
 2019 Online Exam Review

A LEVEL EDUQAS RELIGIOUS STUDIES COMPONENT 2 - A120U20-1

All Candidates' performance across questions

Question Title N Mean S D Max Mark F F Attempt %

1a 1567 9.7 4.3 20 48.3 48.7

1b 1565 15.7 6.4 30 52.4 48.7

2a 1625 11.4 4.2 20 56.8 50.5

2b 1611 16.3 6.8 30 54.4 50.1
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4a 594 9.2 5.5 20 46.1 18.5

4b 598 15.7 7.6 30 52.2 18.6

5a 1575 10.1 4.7 20 50.5 49

5b 1577 17.6 6.5 30 58.6 49

48.3
52.4

56.8
54.4

51.9
51.3

46.1
52.2

50.5
58.6

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

1a
1b
2a
2b
3a
3b
4a
4b
5a
5b

Facility Factor %

Q
u

e
st

io
n

A LEVEL EDUQAS RELIGIOUS STUDIES 
COMPONENT 2 - A120U20-1


	Eduqas 2019 Online Exam Review
	A LEVEL EDUQAS RELIGIOUS STUDIES COMPONENT 2 - A120U20-1 
	Item Level Data
	Facility factor graph
	Question 1
	Mark scheme
	Example 1
	Example 1 marked


	Question 2
	Mark scheme
	Example 1
	Example 1 marked


	Question 4
	Mark scheme
	Example 1
	Example 1 marked








2 








 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


  


3 








 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


  


 


 


 


  


3 








2 








 


9 
© WJEC CBAC Ltd. 


2. (a) Examine the term ‘miracle’ with reference to three scholars. [AO1 20] 
 
Candidates could include some of the following, but other relevant 
responses should be credited.  
 
• Swinburne says that miracles are possible because God is omnipotent. If 


God wanted to intervene then he could suspend laws of nature. Scientific 
evidence does make accepting a break in the law of nature difficult but 
there is evidence to suggest that God can do this. To be classed as a 
miracle then the event must fulfil two criteria whereby it has to have 
religious significance and it had to occur in a timescale not normally 
experienced.  


• Holland suggests that laws of nature need not be broken in order for an 
event to be termed ‘a miracle.’ Miracles are events that are coincidences 
that can be of benefit to humans and are miracles if interpreted in that 
way by an individual. They can, however, be interpreted differently which 
is equally as justifiable. He gave an example of a child on a train track 
whose mother prayed for his safety. The driver fainted onto the brake 
lever just in time for the child to be saved. His fainting could be explained 
in purely natural terms, but the mother declared the event as a miracle. 


• Aquinas’ God was a timeless God who could intervene in the natural 
order if he wanted to. He had 3 types of miracles. One was something 
that nature can’t do but God can. The second was something that nature 
can do but we do not expect this to happen via nature, but God can do it. 
The third was something that nature can do as well as God being able to 
do it but God can do it without using the forces of nature. What unites all 
miracles is that the individual or group benefits from the miracle. 


• Hume said that a miracle is ‘a transgression of a law of nature by a 
particular volition of a deity …’ He was an empiricist who said that 
miracles are unlikely, but not impossible. They are unlikely as the weight 
of evidence suggests that the laws of nature do not break. We have little 
evidence for miracles occurring hence a ‘wise man proportions belief to 
evidence.’ Hume states that the testimony to miracles is extremely poor 
and unreliable. Reports of miracles are not to be believed as they come 
from ‘ignorant and barbarous nations.’ Those that claim miracles have 
something to gain from their occurrence. The miracles in religions all 
cancel each other out. 


 
This is not a checklist, please remember to credit any valid alternatives. 
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 (b) ‘All definitions of miracles are inadequate.’ 
  Evaluate this view.  [AO2 30] 
 


Candidates could include some of the following, but other relevant 
responses should be credited.  
 
• Candidates could look generally at some definitions of miracles and say 


that some definitions are too restrictive or too broad. This will inevitably 
lead them into discussion of specific scholars and their definitions.  


• A coincidence for many is not a miracle. They are two separate things and 
to suggest that a coincidence can be taken religiously as a sign and called 
a miracle is nonsense. A coincidence is a purely non-religious concept, a 
fortuitous event. 


• But it may be argued that an omnipotent God can act without breaking the 
laws of nature in such a way to allow for the interpretation of events as a 
miracle.  


• An issue raised is whether a definition must/not involve God/gods. Many 
of the scholarly definitions do involve a God/gods or supernatural being. 
For many, for something to be termed a miracle, then some agency which 
is out of the ordinary is needed. 


