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A LEVEL RS COMPONENT 1 - CHRISTIANITY (OPTION A)

All Candidates' performance across questions

Question Title N Mean S D Max Mark F F Attempt %
1a 1397 12.9 3.8 20 64.4 80.2
1b 1390 18.2 6.4 30 60.7 79.8
2a 335 10.6 4.9 20 52.9 19.2
2b 344 18.8 7.2 30 62.5 19.7
3a 124 8.1 4.5 20 40.6 7.1
3b 123 12.4 7.1 30 41.5 7.1
4a 1267 11.5 4.5 20 57.5 72.7
4b 1278 17.8 6.5 30 59.4 73.3
5a 321 11.6 4.3 20 58.1 18.4
5b 317 17.2 6.4 30 57.4 18.2
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Sticky Note
Usually the question number

Sticky Note
The number of candidates attempting that question

Sticky Note
The mean score is calculated by adding up the individual candidate scores and dividing by the total number of candidates. If all candidates perform well on a particular item, the mean score will be close to the maximum mark. Conversely, if candidates as a whole perform poorly on the item there will be a large difference between the mean score and the maximum mark. A simple comparison of the mean marks will identify those items that contribute significantly to the overall performance of the candidates.However, because the maximum mark may not be the same for each item, a comparison of the means provides only a partial indication of candidate performance. Equal means does not necessarily imply equal performance. For questions with different maximum marks, the facility factor should be used to compare performance.

Sticky Note
The standard deviation measures the spread of the data about the mean score. The larger the standard deviation is, the more dispersed (or less consistent) the candidate performances are for that item. An increase in the standard deviation points to increased diversity amongst candidates, or to a more discriminating paper, as the marks are more dispersed about the centre. By contrast a decrease in the standard deviation would suggest more homogeneity amongst the candidates, or a less discriminating paper, as candidate marks are more clustered about the centre.

Sticky Note
This is the maximum mark for a particular question

Sticky Note
The facility factor for an item expresses the mean mark as a percentage of the maximum mark (Max. Mark) and is a measure of the accessibility of the item. If the mean mark obtained by candidates is close to the maximum mark, the facility factor will be close to 100 per cent and the item would be considered to be very accessible. If on the other hand the mean mark is low when compared with the maximum score, the facility factor will be small and the item considered less accessible to candidates.

Sticky Note
For each item the table shows the number (N) and percentage of candidates who attempted the question. When comparing items on this measure it is important to consider the order in which the items appear on the paper. If the total time available for a paper is limited, there is the possibility of some candidates running out of time. This may result in those items towards the end of the paper having a deflated figure on this measure. If the time allocated to the paper is not considered to be a significant factor, a low percentage may indicate issues of accessibility. Where candidates have a choice of question the statistics evidence candidate preferences, but will also be influenced by the teaching policy within centres.
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Sticky Note

OK... bit of a wasted statement really. This is quite obvious and not really needed. 



Sticky Note

A rather confused attempt at 'harmonisation'. sometimes confusing it with historical verification.







Sticky Note

Seen and acknowledged as part of the whole answer.



Sticky Note

This contains a fair amount of information, possibly the best section of the answer. Examples of differences are clearly stated.



Sticky Note

Further similarities via the 'supernatural' are used to harmonise differences. Maybe it would have been better to focus on the differences here?



ragnag

Sticky Note

A weak ending statement that does not really justify itself.



Sticky Note

Overall this is a satisfactory answer that is mainly accurate, generally answers the main demands of the question set. Top of Band 3 12/20 but not quite Band 4.







Sticky Note

The candidate states clearly what is going to be a basis for the evaluation of identity.



Sticky Note

Vague evidence is presented.







Sticky Note

More could be made of this. Needs more critical analysis of evidence.



Sticky Note

The point made here is good, but needs developing more. It is not clearly articulated.







Sticky Note

A weak point with no clear support.



Sticky Note

This answer has now moved into an evaluation of the historical reliability. Whilst this may not be irrelevant, it is not clearly expressed or linked specifically to the question set.







Sticky Note

Sits on the fence really but does use what is written to justify the conclusion drawn however weak it is.
This is not inconsistent evaluation (Band 2) as most of the issues raised by the question are identified (i.e. divinity and historical/literary bias) but they are certainly not clearly supported (Band 4) - it is, overall, satisfactory analysis, but only just, being closer to partially supported (Band 2). Best fit puts this lower Band 3. 14/30
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Write the two digit question 
number inside the boxes next 
to the first line of your answer 


Answer 


7 11111111111111 
8707 


Leave 
blank 



Sticky Note

Basic statement of incompatibility with a simple reason as to why.



