edexcel

Examiners’ Report
June 2015

GCE Religious Studies 6RS02 1B

ALWAYS LEARNING PEARSON



2

Edexcel and BTEC Qualifications

Edexcel and BTEC qualifications come from Pearson, the UK'’s largest awarding body. We
provide a wide range of qualifications including academic, vocational, occupational and
specific programmes for employers. For further information visit our qualifications websites
at www.edexcel.com or www.btec.co.uk.

Alternatively, you can get in touch with us using the details on our contact us page at

www.edexcel.com/contactus.

Giving you insight to inform next steps

ResultsPlus is Pearson’s free online service giving instant and detailed analysis of your
students’ exam results.

See students’ scores for every exam question.
e Understand how your students’ performance compares with class and national averages.
o Identify potential topics, skills and types of question where students may need to
develop their learning further.

For more information on ResultsPlus, or to log in, visit www.edexcel.com/resultsplus.
Your exams officer will be able to set up your ResultsPlus account in minutes via Edexcel Online.

Pearson: helping people progress, everywhere

Pearson aspires to be the world’s leading learning company. Our aim is to help everyone
progress in their lives through education. We believe in every kind of learning, for all kinds
of people, wherever they are in the world. We've been involved in education for over 150
years, and by working across 70 countries, in 100 languages, we have built an international
reputation for our commitment to high standards and raising achievement through
innovation in education. Find out more about how we can help you and your students at:
Www.pearson.com/uk.

June 2015
Publications Code US042512

All the material in this publication is copyright
© Pearson Education Ltd 2015

GCE Religious Studies 6RS02 1B



Introduction

The 2015 examination season was another very successful season for candidates who
presented inspirational studies in the Investigations Paper. The quality of candidates’ work
is a testimony to the high level of engagement with selected studies drawn from a very
wide range of academic fields. The high standard of work evidenced in June 2015 was no
exception to historical high standards as candidates demonstrated a very high level of
independent enquiry which clearly demonstrated what their chosen area of investigation
had meant to them as a learning experience. Candidates showcased their knowledge of

a particular academic field in the way they identified a line of enquiry, clearly expressed
their view, analysed key concepts and deployed evidence with coherent understanding of
their task whilst fluently evaluating a wide range of source material that they had at their
disposal. The enthusiasm for, and knowledge of, the chosen topic was clearly conveyed in
many answers that were truly academic in their approach. A few centres continue to focus
on the same or similar topics for all their candidates, whereas other centres permitted
considerable choice for individual candidates. Candidates were mostly very well prepared for
the examination and it was evident that centres used their specialist resources and interests
to encourage candidates to research in depth a particular area of study. It is important to
stress again that the ‘Investigations’ unit has a definite academic purpose. The aim is to
involve students as active participants pursuing open-ended enquiries with an emphasis on
independent learning. Questions were designed to be inclusive of all possible approaches

to various topics and all valid answers were considered. At this stage in the life of the
specification it is difficult to find new things to report because, in the main, centres possess
a very high degree of expertise and this is clearly evidenced in the work that is produced on
the day of the examination.

There are still a few areas for development that are reported similarly each year and once
again 2015 showed evidence of a small minority of centres that need to take this on board.
Centres are encouraged to review their performance in 2015 against all or some of the
following points:

e Whilst most centres had entered their candidates for the correct option there were still
a few entries for particular Areas of Study where consideration regarding entry for a
different Area of Study may have been beneficial to the candidate. It is important to
ensure candidates know which area of their investigation is the best fit for the question
they answer on the paper.

e There was evidence of candidates choosing a different question on the paper to the
question they had clearly prepared for before the examination. In some of these cases
the candidate was using material suitable for Question 1 to answer Question 3 (or vice
versa) and not really grappling fully with the demands of the question. This practice
does not always work to the best effect as the candidate might end up answering neither
question as fully as possible. It must be noted that each question was written for ONE
of three topics within each particular Area of Study. Whilst it is good to note that less
candidates than 2014 attempted this approach there were still some candidates in
this session who answered a question they had not prepared for and may need to be
reminded which question their material is best directed at and be advised to answer that
question.

