Luke’s has Elizabeth, Zechariah, shepherds, Simeon, and Anna. 


 Different perspectives - Matthew is focused on Joseph; Luke on Mary. 


 Intended audiences – Matthew appears to have been written for a Jewish 
audience, whereas Luke for a Gentile one. 


 Critical scholarship is largely unconvinced by harmonisations as they often 
ignore inconsistencies and involve speculative assumptions about the texts in 
question. 


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


  












(b) ‘The birth narratives have nothing to do with the doctrine of the incarnation.’ 
Evaluate this view. [15] 








1. (b)  'The birth narratives have nothing to do with the doctrine of the incarnation.'
 Evaluate this view. [15] 


'Incarnation' means "became flesh", Christians believe that in the divine nature of the Son, 
who was perfectly united with human nature in one divine person. 


However, it is claimed that neither Matthew, nor Luke specifically refer to Jesus as God 
incarnate. They refer to Jesus as Christ (Matthew 1v18 and Luke 2:11), e.g. "… is born to 
you this day in the city of David a Saviour, who is Christ the Lord." (Luke 2:11). This term is 
ambiguous and can mean 'a divine figure', or one who was simply 'someone favoured by 
God'.  Whilst Luke does refer to Jesus as "Son of God" (Luke 1:35) this term was used at the 
time to imply great (political) leaders or someone belonging to God without necessarily 
divinity.  


Both writers place importance on the humanity of Jesus, e.g. in Luke, his birth is not 
described as supernatural (Luke 2:7).  Although there are some so-called 'supernatural 
elements' implying divinity in both of the birth narratives, this could also be argued to be 
coincidental, e.g. the appearance of the star which leads the wisemen to Jesus (Matthew 
2:2).  


Many do however, claim that both of the birth narratives specifically refer to the incarnation 
e.g. in Matthew 1:23, Jesus is referred to as "Immanuel", meaning "God is with us". Also why 
would the wisemen want to worship Jesus (Matthew 2:2, 2:11) if he was not divine? 


It has also been claimed that Matthew uses a mistranslation of an Old Testament prophecy 
when referring to Jesus' virgin birth. He quotes from Isaiah 7:14: "..., a virgin shall conceive 
and bear a son, and shall call his name Immanuel" . The original Hebrew text of Isaiah uses 
the word "almah" (a young woman of marriageable age), not the word "bethulah" (virgin). 
Matthew used the Septuagint (a Greek translation of the Hebrew scriptures) and not the 
original Hebrew version as his source material. As a result he used the Greek word 
"parthenos" meaning virgin (implying Jesus' divinity).   


Despite this claim, it appears that both writers state that Jesus was conceived through the 
Holy Spirit, implying that Jesus was God in human form   (Luke 1:35 and Matthew 1:22). 
Matthew implies he is divine when he quotes Isaiah 7:14 (Matthew 1:23) precedes this in 
verse 21 with "She will bear a son, and you are to name him Jesus, for he will save his 
people from their sins".  


Despite the arguments which suggest that the birth stories have nothing to do with the 
incarnation, it seems more likely that they do. Both writers were writing for different groups of 
Christians and they themselves clearly regarded Jesus as being God incarnate as they used 
various titles such as "Christ", "Saviour", "Son of God" and "Immanuel". The references to 
Jesus' virgin birth (even though the birth itself was not supernatural), Jesus' miraculous 
conception by the Holy Spirit (e.g. Luke 2:20), to an angel announcing Jesus' birth (Luke 
1:29 and Matthew 1:26) also appear to indicate that is the case.  



Sticky Note

Whilst the focus is on AO2 in (b) questions, by defining this term here the candidates clearly identifies the main focus of the issue.



Sticky Note

Band 5  15 Marks   A response that successfully identifies and thoroughly addresses the issues raised by the question.



Sticky Note

The final paragraph  serves as a conclusion, raises some new arguments and adopts a holistic approach to the question.



Sticky Note

Good counter arguments here to the previous argument.



Sticky Note

Confident, mature and  critical analysis of the issue. Thorough and accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context.  



Sticky Note

An empirical approach taken here – there is no clear evidence that Jesus' birth implies he was divine.



Sticky Note

Clear view given supported by detailed reasoning and/or evidence. Thorough and accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 



Sticky Note

Whilst the focus is on AO2 in (b) questions, by defining this term here the candidates clearly identifies the main focus of the issue.
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1. (b)  'The birth narratives have nothing to do with the doctrine of the incarnation.'
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'Incarnation' means "became flesh", Christians believe that in the divine nature of the Son, 
who was perfectly united with human nature in one divine person. 


However, it is claimed that neither Matthew, nor Luke specifically refer to Jesus as God 
incarnate. They refer to Jesus as Christ (Matthew 1v18 and Luke 2:11), e.g. "… is born to 
you this day in the city of David a Saviour, who is Christ the Lord." (Luke 2:11). This term is 
ambiguous and can mean 'a divine figure', or one who was simply 'someone favoured by 
God'.  Whilst Luke does refer to Jesus as "Son of God" (Luke 1:35) this term was used at the 
time to imply great (political) leaders or someone belonging to God without necessarily 
divinity.  


