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4. (a) Explain how Augustinian type theodicies attempt to deal with the
  problem of evil.  [30] 


The existence of evil and the existence of a God who is omnipotent (unlimited power) and 
omnibenevolent (all good/loving) results in a logical inconsistency. If God has both the power 
and the motivation to remove evil, then it seems a logical contradiction that evil exists. It 
implies either that God is not omnipotent or that he is not omnibenevolent. In either case he 
is not God of classical theism. The only alternative is to conclude that evil does not exist but 
most would regard that as a more difficult option to support since we all seem to experience 
or at least understand that pain and suffering exist. 


A theodicy is an attempt to justify the righteousness of God in the face of the existence of 
evil. Augustine proposed the framework of such an attempt that has become the traditional 
Christian response to the existence of evil. However, to say that Augustine’s theodicy is a 
single theodicy can be misleading. Augustine examined several problems about the 
existence of evil and each one in itself is a separate explanation for a particular problem. 
This means that although Augustine’s theodicy is a composite of these, an Augustinian type 
theodicy, often developed by other thinkers, does not necessarily focus on all the issues that 
Augustine did. 
The first problem for Augustine was that God was creator of everything and yet evil exists. 
The key to this solution for Augustine, is that God did not create evil but that evil was the 
result of human disobedience in what is called ‘The Fall’ of humanity; the origins of evil are 
explained through human action. This is often developed in what is called the free will 
defence, allowing humans to be free moral agents explains how, through sinfulness, evil 
enters the world. 


Augustine was also interested in the idea of evil ‘existing’. He was not happy with this and so 
argued that evil itself is not a substance but rather an absence of good. For example, 
impaired vision simply means the eye is not functioning as it should rather than it being filled 
by evil; likewise, sin means not doing as one should. 
Another problem was that even though Adam ‘fell’ into sinful acts, why does that mean that 
all human beings are sinful? The Augustinian type theodicy argues that all human beings 
were seminally present in Adam’s actions and this rebellion against God has caused a rift 
between us and God, so we are separate from him. 


However, Augustine argued that God has done something about the problem of suffering. 
God, in Jesus, died on the Cross to reverse the consequences of evil caused by human 
rebellion and our souls are made new by Jesus’ death making it possible for us to be 
reunited with God. Evil is therefore removed. As a result, the Augustinian theodicy is often 
referred to as a soul-deciding theodicy. This theodicy retains God’s omnipotence and 
omnibenevolence and accepts that evil exists. It does appear to solve the problem for many 
Christians. 
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Sticky Note

Very concise account of the problem of evil. Good use of specialist language.



Sticky Note

Good breadth and knowledge of background and context. 



Sticky Note

Very focussed on the question set. Clear shaping of material of Augustinian type theodicy to focus on addressing and responding to aspects of the problem of evil.



Sticky Note

Good use of example to help in explaining a point.



Sticky Note

Good development of theodicy whist still clearly relating it to the focus of question set.



Sticky Note

A good concluding paragraph that relates back to the first paragraph and the problem of evil. Soul deciding term not explained.



Sticky Note

Band 5  30 marksA thorough and accurate account showing very good knowledge and understanding it is extensive and always relevant to the focus of the question. Good use is made of examples. There is thorough and accurate use of specialist language.Its depth, breadth, clarity and focus on question set clearly puts it into top of level 5 and full marks.
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Band 


Assessment Objective AO2- Part (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. 


 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 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 


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. 


 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. 


 Some 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. 


 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. 
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4. (b) ‘Irenaean type theodicies have neved been successful in responding  to 
the problem of evil.' 
Evaluate this view. [AO2 30] 


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


 
 


 The Irenaean type theodicy, if accepted, could cause observers to question 


the omni-benevolence of God if the purpose of life is to grow through 


suffering. Surely such a God would find a more compassionate mechanism 


to allow His creation to grow and develop towards Him? 


 Idea of suffering leading to moral/spiritual development is not a universal 


experience. It is possible for some individuals to develop and others not to. 


Some suffering causes death rather than development. Others develop 


moral virtues and spiritual maturity without excessive suffering. 


 The theodicy fails to account for the excessive extent of evil/suffering that 


some experience; animal suffering is unresolved; it also fails to explain the 


uneven distribution of suffering. 


 The concept of universal salvation is morally inconsistent - if all eventually 


go to heaven, there is no incentive to do good rather than evil. 