• However, where does this leave Buddhism? Where does it leave 
atheism? Are we to deny millions of people their claim to a miracle? This 
would also rule out definitions such as a miracle as ‘a change for the 
better.’  


• Another line of argument would be whether laws of nature can/not be 
broken. Some would argue that laws of nature could not be broken. They 
are generalisations based upon the evidence we have up until today. 
They are permeable and not set in stone. Thus, an event which appears 
to break a ‘law’ that has been established up until today, it has not. The 
new event would simply be incorporated into our new ‘law’ of nature. 
Hence, definitions of miracle that include reference to a break in the law of 
nature will have problems. 


• Others would argue that that in order for something to be truly miraculous 
it must break the law of nature. Hence, arguments that contain reference 
to this are adequate.    


• It could be argued that there are so many different definitions of miracle 
that there cannot be one adequate definition. Indeed, it may be more 
suitable to say that the definition of miracle that one holds as an individual 
is adequate for that person only. To suggest that ‘one size should fit all’ is 
an inadequate suggestion. 


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


 


  












 

Sticky Note

It is certainly creditworthy that the candidate refers to 'univocal' and 'equivocal.'  However, what they needed to do here was to explain why the use of both 'univocal' and 'equivocal' are inadequate when it comes to talking about God. 



 

Sticky Note

A misunderstanding which already suggests the candidate is not completely comfortable with the material.







 

Sticky Note

Correct explanation prior to this would have resulted in the appropriate use of 'therefore.' However, this is not the case here. Currently this is bordering 'satisfactory.' 



 

Sticky Note

This is a relevant example, which is encouraging. However, the candidate needs to put their work into the context of 'analogy of attribution' and 'analogy of proportion.' Both of these are missing as named terms, but the material in the next two paragraphs does relate to these.  



 

Sticky Note

Often Examiners found that answers about Ramsey were 'tagged on' at the end. His book 'Religious Language' is little over 100 pages and is a good resource for centres.  Explaining what a model and a qualifier is, how the qualifier works, with some of his key examples to illustrate would be a good start.



 

Sticky Note

Band 3, 9 marks. This is 'satisfactory' and indeed it does 'answer the main demands.' However,  it falls considerably short of 'detailed and relevant' for the reasons given above.







 

Sticky Note

In part (a) the candidate has not explained the term 'non-cognitive.' .



 

Sticky Note

Of course using the Logical Positivists is valid. This would be enhanced had the candidate stated why religious language is deemed by some to be non-cognitive.



 

Sticky Note

It is a skill to take one piece of evaluation and to follow-on with another which looks directly at the point preceding it. 



 

Sticky Note

Two valid lines of reasoning here, which is encouraging. It is a shame that the candidate does not take Hick's eschatalogical verification and Hare's bliks as more separate points in order to elaborate upon them.  



 

Sticky Note

A summary of the findings of a piece of analysis is useful as this shows understanding.



 

Sticky Note

This is another perfectly valid way of responding to this question. Indeed, we read many responses that combined an answer comprising of concepts of religious language with the views of scholars.







 

Sticky Note

The inclusion of 'myths' shows a 'sensible analysis of the nature of the connections' with the candidate using specific examples of non-cognitive interpretations of religious language to effectively analyse.



 

Sticky Note

Band 3, 15 marks. This does not reach a 'purposeful' analysis due to it containing 'most of the issues' as opposed to 'the main issues.'. By expanding upon a few more lines of argument this could be achieved.
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Sticky Note

A legitimate allusion to bias that some suggest is involved in religious experience, that is, of cultural subjectivity. 



 

Sticky Note

Again, a suggestion as to the view of Franks-Davis, subject-related challenge, but very general. Both show 'limited knowledge and understanding.'



 

Sticky Note

This develops the answer, giving another 'basic' challenge which connects to the use of religious language. However, it is falling short of the 'satisfactory' needed for Band 3.







 

Sticky Note

An explanation of authenticity would be useful as well as why this is asked for in any truth claim.



 

Sticky Note

Band 2, 7 marks. In terms of the number of challenges given this response has 'limited breadth.'



 

Sticky Note

Band 1, 3 marks. One line of argument included, hence 'limited evaluation of the issue.'
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A Level Component 2: An Introduction to the Philosophy of Religion 
 


MARK SCHEME 
 


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


Section A  
 
 


1. (a) Examine challenges to the objectivity and authenticity of religious 
experience. [AO1 20] 


 
Candidates could include some of the following, but other relevant 
responses should be credited.  
 