Sticky Note

Opportunity to explore, explain and support the 'God of the Gaps' theory is completely missed. Instead, an example given is not really accurate and the candidate does not explain how this fits into the relationship between science and religion for Dawkins.







Write the two digit question 
number inside the boxes next 
to the first line of your answer 


Answer 


8 11111111111111 
8708 



Sticky Note

The idea of 'impedes' and 'overpowers' are not really explained in relation to Dawkins or the question.



Sticky Note

Again a very general account of Dawkins' view on the relationship between science and religion.



Sticky Note

Overall this is not satisfactory. It has too many missed opportunities and the answer limits itself to the top of Band 2 8/20,







Write the two digit question 
number inside the boxes next 
to the first line of your answer 


Answer 
Leave 


1 \ 


blank 


_J___--------------------~ 


IIIIIJ!HIIII@' 9 



Sticky Note

Good to introduce McGrath - more would have been good. There reference to 'light' and its significance need drawing out more.



Sticky Note

This is not really true of scientific method. This argument is more to do with New Atheism which could have been linked effetively to the question with reference to Dawkins as the bridge for this. As it stand very basic.







o 191 ques ,on 
number inside the boxes next 
to the first line of your answer 


Answer 


~k ~ b .. ____ _ 



Sticky Note

A conclusion full of generalisations and platitudes that are not really related to the points above.



Sticky Note

This is really towards the bottom end of Band 2. Mostly some valid analysis and inconsistent evaluation but with glimpses of basic analysis and limited evaluation also. Band 2 8/30.
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o 191 ques ,on 
number inside the boxes next 
to the first line of your answer 


Answer 
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1. A) The birth narratives of Matthew and Luke tell the story of the birth of Jesus 


Christ, son of God. Although there are differences between the two narratives 


they both tell the same basic story of Jesus, who was born to his mother Mary 


and father Joseph who were married. There are differences in the narratives 


however, such as who the story focuses on, as Matthew's telling focuses on 


Joseph and Luke's telling focuses on Mary. Through redaction cri ticism however, 


we are able to see that the main reason for these differences is because the 


authors are writing for different audiences and they have different aims within 


their retellings. 


Matthew's birth narrative is told from Josephs point of view and he makes care to 


show how Jesus' lineage traces back to King David. This is because Matthew 


was Jewish and writing for a Jewish audience. Because of this he wanted to 


make it clear to the reader that Jesus fulfills the prophecies of the Old Testament 


and is the coming of the messiah. His quotes mostly come from the Hebrew bible 


rather than the Greek septuagent (where Luke takes his quotes, again showing 


his oreintation towards a Jewish audience). This aim can also be seen 


throughout his narrative as he makes many references to the Old Testament 


and the prophecies within it. As we follow Joseph in this version of the story, we 


see an angel appear to Jospeh telling him of Jesus' birth, despite Mary being a 


virgin. In Matthew's telling Jesus is said to be born in a house and the first to visit 


him are 'magi' from the Orient. This is the first glimpse to the reader in Matthews 


narrative that Jesus will have an importance to the rest of the world, rather than 



Sticky Note

An excellent introduction indicating both similarities and differences and giving a clue as to the reasons for this.







( 


. 
just the Jews. The final part of Matthew's birt narrative tells of Herod, enraged 


that at the news of Jesus' birth, ordering for all boys under the age of 2 to be 


slaughtered, which results in Joseph and Mary fleeing to Egypt with Jesus. This 


part of Matthew's story is often called into question as many believe that it was 


manufactured to mirror Moses' story in the Old Testament. Many believe that 


Matthew was trying to draw a link between Moses and Jesus because Moses 


bought heralded the old covenant and laws and Jesus was the start of a new 


covenant and law. 


