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This course:

• is for teachers of A Level Religious Studies (9RS0)

• provides feedback and insights on the 2024 exam series

• focuses on key questions in the series 

• points out key data that may help with your planning.

Welcome to this professional development course!
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2024 AS Level grade boundaries



Aims and objectives
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In this session we will:

• Provide feedback on the performance of candidates in the 

2024 examination series

• Consider the variation of candidates’ performance 

• Discuss the Examiner’s Reports  

• Address common issues.

Aims and objectives



Paper comparison: Notable 
strengths and weaknesses



Strengths and Weaknesses

Strengths Weaknesses

Sharply focused knowledge and understanding of the 

topic/question that is thorough, detailed and effectively 

supported with reasoned evidenced through the skills of 

critical thinking.

Knowledge and understanding of the topic/question is 

limited and lacking detail, depth and relevant supporting 

evidence.

Responses that display effective control and management 

of the material offered in a coherent manner.

Responses lack structure and are incoherent in places.

Responses are articulated and crafted well exhibiting 

thoughtful structure ensuing in reasoned and justified 

conclusions along with an accurate use of technical 

vocabulary specific to the subject.

Responses that fail to establish links between all the 

elements of a question along with poor use and 

understanding of subject specific vocabulary.

Good responses identify, where relevant, differing points of 

view, which are made in a competent and assured manner 

including the referencing of scholarly contribution (although 

scholars need not be named).

Not answering the question as set but offering a pre-

prepared response that fails to address the actual wording 

of the question.

Excellent candidates offer responses that explicitly and 

effectively reflect the criteria descriptors of the applicable 

highest-level band.

Poor grammar, spelling, legibility etc that often hinders the 

intent of a candidate.



Overall performance



Overall performance 

Once again, this year there were some excellent responses that were a joy to read, and clearly 

some centres have empowered candidates to explore a wide range of contextually relevant 

material across all the topics on all the papers.

Most candidates were able to correctly apply the relevant trigger words (‘explore’, ‘assess’, 

‘clarify’, ‘analyse’ and ‘evaluate’) in responding to the various question types and to the 

demands of the papers overall. 

Candidates had been well prepared, and most understood and met the different demands of AO1 

and AO2.



‘Explore’
(Question 1)



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



‘Explore’ (Question 1)

Example marking guidance:

This question required candidates to:

‘Explore the role of Deontology for an 

understanding of moral actions.’

Better performing candidates:

• Discussed the role of Deontology identifying, 

in detail, relevant material.

• Demonstrated knowledge and understanding.

• Offered developed engagement that reflected 

sound understanding.



Where candidates are required to:

• They should show understanding of factual information according to the level descriptors; demonstrate 

detailed development to EXPLORE the concept; offer a wide range of knowledge pertinent to the topic.

• In this year’s examinations the overall performance in ‘Explore’ questions was similar to 2023.  

Reasons:

• most candidates offered accurate/relevant points made in relation to the focus of the question

• developed each point to show depth of understanding

• included a wide range of points.

‘Explore’ (Question 1)



Note to Writer:

If the exemplar chosen fits on one slide:

1. Paste the example question/s

2. Add comments to the box next to the exemplar

If the exemplar chosen goes over one slide*

1. Crop part of the first part of the response to fit into 

this box.

2. Add comments to the box next to the exemplar

3. Copy and paste this slide

4. Crop the next part of the response and add it here

5. Repeat steps 3 and 4 as needed to ensure the 

whole exemplar is shown.

(*An example of the process for longer exemplars is 

shown on the next 2 slides)

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 role 

of Deontology for an understanding of moral 

actions.

Level 3 /8 marks were awarded to this candidate for 

1. A comprehensive engagement with all the elements of the 

question

2. Developed each point to show depth of understanding

3. Used specialist language and key terms correctly. 

Q1 from DocID: 0546004278096 in 9RS0/02: Available in delegate pack

Where candidates did well in ‘Explore’ questions



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 role 

of Deontology for an understanding of moral 

actions.

