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1 Augustine’s teaching on human nature 

1  

Concupiscence Uncontrolled desires and the nature of humankind being 

prone to sin. 

Original Sin Human nature is corrupt and everyone has a tendency to sin; 

it is inherited from Adam and passed on through the 

generations seminally. 

Grace God’s generous, undeserved and free act of love for the 

world, particularly seen in Jesus. 

2 Original Sin divided the will so that cupiditas (selfish love) ruled over caritas (generous, 

selfless love), resulting in uncontrolled desires for power and wealth. For example, 

jealousy caused people to steal others’ property, some were forced into slavery and 

people needed powerful leadership to control their wayward tendencies. 

3 Paul is describing his inner struggle with sin – he wants to do good and avoid evil but 

continues to sin despite his best intentions. This supports Augustine because it shows that 

human nature is corrupt and will tend to make the wrong choices. 

4 Reasons could include: 

• Original Sin is like a disease that is passed on through the generations, so even 

newborn babies are affected. 

• All suffer the consequences of double death – a broken relationship with God and 

mortal death. 

• No one can be good, illustrated by uncontrollable desires, such as lust. 

5 This is because everyone can be saved by God’s grace – salvation does not depend on 

being good and even the worst sinner can be saved. God reaches out to humans to save 

them by his free, generous and unmerited grace, shown in the sacrifice of his own son, 

Jesus, who died on the cross to pay the price of sin and death. This offers a cure for the 

disease of sin which corrupts human nature. 

6 Some arguments that could be used are: 

• Yes, because: 

o most people will seek to love and be loved or to co-operate with others for 

protection and happiness  

o as Augustine claims, everyone seems to struggle with making moral decisions 

and between what is the right or wrong choice. Paul also reflects this in Romans 

7. 

• No, because: 

o Sartre states there is no such thing as human nature; environment and culture 

affect each unique individual. 
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7 The summum bonum is important because it reflects Augustine’s emphasis on grace. 

Augustine thought that goodness in this world was temporary, illustrated by his 

experiences of the continual struggle to do good. True goodness, or the summum bonum, 

could only be experienced in God’s eternal presence, possible through God’s freely given 

grace which restores the relationship with God. 

8 It can be argued that Genesis is a myth which explains why humans tend to make wrong 

choices and continue to sin or disobey God. The Fall and Original Sin can be understood 

as symbols of the moment in each person’s life when they first commit sin or become 

aware of their mistakes. Original Sin is not inherited but is symbolic of what it means to 

be human. God’s grace is still necessary to help build good relationships. 

9 Before the Fall, Adam and Eve enjoyed the highest form of relationship, friendship; there 

was no lust or jealousy even in reproduction. After the Fall, because of the damaged will, 

marital relations were dominated by cupiditas, or self-love.  

Examples could include adultery and broken relationships due to lust and jealousy; the 

domination of men in leadership roles in the Catholic Church; the subordinate role of 

women in the family and Church. 

Exam-style question 

In discussion questions, it is important to weigh up the evidence. Do not be afraid to express 

an opinion shown by constructing a line of reasoning throughout the essay. This is an 

example of one way to approach this question: 

Initial investigations of Augustine’s view of human nature 

may suggest that moral goodness is an impossible goal for 

humans. This would be disputed by scholars such as 

Rousseau and Pelagius, who argue that humans are born 

with a good moral disposition but are detrimentally affected 

by society. Others claim that humans are born like a blank 

slate (tabula rasa, as Locke suggests) or morally neutral. 

This suggests that moral goodness would not be an 

impossible goal in theory, although it will be questioned 

whether it is attainable in practice. It will be argued, 

therefore, that Augustine’s assessment is stronger because, 

even if humans are inherently tainted and corrupt, moral 

goodness is achievable with the help of God’s grace. 

Using the example of a newborn baby, it is difficult to 

concur with Augustine’s view that Original Sin means that 

‘humans can never be morally good’. However, examples 

from around the world, such as high school massacres in 

America, terrorist attacks in Paris and Munich or Anders 

Breivik’s attack of young people in Norway, appear to 

support Augustine’s premise. Augustine uses the Genesis 

myth to explain why so many people choose immoral 

actions, claiming that the Fall, in which all humans were 

seminally present through Adam, causes an inherited 

imbalance in human nature, which, like faulty scales, will 

always tend towards evil rather than good. The human will, 

The introduction directly 

focuses on this question – 

it raises some issues that 

will be discussed in the 

essay; names relevant 

scholars; and starts the line 

of reasoning that continues 

throughout the essay. 

 

 

 

 

Using examples is helpful 

to illustrate and support 

the points. 

 

 

 

Clear, detailed, accurate 

and concisely explained 

knowledge and 

understanding of 



3 
 

once in harmony, was now divided, so cupiditas (selfish 

love) overrules caritas (generous, selfless love). Effectively, 

free will is also now constrained as the will is weakened by 

sin. Augustine uses Romans 7 to illustrate his personal 

struggles with concupiscence, where Paul describes doing 

what he does not want to do, and not doing what he does 

want to do. Hobbes provides further evidence of the lack of 

moral goodness in humans when he claimed ‘the life of man, 

solitary, poor, nasty, brutish, and short’. These ideas support 

Augustine’s initial premise that, since humans are 

characterised by animal-like and selfish motivation or 

behaviour, moral goodness is an impossible goal. Left to 

their own devices, selfless principles are often defeated in 

the internal moral struggle. There seems to be little hope of 

progress towards higher ideals.  

However, there are other scholars who would dispute this 

rather pessimistic view of human nature, arguing that it is 

possible for humans to aspire to and reach moral goodness. 

There are often examples of extreme courage and sacrificial 

actions in the midst of the most terrible humanitarian 

disasters, such as the nurse from Glasgow who volunteered 

during the Ebola crisis, risking her own health. This is 

reinforced by Pelagius, a contemporary of Augustine, who 

argued that human nature is not flawed; sin must be freely 

chosen rather than inherited and so it must be theoretically 

possible for people to be good. Rousseau states: ‘man is born 

free, and everywhere he is in chains’. He thought that 

humans are naturally generous and only act otherwise 

because of the situation. A human’s purpose is to break these 

chains by learning to appreciate others. Thus, moral 

goodness is not an impossible goal because humans begin 

from a position of goodness. Using rational reflection and 

effort, humans can return to this. 