Both writers place importance on the humanity of Jesus, e.g. in Luke, his birth is not 
described as supernatural (Luke 2:7).  Although there are some so-called 'supernatural 
elements' implying divinity in both of the birth narratives, this could also be argued to be 
coincidental, e.g. the appearance of the star which leads the wisemen to Jesus (Matthew 
2:2).  


Many do however, claim that both of the birth narratives specifically refer to the incarnation 
e.g. in Matthew 1:23, Jesus is referred to as "Immanuel", meaning "God is with us". Also why 
would the wisemen want to worship Jesus (Matthew 2:2, 2:11) if he was not divine? 


It has also been claimed that Matthew uses a mistranslation of an Old Testament prophecy 
when referring to Jesus' virgin birth. He quotes from Isaiah 7:14: "..., a virgin shall conceive 
and bear a son, and shall call his name Immanuel" . The original Hebrew text of Isaiah uses 
the word "almah" (a young woman of marriageable age), not the word "bethulah" (virgin). 
Matthew used the Septuagint (a Greek translation of the Hebrew scriptures) and not the 
original Hebrew version as his source material. As a result he used the Greek word 
"parthenos" meaning virgin (implying Jesus' divinity).   


Despite this claim, it appears that both writers state that Jesus was conceived through the 
Holy Spirit, implying that Jesus was God in human form   (Luke 1:35 and Matthew 1:22). 
Matthew implies he is divine when he quotes Isaiah 7:14 (Matthew 1:23) precedes this in 
verse 21 with "She will bear a son, and you are to name him Jesus, for he will save his 
people from their sins".  


Despite the arguments which suggest that the birth stories have nothing to do with the 
incarnation, it seems more likely that they do. Both writers were writing for different groups of 
Christians and they themselves clearly regarded Jesus as being God incarnate as they used 
various titles such as "Christ", "Saviour", "Son of God" and "Immanuel". The references to 
Jesus' virgin birth (even though the birth itself was not supernatural), Jesus' miraculous 
conception by the Holy Spirit (e.g. Luke 2:20), to an angel announcing Jesus' birth (Luke 
1:29 and Matthew 1:26) also appear to indicate that is the case.  
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1. (a)   Explain why it is difficult to harmonise the events in the birth  


narratives in Matthew and Luke.       [15] 
 


It is difficult to harmonise Matthew and Luke’s birth narratives as there are several 
inconsistencies between the accounts. 


For example, in Matthew’s account of the birth narratives there are a number of events he 
includes which are not found in Luke, e.g. the massacre of the infants as described in 
Matthew. Whereas in Luke’s account although he mentions Herod. Matthew does not 
include this key event.  Only Matthew refers to Jesus and his family escaping to Egypt. 


It is also difficult to harmonise Matthew and Luke’s accounts as they appear to be written for 
different audiences. Matthew appears to write for a Jewish audience, he refers to Jesus as 
“he who has been born ‘king of the Jews’. He wanted to Jesus to appear to follow in the 
footsteps of other great Jewish heroes such as Moses and King David - (see Matthew 2:18-
23)  - quoting Isaiah 7 – “The virgin will conceive and give birth to a son, and they will call 
him Immanuel (which means ‘God with us’)”.  Luke’s story appears to be more focussed on a 
Gentile audience. 


Matthew and Luke’s accounts also appear to place importance upon different characters in 
their accounts, which appear to reflect their target audience. In Matthew's gospel, the 
significant characters are Herod and Jesus' visitors -  the wisemen, who bring gifts fit for the 
King of the Jews. Whereas in Luke's gospel the significant characters are Elizabeth, 
Zechariah, Simeon, Anna and the shepherds.  The shepherds visit in a lowly stable – in 
keeping with Luke's target audience  - the Gentiles,  whom the Jews of the time would have 
considered to be outcasts.  


Both writers refer to different locations during their accounts. Matthew's version tells us that 
Jesus was born in Bethlehem, but after this Joseph, Mary and Jesus flee to Egypt. They stay 
there until after Herod's death and then settle in Nazareth. Whilst Luke agrees that Jesus 
was born in Bethlehem, he states that the Mary was living in Nazareth and Joseph and her 
travelled to Bethlehem from Nazareth. After his birth Jesus is then presented by his parents 
in the Temple in Jerusalem, before returning home to Nazareth. 


A further problem which is encountered when trying to harmonise the accounts is the timings 
of the events. In Matthew's account the visit of the wise men to Jesus appears to have been 
nearly two years after his birth, whereas Luke has Jesus return to Nazareth after the 40 days 
of purification.  


