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Exam practice answers to selected questions



Religion and animal rights 

	Explain what is meant by animal rights. (2)
	It means animals having rights like humans do. Like treating them properly instead of being cruel.
	The definition bit doesn’t show us the candidate understands the term because they just rearranged the words really. The second bit though suggests they do understand it. One mark only.

	‘Animals should have the same rights as humans.’ What do you think? Explain your opinion. (3)
	No, I don’t agree. We rule the world, and animals can’t do what we can. We build buildings, and make technology – animals can’t. But you could say that we all live on this planet, so it is for us all to share. Also you could say that as we depend on animals we have to give them rights – it is only fair to treat them well.
	This gives us two sides – agreeing and disagreeing. There is a bit of explanation to the points made, so it just about gets to three marks. On these questions you could get full marks for sticking to one side of the argument – it is easier to do it by giving two sides though!

	Explain religious attitudes to experiments on live animals. Use religious beliefs and teachings in your answer. (4)
	Christians say that God created the world and all animals too. This means their life is special and sacred. God gave us dominion over the animals – it says this in Genesis in the Bible. That means we can treat them how we want to, but being stewards which it also says in the Bible means looking after. I think it means we can use them but have to look after them. We are allowed to eat them, so I think we can do other things with them too. So it means we can’t use animals for experiments.
	This uses teachings – good! It is obviously Christian, so it is a sound answer. What it needs to do more of is link those teachings back to the question – what do they mean for the issue of experimentation? This answer could be used for any question on animals, but doesn’t get specific enough. Three marks.

	Explain the ways in which humans make use of animals in the world today. (5)
	We use them to do jobs like pulling carts, ploughing fields. Some ride horses maybe for fun, maybe as transport. Lots have pets like cats and dogs. The Police use them to find drugs and dead bodies, and for bombs. My dad likes fishing.
	This gives many ways in which humans use animals. It doesn’t explain them – make it clear what that use entails, or give examples. This could only get three marks.

	‘Zoos should all be closed down.’ Do you agree? Explain your reasons, showing you have thought about more than one point of view. Refer to religious arguments in your answer. (6)
	I agree because many zoos are cruel. The cages are too small for the animals, who usually have miles and miles to roam around in. Also the animals are from all over the world. This means that some of them are always in the wrong climate, so they’d be too hot or too cold all year. Lots of zoos have concrete compounds, so the animals aren’t on their proper environment. You often see animals walking round and round, which means they are bored. I think all this proves it is cruel.

I disagree for some other reasons though. Lots of zoos now have breeding programmes, and if they didn’t breed the animals then the animals would die out. So really they are helping the world – they let some of them back into the wild. Also it is important for people to see what is in the world. Most people couldn’t afford to go see polar bears, but if they saw them in the zoo, they might decide to give money to a charity to save polar bears from dying out. Kids learn from zoos about the rest of the world too, so that is good.
	This answer gives two sides, puts more than one reason each side, and explains them. It also flows well. It hasn’t given any religious argument – so it is limited to three marks. Even something as simple as saying ‘God created animals so we shouldn’t be cruel to them, so zoos which are cruel are wrong’ is enough to give the examiner the scope to give up to full marks. You only have to make one religious argument – so make it.


Religion and planet Earth 
	Give two ways in which humans damage the world. (2)
	Litter and cutting trees down.
	Two correct ways – two marks.

	‘Damaging the world is disrespectful to God.’ What do you think? Explain your opinion. (3)
	I don’t believe in God, so it can’t be disrespectful to something that doesn’t exist. 
	It is okay to make points like this – it is a valid argument against the statement. However, you will still need to do some more writing to get more marks. Always try to write three reasons for this type of question, and try to explain one of them.

	Explain why some religious believers think it is wrong to destroy the natural environment. (3)
	Because it belongs to God, because God made it, because it means lots of animals could die when their natural homes are destroyed.
	The answer gives three reasons, but doesn’t explain any of them – the question specifically asks them to do that. It would get two marks.