Luke's narrative however, is orientated towards the gentiles as Luke himself was 


a gentile. Therefore, within his narrative he wishes to show the importance of 


Jesus to the entire world, not just the jews. Because of this, in the quotes that 


Luke uses from the Old Testament (which is much fewer than the amount used 


by Matthew) he uses the Septuagent, the greek translation, to open his story to a 


wider audience. The author of Luke's narrative is also, it can be seen, concerned 


with minorities and attempts to be inclusive in his telling of the story. Because of 


this, in his version of the story we follow Mary and therefore we see the An~el 


Gabriel appear to Mary to tell her of the birth of God's son Jesus, depsite her 


being a virgin. In this narrative we also see Mary visit her sister who is also 


pregnant. Here we see the inclusion of more women in such an important story, 


showing the authors attempts to be inclusive. This is also the only birth narrative 


that tells of a census where Joseph and Mary had to be counted. This is 


historicity of this is called into question, as although there are records of a 


census, there is no record from one during this time period. Unlike Matthew's 



Sticky Note

This section concentrates on Matthew distinctive features with an accompanying explanation.
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. . 
narrative, Jesus is said to be born in an 'inn' and his first visitors after the birth 


are the shepherds, who were lead by the star to Jesus. Here again we see the 


author including poorer citizens and minorities, rather than the rich and exotic 


Magi who visit Jesus in Matthews narrative. Luke is also thought to have been a 


doctor so his retelling of the narrative also features more talk of the science 


around the births, such as circumsicion. 


When comparing the birth narratives it is clear that although there are differences 


between the stories, they are both retellings of the same events and have the 


same key points , that Mary was a virgin, Jesus was the son of God and that he 


had come to save humanity. The differences between the narratives can be 


accounted for by the differing audiences and aims of the authors. 


s':) 
b) The identity of Jesus is strongly linked to the birth narrative as this is the first 


time that the Son of God, one part of the trinity is revealed fully to readers. It is 


very important therefore, that when reading the birth narratives, the character of 


Jesus is correctly coveyed to the reader. The birth narratives must be in support 


of the Doctrines of Incarnation and the Trinity to correctly convey to the reader 


the importance of Jesus and his identity. The two birth narratives of Matthew and 


Luke can be seen to do this as both tell that Jesus is the son of God, affirming his 


place in the trinity. Both birth narratives exemplify different qualities of God, 


showing the reader his identity. Matthew's birth narrative works hard to prove and 


accent Jesus' place as the messiah spoken of in the Old Testament and Luke 


effectively shows the reader Jesus' accesability for all of humanity and his 



Sticky Note

The distinctive features of Luke's account are considered. There could be more precise development of certain features e.g. the songs etc. but the main gist is there.



Sticky Note

Once again the similarities and differences are considered. 
Overall, the answer just squeezes into Band 5 as thorough, mainly because on the general evidence selected (could be more detailed), the awareness of different purposes of the authors and the coherence of the account.
It is no more than JUST Band 5 since there are details in the narratives that could have been developed more.



Sticky Note

This argument is anachronistic in terms of the Trinity but it does lead into the discussion about Messiah.
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humbleness despite being the son of God. However, first one must decide what 


the identity of Jesus is before it can be seen whether the birth narratives support 


this. 


One of the main qualities of Jesus that must be understood to see his identity is 


that he is the Messiah heralded in the Old Testament. Matthew effectively shows 


this by tracing Jesus' genealogy back to King David (an important part of the 


kerygma) and using many quotes to show that Jesus is the prophecised 


Messiah. This is integral to the identity of Jesus as he must be understood not 


only as a teacher, a leader and a prophet but as the prophet, the messiah. 


Matthew also makes many references to Emmanuel, 'the lord is with us', to 


emphasise this point. Matthew shows his significance as the son of God by 


having even kingly and wise visitors such as the Magi of the East visiting Jesus, 


showing his importance. Matthew effectively shows Jesus' high status in his birth 


narrative however, there is discussion over whether this is entirely true to the 


person of Jesus. Although Matthew's birth narrative supports the doctrines of 


christianity, shedding light onto Jesus' identity in that respect, he does not show 


how Jesus was an accesible, kind and open ruler who does not wish to rule the 


world from a distance, he was highly involved with the poeple on earth. And not 


just kings, he was involved with women and social outcasts and minorties. 


Although this is shown later, it is not clearly indicated in the birth narrative. 


Luke on the other hand, provides this balance clearly showing Jesus' importance 


to the entire world. He effectively showed how Jesus open to everyone even 


through the story of his birth. When investigating the historical Jesus the first 



Sticky Note

The discussion about fulfilment of the OT and Messiah is developed with reference to Matthew using a good selection of evidence and examples to support it.