e Centres should ensure that candidates are entered for the option that matches their
Area of Study and that candidates are clear about which question they have been
prepared for on the paper. There is still evidence of centres studying Paper 1B and 1F
being entered for 1A. This might be an oversight regarding filling out the form - centres
must chose 6RS02 and then identify which of the seven papers from 1A to 1G is the
specific entry.
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e Variation in achievement was related to the two assessment objectives. These objectives
should receive prominent attention in the process of the investigation. Importantly there
must be explicit attention to both objectives in the examination answer and also to the
question that is intended to focus the answer. Each question consistently referred to
the assessment objectives with the trigger word ‘Examine’ for AO1 and ‘Comment on’
for AO2. These dictated the structure of the question and helped candidates to plan
their answers. It would be advisable for candidates to pay regular attention to the level
descriptors for these assessment objectives as a way of monitoring their development
and progress during their investigations. The phrase ‘with reference to the topic you
have investigated’ will always appear in the question to ensure that the generic question
can be answered with material from any appropriate investigation. The mark scheme
itself is generic to all questions but the answer itself is not necessarily generic as
candidates are expected to use their material to answer the question. The purpose of the
question is to challenge candidates to adapt their material so that at the highest levels
they may demonstrate a coherent understanding of the task based on the selection
of their material. Widely deployed evidence/arguments/sources were evident in well
structured responses to the task whereby a clearly expressed viewpoint was supported
by well-deployed evidence and reasoned argument. There was skilful deployment of
religious language in many answers and the fluency of good essays showed command
over the material; such command makes for high outcomes and rewards the amount
of hard work done by the candidate. Many candidates had clearly learned much in the
process and their overall grasp of the issues involved and command over their material
was highly commendable.

e Candidates at the lower end of achievement struggled with the demands of the question.
In preparation for this examination some candidates may find it useful to write up
their investigation under exam timed conditions to a variety of different possible
questions. They might build up a humber of different essay plans to different possible
questions. The important point in these activities is to enable candidates to develop
their management of material such as how to best structure their content to answer
the specific question. However, success can be undermined by writing up a rote-learnt
answer which was not adapted to the question set or by answering a question that has
been written for a topic they have not studied. In 2015 there was still far too much
evidence of rote learned answers using the same structure and material inclusive
of quotes; whilst much information was relevant to the topic and consequently was
awarded in terms of AO1, there was a significant lack of engagement with the specific
demands of the question and consequently marks for AO2 were low, with only generic
evaluation provided. This approach is contrasted with another form where candidates
were trained to answer the question; arguably, this is evidence of good practice but
at the lower end some candidates thought it was sufficient to simply use the question
stimulus at the end of each paragraph. The best answers were those which were guided
by the statement as opposed to simply ‘tagging it on’ to content that they were already
anticipating to write about. A balanced approach to the question that meets the highest
levels of achievement according to both assessment objectives is obviously desirable and
the generic question accommodates many possible routes to success whereby any valid
approach to the question was credited.

e Finally, there is increasing evidence of poorly written scripts that are almost illegible.
Candidates are strongly advised to practice writing under timed conditions. Centres
are assured that much time was invested in attempting to decipher illegible answers
but there is always the risk that a badly written word/phrase/paragraph could be
misinterpreted and it is best to avoid the chances of this occurring. Examiners
understand the time constraints that candidates are writing under but this problem
regarding illegible handwriting seems to be on the increase. Centres need to address
this issue because the current format for examinations requires candidates’ ability to
sustain handwriting and academic standards under examination pressure.

