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Introduction
 GENERAL COMMENTS

The Investigations Paper of June 2010 demonstrated an encouraging level of engagement with 
a wide range of topics by candidates who demonstrated a superb level of scholarship across all 
areas of study. The enthusiasm for and knowledge of the chosen topic was clearly conveyed in 
many answers that were truly academic in their approach.  Some Centres chose to focus on the 
same or similar topics for all their candidates, whereas other Centres permitted considerable 
choice for individual candidates. Candidates were 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 note that the overall title of this 
unit ‘Investigations’ has a defi nite 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.

Most centres had entered their candidates for the correct option but there were still a few 
entries for particular areas of study where it might have benefi tted the candidate more to 
consider entry for a different area of study. It is important to ensure candidates know which area 
of their investigation is the best fi t for the question they answer on the paper. Candidates were 
not penalised if correct entries were not made or a cross was put in a box that did not match the 
answer. Examiners were encouraged to mark positively. Centres should ensure that candidates 
are entered for the option that matches their area of study.

Variation in achievement was related to the two assessment objectives. These objectives should 
receive prominent attention in the process of the investigation. Importantly, in the exam itself 
there must be explicit attention to these objectives in the examination 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. In preparation for this examination candidates may fi nd it useful to write up 
their investigation under exam timed conditions to a variety of different possible questions. They 
might build up a number 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 specifi c question. However, success can be 
undermined by writing up a rote-learnt answer which was not adapted to the question set.

This report features work produced by candidates in the actual examination for Area 1A, 1B and 
1C where possible. Areas 1D, 1E, 1F and 1G have smaller entries and the style of report is briefer 
for these areas of study. Full Results Plus reports will be available in future examination sessions 
if the entry is larger. 
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  Question 1 
 MEDICAL ETHICS

It seems such a shame that the real potential of this topic is still not being explored. With 
virtually 90% of these essays being on abortion or euthanasia, the same, predictable material is 
repeated from essay to essay with little or no originality or real development. The best students 
managed to achieve marks in the low 40s but many were inevitably stuck in the high 20s to mid 
30s. The clear majority of candidates addressed abortion. Most chose to deal straightforwardly 
with traditional issues about the sanctity of life, when the foetus becomes human, women’s 
rights in regard to abortion, etc. A few chose to compare religious views and there were 
contributions from Islam, Judaism, Buddhism and Hinduism as well as from Christianity.  It was 
interesting to see how many candidates thought it unjust that a ‘powerless’ woman might be 
forced to go through a pregnancy and give birth, but few applied powerlessness to a foetus or 
injustice to woman’s right to choose. Also with abortion in mind, plenty of candidates were quite 
happy to deal with the ethics of abortion as “What should the woman do when she has been 
raped or otherwise abused?” or referring to the violinist, when the vast majority of unwelcome 
pregnancy is due simply to failed or absent contraception. Very many candidates chose to spend 
a page or more explaining what abortion or euthanasia is, and many more resorted to lengthy 
pieces of narration about case studies. On the note of key terms it is essential that candidates do 
know their terms as a small spelling error gives a completely different meaning:

'Roman Catholics are against abortion, they believe life is a gift from God, and an innocent life 
should be protected from the moment of contraception.'

 About half of the candidates did not seem to come to any obvious conclusion at the end of the 
essay, and a signifi cant minority seemed to come to a conclusion which was not particularly well 
related to the body of the essay.     It is also important to understand clearly what a scholar is 
really saying when explaining their position. 

'Peter Singer is known to be one of the most dangerous men in the world today.  the reason 
is becasue of his strong ethical views on and against the sanctity of life.  He says that if the 
parents dont want a disable child, they dont have to have it.'

The quality of life response and aspect of medical ethics could be more clearly defi ned and 
supported. And is noted that  ‘It’s all up to you. It’s all a question of whatever suits the greater 
good. It’s not for us to interfere!’  is not the strongest of conclusions.

Religion was commonly seen as the ogre when it comes to ethics, and science the saviour. Hardly 
any candidate showed an awareness of science’s potential for harm, or indeed its record, and one 
candidate even thought that we should leave it all to science, and ignore religious, philosophical 
and other ethical concerns. Far too many candidates, while recognising the absolutist position of 
the Roman Catholic Church on these issues, attributed to Anglicanism a uniformity which simply 
isn’t there. At the other end of the content scale some candidates posited hundreds of positions 
within Christianity as to why there is a diffi culty in choosing an ethical path to follow! See 
extract below:
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'It can be diffi cault for religious beievers to keep ip with medical ethics as there are so many 
different beliefs incapsulated in just one religion. In Christianity there can be hundreds of 
different points of view and reasons why something is or is not right.  this could mean that 
there are so many different options for them to follow that it can make it almost impossible for 
them to choose what works for them.'

