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AS RS COMPONENT 2  - Philosophy of Religion

All Candidates' performance across questions

Question Title N Mean S D Max Mark F F Attempt %
1A 442 14.3 5.6 25 57.2 36.7
1B 426 11.3 6.5 25 45.1 35.4
2A 757 14.5 5.2 25 58 62.9
2B 751 13.3 5.5 25 53.2 62.4
3A 369 11.7 5.6 25 46.8 30.7
3B 357 10.9 6.2 25 43.6 29.7
4A 712 11.5 5.3 25 45.9 59.2
4B 718 12.4 5.2 25 49.7 59.7
5A 87 8.4 4.6 25 33.8 7.2
5B 86 10.4 4.9 25 41.7 7.2
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AS RS COMPONENT 2  - Philosophy of Religion

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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AS Generic Band Descriptors 
 


Band Assessment Objective AO1 – Part (a) questions      25 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 


21-25 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. 


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


4 


16-20 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. 


 Accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context.  


3 


11-15 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. 


 Mainly accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


2 
 


6-10 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. 


 Some accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


1 


1-5 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. 


 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   25 marks 


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


including their significance, influence and study. 


5 


21-25 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. 


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


4 


16-20 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. 


 Accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 
 


3 


11-15 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. 


 Mainly accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


 


2 


6-10 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. 


 Some accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


 


1 


1-5 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. 


 Some use of basic specialist language and vocabulary. 


 


0  No relevant analysis or evaluation. 
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2. (a) Outline the different teleological arguments for the existence of God 
presented by Aquinas, Paley and Tennant. [AO1 25] 


 


Candidates could include some of the following, but other relevant 
responses should be credited.  


 


Aquinas and Tennant present teleological arguments expressed in an 
inductive form; they are a posteriori arguments for God’s existence – 
dependent on evidence or experience.  


 


Aquinas had two arguments (NB the two are often conflated as they do work 
together and this is acceptable): 


 


 Argument from order and regularity: the regular movement of ‘natural 
bodies’; everything in the universe follows natural laws, even if they 
possess no intelligence (i.e. the regular movement of the stars in the sky 
– which in Aquinas’s time people had no rational ‘scientific’ explanation 
for.  


 Argument from purpose: starting point for this argument was observation 
of existing and observable objects that appeared to be working towards 
an end or purpose; even objects that lack intelligence still behaved in 
purposeful ways. From this Aquinas goes on to induct a conclusion that 
something was guiding them to behave thus; uses the analogy of the 
archer. 


 


The ideas of order and purpose work together to suggest an intelligent being 
and the only possible explanation was that this guiding intelligence was God. 


 


Tennant had two arguments: 


 The Anthropic Principle: by observing the existing universe and 
inducting a conclusion that the precise nature of this universe, and its 
various components, were deliberately designed so as to support the 
development of intelligent life. For Tennant it was the existence of a set of 
evidences that provided the ideal circumstances for humans to exist. The 
provision was for the sustenance of life as well as demonstrating that the 
universe allowed itself to be analysed, something that led to benefit for 
humankind. The process of evolution that leads to human life is seen as a 
deliberate natural mechanism, planned by a divine designer, included 
within the fabric of the universe. 


 The Aesthetic Principle: Tennant develops his ideas to include the 
aspect of beauty as a provision from a benevolent designer that allows 
humankind to ‘enjoy’ existence. This provision is also considered by 
Tennant to be a divine revelation – demonstrating both the existence as 
well as nature of God.  


 


Paley 


 Paley agrees that God is the best explanation of beneficial order. 


 He also agrees that beneficial order cannot happen by chance. 


 Paley’s view differs in that he sees the universe like a complex machine 
made by an intelligent designer and uses the analogy of the watchmaker.  


 Paley’s watch analogy highlights the notion of movement between 
complex parts which work together in order to achieve a purpose and the 
workings of the universe are analogous to this.  


 Using examples such as the workings of the eye or a bird’s wing are 
additional proof that the universe is intelligently designed. 