Level 3 /8 marks were awarded to this candidate for 

1. A comprehensive engagement with all the elements of the 

question

2. Developed each point to show depth of understanding

3. Used specialist language and key terms correctly. 

Q1 from DocID: 0546004278096 in 9RS0/02: Available in delegate pack

Where candidates did well in ‘Explore’ questions



Candidates failing to achieve full marks generally:

• lacked detailed knowledge and understanding

• managed to only write a short and/or limited amount

• did not use the key terms

This question required candidates to Explore the role 

of Deontology for an understanding of moral 

actions.

Level 2/5 marks were awarded to this candidate for

1. lacks sustained development of ideas such as duty

2. some inaccurate understanding of Kantian ethics could not 

be credited

3. some AO2 material was not relevant so, could not be 

credited

Q1 from DocID: 0546004263549 in 9RS0/02: Available in delegate pack

Where candidates did NOT do well in ‘Explore’ questions



Candidates failing to achieve full marks generally:

• lacked detailed knowledge and understanding

• managed to only write a short and/or limited amount

• did not use the key terms

This question required candidates to Explore the role 

of Deontology for an understanding of moral 

actions.

Level 2/5 marks were awarded to this candidate for

1. lacks sustained development of ideas such as duty

2. some inaccurate understanding of Kantian ethics could not 

be credited

3. some AO2 material was not relevant so, could not be 

credited

Q1 from DocID: 0546004263549 in 9RS0/02: Available in delegate pack

Where candidates did NOT do well in ‘Explore’ questions



Candidates should in order to achieve a Level 3 must:

• select relevant points to show a wide range of knowledge – accurate and relevant points 

made in relation to the focus of the question.

• include a wide range of points.

• use specialist language, key terms and key terminology correctly. 

• keep the answer sustained and focused throughout.

• develop each point to show depth of understanding.

• NO NEED for any A02 commentary. Not demanded by the question. 

Examiner advice to teachers



‘Assess’
(Question 2)



AO2 Performance

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

• Analyse and evaluate aspects of, and approaches to, religion and belief, including their significance, 

influence and study.

• For Q2 the trigger word is ‘assess’. 

• It includes 4 marks of AO1 and 8 marks of AO2.

1. ‘Assess’ means to judge something with respect to its significance for the purpose of a greater 

understanding/interpretation of the subject itself.

2. A coherent judgement (assessment) follows on from critical deconstruction of information using logical 

chains of reasoning.

3. Arguments/judgements that are based on solid knowledge of the topic.  

• 60% of the A level 

assessment

• Assessed in questions 2,3 

and 4 to some extent



‘Assess’ (Question 2)

Example marking guidance:

This question required candidates to:

‘Assess the significance of the role of music 

for Christian worship.’

Better performing candidates:

• Selected relevant concepts to show a wide 

range of knowledge

• Judged something with respect to its 

significance

• Provided a greater understanding or 

interpretation of the subject



Where candidates are required to:

• They need to know the material to assess and judge where the argument/perspective sits. They do not 

need to evaluate.

• In this year’s examinations the overall performance in ‘Assess’ questions was better than in 2023.  

Reasons:

• many candidates ensured that each paragraph in their response demonstrated enough development to 

ASSESS the concept/information

• majority of responses reflected coherent judgement 

• many offered a  wide range of knowledge precisely deployed to address the question.

‘Assess’ (Question 2)



Candidates who achieved full marks:  

• used the key terms in addressing the question

• offered a detailed and developed response

• showed understanding of the all elements of 

the question 

This question required candidates to ‘Assess the 

significance of the role of music for Christian 

worship’.