Furthermore, those scholars who argue for a morally neutral 

human nature would also agree that it is possible to aspire to 

moral goodness. For example, Sartre stated, ‘there is no 

human nature’ but all humans have the capacity to make 

their own essence through the choices they make. This may 

be through using reason to co-operate with others, which, as 

Hobbes suggested, makes life tolerable. Pinker also adds that 

humans get on better when they take into account the 

interests of others. Therefore, it can be argued that, if 

humans co-operate and work together, it will not be 

impossible to achieve ethical righteousness. Perhaps a 

solution is found in the Marxist idea of praxis – that the 

restrictions of an unjust society need to be removed, in order 

for humans to flourish and achieve moral goodness.  
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Nevertheless, as Reinhold Niebuhr suggested, no action can 

ever be entirely good: the inner will is often defeated by 

egoism and self-interest. He disagreed with Hobbes about 

the power of reason and with Rousseau’s belief in moral 

goodness, arguing this will not bring about a fair and just 

society. An example that illustrates this could be the Arab 

Spring in Egypt; further corruption and injustice followed, 

rather than the utopia envisaged. As Augustine and the 

Second Vatican Council document, the ‘dramatic struggle 

between good and evil’ that all of us experience appears 

difficult to overcome. It would appear that cupiditas 

regularly overrules caritas, as Augustine claimed.  

It can be suggested that Augustine’s personal struggles 

against sin, particularly lust after having to give up his 

beloved mistress and child, have influenced his views on the 

impossible goal of moral goodness. Nevertheless, it can be 

argued that Augustine does provide hope in the form of 

God’s grace. Augustine claims, as the ‘Doctor of grace’, that 

it is possible to find an antidote to the human condition. 

Humans can aim for the summum bonum, the greatest or 

highest good because of God’s freely given grace. Grace is 

God’s free and undeserved love for humanity, shown by the 

sacrifice of Jesus on the cross, which can remove the guilt 

and punishment of Original Sin. God’s generous love can 

heal the damaged will and restore relationships with God 

and others. Augustine’s life experiences led him to believe 

that the only way to be rescued from the body of death 

(Romans 7) is through God’s grace. The inner struggle may 

continue throughout life but moral goodness is not an 

impossible goal if humans accept God’s grace, by faith. The 

Second Vatican Council agreed, suggesting that ‘the Lord 

Himself came to free and strengthen man, renewing him 

inwardly’. As Niebuhr comments, the human ego must 

encounter the divine Absolute (God) – only then will it 

realise its limitations and possibilities. Pelagius may even 

agree, to an extent, because although he emphasised personal 

responsibility for carrying out good actions, he believed that 

God’s grace assists us. Therefore, it appears that Augustine’s 

views may be used in tandem with those scholars who, at 

first sight, seem to have a very different starting point. 

Rousseau and Pelagius, for example, also recognise the 

difficulties experienced by humans in achieving moral 

goodness but argue that it is possible. 

In conclusion, despite the weaknesses of Augustine’s 

initially rather pessimistic view about the impossibility of 

any human achieving moral goodness, his views on God’s 

grace providing a necessary restoration of the human will 

counter this claim. Perhaps without divine aid, as Hobbes 
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and even Rousseau comment, society entangles and poor 

attempts at co-operation often fail due to selfishness. 

Therefore, it would appear that Augustine’s view is the most 

convincing – that on their own humans may not be able to 

attain moral goodness, but with God’s help and grace it is 

not impossible. 

Again, maintained clear 

focus on the question 

throughout. 

AS Levels of Response  

This essay would be more than enough for full marks, top of Level 5 for both AO1 and AO2 

– 30 marks. 

A level Levels of Response  

This essay would meet all the criteria for Level 6 on both AO1 and AO2 – 40 marks.  
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2 Death and the afterlife 

1 To help decide your view, compare the strengths and limitations of each view. For 

example: 

 Physical place Spiritual state Symbolic 

Limitation Needs a life after death: 

• Where are they 

located? 

• Break in continuity  

• Physical imagery 

comes from 

Renaissance art  

Physical body not 

needed: 

• The problem of 

identity – how can 

‘I’ continue, or how 

can I experience 

pleasure and pain, 

without a body? 

No life after death:  

• Justice: some do 

not experience 

reward or guilty 

conscience in this 

life 

Strength Supported by texts 

such as Revelation 20–

21 and a literal reading 

of the Parable of the 

Sheep and Goats 

Solves the problems of 

continuity 

Supported by the 

Parable of the Sheep 

and Goats – response 

to those in need in 

this life 

2 See Matthew 25:31–46: 

a E.g. feed the hungry; ‘whatever you did for one of the least of these brothers and 

sisters of mine, you did for me’ (v.35–40). 

b Inherit the kingdom prepared for them and enter into ‘eternal life’ (v.34, 46). 

c E.g. did not welcome the stranger; ‘whatever you did not do for one of the least of 

these, you did not do for me’ (v.42–45). 

d Go to the eternal fire and punishment (v.41, 46). 

3 The Parable of the Sheep and Goats refers to ‘eternal’ fire for the ‘goats’ or ‘eternal life’ 

as a reward for the ‘sheep’. Catholic teaching favours an eternal heaven in the presence of 

God, and hell as self-imposed separation from God which cannot be reversed. However, 

hell could be temporary until the restoration of the world. Or, if heaven and hell are 

symbols of moral living in this life, they are not eternal and end when the individual dies.  

4 These include: 

• at the end of time (known as ‘general judgement’), e.g. Matthew 25:31–32 

• when the individual dies (known as ‘particular judgement’), e.g. in Luke 23:43, Jesus 

says to the thief on the cross next to him, ‘today, you will be with me in paradise’ 

• if heaven and hell are symbols, judgement could be a moment of realisation when the 

consequences of our good and bad actions become clear. 

5 The Catholic Church uses biblical texts which hint at the purpose of purgatory – for 

example, praying for the dead, forgiveness of sins in the afterlife and purification from 

sin. However, many Protestants reject the concept because it is not explicit in biblical 

texts. Hick’s view of hell is similar to purgatory because it allows ‘soul-making’ to 

continue as preparation for heaven. 
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6 Origen, for example, uses the vision in Revelation 20–21 to argue there will be a new 

heaven and earth, where God’s rule is complete and creation is transformed to its pre-Fall 

state. Criticisms include: 

• If heaven is a spiritual state, it cannot be a physical restoration of the world. 

• If heaven is a symbol, it is not a future restored world but the total of all the happiness 

and goodness experienced in this life. 

7  

Limited election Only a few are chosen by God to be saved. 

Unlimited election Everyone is invited to be saved but only a few accept salvation. 

Universalism Everyone will be saved. 

8  

Strengths of universalism Weaknesses of universalism 

No one is condemned to hell for eternity… 

because it would be unfair to punish finite 

sin with infinite punishment in hell. 

It seems unfair… that there is no justice; 

those who have committed terrible 

crimes and inflicted large-scale suffering 

are not punished. 