	Explain religious attitudes to the environment. Use religious beliefs and teachings in your answer. (4)
	Christians believe that God made the world and everything in it. He did this in the seven days of creation that is in the Bible. This makes the world special – it is God’s creation. People should look after the world because it is God’s not theirs. God made them stewards of the world, which is a duty to look after it. So they have to try to help the environment, because God will reward them after they have died.
	This answer gives a good outline of the basic Christian attitude to the environment. It uses key technical words, like creation and stewardship, and is written in one flowing paragraph. It is worth full marks.

	Describe the ways in which modern living is putting pressure on the environment. (5)
	Humans take too many natural resources, like oil, gas, coal. They are running out because of that. So many cars everywhere makes too much pollution, and that is bad for the planet and for everyone’s health. We waste too much, and don’t recycle enough.
	This is a good start to an answer, and would get three marks. What the answer needs is more development of the points, applied back to the question. How does modern living lead to the taking of too many natural resources, for example? What do we waste, and why do we do it? Extending the points you make will get you more marks.

	‘Climate change is the biggest problem for humans.’ Do you agree? Explain your reasons, showing you have thought about more than one point of view. Refer to religious arguments in your answer. (6)
	No it isn’t. Wars and murders and paedophiles are. Climate change isn’t making any difference to me or my life. If it makes the weather hotter, I’m glad, but I didn’t notice that yet. You could say it is though because if the scientists are right, we need to worry a lot. They say the change will make the ice caps melt, and then the seas will flood countries. Cities like London and New York will be under the sea, like Atlantis went. Religious people might think that the number of not religious people in the world is the biggest problem.
	This gives two sides, and a little bit of development of the points. Its big problem is that it jumps about so doesn’t clearly make one point of view, then the other. By focusing your answer into one side, you can make sure of explaining your points clearly, then you can do the same for the other side. The answer has a religious argument in it – even if it isn’t developed. This is worth three marks.


Religion and prejudice 
	Explain what is meant by religious prejudice. (2)
	It is when you are prejudiced against someone because of their beliefs, like you think Christians are “all Bible bashers”.
	This is a good answer because it gives a definition and an example.

	Describe the work of an individual who has tried to end prejudice. (3)
	Martin Luther King tried to get human rights for blacks in America. He marched in a big March, and was killed by a white man.
	This answer gives a person who did fight to end prejudice. It makes three points about him which are all true, but the last point isn’t relevant to the question. What it also doesn’t do is expand or explain any of the points it makes. This would be worth two marks.

	Explain how religious believers could work to reduce prejudice. (4)
	They could have marches. They could do petitions to get the Government to do something about prejudice. They could help people and not be prejudiced themselves, like letting anyone go to their religious building.
	This gives three ideas with a bit of development – i.e. there is an extra bit said about the second two ideas. This would be worth three marks. The answer needs more development and more ideas to get the full four.

	Explain religious attitudes to sexism. Refer to beliefs and teachings in your answer. (5)
	Christians say it is wrong. They believe that everyone is equal, because God made them all from Adam and Eve. Jesus didn’t discriminate against anyone – he was always friendly to people who weren’t accepted in society, like lepers and women. So Christians have to follow Jesus’ example if they want to be classed as Christians. Muslims say everyone is made by Allah, so the same. The different kinds of people is because he was showing his power. If you are Muslim, you treat everyone like brothers.
	This response uses lots of teachings, but it seems to be about equality rather than focusing on sexism. That means it won’t get full marks. Some of the teachings are not about sexism at all – it needs more focused teachings. It is a good idea to write about two religions, but the Islam bit is pretty far from being about sexism.

	‘Racism is the worst form of prejudice.’ Do you agree? Give reasons and explain your answer, showing you have thought about more than one point of view. Refer to religious arguments in your answer. (6)
	In some ways I agree because people get killed through racism. If you are being hassled by racists, it makes your life really awful. Racism is part of some really bad things in history, like the Holocaust was some kind of racism. Religious people would agree with me because they say God made everyone equal, and racism says you aren’t.