• Due to the nature of certain types of religious experience, it may be said that the 


criteria for truth is almost impossible to establish. This is because some experiences 
are deemed to be subjective and therefore not without dispute with regard to their 
credibility. Caroline Franks-Davis gave three challenges to the objectivity and 
authenticity of religious experience. 


• Description challenges involve misremembering, exaggerating, misusing terms or 
telling lies. An example of a description challenge is a highly interpreted description (‘I 
had an experience of the Holy Trinity, Father, Son and Holy Spirit’), which may also 
be a ground for doubt.  


• Authenticity and objectivity should be granted to that which conforms to everyday 
experience. Religious experiences do not conform to everyday experiences. Subject-
related. The subject is the person who receives the claimed experience. S/he is 
considered unreliable. They may suffer from episodes of hallucinations or from mental 
illness (described further under ‘naturalistic explanations.’) As they in a fragile mental 
state, they have been mistaken and misguided. Object-related. This relates to the 
object that the person claims to have experienced. The likelihood that the object 
described has indeed been experienced, is as unlikely as the most unlikely object we 
can imagine has been experienced. If someone claimed to have experienced 
something preposterous, we would be unlikely to believe her or him. This should also 
be the case with a religious experience. 


• There are other challenges to religious experience that come from the study of nature 
and human life. Religious experiences are not open to rational enquiry. This is 
something that has always been called upon in order for an experience to be 
considered objective, with the ability for it to be deemed as authentic. There are other 
explanations as to what is being experienced. 


• The work of the Vienna Circle and Logical Positivism said that for a statement to be 
meaningful (capable of passing on information) it must either be analytic or synthetic. 
Many religious experiences are claimed in language that falls into neither of these 
categories, then they cannot be verified empirically.  


• On the falsification side, Popper and Flew said that the only meaningful statements 
are those that are capable of being falsified. Flew said that religious believers refuse 
to have their statements falsified (in this case, claims of religious experience) making 
claims of religious experience evasive and not subject to any empirical test. 


• Freud said that mystical experiences are the manifestations of the repression of 
sexual urges. The desire for a mystical experience is simply the desire of humans to 
return to the safety of the womb, a regression, which clearly is not the manifestation 
of a religious experience. 


• Others say that the characteristics of a religious experience can be seen replicated in 
people who take drugs or use alcohol. Such experiences are simply hallucinations 
rather than an objective experience. 


 
This is not a checklist, please remember to credit any valid alternatives. 
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 (b) ‘Religious experience has more value for an individual than for a 


religious community.’ 
  Evaluate this view. [AO2 30] 
 


Candidates could include some of the following, but other relevant 
responses should be credited.  
 
• Candidates may choose to focus on particular religious experiences such 


as visions, prayer, conversion or mysticism. It would be just as valid to 
answer from a more generic standpoint, discussing religious experiences 
in general. 


• A religious experience has tremendous value for the individual as it may 
inaugurate the individual’s faith making the experience life-changing with 
an empirically verifiable regeneration resulting from it. 


• The experience can also strengthen an individual’s faith especially in 
times of persecution and/or opposition. This experience can then validate 
the religious tradition of the individual. 


• This in turn will allow the individual to renew or reaffirm their commitment 
to the religious tradition. 


• Their experience may form the basis of major teachings or writings by that 
individual which brings further value to their experience. 


• The experience informs and consolidates their religious belief and 
practices. 


• However, for the community a religious experience allows for cohesion 
within the religious community. It generates a sense of belonging and 
shared understanding. 


• The experience can also strengthen a community’s faith especially in 
times of persecution and/or opposition. This experience can then validate 
the religious tradition of the community. 


• The experience may form the basis of major teachings or writings which 
are used by the community thus making the experience valuable to that 
community 


• A religious experience can act as an event which validates the religious 
tradition for the entire community. 


• Credibility is given to a leader within a religion who has had such an 
experience which consolidates the credibility of that particular religious 
community. 


 
Overall, candidates should engage with the debate and come to a 
substantiated evaluation regarding the issue raised. 
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Component 2 – Philosophy of Religion


Part (a) of each question tests your knowledge and understanding of religion and belief.


Part (b) of each question tests your skills of analysis and evaluation, with regards to aspects of and 
approaches to religion and belief.


Section A


Answer one question from this section.