Sticky Note

The limitations of the Birth Narrative (Matthew) as it stands alone are indicated. More could be made of this - maybe we cannot glean everything about Jesus' identity from a Birth Narrative alone?
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. 
thing that Crossan found was that Jesus "intended a social revolution". This is 


clearly shown from Luke's birth narrative with the story being told from a 


woman's point of view and including social outcasts such as shepherd. Jesus' 


identity as someone who "served at an open table" (Crossan) and attepted to 


break social boundaries is clearly shown right from his birth. In this respect Luke 


is very in the choice of elements he includes in his narrative as he shows the all


loving inclusive elements of Jesus' indentity which is echoed throughout 


Christianity from ethics, situation ethics, to commandments, "Love thy 


neighbour". However, Luke's 


The reason that the Doctrine of the Trinity caused so much controversey and 


confusion is beause it is a confusing idea. The idea of three persons who are 


distinct and seperate but equal in making up on God can be difficult to 


understand. However, it is integral to understanding the idenitity of Jesus. Jesus 


makes up one third of this trinity as the son of God and it can be confusing in how 


the birth narratives convey this. The idea of Mary being overcome with the Holy 


Spirit to birth Jesus, can be confusing when trying to understand the trinity. 


The doctrine of the Trinity took a long time for Christians to understand and 


agree to, it was not finalised until the council of Nicea and this is not helped by 


the birth narratives which can be confusing. One can argue that is the birth 


narratives had been clearer it may have taken less time to come to an agreement 


over this. So although the birth narratives in some ways do indicate the identity of 


Jesus within the trinity, it can be seen as not being clearly conveyed, as the 


question suggests. 



Sticky Note

This is a very good point and could be drawn out further with more specific examples to make th argument stronger.



Sticky Note

This returns to the (later) idea of the Trinity but indicates how it is difficult to marry the earlier Birth Narrative with the later idea. This could have been expressed better.



Sticky Note

A good interim conclusion that indicates the link between Trinity and Birth Narrative ('not clearly displayed').
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Finally, the stance taken on this topic very much depends on what one sees the 


identity of Jesus to be. For one who agrees with the supernatural understanding 


shown through these narratives it can be easy to say that they give a clear 


indication of Jesus' identity. But for those who wish to demythologise the bible, 


such as Bultmann and Crossan, it can be difficult to understand the person of 


Jesus through the birth narratives. When investigating the historical person of 


Jesus, Crossan came to find that Jesus performed miracles of social cleansing 


rather than supernatural miracles. It is therefore difficult to understand the identity 


of Jesus from narratives that show his birth as a miracle in itself. 


Overall, it is clear that the birth narratives are clear in indicating the identity of 


Jesus when read together. Matthew effectively shows the relevance of Jesus 


within salvation history and Luke shows how Jesus' identity as a social reformer 


and his relevance for the rest of the world outside the Jews. However, the clarity 


of indication of Jesus' identity does rest upon the interpretation of Jesus one 
\., / 


2 ~ 
already believes. 


(\~ 



Sticky Note

Another line of argument is introduced. It does all depend on what one is looking for and the reference to Crossan and Bultmann are pertinent, weakening the link between Birth Narrative and identity.



Sticky Note

A decent conclusion supported by the discussion presented.
This answer is JUST confident critical analysis and evaluation. Although not always thorough the evaluation is sustained throughout and there are clear views presented.
Just squeezes into Band 5 25/30.
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A Level Generic Band Descriptors  
 


Band 


Assessment Objective AO1 – Part (a) questions      20 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 


17-20 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 demonstrates extensive depth and/or breadth. Excellent use of evidence and 


examples. 
 Thorough and accurate reference made to sacred texts and sources of wisdom, where 


appropriate. 
 Insightful connections are made between the various approaches studied. 
 An extensive range of views of scholars/schools of thought used accurately and effectively. 
 Thorough and accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


4 


13-16 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 demonstrates depth and/or breadth. Good use of evidence and examples. 
 Accurate reference made to sacred texts and sources of wisdom, where appropriate. 
 Purposeful connections are made between the various approaches studied. 
 A range of scholarly views/schools of thought used largely accurately and effectively. 
 Accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context.  


3 


9-12 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 demonstrates depth and/or breadth in some areas. Satisfactory use of evidence 


and examples. 
 Mainly accurate reference made to sacred texts and sources of wisdom, where appropriate. 
 Sensible connections made between the various approaches studied. 
 A basic range of scholarly views/schools of thought used. 
 Mainly accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


2 


5-8 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. 
 The response demonstrates limited depth and/or breadth, including limited use of evidence 


and examples. 
 Some accurate reference made to sacred texts and sources of wisdom, where appropriate. 
 Makes some basic connections between the various approaches studied. 
 A limited range of scholarly views/schools of thought used. 
 Some accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


1 


1-4 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.  
 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. 
 Little or no use of scholarly views/schools of thought. 
 Very few or no connections made between the various approaches studied. 
 Some grasp of basic specialist language and vocabulary. 