In other ways I don’t agree. If I am harassed because I am a woman, then I’d think sexism was the worst kind. Or if I was always picked on because I am Jewish, then I’d think religious prejudice was the worst. People who are victims always think that they have the worst deal.
	This is good because it gives both sides, develops its ideas and has some religious argument in there. To make it a super answer, it needs to use more arguments and develop each point more. It would probably secure four marks.


Religion and early life 

	Explain what is meant by sanctity of life. (2)
	It means life is special. God made it, so it is special.
	One idea with development – two marks.

	Explain ideas about when life begins. (3)
	People believe life begins at birth. Some religious people believe it is when the egg and sperm make the pregnancy start – at contraception. Some people think it is when you can feel the baby kicking.
	This gives three ideas, and tries to explain one of them – by giving the technical term. Unfortunately, it gives the wrong technical term! Make sure you use the right words – this is a really common mistake to see in exams, and it has cost this answer. Two marks.

	Explain why some religious believers might believe children to be a blessing on a marriage. (4)
	Religious people think that you should only have children if you are married. They think God gives the children to the couple – like a gift to them. So they only have a child because God has made it happen. This is a blessing on their marriage. In the marriage ceremony it says they accept God’s blessing of children. They might just think children makes their marriage perfect, so they are a blessing. Blessings are good things that are given to you.
	This answer tries really hard with what is a difficult question. It makes three points, and develops the first of these. What it does well is to keep mentioning the word ‘blessing’, and this shows they know what the word means. Some development of the other two ideas would improve this. It gets three marks.

	Explain why some religious believers disagree with abortion. Use beliefs and teachings in your answer. (5)
	Abortion goes against the Ten Commandments – Do not kill. It is wrong as far as lots of religious people think because you are killing a baby, which has done nothing wrong, and which was made by God. So you are murdering God’s creation. You will get punished after death for that. That baby’s life is sacred, so it is wrong. But God forgives people, so if a woman had to have an abortion because her life was in danger, then it would be okay to have the abortion. Even religious people would agree then, because her life is sacred too.
	This answer has a lot of potential, because it refers to several different religious teachings. There is a little development as well, but need to be more. The answer strays into the irrelevant when it talks about why a religious believer might agree with abortion. No point wasting time and ink! It would get three marks.

	‘A father should have the right to stop a woman having an abortion.’ Do you agree? Give reasons for your answer, showing you have thought about more than one point of view. Refer to religious arguments in your answer. (6)
	This is right, because he made the baby too. She should discuss it with him and they should decide together. I think he should be able to make her have the baby – he can look after it when it is born if he wants it. They should only do the abortion if they both agree.
	This answer is one-sided, which limits the mark to a maximum of three – it needs both sides. It also has no religious arguments/comments – again limiting the mark to a maximum of three. It doesn’t really develop any ideas, rather it gives a few ideas. It would get two marks only.


Religion, war and peace 

	Give two reasons why some countries go to war. (2)
	1 ) For land 

2) To defend themselves against an attack
	Two clear reasons, two marks – note that by numbering their response the candidate makes clear they have met the requirements of the question.

	Explain why many religious believers disagree with war. (3)
	They say that too many innocent people die – wars are in towns, and bombs kill everyone. They also think we should try to solve problems peacefully, because violence leads to more violence later. It is against their beliefs to fight.
	This gives three reasons, and some explanation of two of them – three marks.

	Explain why some religious believers would not fight in a war. (4)
	They don’t agree with why the war is happening, like the war in Afghanistan. They are pacifists – don’t believe any wars solve anything. They don’t want to kill people, who might be innocent. They think it has nothing to do with them, like if it was another country.
	This gives a range of reasons – all relevant. It gives some explanation too, but not in enough depth for full marks – three marks.