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







 


© WJEC CBAC Ltd. 8 


 (b) ‘Paley’s view of the teleological argument is convincing.’ [AO2 25] 
 
 Evaluate this view. 
 


Candidates could include some of the following, but other relevant 
responses should be credited.  


 


 The most convincing support for Paley’s view is that the universe exists 
and shows regularity of action.  


 It is ‘a posteriori’ and based on solid empirical evidence.  


 Science changes and develops and, therefore, scientific evidence is not 
necessarily a definitive challenge.  


 The argument is supported by modern scholarly developments e.g. 
Tennant. The universe perfectly fits for the development of life and the 
growth of human knowledge, also intelligent design. 


 Teleological argument based on empirical observation of apparent design, 
order and purpose – this is a scientific method.  


 Therefore, the argument rests on the same assumptions as scientific 
theories. 


 Those against Paley’s view claim that the teleological argument assumes 
that God exists.  


 The ‘God of gaps’ argument is unnecessary in the scientific age.  


 Darwin and evolution provide a stronger explanation than the 
watchmaker. 


 The universe is mechanistic, driven by biological impulses (Dawkins). 


 Hume argued that we simply do not have the knowledge to know if the 
universe was designed or not and that the designer need not be God. 


 Hume challenged the watch analogy – the universe was more like an 
organic vegetable because the natural world has inner regulation and 
growth. 


 For Hume, the universe does not bear sufficient resemblance to a watch. 


 Intelligence must be caused – hence a regression of causes. 
 


Overall, candidates should engage with the debate and come to a 
substantiated evaluation regarding the issue raised. 


 












 

Sticky Note

There is sometimes confusion about Mackie's inconsistent triad and the reference to omniscience which is not one of the three separate aspects of the triad. Omnipotence incorporate omniscience for Mackie. The explanation that follows is accurate but more GCSE style than AS.



 

Sticky Note

This answer is limited in understanding. Mackie is under-represented and there is no reference to Rowe at all. Band 2, 8 marks.



Sticky Note

This is an accurate description of the inconsistent triad but not linked to Mackie.







 

Sticky Note

Theodicies may be relevant BUT only if they are included with a reference being made to them as a rebuttal to modern problem of evil arguments.



Sticky Note

This is a very generic response at a basic level. There is no differentiation between moral and natural evil and there is also no consideration of, or link to, the modern problem of evil arguments. As with (a) a critical analysis of Mackie's argument here is under-represented.







 

Sticky Note

The candidate is not using the modern problems of evil in the question correctly. They have misunderstood the question. Here they are giving 'modern(day) problems' as opposed to 'modern day arguments' and have therefore missed the point. However, arguments such as those presented by Rowe and Paul do use sucj illustrations and so it is not totally irrelevant.



 

Sticky Note

Band 2, 10 marks. The candidate has referred to 'modern problems' of evil, perhaps not in an orthodox reading of the question but it would not be out of place in Rowe and/or Paul's arguments and therefore this tenuous link means they achieve the top end of Band 2 rather than the lower end.
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2. (a)	 Outline	the	different	teleological	arguments	for	the	existence	of	God	presented	by	Aquinas,
Paley and Tennant. [25]


(b) ‘Paley’s view of the teleological argument is convincing.’
Evaluate this view. [25]












Sticky Note

The general idea of Aquinas' analogy is understood. It is slightly undeveloped and could have explained the last sentence more clearly and thoroughly.



Sticky Note

Paley's general argument from complexity/purpose is explained without the precision and detail that may be expected of the higher Band descriptors.







Sticky Note

This deals with Tennant anthropic principle - again it is not precise and lacks detail and development. The aesthetic principle is not explained.



Sticky Note

Overall this answer just scraped into 'good'. Although it was general and one would think at first glance a top satisfactory, its accuracy meant that it could just be pushed into Band 4. 16 marks.



Sticky Note

An important point is introduced in the introductory pararaph and promises opportunity for some development.