 
N.B. A maximum of 2 marks should be awarded for a response that only demonstrates 
'knowledge in isolation' 


0  No relevant information. 
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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. 


 Thorough, sustained and clear views are given, supported by extensive, detailed 
reasoning and/or evidence. 


 The views of scholars/schools of thought are used extensively, appropriately and in 
context. 


 Confident and perceptive analysis of the nature of connections between the various 
elements of the approaches studied. 


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


4 


19-24 marks 


 Purposeful analysis and effective evaluation of the issue. 


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


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


 Views of scholars/schools of thought are used appropriately and in context. 


 Purposeful analysis of the nature of connections between the various elements of the 
approaches studied. 


 Accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


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. 


 Most of the views given are satisfactorily supported by reasoning and/or evidence. 


 Views of scholars/schools of thought are generally used appropriately and in context. 


 Sensible analysis of the nature of connections between the various elements of the 


approaches studied. 


 Mainly accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


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. 


 A basic attempt to justify the views given, but they are only partially supported with reason 


and/or evidence. 


 Basic use of the views of scholars/schools of thought appropriately and in context. 


 Makes some analysis of the nature of connections between the various elements of the 
approaches studied. 


 Some accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


1 


1-6 marks 


 A basic analysis and limited evaluation of the issue. 


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


 Little attempt to justify a view with reasoning or evidence. 


 Little or no use of the views of scholars/schools of thought. 


 Limited analysis of the nature of connections between the various elements of the 


approaches studied. 


 Some use of basic specialist language and vocabulary. 


0  No relevant analysis or evaluation. 
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GCE A LEVEL RELIGIOUS STUDIES 
 


SUMMER 2018 MARK SCHEME 
 


COMPONENT 1 –THE STUDY OF RELIGION 
 


OPTION A – A STUDY OF CHRISTIANITY 
 


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


Section A  
 
 


1.  (a) Compare the birth narratives in Matthew 1:18-2:23 and Luke 1:26-2:40 
   [AO1 20] 


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


 Candidates may draw attention to the most obvious similarities: both 
Matthew and Luke agree that Jesus was born in Bethlehem when Herod 
was king of Judea: that the name of his mother was Mary; that she was 
engaged/betrothed to Joseph; that Jesus was conceived by the Holy 
Spirit; that Mary was a virgin; and that there were visits to see Jesus; that 
visits were guided in some way; that Jesus fulfilled Old Testament 
prophecy; and that Jesus’ role was to bring salvation not only the Jews 
but all humankind.  


 These similarities for some suggest a common tradition, not necessarily 
source.  


 They also could be used to highlight the fact that some are significant 
Christian beliefs. 


 
Differences 


 Matthew focuses on Joseph whereas Luke focuses on Mary. Matthew’s 
version is more ‘Jewish’ in that it is Joseph who receives revelations from 
the angel and has extensive quotations from the Old Testament. 


 In Matthew the first non-Jews to set eyes on him were Wise Men, who 
followed a star ‘from the East’; in Luke some shepherds are informed by 
angels of Jesus’ birth, and go immediately to Bethlehem to visit him. 


 Luke mentions that Jesus was born ‘in a manger’. Matthew speaks of a 
‘house’. 


 In Luke an angel named Gabriel tells her of her pregnancy but in Matthew 
the angel visits and speaks to Mary before and after the birth. 


 Luke gives details of a census called by Caesar Augustus, which made it 
necessary for Joseph and Mary to travel to Bethlehem to be registered. 
Luke alone has the story about being ‘no room for them in the inn’ and the 
baby Jesus is born ‘in a manger’. In Matthew there is no mention of a 
stable, just a ‘place’ and a ‘house’. 


 In Luke eight days after the birth, Jesus is presented in the Temple in 
Jerusalem. He is mysteriously recognised as the Messiah by Simeon and 
Anna, whereupon Simeon speaks a hymn known as the Nunc Dimittis. 
Following the presentation in the Temple, Joseph, Mary and Jesus return 
to their home in Nazareth. 
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 Luke alone records Mary’s visit to Elizabeth, the birth of John the Baptist, 
the visit of the shepherds, the presentation of Christ in the Temple, and 
the three hymns (the Magnificat, the Benedictus and the Nunc Dimittis).  