	Explain religious teachings about holy war. (5)
	These were written hundreds of years ago in Hadith. Muslims follow them. The war has to follow these rules –

· A just ruler tells them to fight

· They have been attacked first

· All men should fight, but only half of all the men in each place

· Civilians must not be attacked or harassed

· Prisoners of war must be well treated

· War ends when the enemy asks for peace.
	There are lots of the rules here – all correct for Muslim holy war. The context – Qur’an and Hadith – makes it Muslim. If you write in note form like this, you won’t get the full marks because you are not explaining the points. Three out of five here.

	‘Religious people should never take part in war.’ Do you agree? Give reasons for your answer, showing you have thought about more than one point of view. Refer to religious arguments in your answer. (6)
	I can see some reasons to agree – religious people should be peaceful. Jesus said peacemakers are blessed. You can’t be a peacemaker if you are in a war. Also wars mean many innocent people killed, and all sorts of unnecessary damage. So they shouldn’t fight.

On the other hand I can see reasons to disagree. If your country is attacked they need everybody to fight back. Saying ‘Oh, I’m religious, I can’t fight’ won’t keep you alive. You might end up more likely dead – say if the ones who attacked hated your religion. Plus sometimes the war is for an important reason, like to stop the people in another country being killed for no reason – like World War 2. Even religious people have to fight against evil like that to stop it – God would want them to. Finally, the religions have rules for wars, so it must be okay for religious people to fight a war.
	This answer is good. It gives both sides of the argument, and gives more than one reason on each side. It also gives religious arguments. What it lacks is a bit more balance – the second side has a lot more than the first side. It would still get five out of the six marks.


Religion and young people 

	Explain what is meant by the generation gap. (2)
	The generation gap is young and old people not understanding each other, e.g. old people think young people listen to rubbish music.
	Sometimes terms can be hard to explain, using an example can help to demonstrate that you do understand the term. Two marks awarded here.

	‘Faith schools are the best choice for children from religious families.’ What do you think? Explain your opinion. (3)
	I agree with this because I am a Muslim and my parents think that it is important for me to be able to practise my faith whilst I am at school. A Muslim school provides opportunities for prayer and has facilities for wudu which is important because some of the prayer times are during the school day. As well as studying the usual subjects I also get to do lessons on the Qur’an which is the Muslim holy book.
	This candidate has written a full a personal response to the evaluation question. This is permitted because the three-mark questions ask for your opinion. The candidate backs her opinion up with reasons and evidence. Full marks awarded.

	Explain the rights and responsibilities of young people in a faith group. (4)
	Young people have lots of rights, they have a right to an education, a loving home and to be nurtured and cared for. As they get older they also have responsibilities to become active members of the community and law abiding citizens. They shouldn’t be made to be religious if they don’t want to be.
	The candidate has stated some rights and responsibilities of young people, but has not explained what these mean or why they are important. They have also missed the focus of the question. The examples they use are of a general nature, rather than specifically about being in a faith group. Two out of four marks awarded as some of their ideas could relate to being in a faith group.

	Explain the birth ceremonies in one religion you have studied. (5)
	In Christianity when a baby is born they have a baptism ceremony. This takes place in a Church, usually on a Sunday. The baby is dressed in white and the parents will ask two friends to be the baby’s god-parents, they might ask more if they want to. At the church the vicar holds the baby and he pours water on their head and blesses them. Then he says the baby’s name and the god-parents hold a candle. After they have done the church service there is usually a big party and people give the baby presents like silver jewellery.
	It is really important to know what the command words in the question mean so that you can target your answer. This candidate has described well some of the main elements of a baptism service, however the command word was to ‘explain’ what happens. They will get some credit for their knowledge but, without explanation of some of the things they refer to they will receive no more than two marks.