Level 3/12 marks were awarded to this candidate 

for:

1. a well-crafted, articulate, argued and informed  

response

2. offered some insightful and effective reasoning

3. material is critically deconstructed to form 

coherent chains of reasoning. 
Q2 from DocID: 0546005588798 in 9RS0/4B: Available in delegate pack

Where candidates did well in ‘Assess’ questions



Candidates who achieved full marks:  

• used the key terms in addressing the question

• offered a detailed and developed response

• showed understanding of the all elements of the 

question 

This question required candidates to ‘Assess the 

significance of the role of music for Christian 

worship’.

Level 3/12 marks were awarded to this candidate 

for:

1. a well-crafted, articulate, argued and informed  

response

2. offered some insightful and effective reasoning

3. material is critically deconstructed to form coherent 

chains of reasoning. 
Q2 from DocID: 0546005588798 in 9RS0/4B: Available in delegate pack

Where candidates did well in ‘Assess’ questions



Candidates who achieved full marks:  

• used the key terms in addressing the question

• offered a detailed and developed response

• showed understanding of the all elements of the 

question 

This question required candidates to ‘Assess the 

significance of the role of music for Christian 

worship’.

Level 3/12 marks were awarded to this candidate 

for:

1. a well-crafted, articulate, argued and informed  

response

2. offered some insightful and effective reasoning

3. material is critically deconstructed to form coherent 

chains of reasoning. 

Q2 from DocID: 0546005588798 in 9RS0/4B: Available in 

delegate pack

Where candidates did well in ‘Assess’ questions



Candidates who failed to achieve full marks:

• limited range of knowledge and understanding

• assessment drifted into being descriptive narrative

• Simplistic chains of  reasoning 

This question required candidates to ‘Assess the 

significance of the role of music for Christian 

worship’.

Level 2/8 marks were awarded to this candidate 

for:

1. response offered a narrow range of knowledge

2. material was mostly descriptive and superficial

3. lacked detailed developed assessment

Q2 from DocID: 0546005589412 in 9RS0/4B: Available in 

delegate pack

Where candidates did NOT do well in ‘Assess’ Questions



Candidates who failed to achieve full marks:

• limited range of knowledge and understanding

• assessment drifted into being descriptive narrative

• Simplistic chains of  reasoning 

This question required candidates to ‘Assess the 

significance of the role of music for Christian 

worship’.

Level 2/8 marks were awarded to this candidate 

for:

1. response offered a narrow range of knowledge

2. material was mostly descriptive and superficial

3. lacked detailed developed assessment

Q2 from DocID: 0546005589412 in 9RS0/4B: Available in 

delegate pack

Where candidates did NOT do well in ‘Assess’ Questions



Candidates should:

• select relevant concepts to show a wide range of knowledge - accurate and appropriate

• remember ‘assess’ means to judge something with respect to its significance 

• provide a greater understanding or interpretation of the subject

• discuss different arguments to critically deconstruct information

• KNOW the material so that you can judge/assess where the argument/perspective sits in 

relation to the question/topic 

• provide a comprehensive assessment of the right material to achieve a higher outcome

• stay on topic because guesswork does not replace knowledge of the topic.

• offer clear identification of differing views

• ensure AO2 material is offered as well as AO1 material.

Examiner advice to teachers



‘Clarify’
(Question 3a)



‘Clarify’ (Question 3a)

Example marking guidance:

This question required candidates to:

‘Clarify the ideas illustrated in this passage 

about Jihad’.

Better performing candidates:

• takes some of the issues contained in the 

extract and unpacks them by making them 

easier to understand

• explains, illuminates, and elucidates the 

issues identified in the extract

• give detailed and developed answers 



Where candidates are required to:

• The aim of a ‘clarify’ question is to offer further information so that the identified point in the ‘extract’ is 

fully understood.

• It is important for candidates to:

• Show their knowledge in relation to the topic.

• Use key terminology/language (the extract can support this).

• Select relevant information to answer the question (the extract can support this).

• Give detailed and developed answers – expand on their annotations from the extract.  Fully explain 

each.