 However, some observers may consider that the Irenaean type theodicy 


provides a purpose for suffering. The theodicy promotes human 


growth/development in achieving moral virtue as a key aim in life and 


encourages positive behaviour of individuals within society. 


 Unlike Augustine, Irenaeus' concept of development is compatible with a 


scientific view of evolution. 


 The theodicy also involves genuine human responsibility, which is 


therefore respecting of the doctrine of genuine human free will. 


 The theodicy also maintains a belief in and purpose for life after death. 


 The theodicy is also in accordance with the Buddhist attitude of the 


acceptance of suffering. 


 


Overall, candidates should engage with the debate and come to a 


substantiated evaluation regarding the issue raised. 
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4. (a) Explain how Augustinian type theodicies attempt to deal with the
  problem of evil.  [30] 


There are two types of evil in our world today and these are moral and natural evil. Moral evil 
is a consequence of humans acting in morally examples of moral evil can be the holocaust in 
which 6 million Jews were killed. Natural evil is the result of natural malfunctioning and 
example of natural evil could be the earthquake in Japan in 2011, which created a tsunami. 
Suffering is therefore the consequences of such evil. The presence of evil and suffering in 
our world is a major argument against God’s existence for non-believers also it also provides 
believers with a problem. It is a problem for believers of the God of classical theism as they 
believe in only one God who is omniscient and omnibenevolent. How can a God who is both 
omniscient and omnibenevolent allow evil and suffering to exist in the world? 


Augustine therefore proposed a theodicy, which is an attempt to justify God in the face of 
evil. He based his theodicy on Genesis 3. He believed that God created the world perfect 
and sin only entered the world through Adam and Eve. Adam and Eve disobeyed God 
and were therefore punished. The bias for sin has been passed down to all humans so we 
all do evil.


God does not have to intervene to deal with the evil and suffering around us. However, God 
did not want this to happen and so sent his only son Jesus to die on the cross at Calvary, to 
save us from our sins. Augustine also proposed the idea that God gave us free will so that 
we can make our own choice. Adam and Eve took advantage of this free will and used it to 
disobey God and to sin. 


Therefore, Augustine attempts to addresses the problem of evil by saying that moral evil is 
directly caused by the actions of Adam and Eve as described in Genesis 3. God is not the 
cause of evil. Augustine has no answer to the problem of natural evil. Augustine’s 
theodicy is referred to as a soul-deciding theodicy. 


However, the theodicy has many weaknesses. For example, surely it is not fair for God to 
punish people for others' mistakes? Another weakness is that it suggests that 
God was not able to create us so that we never chose to sin. 



Sticky Note

There is an attempt to identify the problem of evil but it contains errors especially the omission of reference to omnipotence.



Sticky Note

The Augustinian type theodicy does respond to problem posed by natural evil and this needed to be mentioned. The reference to soul-deciding lacks explanation.



Sticky Note

Irrelevant. 



Sticky Note

Band 3 14 marksIt is not a detailed response and so cannot be awarded level 4. However it is beyond a basic response (level 2) as it does address most of the demands of the question set though is uneven in its depth and breadth. Therefore it best fits a level 3 descriptor but at the lower end just above level 2 rather than moving towards level 4.



Sticky Note

The theodicy is stated and so addresses the main demands of the question set. In places there is use of evidence and reference to text though the response varies in depth and breadth. It is generally accurate even if undeveloped in places.












GCE RELIGIOUS STUDIES Sample Assessment Materials 105 


© WJEC CBAC Ltd. 


AS Generic Band Descriptors 
 


Band Assessment Objective AO1 – Part (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. 


 Thorough and accurate use of specialist language /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. 


 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. 


 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. 


 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. 


 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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4. (a) Explain how Augustinian type theodicies attempt to deal with the  


  problem of evil. [AO1 30] 


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


 


 God is not responsible for the creation of evil. It is the free will of humans 


and angels that caused suffering. The deliberate turning away from divine 


commands, as explained in the Biblical account of the Fall, resulted in the 


consequential destruction of the perfect order.  


 All humans are ‘seminally present’ in Adam and therefore, according to 


the inheritance of guilt doctrines, all descendants of Adam (i.e. all human 


beings) are deserving of punishment as they have inherited his sin. 