Even the interesting contemporary debates about euthanasia and assisted suicide were reduced 
to the banal and bland.  Religious approaches to these issues were invariably over simplifi ed and 
application of ethical theory was trivialised. A minority of candidates risked examining another 
area – stem cell research, genetic engineering, organ donation, IVF, and one – innovatively – on 
cosmetic surgery.  Centres are encouraged to go beyond the predictable and candidates have 
simply to resist churning out pre-prepared answers referring to differing methods of abortion and 
then listing the varying Church responses at the expense of answering the question. Furthermore, 
just as the essays on abortion and euthanasia were often predictable so were the resources 
and materials used.  Interestingly, and perhaps even signifi cantly, some of the better responses 
to the question on medical ethics were on the slightly more unusual topics. Organ donation, 
genetic engineering, invitro-fertilisation were often more successfully researched than responses 
on abortion and euthanasia. There was some evidence of an interesting approach to stem cell 
research through the use of scholarly research and the fi lm Gattaca. 

Many other candidates chose euthanasia, again mainly approaching this topic from the point of 
view of the sanctity of life. Many chose an explicit approach in the area of value verses quality of 
life. A great many candidates chose to give the example of Tony Bland, though other case studies 
were also used. This can successfully be tackled without the need for over-long anecdotes about 
the devastating rugby-injury and the trials and tribulations of journeying to Switzerland. There 
were no distinctions made between assisted suicide in Switzerland and euthanasia in Holland, 
and also no mention of the fact that in Holland they deal only with Dutch nationals whereas 
Switzerland takes foreigners. Very few candidates suggested that a right to die may soon become 
a duty to die. One person arguing that euthanasia is right does not make it an argument as 
others in the same situation may not want the same as those wishing to die. Candidates were not 
penalised for incorrect sources but might cause a small chuckle if they make them up as in the 
following extract which has a quote from Humans 14: 8:

'In Humans 14:8, it states 'so whether we live or die, we belong to the Lord.'

Finally, only a few candidates picked up on what could be said of ‘developments in medical 
ethics’. The best candidates identifi ed important religious principles in the material they 
had investigated and discussed thoroughly the implications of these religious principles to 
developments in medical ethics. Some candidates also applied Aristotle’s virtue ethics and 
Aquinas’ natural law convincingly.  There was also evidence of candidates who appeared to 
be answering question 1 and 3 together, with reference to abortion, and only a few of these 
approaches really worked. Candidates are only required to answer one question on the paper. 
Candidates’ chronology in some cases needs some attention as it was not clear in some responses 
that Peter Singer came a long time after Thomas Aquinas, who came a long time after Aristotle. 
Apparently Aristotle was against embryo research, and many 18th and 19th century philosophers 
had  waxed lyrical on abortion! Although it is also clear that those with a little more fi nesse 
interpreted from their writings what they would have said about modern issues. This clarity 
obviously raises achievement. The following extract gives some information about Aristotle that 
is clearly chronologically challenged.
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'Aristotle set up a Christian Aid campagn called CARE.  This was for all christians who were 
trying to help the world and were trying to fulfi ll God's task for us, to help our world by 
everyone doing their bit recycling etc.' 

    The extract below is from an essay that is a fi ne example of a skilfully argued response. The 
candidate fl uently argued a case for euthanasia with substantial knowledge knowedge of both 
secular and religious arguments. 

Examiner Tip

It is good to refl ect on how far you think a defi nition is useful for 
supporting your view. Often one view can be contrasted with another to 
demonstrate a range of understanding and sources.

Examiner Comments

The introduction begins with clarifying a modern misconception through a 
defi nition and explanation of a more compassionate understanding of euthanasia. 
This was supported by a known scholar who was quoted with ease and in a manner 
that enriched the introduction.
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    Question 2 
 THE NATURAL WORLD

A disappointingly small number of candidates attempted this interesting area and not all were 
particularly well prepared to tackle the question for example some essays were on animal 
rights/welfare and struggled to apply this to stewardship. The range of interesting areas that 
could be explored was just not exploited: recycling, vegetarianism, genetic engineering, habitat 
conservation and the marine rights bill.  