God loves everyone and wants all to be 

saved… because God is omnibenevolent, 

e.g. 1 Timothy 2:3–4, God wants all to be 

saved; eventually all will want to respond 

to it. 

 

What if I don’t want to be saved… This 

challenges the idea of free will because 

no one can reject God; everyone will be 

saved regardless of their choice.  

Christ died so that all may be saved… 

Christ’s death and resurrection are 

effective for everyone to be saved, even 

those who do not know about him. 

 

Why did Christ need to die… if everyone 

was going to be saved anyway? 

Universalism seems to devalue Christ’s 

sacrifice. 

  

Exam-style question 

Higher-level responses might approach the question in this way: 

In the introduction: 

• address the question and outline the issues. For example, you should recognise that this 

question is asking about Jesus’ Parable of the Sheep and the Goats. It is asking you to 

consider how the parable has been interpreted – are heaven and hell ideas experienced in 

this life, or do they refer to an afterlife, either physical or spiritual?  

• Some may choose to begin their line of reasoning here by stating how they will develop 

their argument in the essay and why. 

The main body of the essay could include an exploration of the following points: 

• The parable focuses on ethics and how followers of Jesus should act during their life, not 

on a life after death. For example, ‘whatever you did for the least of these my brothers, 
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you did for me’, such as feeding the hungry, visiting the sick, welcoming strangers. 

However, Calvin may criticise this as encouraging salvation by works, not faith. 

• The Sheep and the Goats could refer not to Christians and non-Christians but all those 

within the Christian faith (or just Christian leaders) and the extent to which they have put 

their faith into action. 

• Jesus’ kingdom of God teachings could be interpreted as focusing on the ‘now’ 

(inaugurating God’s kingdom in this world) rather than the ‘not yet’ (a future heavenly 

state and the wicked banished to hell). Or the parable may suggest the fulfilment of God’s 

kingdom can only happen at a general judgement at the end of time, a type of life after 

death. 

• The parable uses language such as ‘eternal fire’ or ‘torment’ to depict hell and ‘eternal 

life’ or ‘reward’ to depict heaven, which could indicate they are physical places or 

spiritual states. However, this raises philosophical problems of identity and continuity.  

• It is possible to avoid a literal interpretation of ‘eternal fire’ and ‘eternal life’. This could 

represent annihilation – being separated from God’s presence for ever. Or it could be the 

happiness and fulfilment experienced when helping others and the torment of a guilty 

conscience when opportunities have been missed. DZ Phillips also understands eternal 

life to be a quality of earthly life rather than an afterlife in heaven. 

The most successful responses construct a line of reasoning throughout the essay, exploring 

evidence for its strengths and weaknesses. This would be reflected in the conclusion, which 

should not be a repeated summary. Instead, it will directly address the question and weigh up 

the arguments, considering the weaknesses but explaining the reasons for the strongest view.  
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3 Knowledge of God’s existence 

1  

Yes No 

Barth: 

• The Fall has corrupted human nature 

and reason.  

• Any attempt to use reason to know 

God will lead us astray and not give a 

true picture of what God is like. 

• Barth witnessed the extreme 

consequences of the misuse of reason 

in Nazi Germany. 

Brunner: 

• Only the material aspects of humans 

were corrupted during the Fall. 

• Humans still have an inbuilt sense of 

the divine and can use reason to find 

out some limited knowledge about 

God. 

• The principle of accommodation is 

alluded to in Psalm 19:1. 

• God has accommodated himself to 

humans to allow us to begin our 

journey of faith towards knowing 

God. 

2  

• There are ‘seeds of religion’ found in most cultures and societies; supported by sensus 

divinitas, e.g. in Acts 17, the Athenians had an altar to the unknown God. 

• Psalm 19:1, ‘the heavens declare the glory of God’, shows a sense of awe at the 

Creator. 

• Design arguments look for signs of purpose and regularity in the world, e.g. the eye 

has the purpose of seeing; order is found in the laws of gravity. 

3 For example, use Calvin’s ideas: 

• Christ as a mirror because he reflects God’s character and will, through his teachings 

and actions, e.g. healing those on the margins of society; Colossians 1:15 ‘image of 

the invisible God’. 

• Christ as mediator – Jesus provides a way for humans and God to re-connect; his 

death and resurrection redeem and pay the price for sin. 

4  

Strength of revealed knowledge of God Counter-argument or weakness 

If God is infinite and ‘wholly other’, 

knowledge is only possible if he reveals 

himself. 

• Perhaps God has accommodated 

himself to us through other forms of 

knowledge, e.g. creation. 

• Revealed theology is not accessible to 

everyone – only those who have faith. 

It emphasises the importance of faith. There is a danger of fideism – the 

rejection of reason in favour of faith 

alone. Without reason, how would we 
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know which revelation is right? 

It emphasises the importance of God’s 

grace. 

This assumes that Christianity is the 

correct revelation. What about those of 

other faiths? 

5  

• Barth is more convincing because human reason can be corrupt and misused, as it was 

to justify mass extermination in the Second World War. Also, if God is so infinitely 

beyond humans, there would be no possible point of contact – it could only lead to 

vague and unreliable knowledge of what God is actually like. 

• Or Brunner is more convincing because, like Aquinas, Christians need a rationale for 

their faith, based on empirical evidence and the use of reason. The tradition of using 

observation and reason is continued by modern design arguments, such as the 

Aesthetic Principle. This asserts that the appreciation of beauty is not necessary for 

survival, so indicates a benevolent designer. 

6  

a  

• Teaching about Jesus’ message. 

• Sharing the message of Jesus with those outside the Church, e.g. Alpha course, 

visiting and praying with those in hospital or in prison. 

• Helping the disadvantaged, e.g. food banks, orphanages. 

b The Church sometimes set a good example and is involved in local and worldwide 

community projects. However, sometimes the message is not clear, or is spoiled by 

those within the Church who are a bad example, such as holding onto wealth for 

selfish reasons rather than using it to help the poor. This may be because the Church 

is made up of sinful humans. 

7 You could choose to argue that revealed and natural knowledge of God are different but 

complementary, or discuss some of the points below: 

Yes No 

• They are like two sides of the same 

coin – for humans to have natural 

knowledge of God, God has to allow 

there to be points of contact, e.g. by 

placing sensus divinitas in humans 

(made in the image of God). 

• Both reason and revelation are needed, 

e.g. reading the Bible requires reason 

to interpret it. 

• Barth argues that revealed knowledge 

is superior; natural theology should be 

rejected because God is too beyond us, 

humans are too corrupt to reason 

correctly and there are no points of 

contact between us and God. 

