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Introduction 

• The purpose of this pack is to provide teachers and students with some examples
of responses to A Level Religious Studies Paper 1: Philosophy

• The sample assessment materials which these responses are based on can be
found on the Pearson website

• In this pack, you will find a small sample of responses, an examiner commentary
and the mark scheme for each question.

• The responses are all from students and we have retained their original responses
where possible.  In some cases, the student scripts have been typed to ensure that
they are clear to read.

• We will add to these exemplar packs throughout the year.
• If you have any enquiries regarding these materials or have any other questions

about the course, please contact our subject advisor team on
teachingreligiousstudies@pearson.com
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Question 1 

Question and Mark Scheme 
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Script A 

Examiner Comment: 

Marks Awarded: Level 1 - 2 marks 

This is a rather thin response. The candidate is aware of the meaning of the term and the connection 

with complexity in the design argument but there is little here to allow it to proceed beyond level 1 

as it presents a narrow range with superficial understanding. 
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Script B 

Examiner Comments: 

Marks Awarded: Level 2 - 4 marks 

This response shows awareness of some scholarship from the argument and there are parallels 

made between eye and world although these are under-developed. The candidate attempts to 

broaden their reference to include notions of machines but does not develop this enough to reach 

beyond Level 2. 
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Script C 

Examiner Comments: 

Marks Awarded: Level 2 – 5 marks 

A range of knowledge is presented about the complexity including reference to purpose, but the 

material is underdeveloped and the idea of analogy is limited. 
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Script D 

Examiner Comments: 

Marks Awarded: Level 3 – 6 
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SCRIPT E: 

Examiner Comments: 

Marks Awarded: Level 3 – 8 marks 

There is good range of terminology used alongside a good range of ideas including order, 
complexity, regularity and purpose. The response loses a bit of focus in the very last line 
but the response as a whole comprehensively develops the key religious ideas and 
beliefs required for the question.  

© Pearson Education Ltd 2015 7



Question 2 

Question and Mark Scheme 
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Script A  

Examiner Comments: 

Marks Awarded: Level 1 – 4 marks 

This response is fairly thin and gives an overview or thin summary of the positions of Copleston and 

Russell but there is no detail, explanation or rationale for these views, or an assessment of them.  
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Script B 
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Examiner Comments: 

Marks Awarded: Level 2 – 8 marks 

This candidate attempts to set out the terms of religious experience and uses some good 

terminology. There is some detail on the positions of both Copleston and Russell but these are 

presented as summaries with little concrete assessment of each position or clarification of the 

reasons for their views – although this is touched on. This response sits in level 2, at the top end. 
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Script C: 
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Examiner Comments: 

Marks Awarded: Level 3 – 9 marks 
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Script D:  
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Examiner Comments: 

Marks Awarded: Level 3 – 10 marks 
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SCRIPT E: 
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Examiner Comments: 

Marks Awarded: Level 3 – 12 marks 

This answer covers a wide range of material revealing good knowledge and uses 
terminology well throughout. It critically deconstructs information and presents reasoned 
judgments about key issues and reasons for the positions adopted by the key thinkers. It 
is very well informed and it constructs a coherent discussion across the full range of 
elements in the question. As with other candidates, this student has written outside the 
allocated space. Additional space will be provided in future.  
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Question 3 

Question and Mark Scheme 
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Level Mark Descriptor 

0 No rewardable material. 
Level 1 1–3  A narrow range of knowledge, specialist language and terminology are

selected but are unlikely to be used appropriately or accurately (AO1).
 Knowledge and understanding of key religious ideas and beliefs is

superficial (AO1).
 Knowledge and understanding addresses a narrow range of key religious

ideas and beliefs with some inaccuracies that are not directly linked to the
extract (AO1).

Level 2 4–6  A range of knowledge, specialist language and terminology are selected
most of which are used appropriately with some inaccuracies (AO1).

 Knowledge and understanding of key religious ideas and beliefs is
detailed, however it is not fully developed (AO1).

 Knowledge and understanding addresses a narrow range of key religious
ideas and beliefs and are linked in most cases to reference from the
extract (AO1).

Level 3 7–10  A wide range of knowledge, specialist language and terminology are
carefully selected and used appropriately, accurately and sustained
throughout (AO1).