Or,


a) Examine the term ‘miracle’ with reference to three scholars. [20]


b) ‘All definitions of miracles are inadequate.’
 Evaluate this view. [30]
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Sticky Note

A clear start with no superfluous detail, getting straight to the question. A commonly accepted definition of miracle as well as a statement of who the candidate will examine. 







 

Sticky Note

This brief resume of the three views does not detract from the overall mark awarded,  but strictly speaking, is not needed.



 

Sticky Note

Hume's definition is stated. Perhaps the candidate could have broken this down into parts and explained what this really means.



 

Sticky Note

The mere mention of the 'hard' and 'soft' interpretations potentially opens up the Bands for the candidate. Explaining what these mean is 'thorough' and 'extensive' (Band 5.) 



 

Sticky Note

An even greater skill is then that the candidate is aware of the implications of which of these interpretations is accepted.







 

Sticky Note

It is natural and entirely valid that Hume's challenges to miracles is included here. Indeed this is an essential part of examination in 'extensive depth.'



 

Sticky Note

In just one sentence we can see that the candidate is aware of how views on miracles can be both similar and different, even if two scholars end up with diametrically opposed views. This is 'insightful' ( Band 5.) 







 

Sticky Note

Perhaps stating these as 'rankings' would be more accurate, in terms of what Aquinas deemed to be the most exceptional examples.



 

Sticky Note

Each ranking is given with an appropriate example to accompany each. 



 

Sticky Note

It is a perceptive skill to give scholars a context, understanding them as the 'whole' person. This is often a feature of stronger answers.







 

Sticky Note

Most candidates can relate the 'child on the train-track' example. However, this answer contains the vital elements, such as 'interpretation', 'contingency', 'coincidence' and 'does not break a natural law.' 



 

Sticky Note

Band 5, 20 marks. This 'answers the specific demands of the question set.' For each scholar, although the examination of their views is not perfect, fits the Band 5 descriptors within the time available.   







 

Sticky Note

It is natural that any answer regarding whether definitions of miracles are adequate will include reference to whether miracles happen. In this question, a common pitfall was for candidates to solely evaluate the latter, rather than basing their evaluation on the definition. This candidate cleverly avoids this. 



 

Sticky Note

Material already used in part a is present, but the candidate is using this as a back-drop in order to introduce Swinburne's criticisms of Hume's views, which of course include his definition.



 

Sticky Note

This is 'confident and critical.' The candidate is not just giving information but is using it to analyse Hume's definition.







 

Sticky Note

This is a clear example of 'sustained and clear views.' The candidate comprehensively elaborates on evaluative points made.



 

Sticky Note

'Simple' words such as 'hence' are evaluative in that they bring a line of argument to fruition.



 

Sticky Note

The implications of a view are understood and the candidate clearly recognises similarities and differences with regard to views of scholars.







 

Sticky Note

Again material is used for the purposes of analysis rather than just being stated. By referring to the claim to only  'barbarous people' claiming miracles as being inadmissible, with a reason why, shows evaluation. 







 

Sticky Note

This reads beautifully as 'confident, critical and perceptive.' The candidate can, seemingly effortlessly, look at points of view from several perspectives and uses these in their analysis.  



 

Sticky Note

The answer is brought back to the question set.







 

Sticky Note

Another scholar introduced, here showing a ' perceptive analysis of the nature of the connections between the various elements of the approaches studied.' 







 

Sticky Note

The candidate has written so much; you cannot criticise them for not elaborating on 'bliks!'



 

Sticky Note

This gives more than merely factual information. This offers an evaluation, insight and opinion.



 

Sticky Note

Clearly the candidate has no more time left. It would have been better to perhaps say a little more by way of a 'conclusion' at the end and to have omitted the paragraph on the Logical Positivists.







 

Sticky Note

Band 5, 30 marks. This 'successfully identifies and thoroughly addresses the issues.'
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Component 2 – Philosophy of Religion


Part (a) of each question tests your knowledge and understanding of religion and belief.


Part (b) of each question tests your skills of analysis and evaluation, with regards to aspects of and 
approaches to religion and belief.


Or,


a) Explain religious language as analogy, with reference to Aquinas and Ramsey. [20]


b) ‘Non-cognitive interpretations of religious language are meaningful.’ 
 Evaluate this view. [30]
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4. (a) Explain religious language as analogy, with reference to Aquinas and 
Ramsey. [AO1 20] 
 
Candidates could include some of the following, but other relevant 
responses should be credited.  
 
• The concept of analogy as non-cognitive, that is not intending to function 


as that which is either true or false. It has a different function which is to 
talk about God by way of a comparison between God and that which we 
understand. 