8  

• Kierkegaard is one example of a scholar who recognised that the great divide between 

humans and God could only be bridged by taking a leap of faith.  
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• However, the emphasis on faith over reason leads to the accusation of fideism – the 

belief that we can know nothing about God except what he chooses to reveal. If we 

rule out the use of reason completely, there is no way to test whether our knowledge 

of God is true or false. 

Exam-style question 

There are several ways to tackle a comparison question. For example: 

• Explore and weigh up the similarities and differences between the concepts.  

• Explore the strengths and weaknesses of natural knowledge of God, followed by the 

strengths and weaknesses of revealed knowledge of God. Finally, weigh up which is 

stronger or weaker. 

• Compare the strengths of natural knowledge of God with the weaknesses of revealed 

knowledge. Then compare the strengths of revealed knowledge of God with the 

weaknesses of natural knowledge. Your conclusion should follow from the weight of 

argument outlined in your essay. 

Whichever style you choose, make sure your essay is not too focused on knowledge, by 

analysing and weighing up in every paragraph and fully justifying reasons why one is 

stronger than the other.  

The tables below give some suggestions using the third option: 

Weaknesses of natural knowledge of God Strengths of revealed knowledge of God 

How can the finite human mind, corrupted 

by the Fall, use reason correctly to know 

God? (Barth’s view) 

God reveals knowledge of himself, e.g. 

through the person of Jesus, as seen in the 

Bible or through the living church. This 

relies on God’s grace and revelation rather 

than human frailties. 

Natural theology could lead to a ‘knowing 

about’ God similar to reading about a 

celebrity, knowing everything about them 

but never having met them. Problems 

include: how can we know if this 

knowledge is correct? Barth would say 

human knowledge is fallible. 

Revealed knowledge of God is more like a 

personal relationship and ‘knowing’ God 

intimately – this is where revealed theology 

supersedes natural theology. 

 

Strengths of natural knowledge of God Weaknesses of revealed knowledge of God 

Natural theology suggests there must be 

some point of contact between humans 

and God, e.g. conscience; sensus 

divinitas.  

It is not always clear how humans should 

interpret what is revealed to them. For 

example, Christians may disagree on what 

Jesus, the Bible or Church reveals about God. 
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4 The person of Jesus Christ 

1  

Yes – Jesus thought he was divine 

because: 

No – Jesus did not think he was divine 

because: 

He used the divine name ‘I am’ to refer to 

himself. 

This phrase could have been added later to 

reflect Christian theology about Jesus’ 

divinity. 

He had special insights into God, e.g. he 

used ‘Abba’ to refer to God, which shows 

intimacy with God. 

He encouraged his disciples to use ‘Abba’ 

when praying so it does not indicate 

divinity. 

2  

• If Jesus is divine, his teaching has authority which may supersede other revelations. 

• Was Jesus divine? 

• Or simply a good example of how to be fully human? 

• Was his relationship with God unique, or was it an example to follow?  

3 Because original teaching about the kingdom of God was concerned with living morally. 

Jesus set an example of a fully human response to God, e.g. through prayer, helping 

others. The miracles were myths, added later as vehicles to express beliefs about the 

divinity of Christ.  

4  

a It should be a sincere turning back from what has gone before and beginning a new 

way of living. 

b God’s forgiveness, like the father in Luke 15:11–32, is extravagant and accepting of 

all, no matter what they have done. Jesus taught to forgive others because God 

forgives, e.g. Lord’s Prayer, Parable of the Unforgiving Servant (Matthew 18:21–35). 

5 Jesus went beyond the Jewish law – it was not enough to keep the law; the motivation has 

to be right to please God. The emphasis is on putting things right, e.g. forgiving rather 

than being angry, being ‘pure in heart’ (the Beatitudes). Also, private, inner thoughts need 

to be controlled as much as actions, e.g. lust is as bad as committing adultery. 

6  

• The way he used short sayings that could be easily remembered. 

• Like the Jewish rabbis (teachers), he was itinerant and had disciples who followed his 

teaching. 

• Jesus’ teachings continue to be used, e.g. the Golden Rule. 

• He was fully human (not divine) and his mission was to teach others how to live 

morally. 

• He was not a political liberator because he advocated peace and holy living. 
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7  

a Some of Jesus’ followers were named zealots, freedom fighters who wanted to defeat 

the Romans; crucifixion was reserved for political rebels and criminals; perhaps the 

political teachings were edited out by later writers to show the Romans that Christians 

were not dangerous. 

b Jesus taught about peace: he told Peter to put away his sword in Gethsemane; he said, 

‘all who draw the sword will die by the sword’ (Matthew 26:52). Jesus said to ‘love 

your enemies’, ‘turn the other cheek’ and revised the Old Testament phrase ‘an eye 

for an eye…’ (Matthew 5).  

8  

• Jesus liberated the poor, weak and marginalised in society, e.g. Luke 10:25–37, Mark 

5:24–34.  

• He wanted to liberate people from restrictive religious laws and instead emphasised 

motives and inner purity.  

• Spirituality was available to all, not only the spiritual elite.  

9 One view, for example, is that of CS Lewis, who argued that Jesus was either mad, a fool 

or the Son of God. This is because Jesus’ teaching and actions were signs of his divinity, 

showing he was more than a revolutionary and more than a moral teacher. He inaugurated 

a new way of living, God’s kingdom on earth. 

Exam-style question 

Some scholars argue that Jesus was the Son of God and so 

had a unique relationship with God. If this is the case, then 

it could be argued that Jesus provides a role model to 

which Christians can aspire, or that since Christians cannot 

hope to attain this type of relationship with God, it is 

useless or no help to them. Other scholars claim that Jesus 

was not the Son of God, but simply a wise teacher or a 

political revolutionary. 

Was Jesus the Son of God? We can look at several pieces 

of evidence to help us come to a decision. Jesus’ miracles 

may indicate that he was divine. For example, Jesus 

walked on water, calmed the storm and fed 5,000 people 

with a few loaves and fish. The people at the time may 

have linked these miracles to stories and texts in the Old 

Testament. Only God was believed to have power over 

nature, as Jesus was exhibiting. God also provided mana 

(bread) in the desert for the wandering people of Israel 

after their escape from slavery in Egypt, just as Jesus 

provided food for the crowd on a remote hillside. 

Therefore, it can be argued that Jesus’ miracles are 

reminders of the history of the Jews and may have caused 

his contemporaries to wonder if this was the promised 

Messiah who would inaugurate God’s rule on earth. Jesus 

is recorded in John’s gospel as referring to himself using 

the unspoken name of God, ‘I am’, by claiming, ‘I am the 

This starts by addressing the 

question and linking it to 

whether Jesus was the Son 

of God. The final sentence 

does not add anything. 

 

 

 

A lot of accurate 

knowledge, but it seems to 

be going off at a tangent. It 

does not link to Jesus’ 

relationship with God or 

whether this is helpful to 

Christians today.  