 Knowledge and understanding of key religious ideas and beliefs is detailed
and fully developed (AO1).

 Knowledge and understanding addresses a broad range of key religious
ideas and beliefs and are fully linked to references from the extract (AO1).



Script A 
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Examiner Comments: 

Marks Awarded: Level 2 – 4 marks 

This is a short response that focuses on the idea of explaining why God does not act in the face of 

suffering rather than directly on the issue of falsification. Whilst a bit repetitious it does make some 

useful points about not allowing belief to be shown to be wrong but these points are rather 

superficial and on a narrow range of ideas in the topic. The final sentence is stronger meaning it 

might just reach into the bottom of L:2. 
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Script B 
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Examiner Comments: 

Marks Awarded: Level 2 – 6 marks 

This response is fuller and has more reference to the context of falsification. It attempts to develop 

the idea of not allowing anything to count against an idea and how this undermines it but is not 

developed enough to reach past the top of Level 2. 
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Script C 
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Examiner Comments: 

Marks Awarded: Level 3 – 10 marks 

This response outlines the ideas in the text and explains their context using a wide range 
of knowledge of religious ideas. This is fully developed; ideas are linked to references 
from the extract and specialist language is used well throughout. The candidate displays 
a rigorous understanding of the key concepts and implications in this passage.  
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3 b) 

Question and Mark Scheme 
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Question 

number 

Indicative content 

3(b) 5 marks AO1, 15 marks AO2 

AO1 will be used by candidates to underpin their analysis and evaluation. 

Candidates will be required to demonstrate knowledge and understanding 

using specialist language and terminology when responding to the 

question, and in meeting AO2 descriptors described below. 

Candidates may refer to the following in relation to AO1. 

 Religious language has many uses with an assumption that it communicates
sense.

 However, religious language is so different from normal speech, such as speech
used in discussion about God who is believed to be beyond space and time.

 Religious language has been criticised in many ways, including logical
positivism and its allied view of language – falsification.

AO2 requires candidates to develop their answers showing analytical and 

evaluative skills to address the question. Such responses will be 

underpinned by their use of knowledge and understanding. 

Candidates may refer to the following in relation to AO2. 

 Logical positivism argues there are tests to determine whether or not claims
are meaningful, including support from experience. When this is applied to
religious language there seems to be no empirical evidence and therefore the
claim is said to be meaningless.

 A further test as to whether religious language is meaningful or meaningless is
that it is not analytic and true by definition and therefore is meaningless.

 Hare argues that religious language is like a ‘blik’ because people believe in
them and act on them even though they are not readily supported by evidence
and therefore this type of claim, including religious language can be argued to
be meaningful.

 Mitchell builds up a case for the use of evidence when claims may appear to be
ambiguous and may therefore be meaningful.

 There can be criticisms of the falsification stance on the grounds of its reliance
on empirical evidence, this weakens the falsification technique because these
are based on the limitations of the verification principle.

 There are alternative models for assessing religious language claims, such as
Wittgenstein’s language games, and therefore these may limit the strength of
falsification.

Candidates who show achievement only against AO1 will not be able to gain marks 
beyond the top of Level 1. 



Level Mark Descriptor 

0 No rewardable material. 
Level 1 1–4  A narrow range of knowledge, specialist language and terminology are

selected but are unlikely to be used appropriately or accurately (AO1).
 Information/issues are selected (AO2).
 Makes basic connections between a limited range of elements in the

question (AO2).
 Judgements are supported by generic arguments (AO2).

Level 2 5–8  A limited range of knowledge, specialist language and terminology are
selected, some of which are used appropriately with some inaccuracies
(AO1).

 Deconstructs religious information/issues (AO2).
 Makes connections between a limited range of elements in the question

(AO2).
 Judgements of a limited range of elements in the question are made with

little or no attempt to appraise evidence (AO2).
Level 3 9–12  A range of knowledge, specialist language and terminology are selected,

most of which are used appropriately with some inaccuracies (AO1).
 Deconstructs religious information/issues, which lead to a simple chain of

reasoning (AO2).
 Makes connections between many but not all of the elements in the

question (AO2).
 Judgements of a limited range of elements in the question are made,

which are supported by an attempt to appraise evidence (AO2).
Level 4 13–16  A wide range of knowledge, specialist language and terminology are

carefully selected, most of which are used appropriately and accurately
throughout (AO1).