	‘Religion is too old fashioned for young people today.’ Do you agree? Give reasons for your answer, showing that you have thought about more than one point of view. Refer to religious arguments in your answer. (6)
	I agree with this statement, religion is old fashioned you can see that because most people who go to church are old. When you do go to a church they have really old fashioned music and sing boring hymns. Religion is also out of date, it says stuff like the world was created by God but science has shown that it was created by a big bang. A lot of religious ideas are also wrong today, like they say you shouldn’t have sex before marriage and being gay is bad, which I don’t agree with and neither do lots of my friends. The Bible was written so long ago that it just don’t have anything to say about lots of things that are important today like cloning and the environment. If someone young is in a religion its only because they are made to do it by their parents, so yes I think religion is old fashioned.
	This candidate makes some good points that are relevant to the question asked. Unfortunately they only refer to one side of the argument and so even though they do have several reasons here they will not achieve more than three marks.


Religious attitudes to medical ethics  

	What is IVF? (1)
	It is fertility treatment for a woman who can’t have kids.
	This is correct in its first part so would get the mark. It didn’t need the extra (‘for ...’) which isn’t quite right anyway.

	Explain what is meant by transplant surgery. (2)
	It is when you get a new kidney.
	This is correct in a very simple way, so would get a mark. Really, it is an example which the examiner has to think about. To improve, start by giving the definition itself, not just an example.

	‘All religious believers should donate organs for transplant surgery.’ What do you think? Explain your opinion. (3)
	I agree with this. Donating an organ can change a person’s life, even save it. Christians are supposed to respect life because it is sacred, and help others because of ‘Love your neighbour’ and following Jesus’ example. So donating an organ fits with those teachings. It isn’t as if you need your kidneys after you are dead, and it is your last chance to do a good deed, which God might reward you for.
	For three-mark AO2 questions, it isn’t necessary to argue from both sides. This candidate has secured full marks by arguing on one side, but has made the teachings relevant to the question – always a good way to get the best marks.

	Explain why some religious believers disagree with stem cell research. (4)
	Because they believe in Love your neighbour. They believe God is the maker of all life. They think you should help people who need help.
	Oh dear, it seems like this candidate hasn’t much of a clue what the question is about, so they have given some teachings which are relevant to the topic and hope they will get some marks. This is a good way to fish for marks when you have no idea – you stand more chance of getting a mark than the zero you get for writing nothing. All three ideas are relevant, but none are applied, so this would get one, maybe two marks – the examiner is simply having to do too much for it to make sense.

	Using religious beliefs and teachings, explain religious attitudes to cloning. (5)
	Buddhists believe cloning is wrong. We don’t know enough about the embryo to know if cloning causes it pain or suffering, so should be cautious. They also think that we don’t have a good reason to clone someone. 

Christians don’t agree with cloning humans. Catholics think there isn’t a soul if we clone someone – which isn’t a proper life. They also say God makes life, and should decide who gets life – cloning is about scientists.
	Many candidates write from only one religion’s perspective. This is fine for four-mark questions, but is more difficult where five marks are available (though not impossible) as you have to think of more teachings and more detail. In this answer, there are two religions (more to work with), but there are no clear teachings given, and the Buddhist part is very vague. It would gain three marks.


Religious attitudes to the elderly and death 
	Explain what is meant by death. (2)
	It is when you stop breathing and your heart stops – permanently.
	Two marks is two ideas, or one explained. In any question about death, make sure you get the idea of permanence, because anyone can temporarily stop breathing, or their heart be restarted after it has stopped.

	‘Old people are no use to society.’ What do you think? Explain your opinion. (3)
	I disagree because my nan is great, and she looks after me when my mum is at work.
	One simple idea will get you a single mark. Give at least three for three-mark answers.

	Explain how believing in life after death might affect how people behave. (4)
	Christians believe in heaven and hell – that if you are good in this life, you go to heaven, if not you go to hell. So it is clear that if you believe you are rewarded for good behaviour, you will behave. Life after death is eternal, and the thought of life after death in hell for being bad is not very attractive. You would want to follow the rules of the religion, like following the Ten Commandments, so that God didn’t send you to hell.
	This answer clearly shows why life now and life after are linked. It is quite a flowing answer, so reads well. It also mentions which rules a Christian would follow. It would get four marks, but there is still room to make it a stronger answer. To improve this, give some examples of the rules to be followed – but key ones, not little ones.