 

 

It gains some credit for 

AO1 in the lower levels of 

response. 

 

To improve, add analysis 
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light of the world.’ This may indicate that Jesus himself 

thought he was divine. However, some argue this phrase 

did not necessarily originate from Jesus as it could have 

been added in later to reflect developing Christian 

theology. After all, John’s gospel was the latest to be 

written and is the most theological gospel. Nevertheless, 

Jesus suffered trials and crucifixion, set up by the religious 

leaders of the time. This could suggest they felt threatened 

by this new religious movement and cut out of the new 

‘kingdom of God’. Thus, the evidence seems to point 

towards Jesus being divine, the Son of God. 

Going back to the question, is there any evidence for Jesus 

having a unique relationship with God? Some supporting 

evidence can be found in Jesus’ teachings about prayer. 

Jesus teaches his disciples to pray, using a formula that has 

become known as the Lord’s Prayer. Jesus addresses his 

prayer to ‘Our Father’, which indicates some family 

intimacy. However, the term ‘father’ can also be 

understood as rather formal and authoritarian, as well as 

having issues for feminists. On the other hand, Jesus also 

refers to God as ‘Abba’, which is a respectful term but one 

more informal and intimate, similar to the way a child 

would use ‘Dad’ or even ‘Daddy’. These phrases can be 

argued to give an insight into the relationship Jesus had 

with God. However, this could be helpful to Christians 

today because Jesus encourages his followers to use the 

same language and thus participate in a similar relationship 

with God. 

Instead of exhibiting a unique relationship with God, it can 

be argued that Jesus only had a special connection with 

God. Few others have been able to draw on a power to 

control nature or to heal the sick. Jesus’ moral teachings 

could also be used to support this point. Jesus appears to 

have new insights into how humans can live and thrive in 

relationship with God, wanting to encourage his disciples 

to experience this too. For example, Jesus teaches about the 

Parable of the Good Samaritan and shows how humans 

should ‘love God … and love your neighbour’ (Luke 

10:27). While the Sermon on the Mount encourages inner 

purity and motives, such as not being angry or lustful, as 

these are just as bad as committing murder or adultery, 

Jesus’ instruction to love your enemies goes beyond 

normal human morals. Would anyone have invented this 

without having a special relationship with God?  

If Jesus was fully human and not divine, this may indicate 

that he had a special, rather than a unique, relationship with 

God. Some scholars suggest Jesus was a man but had great 

throughout the paragraph, 

or at the end, giving reasons 

why this material either 

supports or criticises the 

statement in the question. 

 

 

 

 

 

The learner seems to have 

realised they have gone 

away from the question and 

tries to salvage the answer.  

 

 

 

This is more relevant and 

tied closely to the question 

– this is the best analysis in 

the essay. 

 

 

 

This is an alternative view 

from the one in the 

question. The argument is 

supported with examples 

from Jesus’ life and 

teaching.  

 

By this point, the argument 

is only asserted. Only use a 

rhetorical question if it is 

answered with justified 

reasons (see * below for a 

suggestion of how to do 

this). 

 

The beginning of this 

paragraph is focused on the 

question and gives a reason 
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insights as a wise teacher. In this case, he provides a good 

role model for Christians today so is helpful. Although CS 

Lewis argues that either Jesus was mad, a fool or the Son 

of God because of his teaching. 

In conclusion, it can be argued that Jesus’ relationship with 

God was unique but that it is still helpful for Christians 

today. 

why Jesus’ relationship 

with God is helpful for 

Christians today. The last 

sentence, though, adds 

nothing. When using a 

quote, make sure to explain 

why you have included it 

and how it helps your point. 

The conclusion is a short, 

focused assertion.  

To improve, add evaluation: 

weigh up the arguments in 

the essay; give reasons why 

you have reached this 

conclusion. 

 It can be argued, however, that this view was not unique. Gandhi also used this as a basis 

for non-violent protest, as did Martin Luther King. However, it can still be argued that 

they were inspired by Jesus as Martin Luther King was a Christian pastor and, thus, 

Jesus’ relationship with God is helpful to Christians today. 

AS Levels of Response 

AO1 – although there are some questions about selection in the second paragraph, there is 

also some relevant, accurate knowledge and understanding shown further on. There are useful 

sources of authority, e.g. a few theological ideas and biblical texts. The essay would easily 

meet all the criteria for Level 3 and some of Level 4, so would gain a mark of 11. 

AO2 – there is some successful analysis at times; it mostly addresses the question but some 

views are asserted and not fully justified. This fulfils the criteria for top of Level 3 – 9 marks. 

A level Levels of Response 

AO1 – as above, the essay meets some of the bullet points in Level 4 so would gain 9 marks. 

AO2 – the top of Level 3 would give 12 marks. In order to access the higher levels, there 

needs to be more analysis throughout the essay and evaluation in the conclusion, as indicated 

in the comments above. 
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5 Christian moral principles 

1  

 Theonomous ethics Heteronomous ethics Autonomous ethics 

What does it 

mean? 

Ethics that are 

governed by God’s 

laws or commands. 

Ethics that are 

governed by several 

sources of law or 

authority. 

Ethics that are self-

governed. 

How do 

Christians 

decide what is 

moral? 

 

Use the Bible alone. Read the Bible, 

discuss with other 

Christians, use Church 

tradition and reason. 

Use the principle of 

love to decide what do 

to in each situation. 

Give an 

example of 

how it helps 

with moral 

decisions. 

Should I give to 

charity? Yes, because 

the Bible talks about 

loving one’s neighbour 

and helping the 

disadvantaged. 

Should I campaign to 

relax abortion laws? 

Discuss the underlying 

issues, such as: is all 

life of value and 

sacred; when does life 

begin? 

Should I help at a soup 

kitchen for the 

homeless? Yes, 

because it shows each 

homeless person they 

are valued; love looks 

after the marginalised. 

2 Because it contains propositional revelation – a series of truths that one can assent to. It is 

a rule book written by God, or the writers were inspired to communicate God’s words, 

supported by 2 Timothy 3:16 – ‘all Scripture is God-breathed and is useful…’. 

3 Strengths: conflicting principles in the Bible can be discussed; Church tradition can 

provide examples of what other Christians have done or decided. 

Weaknesses: which Church or leader provides authentic authority? If there are conflicting 

ideas, how do you know who is right? 

4 Because any reading of the Bible requires an application of reason. For example, to work 

out the principles of how to live a moral life, or to adapt writings from thousands of years 

ago to today’s culture.  

5 Yes, because everyone is responsible before God for their own moral decisions; it is fairer 

to make a decision based on each situation. 