 A ‘just’ God must (necessarily) punish wrong doing. The introduction of 


natural evil (caused by the actions of fallen angels, who wreak havoc and 


our rebellion affecting all of creation and distorting it) is therefore a 


deserved punishment.   


 Evil is the result of the deliberate intentions and actions of a malevolent 


entity. 


 This is a ‘soul deciding’ theodicy. The structure of the world allows 


individuals to make active free will choices to work towards a restorative 


relationship with God or to reject Him. If God had created a world without 


free will then this could not happen. 


 Consideration of the 'possible worlds’ concept – a philosophical idea that 


the world as it is, is the optimum condition for free will to meaningfully 


exist and for a relationship with the creator God to be formed. 


 God demonstrates his mercy as he makes provision for a way of 


redemption through Christ. This led to the Fall being referred to as the 


‘Felix Culpa’ (happy mistake). 


 God demonstrates his love for humans and overcomes evil by sacrifing 


his Son for humans on the Cross. 


 


 


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


  












(b) ‘Irenaean type theodicies have never been successful in responding 
to the problem of evil.' 
Evaluate this view. [30] 








4. (b)  ‘Irenaean type theodicies have never been successful in responding to the 
problem of evil.’ 
Evaluate this view.         [30] 


 
The Irenaean theodicy refers to the ideas of the philosopher Irenaeus. He based his theodicy 
on the idea that humans were created in the image of God but they need to mature into the 
likeness of God. Humans are an epistemic distance away from God, so that they can grow 
and mature into his likeness. Evil and suffering exist to help humans to become 'one with 
God'. Humans can choose to love God or not to love God. However evil and suffering exist 
as a result of free will, they exist to allow humans to learn from their mistakes and grow in 
maturity. 
 
Some disagree with the statement and say that yes it does deal with the problem of evil for 
religious believers because they can see that evil and suffering exist purely to allow humans 
to grow and freely chose to become one with God rather than being compelled to obey all of 
God's commands. Humans all face evil and suffering in their lives, but it has a purpose, the 
final cause of free will is mature growth towards being more God-like. Irenaeus believed that 
going to Heaven, which is achieved through growing into God's likeness, will allow the 
suffering on earth to be long forgotten. John Hick also states that 'goodness' developed by 
free choice is infinitely better than the 'goodness' enforced upon non-autonomous beings. 
He argues that evil always achieves its purpose as humans have many lives to mature into 
God’s likeness. 
 
 
Others agree with the statement made, as this theodicy fails to deal with the issue that some 
people in their lives are faced with far more evil and suffering than others. How can it be fair 
that some people face more than others? Also how can it be acceptable to allow innocent 
children to suffer – they don't have the maturity to grow towards being more God-like. This 
form of suffering appears to be totally immoral and makes no sense. Another reason why 
some people may agree with the statement is that surely making people suffer to help them 
is a contradiction? For example,   atrocities such as the Holocaust can never be justifiable on 
such grounds. D.Z. Phillips argued that is never justifiable to hurt someone in order to help 
them. If God is all-loving why would he want evil and suffering to exist? 
 
Overall, I believe that whether you think the Irenaean theodicy solves the problem of evil 
depends very much on how a believer views the nature of God in light of the evil and 
suffering in the world. If you are able to accept that an all-loving God allows people to suffer 
in order for them to become more God-like and to ensure they get to heaven then the 
theodicy appears to work. If however you cannot reconcile the evil and suffering in the world 
– particularly that of innocent children with God's all loving nature then the theodicy appears 
to fail. 
 
 



Sticky Note

A summary account of the Irenaean type theodicy.



Sticky Note

A number of arguments against the statement. All clearly explained. Reasoned and evidenced.



Sticky Note

A conclusion that is reflective and supported.



Sticky Note

A variety of clear arguments supporting the quote in the question. Reasoned and evidenced.



Sticky Note

Band 5 25 marksThe response has accurate use of specialist language. The views expressed are clearly supported by detailed and sustained reasoning and evidence. The main issues raised by the question have been identified and discussed. There has been some attempt at analysis and evaluation of the arguments given though the critical analysis is limited. It is just beyond a level 4 as it shows some evidence of a level 5 but not sustained. 
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4. (a) Explain how Augustinian type theodicies attempt to deal with the
  problem of evil.  [30] 


There are two types of evil in our world today and these are moral and natural evil. Moral evil 
is a consequence of humans acting in morally examples of moral evil can be the holocaust in 
which 6 million Jews were killed. Natural evil is the result of natural malfunctioning and 
example of natural evil could be the earthquake in Japan in 2011, which created a tsunami. 
Suffering is therefore the consequences of such evil. The presence of evil and suffering in 
our world is a major argument against God’s existence for non-believers also it also provides 
believers with a problem. It is a problem for believers of the God of classical theism as they 
believe in only one God who is omniscient and omnibenevolent. How can a God who is both 
omniscient and omnibenevolent allow evil and suffering to exist in the world? 


