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Course description 

This online event is designed for teachers who wish to receive feedback 

on the recent GCE Religious Studies 2022 exam series.

It will provide better understanding to centres with regards to the 

performance of key questions and advice provided will inform 

preparation for the 2023 series.



During this event 

You will:

• receive a summary of key messages from the Principal Examiners' reports

• learn about student performance in the key questions in the series 

including what was done well and where improvements are needed

• leave with a better understanding of questions with examples from students 

achieving different grades, to inform their preparation for the 2023 series

• be provided with teaching ideas and strategies.



Overall Performance 

Candidates were able to respond to the various question types and to 
the demands of the papers overall.

Candidates had been well prepared, and all met the different demands 
of AO1 and AO2.

The advance information had been used to prepare candidates 
effectively.



AO1 Performance 

AO1 – Assessment Objective One (p.71 of the Specification)

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.

• 40% of the A level 

assessment

• Assessed in all questions to 

some extent



Question 1
‘Explore’
8 marks



Question 1 

Candidates are required to demonstrate understanding by investigating 

different reasons, concepts and ideas.

They should provide a breadth and depth of accurate information to 

show that they understand the topic in the question.

Marks are awarded for: 

• the range of information provided

• the application of specialist language and terminology

• the depth of understanding shown.



Question 1: Where candidates did well

Candidates who 
achieved full marks

• Used the key terms 
thus addressed the 
question

• Wrote a detailed 
response

• Showed 
understanding of 
the demands of the 
question

This question required candidates to:

‘Explore the contribution of symbol to debates about 

religious language’.

Better performing candidates were able to discuss the 

ideas of Tillich and link them to the wider area of 

religious language.



Question 1: Level 3 – 8 marks

Specialist language 

and terminology 

Knowledge and 

understanding

Knowledge and 

understanding

Knowledge and 

understanding

A depth of 

understanding 



Question 1: Where candidates did not do well 

Candidates who 

failed to achieve full 

marks:

• Lacked 

knowledge and 

understanding

• Managed to only 

write a few lines

• Did not use the 

key terms

Weaker candidates were unable to discuss the 

concept of symbolism within the area of religious 

language. 

Other poorly performing  candidates may have 

included lots of examples of symbolism without 

discussing religious symbolism or included irrelevant 

information. 



Question 1: Where candidates did not do well 

This candidate gained 1 mark as they gave a limited response that gave a 

narrow range of information to answer the question. 



Key messages in the Principal Examiners 
reports on Question 1

• Candidates needed to select relevant material from the topic to 

address the question. 

• Many candidates are still writing more than the time and space 

permitted for and, consequently, ran out of time on other questions. 

• Responses that failed to achieve the highest levels were mostly off 

topic.

• The best responses understood the intended focus of the question.



Question 2
‘Assess’
12 marks



AO2 Performance 

AO2 – Assessment Objective One (p.71 of the Specification)

It requires candidates to:

• analyse and evaluate aspects of, and approaches to, religion and 

belief, including their significance, influence and study.

It makes up 60% of the A level assessment. 

It is assessed in questions 2, 3, and 4 to some extent.

Recommended timings

10 minutes (AS)

20 minutes (A level)



Question 2 

Candidates are required to demonstrate reasoned arguments of factors 

to reach a judgement regarding their importance/relevance to the 

question context.

Question 2 includes 4 marks of AO1 and 8 marks of AO2 therefore only 

one third of the answer should be knowledge and understanding and 

two thirds of the answer should be analysis and evaluation in the context 

of the question asked.

Marks are awarded for: 

• the range of information provided

• deconstructing to religious information given

• judgements made about the religious information given.

Recommended timings

10 minutes (AS)

20 minutes (A level)



Question 2 

The mark scheme can be used to explain to students why they may not get high 

marks.  

For the question: Assess strengths and weaknesses of pacifism, the mark scheme 

says:

Candidates who show 

achievement only against AO1 

will not be able to gain marks 

beyond the top of Level 1.

Thus candidates who only provide 

knowledge and understanding will 

not get more than 4 marks

Recommended timings

10 minutes (AS)

20 minutes (A level)



Question 2: Where candidates did well

Recommended timings

10 minutes (AS)

20 minutes (A level)

Candidates who 
achieved top levels 

• Used the key 
terms, thus 
addressing the 
question

• Wrote a detailed 
response

• Showed 
understanding of 
the demands of 
the question

This question required candidates to:

‘Assess strengths and weaknesses of pacifism’.

The better candidates were able to discuss both 
strengths and weaknesses then assess whether one 
outweighed the other. They used authoritative 
material to support their reasoning and judgements. 