No, because individuals could interpret a principle incorrectly; and there are no 

boundaries or guidance. 

6  

a Because they provide a way of checking and keeping individuals balanced and 

orthodox. 

b There could be abuses of power within the Church; it is difficult to decide which ideas 

or claims are correct if there is conflict. 

7 By acting with love as a priority, it puts individuals first and makes decisions in the best 

interests of each person. Jesus also emphasised love, e.g. love God and love your 
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neighbour as yourself, do to others as you would have them treat you. St Paul stated that 

love is greater than faith and hope. 

8 To answer this question, you could explore the similarities and differences of Christian 

ethics with other ethical systems. Give examples to support both and assess the strengths 

and weaknesses of each view. Here is an example of an evaluative final sentence: 

Therefore, it can be argued that Christian ethics are not distinctive because many other 

moral teachers have used similar strategies, such as Gandhi, who agreed with Jesus’ 

dismissal of the Old Testament teaching ‘an eye for an eye’. 

Exam-style question 

Tips on answering ‘to what extent’ questions: 

• Remember to evaluate by weighing up the extent to which the argument is successful. 

• Imagine a line with opposing views at each end – where is your view on that line? Then 

plan your argument accordingly.  

• Make sure you refer ‘to what extent’ throughout your essay but especially justify the 

reasons why you have reached your conclusion. 

Possible discussion ideas could include:  

• A discussion of theonomous ethics where God is the source of all morality; practically, 

this means using the Bible alone to make moral decisions. How is this done? 

• The strengths of using the Bible alone. For example: 

o The Bible is God’s word so its rules should be obeyed but this only applies to those 

who interpret the text literally. 

o Human reason is sinful and corrupt because of the Fall so the Bible provides an 

infallible set of ethics. 

• The weaknesses of using the Bible alone to decide moral principles or actions. For 

example: 

o Modern culture is very different from biblical times, e.g. it is more tolerant of same-

gender relationships. A counter-argument is that biblical principles have absolute 

authority so society should change to fit the Bible, not Christians adapt to society. 

o Issues such as abortion and euthanasia are not specifically mentioned in the Bible, 

although some Christians would apply the biblical principle of sanctity of life to these 

modern issues. 

• Whether the weaknesses can be addressed by using heteronomous ethics, such as the use 

of reason and Church tradition. For example: 

o Reasons why this might be helpful where there are contradictory models in the Bible, 

e.g. Israelites encouraged to wipe out the Canaanites when they entered the promised 

land in the Old Testament compared to Jesus’ teaching about love for enemies. 

o Reasons why this might safeguard against incorrect interpretations of the Bible, e.g. 

can refer to previous generations of Christian disciples who have discussed these 

texts. 

• Some could choose to address the weaknesses of using the Bible alone, by applying 

autonomous ethics, or using the principle of love.  
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6 Christian moral action 

1  

Religionless Christianity Christianity without the baggage of the past and the 

contamination of ideological beliefs of the present. 

Civil disobedience Refusal to obey state laws, often by non-violent protest 

with the aim of changing the law. 

Tyrannicide The deliberate killing of a tyrant (ruthless ruler) for the 

common good. 

2 Christians should not stand by and silently watch while injustices are perpetrated against 

those on the margins of society, who have no voice. Christians should act to end the 

oppression and stop anyone else being hurt rather than simply attending to the causalities 

that society leaves behind.  

For example: Yes, Bonhoeffer is right because Jesus also acted to help those who could 

not help themselves, e.g. healing the ostracised woman who suffered from bleeding. 

3 Yes, because God is the highest authority for Christians, e.g. in natural law, Aquinas talks 

about divine and eternal law being above laws of the state. Sometimes the state makes 

unjust decisions and Christians should point this out. 

No, because God has given authority to the rulers of this world, such as state governments 

e.g. Matthew 22:21, Romans 13:1–7. 

4  

For Against 

• Bonhoeffer said Christians needed to 

act, even if it was against the law. 

• Jesus spoke out and helped those in 

need. 

• Martin Luther King showed civil 

disobedience can lead to political 

change. 

• Bonhoeffer was living in extreme 

circumstances, but: 

• Christians should work with and 

within the law to bring change if it is 

needed, e.g. lobby MPs; vote for 

change.  

• The welfare system helps the most 

vulnerable. 

5  

• Because it was allowing the Nazi regime to have too much influence, e.g. it was only 

allowed to appoint leaders approved by the state. It no longer held the state to account 

but was controlled by the state. 

• No, because Bonhoeffer should have stayed and tried to reform it. 

• Yes, because the Confessing Church had betrayed its allegiance to Christ.  

6 Because it was a source of true Christian community. He valued the discipline in sharing 

daily and spiritual life, as well as the accountability to others. They could discuss issues 

and biblical interpretation together. 
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7  

Strengths Weaknesses 

• It reflects the cost of Jesus’ sacrificial 

love, giving up his life for others. 

• The Church should be outward-

looking and exists for others, even 

when this is costly to do. 

• The cost of discipleship was too high. 

• It over-emphasised sacrifice and 

suffering (the crucifixion rather than 

the resurrection). 

• It is unattainable for ordinary 

Christians. 

8 Cheap grace: Christians who accept God’s grace and forgiveness without changing their 

lives. 

Costly grace: Grace was costly for God, who gave the life of his son, Jesus; grace is 

costly for the true Christian, who has to give up their own desires in life. 

9 For example, he helped Jews escape from Germany; worked as a double agent; suffered 

prison and execution. 

Exam-style question 

A useful way to tackle a question is to use a technique known as ‘BUG’: 

B – Box the command word or instruction. 

U – Underline the key words or ideas. 

G – Glance through the question again to check you haven’t missed anything. 

This question is asking for analysis of Bonhoeffer’s teachings and actions on being a 

Christian.  

Higher-level responses may discuss, analyse and evaluate some of the following: 

• What does it mean to be a Christian disciple or a follower of Jesus? 

• Solidarity with the ‘voiceless’ and suffering alongside them: 

o Teaching: Jesus was ‘a man for others’ and Christianity should follow his example of 

helping the oppressed and marginalised. Staying silent was not an option for 

Bonhoeffer as he considered this to be condoning evil. You could discuss whether this 

is more important than other aspects of discipleship, such as prayer and worship.  

o Actions: see question 9 above. 

• Costly grace versus cheap grace: 

o Christian discipleship for Bonhoeffer requires a complete submission to the will of 

God, being willing to give up everything, even one’s life, in the same way that God 

gave up his son and Jesus sacrificed his life. Could this lead to radicalisation or even 

terrorism? 

• Action rather than belief/faith: 

o He said Christians should put a spoke in the wheel, not just bandage the injured – try 

to change the cause of suffering.  