That said, the excellent work of centres and candidates in 6RS02 bears testimony to the
academic potential of candidates that is a joy to behold when it is fully realised.
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Question 1

The majority of candidates produced thoughtful and authoritative essays which
demonstrated comprehensive understanding of key ideas that were discussed critically

with confidence and authority. Such essays were well structured, relevant and well written
- these candidates gave comprehensive and detailed responses to the question. There

was clear evidence of learning of subject knowledge and many candidates were able to

use this knowledge to discuss the title in relation to their area of study. This question gave
candidates the opportunity to really demonstrate the breadth and depth of their knowledge
and understanding of the Philosophy of Religion in the context of the question (i.e. religious
experience and claims about God and/or human nature). It was good to see that the
majority of candidates made the most of this opportunity by making reference to the works
of many philosophers and theorists on the matter. Most candidates also grouped a number
of philosophers together in terms of their particular perspective/time period/field (i.e.
existentialist, Greek, Scientific, etc). Moreover, some candidates began with one or two core
philosophers from a particular perspective and then made reference to other philosophers
whose understanding of the topic supported this particular perspective. Evaluation was
evident through direct exposition of and critically appraising particular philosophical
standpoints, mostly through the citing of a number of philosophers and their relevant ideas.
This was good to see as it demonstrated a sound understanding of how a humber of ideas
and perspectives intersect around a particular philosophical issue.

The best answers related their study of the varieties of religious experience to understanding
the mysterious nature of ‘the holy’. These responses tended to be quite open minded and
even handed in their assessment - to address both the advantages of religious experience
and its problems.

Material from a wide range of scholarship was integrated into a coherent response rather
than just re-telling a range of views/theories/life/work within the chosen investigation. There
were some outstanding essays where the candidates had a coherent understanding of the
task, and responded skilfully to the question with a clearly expressed viewpoint supported
by well-deployed evidence and reasoned argument.

It was refreshing to read a variety of answers which explored the topic in original ways.

It is clear that many centres have chosen the topics very carefully indeed and so there
appears to be more candidates taking on more demanding topics which offer a genuine
challenge and which has led to some very thoughtful and probing work. The majority of
essays were well structured, relevant and well written. There was clear evidence of subject
knowledge and most candidates were able to use this knowledge to discuss the question in
relation to their topic. Candidates are often very well prepared and some have researched
their subjects very thoroughly.

Better responses in increasing numbers ventured towards a wider range of sources
deploying a wide range of scholars, ideas and traditions. The psychology of religion material
has increased in popularity and this material was well handled.

Many candidates of all abilities covered material on St Teresa, Julian of Norwich, the Toronto
Blessing and conversion experiences; this material was handled critically by more able
candidates and sharply contrasted the uncritical approach typical at the lower range of
achievement.
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Overall the majority of candidates were well prepared for this question and had no difficulty
in responding to it.

However, it was disappointing that some candidates reproduced learned material with

only limited reference to the question and depressed achievement simply through failure

to address the question. The structure of candidate responses in the lower range of
achievement were evidently framed by reliance on a model answer which fitted a range of
likely questions that might come up. Although such reliance does not negatively impact on
examiner marking it is important to note that such modelling may lead to constraining the
natural and nurtured ability of candidates to produce something original and compelling to
read. As such, many candidates missed out on a higher level of achievement despite their
ability. Most students had very good subject knowledge but a significant number did not
select the information as readily as one might have hoped. These students tended to be less
analytical. These essays were also the more likely to not refer/answer the question save for
the very end of the essay, if at all. An emerging issue this year is the quality of spelling and
since last year a persistent problem with legibility.

Some candidates had more difficulty with manipulating their material.

Weaker and more pedestrian scripts focused on types of religious experience and their
outlines of ‘scholars’ were often confined to descriptive accounts that lacked understanding
of the issues at stake.

Whilst they still produced essays of merit, there was evidence of a formulaic style of
answers by some candidates who apparently relied on the same source(s)and quotes; A02
achievement was undermined when

weaker responses became overly descriptive of religious experiences at the expense of at
least some essential philosophical analysis of their meaning and significance.

James, Persinger and Swinburne remain the most popular scholars for many candidates
and, there were several cases of Dawkins being used uncritically regardless of whether the
candidate agreed or disagreed with his views. In such cases the essays can be a little one
sided and weaker responses lacked balance and had little appreciation of the conflict and
debate within the area of study. A few candidates were over reliant on a study of Persinger’s
helmet or case studies of Near Death Experiences.