 Matthew alone records Joseph and Mary’s marriage, the appearance of 
the star, the visit of the Wise Men, the details about Herod and the 
slaughter of the infants and the subsequent flight to Egypt.  


 
This is not a checklist, please remember to credit any valid alternatives. 
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1. (b) ‘The birth narratives indicate clearly the identity of Jesus.’ 
 


Evaluate this view.  [AO2 30] 
 


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


 


 The debate of Jesus’ identity does depend whether or not it is accepted 
that he was ‘born of a virgin’ and had divine status. Matthew refers to 
Mary as being ‘with child from the Holy Spirit’ and Luke records ‘The Holy 
Spirit will come upon you, and the power of the Most High will 
overshadow you; therefore the child to be born will be holy; he will be 
called Son of God’. The incarnation doctrine has been developed from 
this. 


 It is clear from the above reference that Luke makes claims to Jesus’ 
identity as the Christ and not just a Messiah but Matthew’s version could 
be seen as less convincing and challenge the statement that the birth 
narratives ‘indicate clearly Jesus’ identity’. 


 Some would argue that Matthew’s account sees the birth of Jesus as the 
fulfilment of the prophecy in Isaiah 7:14 where Matthew states that ‘All this 
took place to fulfil what had been spoken by the Lord through the prophet’ 
and ‘Look, the virgin shall conceive and bear a son ...’ Here Matthew is 
quoting from the Septuagint, where the Greek uses the word ‘virgin’ to 
translate a Hebrew word (’almah) that does not technically mean ‘a virgin’, 
but rather ‘a young woman of marriageable age’. Therefore the emphasis 
is on Jesus as Messiah, with the young woman being representative of 
Israel, and not necessarily, as later proclaimed by Christians, the Son of 
God.  


 Some would support this line of argument with the fact that there several 
instances in ancient mythology of heroes being born of a virgin, e.g. 
Hercules, who was the son of a divine father and a human mother. The 
virgin birth story could therefore have been made up by the early Christian 
church, which wanted to portray Jesus as the Son of God. In addition, the 
story corresponds well to other supernatural elements associated with the 
account of Jesus’ birth in both Matthew and Luke, for example angelic 
visitations, and in Matthew the appearance of a mysterious star. The 
alleged appearance of a star was a common occurrence at the birth of a 
notable person in the ancient world. 


 All these things, it is claimed belong to the realm of mythology, and the 
birth narratives would be more credible without them. They also raise 
questions as to the identity of Jesus as ‘Son of God’. An alternative line of 
reasoning, following the scholar Bultmann, would be to demythologise the 
narratives to just indicate the vague notion that the person who has been 
born is significant and states nothing at all about his ontological status. 


 Nonetheless, there are many Christians who accept the virgin birth 
accounts and as it is a part of their creed, they argue that early Christian 
writers were unlikely to be influenced by pagan myths. This line of 
argument would be supported by the fact that both Matthew and Luke 
agree on the essential point about Jesus’ birth: that he was conceived by 
the Holy Spirit and, if Matthew is correctly translated, that Mary was a 
virgin. 
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 For some, what is important in the story is the entry of God into his 
creation – the incarnation. If this miracle is accepted, then the virgin birth 
presents no difficulty. If it is accepted that Jesus is God, it is natural to 
believe that he entered the world in a supernatural way.  


 
Overall, candidates should engage with the debate and come to a 
substantiated evaluation regarding the issue raised. 
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4. (a)	 Examine	the	views	of	Richard	Dawkins	on	the	relationship	between	religion
and science. [20]


(b) ‘Scientists must be atheists.’
Evaluate this view. [30]
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A Level Generic Band Descriptors  
 


Band 


Assessment Objective AO1 – Part (a) questions      20 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 


17-20 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 demonstrates extensive depth and/or breadth. Excellent use of evidence and 


examples. 
 Thorough and accurate reference made to sacred texts and sources of wisdom, where 


appropriate. 
 Insightful connections are made between the various approaches studied. 
 An extensive range of views of scholars/schools of thought used accurately and effectively. 
 Thorough and accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


4 


13-16 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 demonstrates depth and/or breadth. Good use of evidence and examples. 
 Accurate reference made to sacred texts and sources of wisdom, where appropriate. 
 Purposeful connections are made between the various approaches studied. 
 A range of scholarly views/schools of thought used largely accurately and effectively. 
 Accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context.  