• Link key ideas/concepts to references from the extract.

• Remember that the goal of asking a ‘clarify’ question is to get additional information so that the 

intended message in the EXTRACT is fully understood.

‘Clarify’ (Question 3a)



• In this year’s examinations the overall performance in ‘Clarify’ questions was better than in 2023.  

Reasons:

• Candidates are clearly becoming more adept at identifying issues and unpacking them without 

paraphrasing or regurgitating the extract itself

• Candidates are now consistently defining, interpreting, simplifying and spelling out in order to 

demonstrate that they are ‘clarifying’

• Candidates appear to be more familiar with the demands of the Anthology and the texts contained 

therein. As such they are able to use the anthology content as a springboard  being undertaken resulting 

in high achievement in the exam itself.

‘Clarify’ (Question 3a)



Candidates who achieved full marks:  

• Clarifies the meaning of the term Jihad thus ensuring 

understanding 

• wrote a developed and detailed response

• knowledge gained from intensive reading ensures that key 

religious ideas are fully linked to the extract 

This question required candidates to ‘Clarify the ideas 

illustrated in this passage about Jihad’.

Level 3/10 marks were awarded to this candidate for

1. clarifying ‘Jihad’ and offering additional information so that the 

intended message in the EXTRACT could be fully understood

2. each idea identified and offered enough development to 

CLARIFY the concept being discussed

3. allowed/identified the extract to trigger additional A01 

information that was relevant

Q3a from DocID: 0546005591268 in 9RS0/4D: Available in delegate 

pack

Where candidates did well in ‘Clarify’ questions



Candidates who achieved full marks:  

• Clarifies the meaning of the term Jihad thus ensuring 

understanding 

• wrote a developed and detailed response

• knowledge gained from intensive reading ensures that key 

religious ideas are fully linked to the extract 

This question required candidates to ‘Clarify the ideas 

illustrated in this passage about Jihad’.

Level 3/10 marks were awarded to this candidate for

1. clarifying ‘Jihad’ and offering additional information so that the 

intended message in the EXTRACT could be fully understood

2. each idea identified and offered enough development to 

CLARIFY the concept being discussed

3. allowed/identified the extract to trigger additional A01 

information that was relevant

Q3a from DocID: 0546005591268 in 9RS0/4D: Available in delegate 

pack

Where candidates did well in ‘Clarify’ questions



Candidates who achieved full marks:  

• Clarifies the meaning of the term Jihad thus ensuring 

understanding 

• wrote a developed and detailed response

• knowledge gained from intensive reading ensures that key 

religious ideas are fully linked to the extract 

This question required candidates to ‘Clarify the ideas 

illustrated in this passage about Jihad’.

Level 3/10 marks were awarded to this candidate for

1. clarifying ‘Jihad’ and offering additional information so that the 

intended message in the EXTRACT could be fully understood

2. each idea identified and offered enough development to 

CLARIFY the concept being discussed

3. allowed/identified the extract to trigger additional A01 

information that was relevant

Q3a from DocID: 0546005591268 in 9RS0/4D: Available in delegate 

pack

Where candidates did well in ‘Clarify’ questions



Candidates who failed to achieve full marks:

• lacked detailed knowledge and understanding

• managed to only write a short and/or limited amount

• did not use the key terms

This question required candidates to ‘Clarify the ideas 

illustrated in this passage about Jihad’.

Level 2/5 marks were awarded to this candidate for:

1. some ideas identified but lacked developed clarification of 

those ideas

2. discussion is brief and basic resulting in limited treatment

3. simply restating some of the extract without unpacking it.

Q3a from DocID: 0546005395947 in 9RS0/4D: Available in delegate 

pack

Where candidates did NOT do well in ‘Clarify’ questions



Where candidates did NOT do well in ‘Clarify’ questions

Candidates who failed to achieve full marks:

• lacked detailed knowledge and understanding

• managed to only write a short and/or limited amount

• did not use the key terms

This question required candidates to ‘Clarify the ideas 

illustrated in this passage about Jihad’.