	Explain religious attitudes to euthanasia. You may refer to religious beliefs and teachings in your answer. (5)
	Sikhs say that God is the one who gives and takes life. This suggests euthanasia is wrong. They also say that people should help others, and especially if they are ill. Lots of Sikh history is about helping people by setting up hospitals and so on. This is against euthanasia which gets rid of the person not help them. 
	The candidate needed to give more reasons for the Sikh attitude to euthanasia. It is too thin to get full marks. It is a good example of where having a second religion to write about would have helped.

	‘There is no such thing as life after death.’ Do you agree? Give reasons for your answer, showing you have thought about more than one point of view. Refer to religious arguments in your answer. (6)
	I agree because there is no such thing as ghosts and heaven and all that. It is all made up to make us feel better about people who have died. There is no scientific evidence for life after death. Our bodies rot to nothing. Every example of a ghost has been proved to be something else.

Somebody else might disagree, because they think they have seen a ghost. They might have seen their gran just after they died, but that is their mind being sad about this person. They might have been to a medium and talked to someone who is dead, but that is the medium tricking them.
	This is really all on one side, because the second side is arguing against itself. It also doesn’t ever get to grips with a religious argument. This means it won’t get more than half marks. Remember to access the higher marks, you need to give two sides, and you need to make religion quite prominent in your answer.


Religious attitudes to drug abuse 
	Give one reason why religious believers would agree with taxation on legal drugs. (1)
	Because it would discourage people from using them.
	There are many possible answers here, but you only need to give one. Even though the question refers to religious believers, you can still use a general reason because religious believers often share the views of others and here the question is not asking for a religious reason.

	Explain briefly what is meant by the classification of drugs. (2)
	Illegal drugs are classified in law as either A, B, C. The worst drugs are class A like heroin.
	For two marks the examiner will be looking for the definition to be extended in some way. In this sample answer, the candidate has used two short sentences to say what the term means and to give an example. It would get two marks.

	‘Religious believers should only use drugs that have been prescribed.’ What do you think? Explain your opinion. (3)
	I agree that religious believers should only use drugs that have been prescribed, because these are being taken for medical reasons. Other drugs such as alcohol and tobacco can harm the body. Christians believe ‘The body is a temple of the holy spirit’ and so they should look after it, and only use drugs which are medically necessary.
	When tackling three-mark evaluations your opinion must be supported by reasons. You are also being asked about a religious view on a moral issue and so your answer should be on that not on the issue in general. Notice here the candidate has used a religious teaching as evidence to support their view. Full marks.

	Describe ways in which religious believers could help those suffering from addiction. (4)
	Christian charities such as Teen Challenge is a drug rehabilitation charity who especially help young people. They help addicts by running a special programme with lessons and activities to help addicts find God and overcome the need to use drugs. They teach them about personal responsibility and how to manage their lives so that they don’t need drugs anymore. They encourage them to read the Bible and accept Jesus into their life. They help them to learn new skills and have confidence in themselves, addicts are encouraged to participate in Christian ministry to help others and give them a purpose in their life.
	Some AO1 questions like this one, will focus on actions that arise because of religious belief. Here the candidate has studied a specific charity and uses this case study to describe the work of a religious organisation that helps drugs addicts. The question could also be answered from a more general approach. For example, giving three or four practical ways that a religious believer could help, such as donate to charities that help addicts or do voluntary work with religious rehab centres. This would get full marks.