This year is no exception to former years where the phrase ‘with reference to the topic

you have investigated’ led to responses ranging from general statements with little or

no reference to a particular topic, to some very precise analyses of particular ideas and
scholars. Some candidates covered a lot of topics, often in a rather shallow way, providing

a general narrative account of views of religious experience. Of the weaker scripts, it was
common to see accounts of miracles and a discussion of Hume interpreted by the candidate
as an account and discussion of a religious experience. Some candidates gave a good outline
of the argument for the existence of God based on religious experience and considered its
strengths and weaknesses; such essays gained some credit, but these candidates struggled
to relate their responses closely to the question set. Candidates must be reminded that

the demands of this paper are different to the demands of 6RS03. Weaker analysis and
evaluation amounted to an awkward juxta-positioning of ideas and perspectives e.g ‘Plato
states this...whereas Darwin (or Dawkins) would say that.... Stronger candidates’ evaluation
was blended within a myriad of perspectives e.g. ‘Plato states this.... From which we can
learn... this is interesting when compared with Darwin whose understanding differs from that
of Plato in that he.... Etc’. Evaluation is more clearly obvious in the latter example.

Nonetheless, the point remains that the most able candidates produced original arguments
and wrote in a fluent and interesting way with consistent reference to the question.

In some cases analysis and evaluation of ideas was exceptional or very good (as in the
majority of cases), whereas some merely listed the opposing/numerous views.
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There were still a very high number of responses that made a serious attempt to answer
the question. The best answers considered the question against the background of the
scholarship they had engaged with. These candidates assessed the persuasiveness of their

argument in relation to the range of scholarship deployed and many answers were very well
done.

Exceptional responses tended to respond to the question more directly, thus recognising the
opportunity offered by a deconstruction/discussion of the question.

GCE Religious Studies 6RS02 1B
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The candidate in the following essay extract presented a range of material that was framed
on a model answer. The topic studied is corporate and charismatic religious experience

plus the Toronto Blessing. This candidate strings the whole topic together in an opening
statement proclaiming to have studied ‘a corporate charismatic religious experience’. A
reputable range of scholars is subsequently rehearsed with some understanding of their
contribution with little reference, if any, to the question. The candidate continues to define
religious experience and a range of terms across the first two pages before moving on to the
Toronto Blessing. This essay illustrates the discussion above on how pre-prepared modelling
might constrain the natural and nurtured ability of candidates. If they are to produce
something original and compelling to read they have to move beyond merely rehearsing
content towards a more critical appraisal of the viewpoints under discussion. The mark given
to this essay demonstrates that examiners do not negatively mark - but it is clear that

the approach of the candidate was already self-limiting especially in the A02 assessment
objective. Throughout the whole essay there was insufficient attention paid to the question.
We should not have to wait until the concluding paragraph to assess how far the question
has been answered.
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Examiner Comments

In the introduction the candidate introduces the topic
with an incorrect summary statement of the topic
studied and proceeds to begin a range of definitions
that are left undiscussed analytically.

Examiner Tip

Examining and commenting on a good range of
appropriate scholarship often results in a well
written, balanced study. The question is there to be
addressed not ignored.
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This is an example of a very good essay which serves to contrast against the last essay.
The candidate presented widely deployed evidence that formed a structured response to
the task. This essay is representative of the quality of work produced by able candidates
who skilfully adapt their material to the demands of the question. The candidate explored
religious experience through a wide range of scholarship and sustained a consistent line of
argument throughout the entire essay. This was a substantial piece of work.

Indicate which question you are answering by marking a cross in the box [X. If you change your
mind, put a line through the box 8 and then indicate your new question with a cross X,

Remember answer ONLY ONE question.

Chosen question number: Question1 [A Question2 ] Question3 [J

e 2
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Examiner Comments

In the introduction the candidate interacts with the
question by discussing very concisely the contribution
of William James. The essay is clear throughout and the
conclusion follows on with conviction.