Level 2/5 marks were awarded to this candidate for:

1. some ideas identified but lacked developed clarification of 

those ideas

2. discussion is brief and basic resulting in limited treatment

3. simply restating some of the extract without unpacking it.

Q3a from DocID: 0546005395947 in 9RS0/4D: Available in delegate 

pack



Candidates who failed to achieve full marks:

• lacked detailed knowledge and understanding

• managed to only write a short and/or limited amount

• did not use the key terms

This question required candidates to ‘Clarify the ideas 

illustrated in this passage about Jihad’.

Level 2/5 marks were awarded to this candidate for:

1. some ideas identified but lacked developed clarification of 

those ideas

2. discussion is brief and basic resulting in limited treatment

3. simply restating some of the extract without unpacking it.

Q3a from DocID: 0546005395947 in 9RS0/4D: Available in delegate 

pack

Where candidates did NOT do well in ‘Clarify’ questions



Advice to teachers:

• Candidates should not merely restate or paraphrase what is found within the extract in order to 

score highly within this question.

• Centres should stress to candidates that ‘clarify’ means that candidates must elaborate on the 

ideas that are found within the extract.

• Candidates are expected to use the extract as a springboard to develop ideas that are 

informing what is found within the text.

• Candidates should aim to clarify cogently and concisely without giving any useful information. 

• Candidates should explain the subject specific terms clearly when needed to show 

understanding.

Examiner advice to teachers



‘Analyse’
(Question 3b)



‘Analyse’ (Question 3b): Levels 1 to 3

Example marking guidance:

This question required candidates to:

‘Analyse the claim that the Cosmological 

Argument fails to prove the existence of God’.

Better performing candidates:

• made very good use of scholarly replies to the 

problems in the Cosmological Argument

• good responses focused on the failures in the 

Cosmological Argument, but not simply as a 

list of problems

• strong responses were not merely descriptive 

but analytical throughout



‘Analyse’ (Question 3b): Levels 4&5

Example marking guidance:

This question required candidates to:

‘Analyse the claim that the Cosmological 

Argument fails to prove the existence of God’.

Better performing candidates:

• made very good use of scholarly replies to the 

problems in the Cosmological Argument

• good responses focused on the failures in the 

Cosmological Argument, but not simply as a 

list of problems

• strong responses were not merely descriptive 

but analytical throughout



Where candidates are required to:

• ‘Analyse’  means to examine in detail, to explain and interpret a subject in order to understand the nature 

of essential features of the topic

• to make an answer more analytical candidates need to be critical of why events happened and what 

effect they have

• offer a wide range of sustained knowledge along with obvious chains of reasoning

• address the full range of elements in the question

It is important for candidates to:

• ensure their response is fully supported by a comprehensive range of evidence

• deconstruct information and/or issues to find connections and provide logical chains of reasoning so they 

can make judgements regarding their importance/relevance.

‘Analyse’ (Question 3b)



• In this year’s examinations the overall performance in ‘Analyse’ questions was better than in 2023.  

Reasons:

• awareness of the potential of the Anthology to support answers with the most successful candidates 

being able to adapt their knowledge as a consequence 

• many candidates focused on the precise requirement of this question and understood what needed to be 

done to earn high marks

• many more candidates avoided repetition of AO1 material from 3a (because the same material used in 3a  

cannot be credited again in 3b)

• familiarity with the Anthology this year enriched responses for Q3b.

‘Analyse’ (Question 3b)



Candidates who achieved full marks:  

• offered well-argued responses with a clear attempt at 

sustained analysis evident

•  made effective use of scholars 

• fluently dealt with the subject matter

This question required candidates to ‘Analyse the 

claim that the Cosmological Argument fails to prove 

the existence of God.’