3 


9-12 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 demonstrates depth and/or breadth in some areas. Satisfactory use of evidence 


and examples. 
 Mainly accurate reference made to sacred texts and sources of wisdom, where appropriate. 
 Sensible connections made between the various approaches studied. 
 A basic range of scholarly views/schools of thought used. 
 Mainly accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


2 


5-8 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. 
 The response demonstrates limited depth and/or breadth, including limited use of evidence 


and examples. 
 Some accurate reference made to sacred texts and sources of wisdom, where appropriate. 
 Makes some basic connections between the various approaches studied. 
 A limited range of scholarly views/schools of thought used. 
 Some accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


1 


1-4 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.  
 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. 
 Little or no use of scholarly views/schools of thought. 
 Very few or no connections made between the various approaches studied. 
 Some grasp of basic specialist language and vocabulary. 


 
N.B. A maximum of 2 marks should be awarded for a response that only demonstrates 
'knowledge in isolation' 


0  No relevant information. 
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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. 


 Thorough, sustained and clear views are given, supported by extensive, detailed 
reasoning and/or evidence. 


 The views of scholars/schools of thought are used extensively, appropriately and in 
context. 


 Confident and perceptive analysis of the nature of connections between the various 
elements of the approaches studied. 


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


4 


19-24 marks 


 Purposeful analysis and effective evaluation of the issue. 


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


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


 Views of scholars/schools of thought are used appropriately and in context. 


 Purposeful analysis of the nature of connections between the various elements of the 
approaches studied. 


 Accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


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. 


 Most of the views given are satisfactorily supported by reasoning and/or evidence. 


 Views of scholars/schools of thought are generally used appropriately and in context. 


 Sensible analysis of the nature of connections between the various elements of the 


approaches studied. 


 Mainly accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


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. 


 A basic attempt to justify the views given, but they are only partially supported with reason 


and/or evidence. 


 Basic use of the views of scholars/schools of thought appropriately and in context. 


 Makes some analysis of the nature of connections between the various elements of the 
approaches studied. 


 Some accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


1 


1-6 marks 


 A basic analysis and limited evaluation of the issue. 


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


 Little attempt to justify a view with reasoning or evidence. 


 Little or no use of the views of scholars/schools of thought. 


 Limited analysis of the nature of connections between the various elements of the 


approaches studied. 


 Some use of basic specialist language and vocabulary. 


0  No relevant analysis or evaluation. 
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4.  (a) Examine the views of Richard Dawkins on the relationship between religion 
and science [AO1 20] 
 
Candidates could include some or all of the following, but other relevant 
responses will be credited. 
 


 Richard Dawkins argues unapologetically that religion is the ‘root of all 
evil’ for the very reason it goes against all scientific principles and 
promotes ignorance. One of Dawkins’ major opposition to religion is that it 
promotes ‘non-thinking’. That is, he considers faith as non-scientific. He 
argues that belief that is not based on evidence is ‘one of the world's great 
evils’. Dawkins sees religion as irrational and faith as ‘blind faith’. He 
contends that a supernatural creator almost certainly does not exist and 
that religious faith is a delusion—‘a fixed false belief’. It therefore has no 
relationship to science. 


 Dawkins uses the concept of memes to explain the origination of the idea 
of God, an element of culture that is passed on from one person to 
another by imitation or non-genetic means. These memes can be 
manipulated by religious leaders in ways that give rise to varieties of 
religious belief. Therefore, we inherit culturally all kinds of beliefs and 
values that include belief in God. 


 Dawkins does not even see an ability for religion to reason with science 
as religious ‘thinking’ is not really thinking at all but dogmatic and 
determines what is argued; according to Dawkins, religion does not turn 
up to the debate between religion and science and so there cannot be any 
relationship between the two. 


 Science answers our questions about the origins of life and the world 
without the need for religion. Evolution through natural selection and 
survival of the fittest is a complex and unpredictable process more akin to 
ideas of fatalism than to those that see a holistic ‘plan’. 


 There can be no compatibility between religion and scientific explanations 
since any religious explanation always operates from the position of faith 
and this determines the way in which any suggested scientific 
compatibility is framed. 