20 
 

o Is being a Christian more about belief or action? For Bonhoeffer, faith is about action 

first – you may choose to compare this approach with texts such as the Parable of the 

Sheep and Goats or the Good Samaritan.  

• To be a disciple of Christ means to know the will of God and to act upon it. This may 

lead on to discussion of how Christians know the will of God.  
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7 Religious pluralism 

1 For example: 

Strengths Weaknesses 

Texts such as John 14:6 and 1 Timothy 

2:3–6 emphasise the importance of Jesus 

for salvation. 

Challenges the benevolence of God if he 

excludes those who are religious and moral 

in their actions. 

Retains the distinctiveness of Christianity 

and the need for Jesus’ sacrifice. 

This can be interpreted as divisive and 

arrogant, particularly in a multi-faith 

society. 

2  

a Yes, salvation depends on having faith in God’s grace through the death and 

resurrection of Jesus. 

b Yes and no, belief in Jesus and Christianity is the normative way of salvation but God 

wants all to be saved, so even non-Christians can access the benefits of Jesus’ death 

on the cross.  

c No, God wants everyone to be saved; those of other faiths can also be saved without 

faith in Jesus.  

3 Because, for example: 

• God’s grace will extend to those who seek him but do not know about Jesus. Rahner 

calls them ‘anonymous Christians’. 

• It accepts other religions since all contain elements of truth. 

• Jesus’ death was effective for all. 

4  

• Distinctive: because it recognises the place of Jesus in salvation; exclusivism and 

inclusivism insist that salvation is only available through and because of Jesus. 

• It is the same: because pluralism says all religions have elements of truth; Christianity 

is one way among many ways.  

5 You could use one or more of these views: 

• Pluralism: anyone who is good or following God, whether through a religion or none, 

will be saved.  

• Inclusivism: allows for anonymous Christians to be saved, i.e. those who are morally 

good and seeking to live righteously, like the sheep in Jesus’ parable.  

• Exclusivism: argues that salvation is through faith/grace not moral actions. 

6 It can be argued that the advantages of Scriptural Reasoning outweigh the disadvantages 

because there is more to be gained by honest discussion and sharing the importance of 

faith than by maintaining division between religions. Although some have criticised 

Scriptural Reasoning as causing confusion and conflicts with participants’ own traditions, 

it can be liberating to experience new ways of understanding, particularly with shared 

texts. 
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7 It can be argued that it is only by helping those in the community that faith can be 

effectively shared. By acting with compassion, charity and love, Christians are following 

the example of Jesus. As Sharing the Gospel of Salvation comments, using 1 Peter 3:15, 

Christians should always be prepared to give an answer for their faith, but this should be 

done with respect and is more effective in the context of mutual trust and friendship, 

perhaps grown out of community projects, such as food banks.  

8  

What do they 

say about…? 

Redemptoris Missio Sharing the Gospel of Salvation 

The centrality of 

Christ  

Full salvation is through Christ 

and baptism into the Church. 

Christ is saviour but welcomes 

all. 

Mission and 

converting others  

Essential to Christianity – to 

bring others to faith in Christ 

and baptism into the Church. 

• ‘Always be prepared to give 

an answer….’ 

• Love, humility, respect of 

other religious traditions. 

• ‘Motivated by a holistic 

concern for the wellbeing 

of…’ others rather than 

conversion. 

Inter-faith 

dialogue 
• An important, separate 

strand to mission but does 

not replace it. 

• Promotes tolerance. 

• By leaders and ordinary 

Christians. 

The Four Dialogues of: 

• daily life 

• common good 

• mutual understanding  

• spiritual life. 

9 Redemptoris Missio – because it gives very clear guidance about promoting tolerance 

while maintaining the distinctiveness of Christianity and the importance of the place of 

Jesus Christ and the Church. It encourages Christians to bring others into the fellowship 

of the family of the Church through baptism. 

Sharing the Gospel of Salvation – because it gives practical guidance on what Christians 

can be involved with in their communities. It recognises the difficulties that some will 

face in either coming to faith or accepting Christ and the Church, and is more welcoming. 

Exam-style question 

The table below gives some starting points for discussion. Higher-level answers will analyse 

the strengths and weaknesses of each view rather than simply describing it. The better 

responses tend to construct an argument throughout the essay, building towards a clearly 

reasoned conclusion. 

Yes Maybe No 

Jesus’ final instructions to 

his followers included to 

make disciples (Matthew 

Sharing the Gospel of 

Salvation encourages 

empathy, respect and 

In a multi-faith society, it is 

arrogant to assume that there 

is one truth above all others. 
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28:18–20). patience in mission. The 

Church should be 

welcoming but allow people 

time to convert. 

Religion should be kept 

private. 

Redemptoris Missio 

encourages Catholics to 

introduce non-believers to 

faith in Jesus and baptism 

into Church to access all the 

benefits of salvation. 

Sharing the Gospel of 

Salvation suggests the Four 

Dialogues, which promote 

community projects, social 

justice and loving one’s 

neighbour.  

It is more important to live a 

good moral life because 

everyone is saved 

(pluralism). 

It is more acceptable to 

convert those without faith, 

rather those belonging to 

another religion. 

Other teachings of Jesus 

emphasise practical actions, 

helping those in need, e.g. 

Matthew 25. 

‘Anonymous Christians’ do 

not need a specific 

conversion experience. 
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8 Gender 

1  

• Men and women were created equally but have complementary gender roles. For 

example, Mulieris Dignitatem says women have innate psychological and biological 

characteristics that are suited to motherhood.  

• Ephesians 5 describes man as the head of woman so they have different roles in the 

family: breadwinner or homemaker. 

2  

a The man is head of the family; his wife should submit to him and has a subservient 

role looking after children. 

b There were a variety of biblical households/families; ‘head’ could refer to the source 

of woman in Genesis when Eve came from Adam’s rib; the husband should love like 

Christ, which is self-sacrificial, so it is about a partnership of mutual and selfless love. 

3 You could use sources of authority to support your reasoning such as Mulieris 

Dignitatem. This states that motherhood is a special and unique privilege which gives 

women a sense of purpose and appreciation for their sacrifice. Mary, mother of Jesus, 

welcomed the opportunity and challenge of motherhood. 

4 For example, Simone de Beauvoir argues: 

• It restricts women from having a full place in society because it confines women to 

the home. 

• It prevents, terminates or breaks career progress. 

• Women have no control over their body for nine months, resulting in feelings of 

helplessness. 

5 Yes, because there are different types of family across cultures, times and places:  

• In Asia, there are extended families with several generations sharing childcare. 

• In Western societies, government propaganda about nuclear families encouraged 

women back to the home so that returning soldiers had enough jobs after the Second 

World War. 