Level 5/20 marks were awarded to this candidate for

• a detailed and extensively developed answer

• A fully reasoned consideration of all the elements in the 

question

• exposition was very clear along with excellent subject 

knowledge

Q3b from DocID: 0546003455845 in 9RS0/01: Available in delegate 

pack

Where candidates did well in ‘Analyse’ questions



Candidates who achieved full marks:  

• offered well-argued responses with a clear attempt at 

sustained analysis evident

•  made effective use of scholars 

• fluently dealt with the subject matter

This question required candidates to ‘Analyse the 

claim that the Cosmological Argument fails to prove 

the existence of God.’

Level 5/20 marks were awarded to this candidate for

• a detailed and extensively developed answer

• A fully reasoned consideration of all the elements in the 

question

• exposition was very clear along with excellent subject 

knowledge

Q3b from DocID: 0546003455845 in 9RS0/01: Available in delegate 

pack

Where candidates did well in ‘Analyse’ questions



Candidates who achieved full marks:  

• offered well-argued responses with a clear attempt at 

sustained analysis evident

•  made effective use of scholars 

• fluently dealt with the subject matter

This question required candidates to ‘Analyse the 

claim that the Cosmological Argument fails to prove 

the existence of God.’

Level 5/20 marks were awarded to this candidate for

• a detailed and extensively developed answer

• A fully reasoned consideration of all the elements in the 

question

• exposition was very clear along with excellent subject 

knowledge

Q3b from DocID: 0546003455845 in 9RS0/01: Available in delegate 

pack

Where candidates did well in ‘Analyse’ questions



Candidates who achieved full marks:  

• offered well-argued responses with a clear attempt at 

sustained analysis evident

•  made effective use of scholars 

• fluently dealt with the subject matter

This question required candidates to ‘Analyse the 

claim that the Cosmological Argument fails to prove 

the existence of God.’

Level 5/20 marks were awarded to this candidate for

• a detailed and extensively developed answer

• A fully reasoned consideration of all the elements in the 

question

• exposition was very clear along with excellent subject 

knowledge

Q3b from DocID: 0546003455845 in 9RS0/01: Available in delegate 

pack

Where candidates did well in ‘Analyse’ questions



Candidates who achieved full marks:  

• offered well-argued responses with a clear attempt at 

sustained analysis evident

•  made effective use of scholars 

• fluently dealt with the subject matter

This question required candidates to ‘Analyse the 

claim that the Cosmological Argument fails to prove 

the existence of God.’

Level 5/20 marks were awarded to this candidate for

• a detailed and extensively developed answer

• A fully reasoned consideration of all the elements in the 

question

• exposition was very clear along with excellent subject 

knowledge

Q3b from DocID: 0546003455845 in 9RS0/01: Available in delegate 

pack

Where candidates did well in ‘Analyse’ questions



Candidates who failed to achieve full marks:

• demonstrated limited knowledge and understanding

• managed to only write short and/or limited content in a 

response

• did not use the key terms or subject specific vocabulary

This question required candidates to ‘Analyse the claim that 

the Cosmological Argument fails to prove the existence of 

God’.

Level 3/10 marks were awarded to this candidate for.

1. minimum recognition of the demands of the question; 

paragraph 4 before the main focus of the question identified, 

Cosmological Argument ‘fails’

2. response is mostly a brief description of 3 of the  5 ways 

from Aquinas supporting the Cosmological Argument

3. no meaningful attempt to analyse

Q3b from DocID: 0546003415258 in 9RS0/01: Available in delegate 

pack

Where candidates did NOT do well in ‘Analyse’ questions



Where candidates did NOT do well in ‘Analyse’ questions

Candidates who failed to achieve full marks:

• demonstrated limited knowledge and understanding

• managed to only write short and/or limited content in a 

response

• did not use the key terms or subject specific vocabulary

This question required candidates to ‘Analyse the claim that 

the Cosmological Argument fails to prove the existence of 

God’.