Question 2: Level 3 – 12 marks

Range of knowledge, 

specialist language and 

terminology are 

carefully selected and 

used appropriately

Range of knowledge, 

specialist language 

and terminology are 

carefully selected and 

used appropriately

Critically 

deconstructs 

religious 

information

Critically 

deconstructs 

religious information

Critically 

deconstructs 

religious information

Recommended timings

10 minutes (AS)

20 minutes (A level)



Question 2: Level 3 – 12 marks

Critically deconstructs 

religious information

Coherent and reasoned 

judgement 

Recommended timings

10 minutes (AS)

20 minutes (A level)

This candidate gained full marks as 

they gave a detailed and wide-

ranging response that assessed and 

evaluated throughout.

They did not include any judgements 

that were not supported and the 

response used specialist terminology 

accurately.



Question 2: Where candidates did not do well 

Candidates who failed to 

the top level:

• Used only knowledge 

and understanding

• Managed to only write 

a few lines of 

assessment and 

judgement.

• Frequently included 

irrelevant or general 

information

Weaker candidates were unable to able to discuss the 

concept of pacifism accurately and in detail. They 

were mainly descriptive in their response failing to 

address the AO2 objectives within the questions.

Other poorly performing  candidates may have 

included lots of explanations of key terms without 

discussing the strengths and weakness. 



Question 2: Where candidates did not do well 

This candidate gained Level 1, 1 mark as they gave a limited response that 

gave a general response rather than one that provided detail and scholarly 

learning.  



Key messages in the Principal Examiners 
reports on Question 2

Candidates needed to:

• give a very clear and well organised response to the question 

• work through a relevant answer in an orderly manner 

• use authoritative and reliable material

• make judgements supported by logical reasoning

• arrive at a considered conclusion derived from the evidence. 



Question 3a
‘Clarify’
10 marks



Question 3a 

Question 3 is divided into two parts.  

3a uses a passage from the anthology and asks a question that the 

material in the passage should act as a stimulus for their response. 

• The command word used in Question 3a is ‘Clarify’. 

• Candidates are required to identify key ideas and explain key 

concepts. 

• It assesses AO1 only so requires knowledge and understanding.

• It can be awarded a maximum of 10 marks.

Recommended timing

15 minutes (A level)



Question 3a: Where candidates did well

Recommended timing

15 minutes (A level)

Candidates who 

achieved top levels: 

• Used the key terms, 

thus addressed the 

question

• Wrote a detailed 

response

• Showed 

understanding of the 

demands of the 

question

This question required candidates to:

‘Clarify the idea that the Believer’s original assertion 

has ‘died the death of a thousand qualifications’’

The better candidates were able select relevant 

information from the extract and use this to explain 

their points in relation to the question.  



Question 3a: Level 3 – 10 marks  

26

Knowledge and 

understanding of 

key religious 

ideas 

Linked to 

references from the 

extract 

Recommended timing

15 minutes (A level)

Linked to 

references from the 

extract 

Knowledge and 

understanding of 

key religious 

ideas 

Linked to 

references from the 

extract 

Knowledge and 

understanding of 

key religious 

ideas 

Knowledge and 

understanding of 

key religious 

ideas 



Question 3a: Level 3 – 10 marks

27

This answer gains full marks for 

the questions because it has a 

wide range of well selected 

information which it uses 

effectively to illustrate the key 

concepts. 

It includes a broad range of ideas 

an is linked to the stimulus 

provided.

Recommended timing

15 minutes (A level)



Question 3a: Where candidates did not do well 

Candidates who 

failed to achieve a 

top level:

• Did not use the 

extract to point 

them in the right 

direction

• Wrote only a few 

lines showing a 

lack of knowledge

Weaker candidates were unable to discuss the 

stimulus material accurately and in detail. 

They were unable to respond to the question given.

Other poorly performing candidates may have failed 

to recognise Flew’s teaching or did not understand the 

word ‘assertion’. 



Question 3a: Where candidates did not do well 

This candidate gained Level 1 as they gave a limited response that gave 

a description of one element of the stimulus. 

They failed to broaden their answer or looks at any other part of the 

stimulus.



Question 3a
‘Analyse’
20 marks



Question 3b 

The command word used in Question 3b is ‘Analyse’. 

Candidates need  to deconstruct information and/or issues to find 

connections and provide logical chains of reasoning in order to make 

judgements regarding their importance/relevance to the question 

context. 

It assesses AO1 and AO2 and can be awarded up to 20 marks. 5 marks 

available for AO1 and 15 marks available for AO2 so only a quarter of 

the answer should be knowledge and understanding. 

If there is no AO2 in the response the marks are limited to level 1, 4 

marks.  