Q ResultsPlus

Examiner Tip

Clearly adapting your material to the question makes
for a good outcome. Solid study of the topic involves
studying at least some of the most notable scholars
in the field. Work logically through your material to
answer the question.
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Question 2

There was less reliance in this question on the nuanced opinion and intricacy of ideas of
different theorists and philosophers, and more reliance on situating these accounts into
particular approaches which meant that the opportunity for philosophical in-depth analysis
was lost. Much of the comments regarding question 1 are also relevant to question 2.
However, the polarisation noted last year continues in that, on the whole, the responses

to question 1 were of a higher standard than those of question 2; whilst other candidates
produced outstanding scripts for this question. These quality scripts were of a higher order
and did in fact go into depth of analysis and brought differences of opinion to a debate
rather than a simple presentation of a ‘for and against’ argument. The fact remains that
variable achievement for this question is a movement away from the predominantly
outstanding achievement of the past. It is hard to say how far this movement is happening
but it is reported that many of the responses to question 2 were limited in their breadth of
their knowledge of ‘the philosophy of mind’ or even how this can be understood in relation
to the ‘philosophy of religion’. The consequence of this was a much reduced number of
philosophers and thinkers being referenced, too descriptive prose on the perspective -
rather than allowing a flow of debate between ideas and perspectives or even a depth of
analysis/evaluation of these perspectives. Candidates need to resist the temptation to
merely rehearse learned material because it is essential that there is clear engagement with
the question. There are still rather a lot of low to middle ability scripts where candidates
provide (often lengthy) accounts of near-death and out-of-body experiences. Some
weaker scripts tend to present the various positions in the debate as a list with insufficient
commentary and discussion. Many candidates provided a systematic account of various
positions in the mind/body debate, covering monism, materialism, behaviourism, dualism
etc. These topics are generally very well understood, but some candidates disadvantaged
themselves by not relating these positions to particular scholars.

Having noted the above caution regarding achievement in the mid to lower range; this
question continues to attract outstanding scholarly responses and was very well done by
able candidates who were effective at analysing the question and discussing the relevance of
their research in this context.

The best answers systematically examined forms of monism and dualism and tackled issues
of interaction, some then with Life after Death as more of a case study as to how these
theories might then play out in relation to the question. It was very pleasing to read the
high proportion of scripts which handled the material from key scholars in a balanced and
critical way. The majority of scripts discussed the various viewpoints of dualists, monists
and materialists very effectively. The question invited some very thorough responses from
many candidates offering a technically competent, detailed, analysis of dualism and monism
accompanied by an evaluation of the strengths and weaknesses that was skilfully targeted
at the question.

There was evidence, however, of good candidates who did not do justice to their AO1
material in their evaluation because they were less confident about discussing the question.
It is encouraging to see such a wide range of scholars included in responses and generally
there were few really weak answers in this Area of Study; weaker candidates included

rote learned material which did not answer the question and were defined by a simplistic
approach and difficulty in manipulating the material. Weaker candidates confined their
response to describing accounts of Near Death Experiences and Out of the Body Experiences
whilst stronger responses were fluent in their handling of a wide range of scholarship in their
discussions of Descartes, Plato, Aristotle and Ryle with the best of them focussing effectively
on Greek philosophy particularly well. As with other questions, weaker candidates did not
always tackle the question on the paper. It is also a matter of some concern that many
candidates seem to have a confused sense of the historical context of the scholars they
refer to. By contrast, better candidates often discuss the cultural context of ideas, thereby
demonstrating a very authoritative grasp of the subject.
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This candidate begins with a plan and gets off to a tentative start in this 7 page essay with

a brief opening paragraph. The second page is devoted to outlining the mind body problem
and then acknowledges the question half way down by suggesting dualism might solve the
issue. In the next few pages the candidate moves through standard material on the mind
body relationship and answers the question in the concluding paragraph. The candidate does
not really offer a detailed analysis of any one position but clearly understands the topic. This
candidate has clearly studied a useful range of material but the length of the essay does not
allow for a more in-depth exploration of these ideas. This essay is indicative of the range of
good candidates who did not do full justice to their AO1 material in their evaluation because
had not really explored the topic more fully. The candidate shows some critical evaluation
but not enough to take this into the highest levels of achievement.

Indicate which question you are answering by marking a cross in the box [X. If you change your
mind, put a line through the box & and then indicate your new question with a cross [X.

Remember answer ONLY ONE question.