Augustine therefore proposed a theodicy, which is an attempt to justify God in the face of 
evil. He based his theodicy on Genesis 3. He believed that God created the world perfect 
and sin only entered the world through Adam and Eve. Adam and Eve disobeyed God 
and were therefore punished. The bias for sin has been passed down to all humans so we 
all do evil.


God does not have to intervene to deal with the evil and suffering around us. However, God 
did not want this to happen and so sent his only son Jesus to die on the cross at Calvary, to 
save us from our sins. Augustine also proposed the idea that God gave us free will so that 
we can make our own choice. Adam and Eve took advantage of this free will and used it to 
disobey God and to sin. 


Therefore, Augustine attempts to addresses the problem of evil by saying that moral evil is 
directly caused by the actions of Adam and Eve as described in Genesis 3. God is not the 
cause of evil. Augustine has no answer to the problem of natural evil. Augustine’s 
theodicy is referred to as a soul-deciding theodicy. 


However, the theodicy has many weaknesses. For example, surely it is not fair for God to 
punish people for others' mistakes? Another weakness is that it suggests that 
God was not able to create us so that we never chose to sin. 
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4. (b)  ‘Irenaean type theodicies have never been successful in responding to the
problem of evil.’ 
Evaluate this view. [30] 


In this essay I'm going to analyse the statement of ‘The Irenaean Theodicy solves the 
problem of evil’. I will view both for and against statement and I will try to do the unbiased. 


This theodicy is more widely accepted by religious believers than that of Augustine, as 
Irenaeus does say that we will eventually go to heaven, meaning because we suffer evil 
and through evil mature into God’s likeness, we are able to enter heaven.   


The Irenaean theodicy even allows for the possibility of the evolution theory. As he says 
there is a possibility that God created us but not the universe. This means that God doesn't 
have any say in the creation of evil, other than God suffers when we suffer.  


The free will defence theory also helps Irenaeus solve the problem of evil as it agrees with 
the idea that freewill kind of causes certain types of evil not God. However David Hume 
put forward that Irenaeus is wrong as Hume questioned that if God is omnibenevolent and 
omnipotent, then evil should not exist. As evil does exist, either God is not omnibenevolent 
or omnipotent, which means he is not the God of classical theism.  


David Hume suggests that if evil exists then God cannot be all powerful as God does not 
appear to have the power to stop it. This also means God did not create evil. However this 
theory is technically not a theory as it is a justification of God in a world of evil. This process 
eliminates part of God’s essence, reducing him from the God of classical theism.  


In conclusion Irenaeus is a greater solver of the problem of evil compared to Augustine, but 
Irenaeus still has many disadvantages and cons in solving the problem of evil. 
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or omnipotent, which means he is not the God of classical theism.  


David Hume suggests that if evil exists then God cannot be all powerful as God does not 
appear to have the power to stop it. This also means God did not create evil. However this 
theory is technically not a theory as it is a justification of God in a world of evil. This process 
eliminates part of God’s essence, reducing him from the God of classical theism.  


In conclusion Irenaeus is a greater solver of the problem of evil compared to Augustine, but 
Irenaeus still has many disadvantages and cons in solving the problem of evil. 



Sticky Note

This paragraph merely repeats the question.



Sticky Note

This paragraph requires much more explanation. It is simplistic.



Sticky Note

This paragraph confuses parts of Irenaean type theodicy with other theodicies.



Sticky Note

Lacks explanation. The statement of the actual problem of evil is not, in itself, a response to the question unless, in this instance, it is related to the freewill defence theory.
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Again it needs relating specifically to the Irenaean type theodicy.



Sticky Note

The conclusion lacks development and does not clearly follow from the rest of the answer.



Sticky Note

Level 2  7 marksA limited number of issues  are given but are not developed or clearly justified. A limited attempt has been made to address the focus of the question. There is some accurate use of specialist language. Some valid analysis. 