Level 3/10 marks were awarded to this candidate for.

1. minimum recognition of the demands of the question; 

paragraph 4 before the main focus of the question identified, 

Cosmological Argument ‘fails’

2. response is mostly a brief description of 3 of the  5 ways 

from Aquinas supporting the Cosmological Argument

3. no meaningful attempt to analyse

Q3b from DocID: 0546003415258 in 9RS0/01: Available in delegate 

pack



Candidates who failed to achieve full marks:

• demonstrated limited knowledge and understanding

• managed to only write short and/or limited content in a 

response

• did not use the key terms or subject specific vocabulary

This question required candidates to ‘Analyse the claim that 

the Cosmological Argument fails to prove the existence of 

God’.

Level 3/10 marks were awarded to this candidate for.

1. minimum recognition of the demands of the question; 

paragraph 4 before the main focus of the question identified, 

Cosmological Argument ‘fails’

2. response is mostly a brief description of 3 of the  5 ways 

from Aquinas supporting the Cosmological Argument

3. no meaningful attempt to analyse

Q3b from DocID: 0546003415258 in 9RS0/01: Available in delegate 

pack

Where candidates did NOT do well in ‘Analyse’ questions



Candidates should:

• remain focused on the intent of the question

• ensure that the answer is well developed and sustained

• provide a well-balanced and structured argument that applies engages with relevant 

scholarship

• refer back to the premise in the argument and whether or not it could survive challenges

• ensure they demonstrate a high level of AO2 content with logically reasoned judgements

• ensure material that is linked to the extract does not simply repeat material from the answer to 

3a but builds on the 3a response.

Examiner advice to teachers



‘Evaluate’
(Question 4)



‘Evaluate’ (Question 4): Levels 1 to 3

Example marking guidance:

This question required candidates to:

‘Evaluate the claim that a futuristic view of the 

Kingdom of God in Luke’s Gospel is 

persuasive’.

Better performing candidates:

• present reasoned judgements that are fully supported by 

comprehensive appraisal of evidence

• demonstrate a wide  range of knowledge; draw on relevant 

knowledge/specialist  language  to support arguments 

offered 

• discuss different arguments/perspectives; appraise these 

through logical chains of reasoning  and present your own 

‘thesis’/ point of view 

• Go beyond an objective analysis of the subject and provide 

your subjective evaluation that is BASED on comprehensive 

evidence



‘Evaluate’ (Question 4): Levels 4 & 5

Example marking guidance:

This question required candidates to:

‘Evaluate the claim that a futuristic view of the 

Kingdom of God in Luke’s Gospel is 

persuasive’.

Better performing candidates:

• present reasoned judgements that are fully supported by 

comprehensive appraisal of evidence

• demonstrate a wide  range of knowledge; draw on relevant 

knowledge/specialist  language  to support arguments 

offered 

• discuss different arguments/perspectives; appraise these 

through logical chains of reasoning  and present your own 

‘thesis’/ point of view 

• Go beyond an objective analysis of the subject and provide 

your subjective evaluation that is BASED on comprehensive 

evidence



Where candidates are required to:

• ‘Evaluate’ means to critically examine/appraise; you must provide your opinion/verdict on the 

question and will only achieve high marks if your conclusion is justified. 

• It is important for candidates to:

• offer arguments that are clear, coherent and effectively supported by specific examples.

• consider the implications of arguments

• demonstrate a clear awareness and evaluation of material offered.

‘Evaluate’ (Question 4)



• In this year’s examinations the overall performance in ‘Evaluate’ questions was similar to that 

in 2023.  

Reasons:

• This is due, in part, to the fact that the synoptic link continues to be in evidence across all the 

papers resulting in L5 being achieved more widely

• Evaluate questions allow students to offer arguments that are clear, coherent and effectively 

supported by specific examples 

• The implications of arguments are considered. 