GCE Religious Studies 6RS02 1B
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Examiner Comments

This essay is a rehearsal of the main concepts
within the mind-body debate. No theory
is covered in great detail. The candidate

addresses the question at the end of the essay.

Q ResultsPlus

Examiner Tip

Knowing the topic in detail will help to you

to substantiate any valid comment on the
question. General coverage of essential ideas
does not meet the requirement of the highest
level descriptors. Material must be well selected
to demonstrate emphasis and clarity of ideas
and widely deployed to answer the question.
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This essay, is an example of a more detailed piece of work that pays close attention to the
guestion. The candidate sets out their stall in the introduction and sustains the promise of
some comment on the question itself. Whilst there were other essays that were arguably
worthy of more than the available marks (!) this candidate has certainly done enough to

earn full marks. The inclusion of a range of material from Plato, Hinduism and Buddhism
enhances the discussion.

Indicate which question you are answering by marking a cross in the box . If you change your
mind, put a line through the box & and then indicate your new question with a cross [X.

Remember answer ONLY ONE question.

Chosen question number: Question1 [] Question2 X Question3 [J
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Examiner Comments

The introduction sets out the structure of the essay and
promises a more substantive coverage of the topic.

us

A
2@ ResultsP

Examiner Tip

Establish a position in relation to the question and then argue
for or against it.

Work logically through your material to answer the question.
More detailed work brings its own reward in higher outcomes.
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Question 3

Candidates chose to demonstrate the breadth and depth of their understanding by

using a number of philosophers of religion and their ideas throughout to answer the
question directly towards supporting their own conclusion. This question asks candidate

to respond using one or more philosophers they have investigated. Although positive
marking was employed in all cases, candidates who were able to introduce more than one
philosopher into their answer warranted a higher mark. As always, this question attracted
a large variety of answers, including some truly outstanding responses to the question.
Candidates routinely demonstrated a very accurate, comprehensive and often sophisticated
understanding of the key ideas of a scholar with really good accounts of the works of Plato,
Aristotle, Aquinas, Descartes, Hume, Kierkegaard, Nagel, Nietzsche, Leibniz, Kierkegaard,
Bonheoffer, Marx and Sartre.

One of the most popular combinations was Kierkegaard and Sartre.

The obvious enthusiasm so many candidates had for the area of study was clearly conveyed
by very mature essays in which the significant features of the work of philosopher/
philosophers within the philosophy of religion was discussed. The best answers referred to

a range of ideas or works by the chosen philosopher and put them in the correct context

of their time or the impact on subsequent thought which made for interesting, thoughtful
and scholarly analysis of their ideas. Good quality answers focussed on an interesting range
of philosophers with many candidates choosing to compare and contrast two different
philosophers; thus allowing for easier AO2 comment on any useful insights into religion and/
or God that might be derived from any the study of the philosophy of religion. Candidates
were well versed with the significant features of the work of the philosopher(s) they had
studied and most gave an accurate analysis of the philosopher(s) they had investigated. The
best answers referred to a range of ideas or works by the chosen philosopher and placed
them in the correct context of their time whilst assessing the features of their work with
great ease.

There was a discrepancy in the way candidates at the lower end responded to the question;
some simply offered a biographical account of a scholar and could have addressed the
question itself more explicitly. This particular problem is more evident in weaker scripts.

Some candidates discussed both Sartre and Kierkegaard and did less well because of time
constraints; they just did not cover the material they clearly had intended to cover. In this
range not many answers included much by way of comment from scholars on the views of
their philosophers, and although this was not a requirement it did enhance the answers of
candidates who were able to do it. Some candidates chose one idea/argument from their
philosopher and did a strengths or weaknesses of that view; whilst this was not necessarily
a bad approach it was most often done at a simpler level and not fully focused on the
guestion in terms of concluding about the significant features of their philosopher(s) within
the philosophy of religion. Weaker answers focused on Aquinas but largely through the 5
Ways only.