• Reference to why Aquinas said that talking about God univocally (same 
word, same meaning) is insufficient as that would mean that we 
anthropomorphise God by saying that God and humans are exactly the 
same. 


• Reference to why Aquinas said that talking about God equivocally (same 
word, different meaning) is insufficient as that would mean that we are not 
really saying anything if we are simply saying that God and humans are 
completely different. 


• Suggesting that language about God can be used analogically is due to 
the ‘causal link.’ God caused humans to be, showing that cause and 
effect are inextricably linked. There is a relationship between God and 
humans as God caused humans to be. 


• Analogy of proportion which means that entities have a characteristic in 
proportion to what they are. So we have goodness in proportion to being 
human. God has goodness infinitely as that is what is required in 
proportion to God being God. 


• Analogy of attribution can be viewed in two related ways. An attribute is a 
quality, so God has attributes which he attributes (second use of attribute) 
to humans as God caused us. This again shows the link between cause 
and effect. Aquinas used the example of a healthy bull (cause) has the 
effect of producing healthy urine. 


• Ian Ramsey’s analogical approach is via ‘models and qualifiers.’ A model 
is what we begin with as a model is that which we know. This means the 
model generally begins with the human realm. For example, we know 
what ‘wisdom’ is with regard to humans. When we say the ‘God is wise’ 
we must qualify this wisdom by using the word ‘infinitely’ when related to 
God.  


• He uses many words and phrases that help to clarify his ideas. These 
could be used, explained and exemplified. They include new dimension, 
ice breaks, empirical anchorage, and discernment of depth.  


• Examples used in his book ‘Religious language’ could include the high 
court judge, equal pay for equal rights, the dinner jacket splitting, to name 
a few. 


 
This is not a checklist, please remember to credit any valid alternatives. 
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 (b) ‘Non-cognitive interpretations of religious language are meaningful.’ 
  Evaluate this view.  [AO2 30] 
 


Candidates could include some of the following, but other relevant 
responses should be credited.  
 
• Discussion as to whether the term non-cognitive is, in fact, a solution to 


religious language being claimed as being meaningless. Candidates may 
consider whether or not this term is appropriate. 


• Arguments considered would include a debate as to whether non-
cognitive interpretations of religious language (analogy, symbol, myth, 
language games) are valid responses to the challenges to the meaning of 
religious language. 


• This may include discussion as to whether, in analogy, there are grounds 
to consider the analogy appropriate or, is there a suitable point of 
connection between God and humans in order to allow for such an 
analogical concept. Aquinas would call this the ‘causal link’. 


• Symbolic interpretations of religious language suggest that symbols have 
functions and that they point to and participate in, a deeper level of reality 
that would otherwise have been unknown. The debate may include 
whether a symbol actually conveys any information. Consideration of the 
validity of Randall and Tillich’s works. 


• Discussion as to whether myths may communicate important messages 
regarding such questions as ‘why are we here?’ or whether it is 
satisfactory to claim them to be a valid explanation given by primitive 
humans. Evidence may be that they help to explain religious, ethical and 
social values. However, the number of different creation myths, for 
example, may mean that they cancel each other out in terms of any 
meaning. Or, as products of their time, they contain no meaning today. 


• Scientific evidence may be considered as a way to show that myths do 
not promote meaning but rather, present a misunderstanding of the 
correct world-view and are thus unhelpful in transmitting meaning. Or, 
once a myth has been demythologised perhaps the true kerygma is 
shown. 


• Religion may be considered as having meaning in its ‘form of life’. This fits 
with the coherence theory of truth which may be appealing in today’s 
world. However, it may be argued that religious believers would want their 
claims to be cognitive and indeed would claim that they have evidence 
that it is cognitive. This would fit with the correspondence theory of truth. 


• There could be no meaning for religious language if different religious 
groups cannot communicate across ‘forms of life’. This could make 
religious language struggle in today’s world. Alternatively, it could mean 
that each form of religious language retains identity, as it is self-contained 
and cannot be refuted. 


 
Overall, candidates should engage with the debate and come to a 
substantiated evaluation regarding the issue raised. 
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Component 2 – Philosophy of Religion


Part (a) of each question tests your knowledge and understanding of religion and belief.


Part (b) of each question tests your skills of analysis and evaluation, with regards to aspects of and 
approaches to religion and belief.


Section A


Answer one question from this section.


Either,


a) Examine challenges to the objectivity and authenticity of religious experience. [20]


b) ‘Religious experience has more value for an individual than for a religious community.’
 Evaluate this view. [30]
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