Recommended timings

20 minutes (AS)

30 minutes (A level)



Question 3b: Where candidates did well

Candidates who 
achieved top levels:

• Showed a wide range 
of knowledge

• Accurately identified 
scholars ideas

• Used key terms 
correctly

• Deconstructed 
arguments

• Made judgments as 
to the significance of 
the materials used

This question required candidates to: 

‘Analyse the distinctive ideas contained in R M Hare’s 

and Basil Mitchell’s responses to Flew’s use of the 

Parable of the Gardener’.

The better candidates were able to explain and utilise 

Hare and Mitchell’s ideas they were able to 

deconstruct and analyse the ideas and to discuss 

which they felt were the more significant elements.  



Question 3b: Level 5 – 20 marks

A clear introduction,

Identifying main 

points 

to be considered

Excellent use of 

specific,

authoritative 

reasoning 

An additional area of 

study considered 

showing a well selected 

choice of content –

critically deconstructing 

ideas

A clear conclusion to 

this paragraph,

Identifying main points 

to be considered –

coherent judgements

A counter argument -

coherent judgements



Question 3b: Level 5 – 20 marks

A clear conclusion to 

this paragraph,

Identifying main points 

to be considered –

coherent judgements

A clear conclusion to 

this paragraph,

Identifying main points 

to be considered –

coherent judgements

Critically deconstructs

religious information

leading to coherent and

logical chains of reasoning 

Critically deconstructs

religious information

leading to coherent and

logical chains of reasoning 

Critically deconstructs

religious information

leading to coherent 

and

logical chains of 

reasoning 



Question 3b: Level 5 – 20 marks

Critically deconstructs

religious information

leading to coherent and

logical chains of 

reasoning 

Critically deconstructs

religious information

leading to coherent 

and logical chains of 

reasoning 

Constructs coherent and 

reasoned judgements

fully supported by 

appraisal of evidence

Constructs coherent 

and 

reasoned judgement

supported by 

appraisal of evidence



Question 3b: Where candidates did not do well 

Candidates who failed to 

achieve a top level:

• Showed little 

knowledge and 

understanding

• Were mainly 

descriptive of the issue 

being analysed. 

• Managed to only write 

a few lines of 

assessment and 

judgement

The weaker responses reflected confusion about the 

respective positions of Flew, Hare and Mitchell. 

Whilst most weak responses handled the material on 

‘blik’ with some success, a high number of confused, 

or very brief, responses simply presented developed 

versions of the parables of Mitchell’s ‘Partisan and the 

Stranger’ and Hare’s ‘Lunatic and the Dons’ with no 

attempt to develop these, or show how they 

countered Flew’s use of Wisdom’s parable of the 

gardener. 



Key messages in the Principal Examiners 
reports on Question 3 (a and b)

Candidates needed to:

• 3a: Outline the ideas in the extract and explain the context using a 

wide range of knowledge of religious ideas

• 3a: Fully develop ideas making links to the references within the 

extract 

• 3a: Make accurate use of specialist language throughout 

• 3b: Make judgements supported by logical reasoning.

• 3b: Arrive at a considered conclusion derived from the evidence. 



Question 4
‘Evaluate’
30 marks



Question 4 

Candidates are required to demonstrate reasoned argument of factors to reach a 

judgement regarding their importance/relevance to the question context.

Question 4 includes 5 marks AO1 and 25 marks AO2, therefore only one sixth of the 

response should be knowledge and understanding and the vast majority of the answer 

should be analysis and evaluation, discussing the significance and relevance of the 

information used in the response.

Marks are awarded for: 

• the range of information provided

• deconstructing to religious information given

• judgements made about the religious information given

• synoptic links.

Recommended timing

40 minutes (A level)



Question 4

Command word

Question

Bullets points 

one of which 

must be covered 

in the answer

Unless one of these 

bullets is covered 

the marks are 

limited to the top of 

Level 4 / 24 marks

30 marks available 

– this is this is 

more than a third 

of the whole paper 

(30-80)

Candidates who only use AO1 

will not be able to gain marks 

beyond the top of Level 1 /6 

marks



Questions 4: Where candidates did well

Candidates who achieved 

top levels on question 4

• Understood the 

demands of the 

question

• Wrote detailed chains of 

reasoning

• Constructed accurate 

arguments

• Included analysis of the 

questions throughout as 

well as in a conclusion

This question required candidates to:

‘Evaluate the view that ethical language is inherently 

emotive’.

The better candidates were able to use a wide range 

of authoritative material to discuss the question. 

Many candidates made clear judgements supported 

by use of synoptic knowledge from the Philosophy 

paper.