The followers of Dawkins increase year on year and are often hallmarked by one-sided
analysis and discussion that is coupled with a certain enthusiasm for Dawkinian rhetoric.
These interesting essays can be improved by connecting the ideas under discussion to a
wider range of philosophers in the field. It is a fact that candidates who are able to discuss
more than one philosopher generally produced better quality essays - this is because they
compared and contrasted the ideas better and carried their overall response to the question
more successfully. Some candidates made one or two philosophers the main subject of their
response and introduced the ideas of other philosophers and/or theorists along the way and
at appropriate times, in order to make a critical comparison and/or evaluate a point.

There is continued evidence of whole centres following the same structure for a pre-
prepared answer that was not subsequently manipulated by candidates to answer the
question. Some candidates tended to argue from the outset for the existence of God rather
than answering the question; this was especially apparent in responses that focussed on
Aquinas or Paley. A few problems persist with candidates answering an apparently different
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question without paying due attention to the question on the paper. It is expected that pre-
prepared material addresses the question on the paper. Some candidates who had clearly
studied material directly related to Question 1 on Religious Experience attempted this
question. Whilst there is nothing to prohibit this, candidates might limit achievement if they
attempt a question for a different topic to the topic they had been prepared for; especially if
they are not explicitly answering the task set by the question. Centres are reminded that the
three questions on the paper are written for three different topics.

This essay is another example of a well-executed piece of work showing clear command of
the topic. The candidate answers the question fluently. The candidate understands Hume’s
work on empiricism and scepticism and does not confine the study to Hume’s critique of
miracles. The candidate clearly conveys essential elements of Hume’s thought with insightful
reflection on the question.

Indicate which question you are answering by marking a cross in the box [X. If you change your
mind, put a line through the box 3 and then indicate your new question with a cross X.

Remember answer ONLY ONE question.

Chosen question number: Question1 [] Question2 1 Question3 X e
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ﬁ / ResultsPlus

Examiner Comments

The candidate’s clear style of writing helps the reader to
follow the argument. The juxtaposition of ideas shows a clear
and thorough understanding of the task in hand as the essay
progresses. The essay was not overly long but achieved a
high outcome nevertheless.

A
@ ResultsP

Examiner Tip

us

Last year’s tip is repeated again because there is
no substitute for knowing your field. Assimilation of
the essential concepts in preparation for the exam
helps the essay to flow easily. Coherence within the
structure of an essay is related to proper selection
and deployment of material. Work hard to get this
right. It pays off in the quality of your work.
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This essay, like many other essays at this level, answers the question and shows a clear
command of the topic. The candidate understands existentialism very well and clearly

conveys essential elements of the thought of Kierkegaard and Sartre. This candidate clearly
understood the ideas and deployed material coherently.

Indicate which question you are answering by marking a cross in the box [X. If you change your
mind, put a line through the box #& and then indicate your new question with a cross [X.

Remember answer ONLY ONE question.

Chosen question number: Question1 [l Question2 I Question 3 K —
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ﬁ ResultsPlus

Examiner Comments

The plan indicates the range of material that will
appear in the essay. The first two pages clearly shows
the grasp the candidate has over their material and
this control is sustained throughout the essay.

% ResultsPlus

Examiner Tip

Do not be afraid of choosing a topic that is of interest
to you nor of reading material that pushes the
boundaries of your thinking beyond knowledge into
critical appreciation. Excellent studies always stand
out as distinctively engaged with the nuances of the
topic and its adaptation towards the question.
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Paper Summary

Based on their performance, candidates are offered the following advice:

Do not ignore the question.

A generic question is not best answered with a generic answer. The question is made
up of two parts. The question itself and the generic phrase ‘Examine and comment with
reference to the topic you have investigated.” Answer the question.

Use appropriate sources and, if possible, include recent scholarship.

Well deployed material will show how well you understand your topic and how you are
using your material to answer the question.

Do not forget to comment on your material in relation to the question.

Use your evidence to substantiate your argument.

Comment on alternative views if you know them.

Express your viewpoint clearly.

Practice writing under timed conditions as part of your preparation.

Do not spend too much time on your essay plan to the detriment of the essay itself.

Write legibly.
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Grade Boundaries
Grade boundaries for this, and all other papers, can be found on the website on this link:

http://www.edexcel.com/iwantto/Pages/grade-boundaries.aspx
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