	Explain religious attitudes towards the use of alcohol. Refer to beliefs and teachings in your answer. (5)
	Christianity does not forbid the use of alcohol. In the Bible the first miracle performed by Jesus was turning water into wine at the wedding in Cana. Wine is also an important part of the Holy Communion service and is used in memory of Jesus’ sacrifice. However, it is only to be used in moderation and for beneficial purpose. St Paul advised his friend Timothy to drink some wine to help with his digestion. Alcoholism is discouraged and the Bible warns that drinking makes people ‘loud and foolish’. Some Christians do not agree with the use of alcohol at all. The Salvation Army work with addicts and see the bad effects that alcohol has on people and families and so do not drink any alcohol.
	AO1 questions like this ask for specific reference to religious teachings and beliefs. You must include these if you are going to get the top marks. In this answer the candidate has used a combination of quotation and reference to specific examples from the bible and Christian teachings to give a response that demonstrates a thorough understanding of the issue. You can use two or more religions in your answer, but ensure when you do you make different points. Do not just list the teachings, but explain how they influence the attitudes of the believers. This answer would probably get four marks, because it gives lots of teachings and makes lots of points, but doesn’t quite give enough explanation.


Religious attitudes to crime and punishment 

	Give an example of a religious offence. (1)
	Burning a Bible or Qur’an
	Not the most obvious, but correct – as it is showing disrespect (even blasphemy) to God’s word, which is a religious offence. One mark.

	Give two causes of crime. (2)
	Mental health problems and being depressed.
	This is really the same type of reason. You need to give clearly distinct ones. One mark only.

	Explain why many religious believers agree with the use of community service as a punishment for young offenders. (3)
	They don’t. If a young person does something against the law, they should be locked up. If it is really bad, they should be executed – in some countries that is what happens. I think community service is a better way to make them think about it and change.
	This response doesn’t answer the question. Firstly it writes about disagreeing with community service, then it gives an opinion. Neither is appropriate to this question. It needs three reasons why religious believers might agree with this form of non-custodial punishment. No marks.

	‘Religious believers should always do what their conscience tells them.’ What do you think? Explain your opinion. (3)
	What if their conscience tells them to kill somebody, because they are mad. Then it wouldn’t be right to follow it. But if you think your conscience is God talking to you, then yes follow it.
	This would get two marks. There are two simple arguments made. Explanation of one of the arguments, or the addition of another would do the trick for three.

	Explain religious attitudes to capital punishment (the death penalty). (5)
	Muslims agree with the death penalty. It is in the Qur’an that certain crimes should be dealt with by death, for example murdering someone. So in most Muslim countries, there is the death penalty, like Saudi Arabia. The victims family is allowed to decide the murderer can be put in prison instead – this is the law of compensation. Islam’s punishments about retribution, justice and deterrence.
	This would be worth three marks. There are no religious teachings, and the response is actually quite secular. The response states facts, rather than stating attitudes from the faith. Often, with a five-mark question about religious attitudes, it is easier to get the full marks by writing about two religions, not just one.


Religious attitudes to rich and poor in British society 
	Explain what is meant by inheritance. (2)
	Inheritance is what you get when someone dies, like some money in their will.
	No problem here – ‘in the will’ is a key point, as is that they have died. The reference to money just confirms full marks.

	Explain why some religious people disagree with gambling. (3)
	Christians don’t agree with gambling, except for a bit of fun. They say gambling makes you greedy for money, so you want more and more and forget everything else, including God. In moderation it is okay. Some don’t agree with it under any circumstances.
	This is quite vague, and needs to be sharper. There is one idea about moderation or not at all – but no justification; and one comment to greed leading you away from God. It would get two marks, but is easy to improve – needs teachings.

	Explain religious beliefs and teachings about the use of personal wealth. (4)
	They should always decide how they want to spend their own money, because they have earned it. Religions believe God blesses us with money, and we should respect it by using it properly. This means giving money to charity to help others, like Love your Neighbour. They should also make sure their family has enough money, which means things like gambling aren’t good because you could get hooked and spend all your money on that.
	This is a good answer, but would have been improved by making the religion more specific, and using more teachings to illustrate the arguments. Three marks.

