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Introduction

Our examiners’ reports are produced to offer constructive feedback on candidates’ performance in the
examinations. They provide useful guidance for future candidates.

The reports will include a general commentary on candidates’ performance, identify technical aspects
examined in the questions and highlight good performance and where performance could be improved.
A selection of candidate responses is also provided. The reports will also explain aspects which caused
difficulty and why the difficulties arose, whether through a lack of knowledge, poor examination
technique, or any other identifiable and explainable reason.

Where overall performance on a question/question part was considered good, with no particular areas to
highlight, these questions have not been included in the report.

A full copy of the question paper and the mark scheme can be downloaded from Teach Cambridge.

Would you prefer a Word version?
Did you know that you can save this PDF as a Word file using Acrobat Professional?
Simply click on File > Export to and select Microsoft Word

(If you have opened this PDF in your browser you will need to save it first. Simply right click anywhere on
the page and select Save as . . . to save the PDF. Then open the PDF in Acrobat Professional.)

If you do not have access to Acrobat Professional there are a number of free applications available that
will also convert PDF to Word (search for PDF to Word converter).
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Paper 1 series overview

H173-01 is the AS Paper on the Philosophy of Religion. The paper consists of three essay style
questions of which candidates answer any two of their choice. Responses are marked according to both
AO1 (knowledge and understanding) and AO2 (analysis and evaluation) level descriptors with 15 marks
available across 5 Levels for each assessment objective, giving an essay total of 30, and a paper total of
60.

This paper was well answered with many candidates showing a high level of detailed knowledge. Most
candidates were able to apply this knowledge well to the question they had been asked. Most candidates
answered Question 1. There was no clear preference for Question 2 or 3, with comparable numbers
attempting each. There was no evidence that candidates performed significantly better or worse on any
question. There were very few rubric errors, although a few candidates attempted all three questions,
often crossing one of them out. Some candidates labelled their responses ‘1’ and ‘2, regardless of the
question numbers they had attempted. There was no evidence that candidates struggled to finish the
paper in the available time.

Candidates who did well on this paper Candidates who did less well on this paper

generally: generally:

o demonstrated detailed and accurate e gave more generalised responses that were
knowledge that was relevant to the question not closely related to the question

¢ related their response to the question closely ¢ wrote all they knew about a general topic
throughout, with a conclusion that gave a clear rather than selecting material that was relevant
answer to the question to the question.

e used the views of scholars accurately andina | e focused their response on a different scholar
way that added to the discussion when the question asked them to discuss a

: : named scholar
¢ used any quotations in an accurate and

targeted way that added to the discussion. o did not focus strongly on the specific question
asked throughout the response and in the
conclusion.

Assessment for learning

Quotations from scholars

These can be very useful, but only if they are used in the right context to add to the argument
and discussion. It is more important to have a good grasp of the arguments and theories.
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Question 1

1* Critically assess Paley’s teleological argument. [30]

Candidates typically performed well on this question. There was evidence of highly detailed knowledge
showing both depth and breadth. Most candidates gave a good explanation of the watchmaker analogy.
Stronger responses focused closely on arguments from regularity and purpose, as well as design, often
discussing Paley’s argument concerning the design of the eye in some detail. Some responses that were
otherwise very accurate and detailed did not achieve top marks because they missed the focus on
purpose, which is central to the teleological argument. The best responses made accurate use of
Aquinas’ teleological argument without losing sight of the focus on Paley. Less successful responses
listed criticisms of Paley from Hume, Dawkins and Darwin, among others, without fully engaging with
them, and others often confused which scholars had made which arguments, leading to some confusion
in the line of argument. This was the most popular question, and most candidates attempted it.

Focus on the Question

It is important to focus on the specific question rather than the general topic. This includes where the
question asks about a particular scholar, such as William Paley or William James. In this case, most of
the response should be about the arguments raised by these scholars.
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Exemplar 1
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Exemplar 1 shows a close engagement with the specific question, focusing on telos (purpose) and the
argument from regularity, rather than the more general issue of complexity of design. This keeps a close
focus on teleology, which is what the question is asking about, allowing this response to achieve full

marks.
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Question 2

2* To what extent can materialism be said to be a full explanation for consciousness? [30]

There were some excellent responses to this question. The strongest responses explained the reasons
for the theory that consciousness is rooted wholly in matter, rather than purely critiquing dualist ideas
and assuming that materialism must therefore be correct. Some of the more successful lines of
argument raised the issue of qualia as a major stumbling block for materialist theories. Less successful
responses based most of their argument on dualism, rather than taking materialism as a starting point,
as required by the question. Some responses consisted entirely of an explanation of the dualisms of
Plato and Descartes, followed by a critique, with no real engagement with materialist ideas. The
strongest responses engaged with the scholarly arguments well, comparing them with each other as well
as providing a critique on their strengths and weaknesses. Very few responses fully considered the
question of what consciousness is, simply assuming it to be the same thing described by the word ‘soul’
with the only question being that of whether it can be separated from the body.

Exemplar 2
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Exemplar 2 is a good introduction as it focuses on the problem posed by the question. It explains what it
means to say that materialism is a full explanation for consciousness and then explains what the
implications for this might be and so why it is an important question.
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Question 3

3*  ‘William James does not give any helpful insights into the nature and influence of religious
experience.’ Discuss. [30]

This question appeared to cause more problems for candidates than the other two, although there were
still some excellent responses. The question has two parts, asking about the nature of religious
experiences and about their influence. The strongest responses addressed both parts of the question,
the first through an analysis of James’ criteria for mystical experiences (PINT) and the second through a
discussion of conversion. Strong responses also addressed critiques of James from Freud and Persinger
as well as a discussion of Swinburne’s principle of credulity. Less successful responses discussed
religious experience in more general terms, often giving many examples, but without engaging in a
critical discussion of the theories or scholarly arguments. Other responses were often confused about
the detail of the various arguments, and while most could name James’ characteristics of mystical
religious experiences, some then struggled to define each one correctly or confused them with each
other. The strongest responses included a structured conclusion that specifically addressed the
question.

Exemplar 3
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In Exemplar 3, the candidate knows that ‘passive’, ‘transient’ and noetic’ are key terms for William
James’ theories about religious experience. However, they do not have a sound understanding of what
they mean, leading to a confused argument.
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