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RELIGIOUS STUDIES
1 hour

INSTRUCTIONS TO CANDIDATES:





Answer both parts of the question in Section A
Choose one question from Section B
Spend 30 minutes on Section A and 30 minutes on Section B
Write your name clearly on every sheet of paper

Section A
Read the extract below and then answer all the questions. You are not expected to have
seen this passage before.

He told people that their sins were forgiven, and never waited to consult all the other
people whom their sins had undoubtedly injured. He unhesitatingly behaved as if He was
the party chiefly concerned, the person chiefly offended in all offences. This makes sense
only if He really was the God whose laws are broken and whose love is wounded in every
sin. In the mouth of any speaker who is not God, these words would imply what I can only
regard as a silliness and conceit unrivalled by any other character in history.
…
I am trying here to prevent anyone saying the really foolish thing that people often say
about Him: "I'm ready to accept Jesus as a great moral teacher, but I don't accept His claim
to be God." That is the one thing we must not say. A man who was merely a man and said
the sort of things Jesus said would not be a great moral teacher. He would either be a
lunatic—on a level with the man who says he is a poached egg—or else he would be the
Devil of Hell. You must make your choice. Either this man was, and is, the Son of God: or
else a madman or something worse. You can shut Him up for a fool, you can spit at Him and
kill Him as a demon; or you can fall at His feet and call Him Lord and God. But let us not
come with any patronising nonsense about His being a great human teacher. He has not left
that open to us. He did not intend to.

Extract from Mere Christianity by C.S. Lewis

a) Outline and explain the argument(s) set out in the passage above.

[8 marks]

b) Write a response to this passage, challenging some or all of the elements of the argument.
[12 marks]

Section B
Choose one essay from those listed below. You need to show that you have considered
more than one point of view.

1. ‘Churches should sell their paintings and give the money raised to good causes.’ Discuss.
.
[20 marks]

2. ‘In the UK the rich are getting richer and the poor are getting poorer. So, the UK is not
a Christian country.’ Assuming that the statement about economic inequality in the UK
is true, how far would you agree with this claim?
[20 marks]

3. ‘All is for the best in this best of all possible worlds.’ To what extent do you agree? Give
reasons for your answer, showing you have considered more than one point of view.
You must refer to religion in your answer.
[20 marks]
4. Should you believe people when they say they have experienced a miracle?
[20 marks]
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Section A
Read the extract below and then answer all the instructions. You are not expected to
have seen this passage before.
I pick up the daily paper and fresh challenges to the idea of the world’s goodness assault my
eyes: senseless murders, fatal practical jokes, young people killed in automobile accidents on
the way to their wedding or coming home from their high school prom. I add these stories to
the personal tragedies I have known, and I have to ask myself: Can I, in good faith, continue
to teach people that the world is good, and that a kind and loving God is responsible for what
happens in it?
People don’t have to be unusual, saintly human beings to make us confront this problem. We
may not often find ourselves wondering, “why do totally unselfish people suffer, people who
never do anything wrong?” because we come to know very few such individuals. But we often
find ourselves asking why ordinary people, nice friendly neighbors, neither extraordinarily
good nor extraordinarily bad, should suddenly have to face the agony of pain and tragedy. If
the world were fair, they would not seem to deserve it. They are neither very much better
nor very much worse than most people we know; why should their lives be so much harder?
To ask “Why do the righteous suffer?” or “Why do bad things happen to good people?” is not
to limit our concern to the martyrdom of saints and sages, but to try to understand why
ordinary people—ourselves and people around us—should have to bear extraordinary
burdens of grief and pain.

Extract from ‘When Bad Things Happen to Good People’ by Harold S. Kushner

a) Outline and explain the argument(s) set out in the passage above.

[10 marks]

b) Write a response to this passage, challenging some or all of the elements of the
argument(s).
[10 marks]

Section B
Choose one essay from those listed below. You need to show that you have considered
more than one point of view.

1. ‘The idea of a religious scientist is a contradiction.’ Discuss.

[20 marks]

2. ‘The commandment “Do not kill” can have no exceptions when applied to human life.’
How far would you agree with this statement? Give reasons and you must refer to religion
in your answer.
[20 marks]

3. ‘Christians have hindered rather than helped the poor.’ To what extent do you agree?
[20 marks]
4. Discuss why religious believers think that death is not the end of human existence.
[20 marks]
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Answer both parts of the question in Section A
Choose one question from Section B
Spend 30 minutes on Section A and 30 minutes on Section B
Write your name clearly on every sheet of paper

Section A
Read the extract below and then answer all the questions. You are not expected to have
seen this passage before.