Sticky Note

Unfortunately, the second paragraph is not much of a development. It tends to explain and repeat itself until at the end it stumbles into the idea of the imperfections within nature. Again one would expect more detail, critical analysis and evaluation here.



Sticky Note

The point about the traditional God of classical theism is not justified at all - merely stated without analysis or explanation. The God of the Gaps is a bolt on idea that the candidate tries to link to the previous point but is unsuccessful.



Sticky Note

Again, the expression of this candidate is weak and the point being made is not altogether clear. Needs further development.







Sticky Note

Despite being vague, there is a general feel that this candidate has an idea of what the main issue are that need addressing. Although it was awarded 'satisfactory' Band 3 11 marks, this was only just simply on the basis that it does have just a bit more 'hit' than 'miss'.
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[25]4. (a)	 Examine	the	problem	of	evil	with	reference	to	Mackie	and	Rowe.


(b) ‘Modern	problem	of	evil	arguments	prove	that	God	does	not	exist.’
Evaluate this view. [25]
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AS Generic Band Descriptors 
 


Band Assessment Objective AO1 – Part (a) questions      25 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 


21-25 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. 


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


4 


16-20 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. 


 Accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context.  


3 


11-15 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. 


 Mainly accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


2 
 


6-10 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. 


 Some accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


1 


1-5 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. 


 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   25 marks 


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


including their significance, influence and study. 


5 


21-25 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. 


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


4 


16-20 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. 


 Accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 
 


3 


11-15 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. 


 Mainly accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


 


2 


6-10 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. 


 Some accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


 


1 


1-5 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. 


 Some use of basic specialist language and vocabulary. 


 


0  No relevant analysis or evaluation. 
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4. (a) Examine the problem of evil with reference to Mackie and Rowe. [AO1 25] 
 


Candidates could include some of the following, but other relevant 
responses should be credited.  


 
Mackie 
 


 The ‘Inconsistent Triad’ suggests evil should not exist if God is all-loving 
and omnipotent. 


 If God is all loving (omnibenevolent)  then evil and suffering would not 
exist in the world, because God would not desire it. 


 If God is all powerful (omnipotent) then evil and suffering would not exist 
in the world because God would be able to prevent it. 


 Evil and suffering exist therefore either God is not omnibenevolent or is 
not omnipotent, or God does not exist at all. 


 Mackie therefore rejected the traditional/classic concept of God and 
pointed out that all theodicies fail because all they can do to defend God 
is to redefine God i.e. not omnipotent. 


 Some candidates may refer to the Paradox of Omnipotence in their 
response. 
 
Rowe 
 


 Rowe in his work: argued that, whilst it seemed reasonable for God to 
allow some limited suffering to enable humans to grow and develop, he 
could not accept God allowing what he called ’intense’ suffering’  Rowe 
focuses on the evidential problem of evil. 


 Animal suffering also seemed pointless. Rowe used the example of a 
fawn caught in a forest fire as an example of pointless animal suffering.  


 Rowe argued that an omnipotent and omniscient being (God) would know 
when intense suffering was about to take place. Such a being could 
prevent the suffering from happening. 


 An all-loving being would probably prevent all evil and suffering that had 
no purpose and was pointless and avoidable, such evil and suffering 
does happen. Therefore, probably God does not exist. 


 Theodicies would make sense if evil and suffering were limited in intensity 
and had some benefit. However, limitless suffering is inexplicable. 


 
This is not a checklist, please remember to credit any valid alternatives. 
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 (b) ‘’Modern problem of evil arguments prove that God does not exist’. 
 
 Evaluate this view.  [AO2 25] 
 


Candidates could include some of the following, but other relevant 
responses should be credited.  


 


 Mackie's argument clearly shows that the logical inconsistency of claiming 
that evil exists alongside an omnibenevolent and omnipotent God.  


 However, some would claim that it is acceptable to still accept evil and 
retain God's characteristics, as for example, God is still omnipotent if he 
decides to not to exercise his omnipotence. 


 The evidential problem of evil as stated by Rowe and Paul proves God 
does not exist as we can clearly see the evidence of intense suffering 
around us.  