Finally, there are other minor differences which make it difficult to harmonise the two 
accounts. For example, Matthew says Jesus was visited by the wisemen at a house, 
whereas Luke has Jesus being born in a stable.  
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1. (b) ‘The birth narratives have nothing to do with the doctrine of the incarnation.’ 
Evaluate this view.         [15] 


 
We are told by the doctrine of the incarnation that Christ was the Son of God, and that he 
was both fully divine and fully human.  
 
An argument in support of the statement is that neither Matthew or Luke specifically refer to 
Jesus as ‘God’, For example, in both Matthew and Luke, Jesus has a very lowly and natural 
birth in Bethlehem.  In both Matthew and Luke’s account, we are told that Jesus was born to 
the Virgin Mary (who is fully-human), and conceived by the Holy Spirit (considered to be 
fully-divine). As a result of this, many would say that this would make Jesus only semi-
human and semi-divine, he was not fully God and fully human simultaneously.  
 
On the other hand, there are a number of arguments which disagree with the statement – 
Jesus is considered to be God in human form by many, as he appears to fulfil the prophecy 
of the Old Testament. For example Luke (Chapter 2) confirms that Jesus is God in human 
form when Mary and Joseph take Christ to the Temple. At the Temple, Jesus is immediately 
recognised by Anna and Simeon. This was intended to show the reader that Jesus is God in 
the flesh, as it is the only real valid explanation of how they immediately recognise him as 
being the fulfilment of Old Testament prophecy.  Luke also specifically refers to Jesus as the 
‘Son of God’ (Luke 1:35).  However, this does not necessarily mean that he is saying that he 
is God in human form, as at the time, the term ‘son of God’ was open to interpretation. It was 
not just used refer to those from the divine; but it was also used when referring to the great 
leaders of the time.  Another argument which refutes the statement given is the fact that in 
Matthew 1:23, Jesus is referred to as ‘Immanuel’. ‘Immanuel’ means ‘God is with us’. Hence, 
by using this term, Matthew is implying is that Jesus is God in human form.  
 
         In conclusion, I can see why people may agree or disagree. Personally, I would say 
that I agree with this statement. I would agree because it is difficult to say that the versions 
of the birth narratives in Matthew and Luke prove that Jesus is God in the flesh, and fully 
human and fully divine simultaneously. 
 
 












Section A 


Please answer one question from this section. 


Either 


1. (a) Explain why it is difficult to harmonise the events in the birth narratives in 
Matthew and in Luke. [15] 








1. (b) ‘The birth narratives have nothing to do with the doctrine of the incarnation.’
Evaluate this view. [15] 


We are told by the doctrine of the incarnation that Christ was the Son of God, and that he 
was both fully divine and fully human.  


An argument in support of the statement is that neither Matthew or Luke specifically refer to 
Jesus as ‘God’, For example, in both Matthew and Luke, Jesus has a very lowly and natural 
birth in Bethlehem.  In both Matthew and Luke’s account, we are told that Jesus was born to 
the Virgin Mary (who is fully-human), and conceived by the Holy Spirit (considered to be 
fully-divine). As a result of this, many would say that this would make Jesus only semi-
human and semi-divine, he was not fully God and fully human simultaneously.  


On the other hand, there are a number of arguments which disagree with the statement – 
Jesus is considered to be God in human form by many, as he appears to fulfil the prophecy 
of the Old Testament. For example Luke (Chapter 2) confirms that Jesus is God in human 
form when Mary and Joseph take Christ to the Temple. At the Temple, Jesus is immediately 
recognised by Anna and Simeon. This was intended to show the reader that Jesus is God in 
the flesh, as it is the only real valid explanation of how they immediately recognise him as 
being the fulfilment of Old Testament prophecy.  Luke also specifically refers to Jesus as the 
‘Son of God’ (Luke 1:35).  However, this does not necessarily mean that he is saying that he 
is God in human form, as at the time, the term ‘son of God’ was open to interpretation. It was 
not just used refer to those from the divine; but it was also used when referring to the great 
leaders of the time.  Another argument which refutes the statement given is the fact that in 
Matthew 1:23, Jesus is referred to as ‘Immanuel’. ‘Immanuel’ means ‘God is with us’. Hence, 
by using this term, Matthew is implying is that Jesus is God in human form.  


         In conclusion, I can see why people may agree or disagree. Personally, I would say 
that I agree with this statement. I would agree because it is difficult to say that the versions 
of the birth narratives in Matthew and Luke prove that Jesus is God in the flesh, and fully 
human and fully divine simultaneously. 



Sticky Note

Setting the scene here by defining the term used. Focuses on the question and gives an indication of what is to follow.



Sticky Note

Develop this point further with reasoning or evidence.



Sticky Note

A valid argument supported with evidence.



Sticky Note

A view clearly supported by evidence.



Sticky Note

A clear counter view supported with reasoning/evidence.



Sticky Note

Is this opening sentence necessary?  No evidence or reasoning provided for the conclusion reached.



Sticky Note

Band 3 9 MarksMost of the issues  raised by the question are identified successfully and have generally been addressed.