• There is clear awareness and evaluation of material offered.

‘Evaluate’ (Question 4)



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 ‘Evaluate the 

claim that a futuristic view of the Kingdom of God in 

Luke’s Gospel is persuasive’.

Level 5/30 marks were awarded to this candidate for

1. this essay has a wide range of knowledge and meets all the 

criteria for level 5/30 marks

2. a balanced discussion that engaged and critiqued a range 

of scholarly opinion

3. A well-informed, argued and in places erudite evaluation of 

relevant material reflecting subject specific terminology

Q4 from DocID: 0546004804113 in 9RS0/03: Available in delegate pack
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Candidates who failed to achieve full marks:

• failed to make a clear synoptic link

• unconvincing conclusions that failed to draw together 

arguments offered

• lack of scholarly engagement

This question required candidates to Evaluate the 

claim that a futuristic view of the Kingdom of God in 

Luke’s Gospel is persuasive.

Level 4/24 marks were awarded to this candidate for 

• a one sentence conclusion that failed to draw together ideas 

no attempt to justify

• evaluation drifted into descriptive narrative

• no synoptic link evident

Q4 from DocID: 0546005535947 in 9RS0/03: Available in delegate pack
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Where candidates did NOT do well in ‘Evaluate’ questions



Candidates should:

• recognise how topics can be linked to each other and provide more information when 

answering Q4 

• practise formulating a synoptic link at the end of teaching every topic with one other paper that 

is being studied

• make careful coherent and reasoned judgements of the full range of elements of the question

• sustain their focus on the question as set and not give irrelevant material

• ensure candidates are aware of the criteria and encourage them to aim to reflect the levels of 

achievement, especially for the highest marks in Level 5.

Examiner advice to teachers



Key messages in the 
Principal Examiners reports



Key messages

Candidates should:

• be encouraged to focus closely on the question and its particular requirements. Where a 

question is solely AO1, the focus should be on very specific, accurate and relevant information

• note that where a question has an AO2 element, that should be a major focus and will consist 

of the majority of marks for that question. Reasoned judgements should be made, which are 

justified with accurate information

• note that for the longer final question (worth 30 marks), they must carefully select accurate 

information that ties closely to the question. They should ensure that there is enough depth 

and breadth within their answer, to allow for reaching the higher levels of the mark scheme. 

Critical deconstruction of ideas is incredibly important for this question.



Preparation for future 
examinations



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  

Extra support can be given by the subject adviser who can be contacted 

TeachingReligiousStudies@pearson.com 

https://qualifications.pearson.com/en/subjects/religious-studies.html
mailto:TeachingReligiousStudies@pearson.com
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• Provided feedback on the performance of 

candidates in the 2024 examination series

• During this event we have been thinking about all 

four questions on the A Level paper

• The question always contains the same command 

word/s that has its own specific demand. 

• Considered the variation of candidates’ performance 

• We have seen two examples from each question 

with one being a high achieving example and the 

other at a lower level

• Discussed the Examiner’s Reports  

• Addressed common issues.

Summary



Subject Advisor Support

Our subject advisors are experts in their fields and 

are here to support you throughout the year.

Find the Subject Advisor for your area here and sign 

up to receive regular updates from your Subject 

Advisor on qualification news and support for your 

subject here.

https://qualifications.pearson.com/en/support/support-for-you/subject-advisors.html
https://qualifications.pearson.com/en/forms/subject-advisor-updates-for-teachers-and-tutors.html


Find out more
 

For more professional development 

courses please see Pearson’s 

Professional Development Academy

https://pdacademy.pearson.com/


Your Feedback 
Matters

Following this event, you will receive an 

invitation to share your thoughts about 

the session. Your feedback is invaluable 

to us, as it helps us tailor our 

professional development materials to 

better meet your needs. Please don’t 

hesitate to let us know what you’d like to 

see more of and what areas you think 

could be improved.
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