 Some see the idea of ‘purpose’ as a common thread but Dawkins argues 
this is a misunderstanding of Darwin and of evolutionary purpose. 
‘Purpose is used by biologists in a very different way, but the resemblance 
comes because the products of Darwinian natural selection look so 
stunningly as though they have been designed for a purpose. And so 
something like a wing or a foot or an eye really does carry the most 
incredibly powerful illusion of purpose. Since Darwin we've understood 
where that illusion comes from, but it's such a strong illusion that it's 
almost impossible to resist using the language of purpose.’ (Dawkins) 


 Dawkins argues that religion should be abandoned as it should have been 
left behind when the human race progressed and advanced in scientific 
knowledge. For Dawkins the ‘God of the gaps’ is no longer there because 
the ‘gap’ is now closed. ‘Now in the case of religion, I think there was 
something built into the human brain by natural selection which was once 
useful and which now manifests itself under civilised conditions as 
religion, but which used not to be religion when it first arose, and when it 
was useful.’ (Dawkins) 


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


  



https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Delusion
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4. (b) ‘Scientists must be atheist.’ 
 
Evaluate this view.  [AO2 30] 
 
Candidates could include some or all of the following, but other relevant 
points should be credited.  
 


 Richard Dawkins takes this extreme position and yet the irony is that his 
own position is one of extremism. There is also the irony of Dawkins’ 
arguments about the language of faith; he himself is an empiricist and 
although he recognises that his conclusions and scientific method draw 
upon reasonable probabilities rather than certainties, he denies that any 
other possibility can occur and so makes a deductive error. 


 Owen Jones, author of ‘The Establishment’ and former contributor to the 
Independent is an atheist who has problems with Dawkins’ views.: ‘The 
idea of religion being the root cause of so many bad things is also 
something I struggle with. Religion can be used to justify anything: and, in 
practice, it has… As a non-believer, I want the atheist case to be made… 
But I feel prevented from doing so because atheism in public life has 
become so dominated by a particular breed that ends up dressing up 
bigotry as non-belief. It is a tragedy. And that is why it is so important that 
atheists distance themselves from those who undermine our position. 
Richard Dawkins can rant and rave about Muslims as much as he wants. 
But atheists: let's stop allowing him to do it in our name.’  


 However, Dawkins’ views fit into the conflict model of the relationship 
between religion and science, which holds that science and religion are in 
perpetual and principal conflict and relies heavily on two historical 
narratives: the trial of Galileo and the reception of Darwinism. Dawkins’ 
views could uphold the view that it is difficult or challenging for a religious 
believer to be a scientist, but his debates with Alister McGrath 
demonstrate he cannot propose that a religious believer can never be a 
scientist. 


 McGrath, himself a former atheist argues strongly against Dawkins’ views 
and referred to his ideas as ‘embarrassingly ignorant of Christian 
theology’. For McGrath the statement is just nonsense and is a testimony 
that there are many scientists with a religious background.  


 Another argument is one of ‘independence’ - that there is no overlap 
between religion and science and this was developed by Stephen J Gould 
who proposed that there is a lack of overlap between the respective 
domains of professional expertise. Gould separates religion and science 
by proposing – almost like Wittgenstein’s language games – that religion 
deals with ethics and spirituality and science with empirical questions. 
However, in stating this the conclusion drawn is that they should never 
meet, engage, interact and claim insight into the other domain. The 
problem is that there is a remarkable lack of evidence to support his view 
and one could argue that history sees a very positive and interactive 
relationship between science and religion. 


 A final line of argument is to suggest that there can be dialogue and a 
mutualistic relationship between religion and science. This is because of 
common ground, for example, in matters of creation there is a relationship 
between a God who generates an intelligible and orderly creation 
precedes the scientific awareness that there are indeed laws of nature. 
This relates also to the idea that religious and science can integrate 
through natural theology, for example, the supposition that the universe 
has a temporal origin features in contemporary cosmological arguments 
for the existence of God. 
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 Alister McGrath has developed a Christian theology of nature, examining 
how nature and scientific findings can be regarded through a Christian 
lens. However, the contrasting argument uses the work of Pierre Teilhard 
de Chardin who ended up with an unconventional view of evolution as 
teleological (which brought him into trouble with the scientific 
establishment), and with an unorthodox theology (with an unconventional 
interpretation of original sin that brought him into trouble with the Roman 
Catholic Church). This does not mean a scientist cannot be religious or 
vice versa but that it may be difficult. 


 
Overall, candidates should engage with the debate and come to a 
substantiated evaluation regarding the issue raised. 
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[20]1. (a) Compare the birth narratives in Matthew 1:18-2:23 and Luke 1:26-2:40.


(b) ‘The birth narratives indicate clearly the identity of Jesus.’
Evaluate this view. [30]
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