Theology can never be neutral or fail to take sides on issues relating to the situation of the
oppressed. For this reason it can never engage in conversations about the nature of God without
confronting those elements of human existence which threaten anyone’s existence as a person.
In a racist society, God is never colour blind. To say God is colour-blind is comparable to saying
that God is blind to justice and injustice, to right and wrong, to good and evil. Certainly this is
not the picture of God revealed in the Old and New Testaments. God takes sides. God sides
with Israel against the Canaanites. In the New Testament, Jesus is not for all, but for the
oppressed, the poor and unwanted of society and against all oppressors. The God of the Biblical
tradition is not uninvolved or neutral regarding human affairs; God is decidedly involved. God
is active in human history, taking sides with the oppressed of the land. If God is not involved in
human history, then all theology is useless. The meaning of this message for our contemporary
situation is clear: the God of the oppressed takes sides with the black community.
Adapted from James Cone’s A Black Theology of Liberation

a) Outline and explain the argument(s) set out in the passage above.

[10 marks]

b) Write a response to this passage, challenging some or all of the elements of the argument.
[10 marks]

Section B
Choose one essay from those listed below. You need to show that you have considered
more than one point of view.

1
‘Stories like Cain and Abel and the near sacrifice of Isaac suggest that God is entirely
unreasonable.’ Do you agree?
[20 marks]
2
‘Miracles can never be good evidence for the existence of God.’ Do you agree? You should
refer to at least one miracle story that you have studied.
[20 marks]
3
‘People should be allowed to wear outward symbols of their faith in all public places.’ Do you
agree? You should refer to at least one named religion.
[20 marks]
4
‘In the event of an accident, driverless cars should be programmed to protect the passenger(s) at
all costs, rather than to limit the overall loss of life.’ Do you agree with this statement?
[20 marks]
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Answer all parts of the question in Section A
Choose one question from Section B
Spend 30 minutes on Section A and 30 minutes on Section B
Write your name clearly on every sheet of paper

Section A
Read the extract below and then answer all the questions. You are not expected to have seen this
passage before.
In the search for certain knowledge, it is natural to begin with our present experiences, and in some
sense, no doubt, knowledge comes from them. But any statement as to what it is that our immediate
experiences make us know is very likely to be wrong. It seems to me that I am now sitting in a chair,
at a table of a certain shape, on which I see sheets of paper with writing or print. By turning my head
I see out of the window buildings and clouds and the sun. I believe that the sun is about ninety-three
million miles from the earth; that it is a hot globe many times bigger than the earth; that, owing to the
earth's rotation, it rises every morning, and will continue to do so for an indefinite time in the future.
To make our difficulties plain, let us concentrate attention on the table. To the eye it is oblong, brown
and shiny, to the touch it is smooth and cool and hard; when I tap it, it gives out a wooden sound. Any
one else who sees and feels and hears the table will agree with this description, so that it might seem
as if no difficulty would arise; but as soon as we try to be more precise our troubles begin. Although I
believe that the table is 'really' of the same colour all over, the parts that reflect the light look much
brighter than the other parts, and some parts look white because of reflected light. I know that, if I
move, the parts that reflect the light will be different, so that the apparent distribution of colours on
the table will change. It follows that if several people are looking at the table at the same moment, no
two of them will see exactly the same distribution of colours, because no two can see it from exactly
the same point of view, and any change in the point of view makes some change in the way the light
is reflected.
To return to the table. It is evident from what we have found, that there is no colour which preeminently appears to be the colour of the table, or even of any one particular part of the table—it
appears to be of different colours from different points of view, and there is no reason for regarding
some of these as more really its colour than others. And we know that even from a given point of view
the colour will seem different by artificial light, or to a colour-blind man, or to a man wearing blue
spectacles, while in the dark there will be no colour at all, though to touch and hearing the table will
be unchanged.
Thus it becomes evident that the real table, if there is one, is not the same as what we immediately
experience by sight or touch or hearing. The real table, if there is one, is not immediately known to us
at all, but must be an inference from what is immediately known. Hence, two very difficult questions
at once arise; namely, (1) Is there a real table at all? (2) If so, what sort of object can it be?
Adapted from Bertrand Russell, The Problems of Philosophy, Chapter 1
Q1)
a) Outline and explain the argument(s) set out in the passage above.

[10]

b) Write a response to Bertrand Russell in which you argue that we can gain genuine knowledge
about the reality of the world around us from our senses.
[10]

Section B
Choose one essay from those listed below. You need to show that you have considered more than
one point of view.

Q2)
‘The Church today fails to follow properly Jesus’ teachings about wealth and social justice.’ Do you
agree with this claim?
[20]
Q3)
‘Religious holy texts are outdated and have nothing useful to say to modern day people.’ Do you
agree with this claim?
[20]
Q4)
‘A same-sex couple cannot bring up a child as well as a heterosexual couple.’ Do you agree with this
claim?
[20]
Q5)
‘If suffering is a necessary part of life, then it would have been better for God not to have created
the world at all.’ Do you agree with this claim?
[20]