 Deconstructs religious information/issues leading to coherent and logical
chains of reasoning (AO2).

 Makes connections between a wide range of elements in the question
(AO2).

 Constructs coherent and reasoned judgements of many but not all of
elements in the question, which are supported by the appraisal of some
evidence (AO2).

Level 5 17–20  A wide range of knowledge, specialist language and terminology are
carefully selected and used appropriately, accurately and sustained
throughout (AO1).

 Critically deconstructs religious information/issues leading to coherent
and logical chains of reasoning (AO2).

 Makes connections between the full range of elements in the question
(AO2).

 Constructs coherent and reasoned judgements of the full range of
elements in the question, which are fully supported by the
comprehensive appraisal of evidence (AO2).



Script A 
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Examiner Comments: 

Marks Awarded: Level 2 – 8 marks 

This response gives a broad-brush overview of the issues about not allowing evidence to count 

against belief. It considers some implications of this and the idea of faith being a test. It lacks direct 

focus on the meaning or otherwise of religious language and stays instead with evidence and 

falsifying belief so it is rather narrow in its range. Connections are made between a limited range of 

the question and some judgements given but it needs more depth and breadth to reach into Level 3. 
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Script B 

© Pearson Education Ltd 2015 28



© Pearson Education Ltd 2015 29



Examiner Comments: 

Marks Awarded: Level 4 – 15 marks (14?) 

There is a good range of ideas here, although some good be further developed and connections are 

made between meaning in a Logical Positivist context and in other possible ways. There are 

judgements made about interpretations of meaning and its impact and some conclusions drawn. 

This answer reaches into level 4 near the top end. 
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Script C 
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Examiner Comments: 

Marks Awarded: Level 5 – 20 marks 

This answer is clearly structured and covers a wide range of knowledge and uses specialist well 

throughout. It makes connections between a range of ideas and deconstructs issues; it also manages 

to present coherent and reasoned judgements with a full appraisal of evidence. 
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Question 4 

Question and Mark Scheme 

© Pearson Education Ltd 2015 34



© Pearson Education Ltd 2015 35



© Pearson Education Ltd 2015 36



Script A 
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Examiner Comments: 

Marks Awarded: Level 3 – 17 marks (18 might not be put down by a PE, for discussion) 

This response covers a good range of ideas although it lacks scholarship and depth. It offers 

strengths and weakness and a view on each theory although again superficial in places. There is 

good effort to balance between the two theories (not essential but good for range) and there is an 

element of attempted comparison as a means of evaluation. Overall there is a range of knowledge, 

with some inaccuracies, it makes a simple chain of reasoning, and there is some attempt to appraise 

evidence. However, it lacks depth, detail, scholars and there are no links attempted. This would 

reach the top of Level 3. 
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Script B 
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Examiner Comments: 

Marks Awarded: Level 4 – 24 marks 

First thoughts but on reflection and from Chief: the quality of AO2 re strengths and 
weaknesses could push this into L 5 

This response has a good level of detail and some scholars are referred to.  It covers a wide range of 

knowledge and uses some specialist language. It has logical chains of reasoning about the self and 

identity and appraises evidence (although briefly in places) to form a judgement. There is clear 

evaluation of the views and convincing conclusions are drawn about their merits or otherwise. There 

is some effort to link this component to Ethics although more can be made of this, it feels like a 

name check rather than an exploration of the relationship. A solid, good and broad essay but it could 

be improved to reach safely into Level 5. Top level 4.  
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Script C 
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Examiner Comments: 

Marks Awarded: Level 5 – 30 marks 

This answer gives a full account of the issues in the question using terminology competently and in a 

sustained manner.   The candidate answers the full elements of the question in a balanced manner.  

There is effective use of scholarship coupled with a proficient use of key terms.  The systematic 

analysis of the strengths and weaknesses of various points of view shows a very good level of 

understanding and a comprehensive appraisal of evidence.  It moves towards conclusions that are 

convincingly advanced based on reasoned judgements and a careful marshalling of evidence 

concerning issues raised. It deconstructs ideas and considers challenges regarding identity and 

continuity well. There are good links made between this and other area of study as required by the 

question and there is a consideration of the impact from and upon other areas of studies with a 

good use of evidence.  
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