 Candidates could present the evidence and examples used by Rowe 
(intense human and animal suffering) and Paul (statistical evidence 
particularly with reference to premature deaths). 


 However, some may point out that suffering is necessary for 'the greater 
good' or to allow us to learn from suffering. 


 Candidates may refer to theodicies, is used as a rebuttal of the problem of 
evil arguments. For example, as the 'Inconsistent Triad' is an old argument 
then Irenaean and Augustinian type-theodicies, etc. may be used, ideally 
with reference to the arguments of Mackie and Rowe.  


 Examples of evil suffering today may be used, ideally with reference to the 
arguments of Mackie and Rowe.  


 For example, candidates could present an argument in support of Mackie 
with reference to his Paradox of Omnipotence. 
 


Overall, candidates should engage with the debate and come to a 
substantiated evaluation regarding the issue raised. 


 




































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


8 111111 1 1 111 111 
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Sticky Note

This answer demonstrates a good and accurate use of philosophical terminology from the start without diverting from the focus of the answer.



 

Sticky Note

The answer launches directly into Aquinas and clearly relates the archer/arrow analogy to the universe with a clear focus on purpose and the idea of intelligence. The answer on Aquinas also distinguishes between the two aspects of the argument in terms of both intelligent purpose and the argument from order and regularity. Concise, precise and effective explanation.







 

Sticky Note

The inclusion of 'the stone' is often missed but is an important part of the point being made that natural events can explain basic natural features but not the complexity of the whole, driving home the significance for Paley of the watch analogy.



 

Sticky Note

Use of 'intelligent designer' is better than just 'designer' as it suggest the link between regularity and purpose which the answer then moves on to.



 

Sticky Note

The answer uses Paley's eye analogy to develop the ideas of intelligence and purpose with an excellent supporting quotation.



 

Sticky Note

We'll give them the name error! When under pressure and writing quickly this can happen to the best of us.



 

Sticky Note

This is a good point made here understanding that Tennant's argument does not deny evolution.







 

Sticky Note

This is a very sophisticated point to make about Tennant's anthropic principle, using the ideas of rational analysis and perception but also clearly links it into the aesthetic principle which follows.



 

Sticky Note

An accurate explanation of the aesthetic principle - the 'isn't a basic necessity' reference could be related directly to evolutionary theory and survival but the point is there.



 

Sticky Note

What more do we expect in the time available? This is a 'wow!' answer. Band 5, 25 marks. 



Sticky Note

A very competant explanation of Tennant's argument for AS level. "Basic neccessities to sustain' implies the Goldilocks Enigma.







 

Sticky Note

The answer correctly identifies that empirical evidence is used, that it can bee seen to be subjective but that in spite of some scientific evidence evidence the teleological argument does have strength in its simplicity and the fact it gives a relevant explanation. Good argument well expressed.







 

Sticky Note

Hume's dialogues are used to give an illustration of how the simplicity of analogy can be challenged. Good use of evidence.



Sticky Note

The appropriate counter argument is presented in that simplicity may be the downfall of the teleological argument. Balanced approach.







 

Sticky Note

Natural selection is used as a counter to perceived 'order' in support of the previous point. 



 

Sticky Note

The candidate again defends the strength of the teleological argument through order and regularity as opposed to purpose and design. This is more convincing.



Sticky Note

An appropriate and effective counter argument to order and regularity is suggested.







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


V 


Answer 


8 111111 1 1 111 111 
8708 


Leave 


blank 



 

Sticky Note

Despite a slight bias in refuting Swinburne and the 'more simplistic theistic believer', this answer is a well balanced evaluation that is consistent throughout in its use of evidence to support the arguments presented. Band 5, 25 marks. The answer fulfills all the criteria for   Band 5. Wow! 25 marks.



 

Sticky Note

Introducing another scholar with a particular aspect of scientific support is an excellent skill. Swinburne is a good example but also relevant would be Tennant, specifically in relation to natural selection etc. but there is a time limit and so not everyone could be included.