	Explain how religious people can help the poor in the UK. (5)
	They can give things to them, like buying the Big Issue from the guy outside the market. They could give their time, for example, to run a soup kitchen in winter for people who live on the streets. They are giving their free time as a volunteer. They could donate to charities like Shelter. 
	This gives several ways people can help, but there is nothing obviously religious. Don’t forget to always add a religious reason – it is easy to say ‘They pray for them’, or even to develop that a little. It would benefit from more explanation. It also needs some extra reasons – there is too little written to get five marks, so it gets three marks.

	‘Religious believers should help the poor as their first priority.’ Do you agree? Give reasons for your answer, showing you have thought about more than one point of view. Refer to religious arguments in your answer. (6)
	I disagree. Anyone’s first duty should be to their family, making sure they have everything they need. I suppose religious believers would say the first thing they have to do is worship God. They might say be a good person, which could mean helping others, like the poor. But I think this is lower on their list than everything else.

Some people would agree because they say Jesus helped people, and they want to be like him. They think God will give them a reward for doing it.
	This gives two sides, and has some religious arguments in it – so far, so good. What it doesn’t do enough of is to explain the points made. It could also show more clearly how each point that is made fits with the statement. This would be given four marks.


Religious attitudes to world poverty 

	Give two causes of poverty in LEDCs. (2)
	No job, no education.
	This topic is about countries and why they are poor, not individuals. The answer is about individuals – so isn’t worth anything.

	‘Religious people should help the poor in LEDCs.’ What do you think? Explain your opinion. (3)
	I think they should help sort problems out here first. There are loads of poor people in Britain who need extra help because the Government only does so much. If we don’t help our own people, who will?
	It is easy to fall into a trap of just going on about one idea. This often comes across as a bit of a rant to examiners! The answer gets sidetracked into being about helping here, so really could do with trying to give the opposite view to make it an answer which is more fitted to the statement. One mark only, because it is missing the point of the question.

	Explain the work of one religious organisation which helps those in LEDCs. (4)
	CAFOD helps the poor in LEDCs –

· Roman Catholic

· Raises money in churches

· Community asks for help

· Cafod checks the request works, and gives the money

· Community builds it.
	This uses bullet points to give the process for a CAFOD project. Firstly – don’t bullet point answers unless you are short of time. You can’t get full marks if you do. Secondly, it isn’t describing the work, just one of the processes. Any organisation’s work can be split into fund-raising, awareness-raising, and action. Split your answer into those. Two marks.

	Explain why some religious believers think it is their duty to help those in LEDCs. (5)
	Muslims believe they should help these people. Many LEDCs are Muslim countries, so they see a duty to the ummah (worldwide community of Muslims) to help it. When they pay Zakah after Ramadan, some of it goes to people in these countries. Ramadan makes them feel like they know how those people feel. Muhammad (pbuh) told Muslims that if they ate whilst other Muslims went hungry, they couldn’t count themselves as Muslims. They also believe Allah will reward them after they die.
	This is a good answer, but not quite good enough for full marks. It does give relevant beliefs and teachings – even if not using quotations – and makes very relevant points. To hit the full mark, it needed a bit more development, getting the quotes right, and perhaps another clear point.

	‘Religious people should show more compassion to the poor in LEDCs.’ Do you agree? Give reasons for your answer, showing you have thought about more than one point of view. Refer to religious arguments in your answer. (6)
	I think they should help the poor in LEDCs because they are so poor. If we give them a bit of money, it buys more than it does here. Religious believers would say you have to love your neighbour, and this is that. They also say Treat other as you want to be treated, and if you were poor, you would want to be helped. Also life is sacred, so we should help.

But I disagree because the countries don’t use the money properly. Their governments steal the money from poor people, so the poor stay that way. It is like a bottomless hole that you throw money into – it never fixes anything, so why bother.
	It is crucial to learn the key words. It is clear the candidate doesn’t understand ‘compassion’ but that is the key to the question. Of course, most of what is said is relevant, but the examiner is left to see how it is all relevant to that idea of compassion. You must keep it relevant to the statement set. Four marks.
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