Question 4: Level 5 – 25 marks

Concise introduction,

Identifying key terms 

and 

Ideas to be considered

Excellent use of 

specific,

authoritative 

reasoning 

Well selected choice 

of content – critically 

deconstructing ideas

A clear conclusion to 

this paragraph,

Identifying main 

strengths

Within Ayer’s argument 

–

coherent judgements
Argument and analysis

Argument and analysis

Recommended timing

40 minutes (A level)



Question 4: Level 5 – 25 marks

Excellent use of 

specific,

authoritative reasoning  

from Hare

Well selected choice 

of content – critically 

deconstructing ideas

Argument and analysis

Argument 

and analysis

Argument 

and analysis

Argument 

and analysis

Recommended timing

40 minutes (A level)



Question 4: Level 5 – 25 marks

Well selected choice 

of content – critically 

deconstructing ideas

Argument and 

analysis Argument and 

analysis

A clear conclusion to 

The essay 

Identifying main 

strengths

– coherent judgement 

made

Well selected choice 

of content – critically 

deconstructing ideas

Synoptic information 

highlighted

Recommended timing

40 minutes (A level)



Question 4: Where candidates did not do well 

Candidates who failed to 
achieve a top level:

• Used only knowledge 
and understanding

• Did you dedicate the 
majority of their essay to 
assessment and 
judgements

• Did not include synoptic 
links

• Did not fully explain the 
points

• Did not include 
appraisal of arguments

Weaker candidates were unable to able to discuss 
ethical language accurately and in detail. 

Those who did failed to make the link to it being 
emotive. 

They were mainly descriptive in their response failing 
to address the AO2 objectives within the questions.



Question 4: Level 1 – 5 marks 

Narrow range of

knowledge

General

knowledge

Introduction

Key terms used

Narrow range of 

knowledge

Narrow range of 

knowledge



Question 4: Level 1 – 5 marks 

A judgement made

Narrow range of 

knowledge

Candidates may write a lot but 

unless it answers the question, 

contains accurate information 

and analysis it is not going to 

get high marks. 

The bottom level refers to 

narrow knowledge and 

judgement and that is what this 

example shows.  



Key messages in the Principal Examiners 
reports on Question 4

Candidates needed to:

• Give a very clear and well organised response to the question. 

• The candidate works through a relevant answer in an orderly manner 

• Use authoritative and reliable material. 

• Make judgements supported by logical reasoning.

• Arrive at a considered conclusion derived from the evidence. 



Teaching ideas and strategies

• Prepare for exam questions - Use the specification terminology in teaching and 

preparing candidates for examinations; the language in the specification will be 

used in the examination questions. (Bingo for specialist terms is a good starter 

/plenary) 

• Learn scholar's main teachings/facts – produce a timeline for the classroom –

make scholar top trumps with facts about the various topics 

• Encourage exam practice – use past exam questions, give students the mark 

schemes and ask them to use the information to write a full mark answer and then 

peer mark

• For AO2 skill practice – copy a newspaper article and ask students to critique the 

journalists' arguments- highlight comments that are giving opinions – work out 

phrasing that naturally leads to assessment



Places to get Edexcel material and advice 

The Pearson Edexcel website contains lots of materials, which have 

been checked by senior examiners including:

• Course planners

• Exemplar material

• Explanation of command words

• Marking guidance, definitions of useful terminology, recordings of past 

training events, mapping when changing Awarding organisations and 

schemes of work. 

https://qualifications.pearson.com/en/subjects/religious-studies.html

https://qualifications.pearson.com/en/subjects/religious-studies.html


Upcoming training events

For more courses see our Pearson Professional Development 
Academy.

https://pdacademy.pearson.com/


Religious Studies Subject Advisor

Susan Currey

Religious Studies

Email: TeachingReligiousStudies@pearson.com

Twitter: https://twitter.com/EdexcelRS

Phone: UK: 0344 463 2817
(Mon – Fri, 9am – 5pm GMT)

• Access the Religious Studies community

• Access the customer support portal

• Sign up to receive subject advisor updates

• Live chat via the 'contact us' page

• Find and book events

• Book an appointment with your subject advisor

52

mailto:TeachingReligiousStudies@pearson.com
https://twitter.com/EdexcelRS
https://support.pearson.com/uk/s/group/0F95p000000gS5TCAU/religious-studies
https://qualifications.pearson.com/en/contact-us/teachers.html
https://qualifications.pearson.com/en/forms/subject-advisor-updates-for-teachers-and-tutors.html
http://qualifications.pearson.com/contactus
https://pdacademy.pearson.com/
https://outlook.office365.com/owa/calendar/MeetingwiththeEdexcelRSsubjectadvisor@pearsoneducationinc.onmicrosoft.com/bookings/