The following extract shows a simple attempt to discuss the damage caused by egotistical 
attitudes to the environment – however, it is to be noted that stewardship extends far beyond the 
selfi sh action of throwing litter out of a car. This is why it is important to engage with scholarly 
works on the issue.

'Looking into me core of me sphere of ethcial concern is an Egoist.  This can be seen as a selfi sh 
approach as it's priority is itself.  For instance a man throwing rubbish out his car, he hasn't 
considered any consequences but only thought of him and how me act'

 There were some essays on the current oil disaster and this was related to the idea of dominion 
versus domination quite successfully with candidates displaying fairly keen appreciation of this 
pertinent issue. There is of course the question of whether political and expediency arguments 
are ethical and it was obvious in some candidates’ responses that they had not worked out all 
that thoroughly what an ethical answer should look like. Some candidates tended to write a 
lot about current trends in environmental issues with often very little ethical/religious content 
at all.  An exemplar of a full essay which showed competent scholarship in this topic is quoted 
in the Examiner Report of June 2009. This shows some of the possibilities for exploring this 
question. 
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    This response is full of scholarship in that within the fi rst four pages a range of approaches to 
stewardship are stated and explained with enough depth to demonstrate a clear undertanding 
of these views. These include situation ethics, St.Francis of Assisi, Singer, Spinoza, Robinson and 
Revelation, not to mention a further range of sources that appears in the rest of the essay. The 
candidate also argues clearly within the context of each source. 

Examiner Comments

The introduction sets out some key ideas related to stewardship and how the 
candidate thinks an ethical theory might contribute a useful working principle 
for developing good stewardship.
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Examiner Tip

Know why you are selecting your material and how it might reinforce 
your view or explain an alternative approach to the issue you are 
discussing.
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     Question 3 
 EQUALITY IN THE MODERN WORLD

At least 10% of the responses for this question were actually responses more suited to question 
1 on medical ethics. Several candidates decided to write about abortion or euthanasia from 
the position of equality – clearly because they didn’t recognise their question – and most failed 
to make this link coherent or sensible. It must be stressed that candidates must  answer the 
question they were prepared for.  Those which were correctly addressed dealt in the main with 
Martin Luther King, Malcolm X or homosexuality, the latter generally being more successful than 
the former. There were some very good essays on specieism and animal rights. There were very 
few answers dealing with women’s rights: either most candidates feel that the battle between 
the sexes is over, or society itself is being brainwashed into thinking of homosexuality as the main 
issue and religion as the main hindrance to moral progress. It would be good to see some real 
case studies being used with some exploration of recent legal developments that might stimulate 
the debate.  A few candidates sought to approach abortion as an issue of equality but struggled 
to balance the demands of this material.

There were a few really good answers, and the weak  ones tended to confl ate question 1 and 
3 and had an introduction which was simply too long with some taking almost two pages of 
introduction before moving on to the ‘nitty gritty’ of solid knowledge and analysis. As with 
abortion answers, there was a distinct tendency for candidates to see personal choice as not 
up for negotiation. It seems to be becoming more popular to attack religious ethical views and 
especially those that are more conservative, without any obvious alternative basis for ethics. 
Some of the less discerning candidates, within this, seemed to see ‘ancient’ or ‘old fashioned’ 
as a matter of moral defi ciency, and many candidates held personal autonomy as self justifying, 
without seeming to realise that unfettered, it very rapidly leads to, at its worst, a chaotic state 
of affairs on many levels. One danger inherent in question 3 is the possibility that emotional 
advocacy becomes a substitute for ethics scholarship and background information. It is important 
that candidates are concerned by gender, race, and sexuality, but the passion and interest needs 
to be tied to genuine knowledge content.

An exemplar of a full essay which showed competent scholarship in this topic is quoted in the 
Examiner Report of January 2010. This shows some of the possibilities for exploring this question  



11

Religious Studies 6RS02 1C

  The essay below shows a sound range of material that has been investigated and how the 
candidate has used it to answer the question. 

Examiner Comments

Every page of this essay contained scholarship integrated into the narrative with the use 
of key words that indicated what the candidate thought about it. We can see this on the 
fi rst page where the word 'notoriously' introduces the Roman Catholic Church's view on 
women and priesthood and why this is an issue of inequality.
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Examiner Tip

Build up a range of A02 vocabulary that works for your style of 
writing. This is an effective way of raising your achievement.



17

Religious Studies 6RS02 1C

    Grade boundaries 

Grade Max. Mark A B C D E N U

Raw boundary mark 50 39 34 30 26 22 18 0

Uniform mark scale boundary 100 80 70 60 50 40 30 0
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