• In Victorian England, there were working-class extended or single-parent families. 

6 Yes: because the Church should be a model showing an ideal way to live, e.g. 

motherhood and complementary roles of men and women. 

No: because Christianity needs to recognise mistakes of the past, repent for mistreatment 

of women and change, e.g. women in leadership in churches; equal division of household 

tasks and childcare in families. 

7  

 Radford Ruether Mary Daly 

Should Christianity 

be reformed or 

abandoned? Why? 

Reformed from within by 

repenting for past sin, rejecting 

patriarchy and rebalancing 

roles. 

Abandoned because it is too 

entrenched in patriarchy. 
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How important is 

nature in 

spirituality? 

Ecological feminism – need to 

challenge the hierarchal 

treatment of nature. 

Eco-feminism – true spirituality 

is found in nature. 

What is the role of 

women in 

Christianity? 

Women should be treated as 

equals in faith communities. 

Women need to escape from 

‘rape’ – they have been 

mistreated, exploited and 

systematically abused. 

8 Because it emphasises the feminine essence of God’s spirit. Sophia has been replaced by 

the Greek translation, Logos, which is a masculine term later applied to Jesus, the male 

saviour. The feminine needs to be extracted from the patriarchal editing of texts. 

9 Rape, genocide and war – Christian culture is dominated by androcentric desires and 

values that have mistreated and exploited women, societies and even nature itself.  

Add your own examples using Daly’s ideas. 

Exam-style question 

Ruether argues for reform of the idea of Jesus Christ as a 

male saviour by returning to the authentic prophetic-

liberating tradition and seeing Christ as the embodiment of 

Sophia, the female wisdom principle. However, Daly prefers 

to abandon Jesus as a male saviour because the concept has 

become too scarred by patriarchy and androcentrism. 

Although there are some similarities in their approaches, 

both have suffered criticism. It will be argued that Ruether is 

more successful in addressing the problem of a male saviour 

because she presents an inclusive solution while retaining 

the essence of Christianity, whereas Daly rejects both Christ 

and the subsequent religion.  

In comparing the similarity of approaches, it can be 

suggested that both Ruether and Daly recognise the 

problems presented to women by a male saviour. For 

example, Ruether criticises traditional Christology in two 

ways. Firstly, the Greek term Logos was applied to Jesus as 

the ‘word of God’, which in John 1 gives a definition of 

Christ as ‘founder and cosmic governor of the existing social 

hierarchy’, thus reiterating the patriarchal order of the 

universe. Secondly, Jesus is seen ‘as the male disclosure of a 

male God whose normative representative can only be 

male’. This is particularly seen in the warrior-Messiah 

expectation where Jesus is envisaged as a conquering, male 

king who rules by subjugating others. As Christianity 

became the official religion of the Roman Empire, it 

developed the ‘theological assumption of the maleness of 

God’ because of these two elements. Ruether rejects this 

traditional view of Jesus, arguing this is idolatrous and 

alienates women. Daly would agree with Ruether up to this 

The introduction sets out a 

brief outline of both 

scholars’ views on a male 

saviour. 

Starts the line of reasoning 

by arguing that Ruether is 

more successful – gives a 

reason which will be 

supported and tested 

throughout the essay. 

 

  

The first two paragraphs 

compare similarities and 

differences of Ruether and 

Daly. 

 

Detailed and accurate 

knowledge, using technical 

terms and quotes from both 

scholars. 
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point. Daly famously said, ‘if God is male, then the male is 

God’. However, their solutions are different. Daly rejects the 

whole concept of a male saviour, arguing this continues 

patriarchal abuses and dominance of women, seen, for 

example, in the exclusively male priesthood of the Catholic 

Church. While this may be the case in one denomination, it 

can be argued that Daly has not considered others where 

there are women leaders or the reforms that have recently 

promoted women bishops in the Anglican Church. In 

comparison, Ruether’s solution is to return to earlier 

translations of texts, rejecting the Greek, masculine term 

Logos in favour of the Hebrew, feminine Sophia. In this 

way, it can be argued that Ruether seeks reform rather than 

total rejection of the male saviour. 

A further similarity in the approaches to a male saviour is 

that Daly and Ruether both seek to return to earlier, ancient 

traditions. For Daly, this is the spirituality of nature, the 

ancient forms of worship which preceded formal religion. 

This transcends gender and there is no place for maleness. 

For Ruether, she claims that Jesus reflects the ‘prophetic-

liberating traditions’ which reject patriarchal and 

hierarchical ideology. The ministry of Jesus reiterates the 

defence of the oppressed and criticism of the establishment, 

particularly in their treatment of the marginalised, seen in the 

prophetic writings of Amos and Isaiah, for example. In 

returning to this underlying Hebrew tradition, Ruether 

argues that the maleness of Jesus disintegrates and can be 

compatible with feminism. Daly, however, criticises Ruether 

because she argues all biblical texts reinforce the maleness 

of God as saviour and promote the patriarchal idea of God as 

part of an Unholy Trinity of rape, genocide and war. Others 

have added that Ruether is selective in her use of texts, 

which may also weaken her case. Fiorenza, however 

supports Ruether, arguing that biblical texts do challenge 

social, patriarchal norms – for example, Jesus breaks sexist 

social customs by talking to the woman at the well in 

Samaria (John 4). It can also be argued there is some 

similarity with Daly as Ruether also values spirituality found 

through eco-feminism and nature and tries to incorporate this 

into her theology. Nevertheless, Ruether retains the 

centrality of Jesus as saviour within Christianity.  

In suggesting that Ruether’s approach to Jesus as a male 

saviour is more successful than Daly, it is necessary to 

evaluate their comparative strengths and weaknesses. One 

strength of Ruether’s approach is that she retains the essence 

of Christianity, the person of Jesus as saviour. She seeks to 

return to the authentic message of the Jesus movement – for 

example, illustrated by Jesus’ treatment of women. This 

Analysis of both approaches 

in terms of a male saviour. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Lots of detailed knowledge 

and understanding of the 

background of Ruether’s 

thought. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Critical comparison – using 

Daly to criticise Ruether. 

 

 

Counter-argument from 

another scholar, Fiorenza. 

Continuing to compare 

similarities while 

recognising the differences. 

 

 

 

This paragraph shows a 

different way of dealing with 

a ‘critically compare’ 

question – the strengths of 

Ruether are compared to the 

weaknesses of Daly. 
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reforming principle could be seen as more acceptable to 

those within the Church and Ruether also is inclusive of 

men. On the other hand, Daly appears to alienate men (and 

some women) by excluding them from access to spirituality. 

Furthermore, Ruether’s re-envisaging of the male saviour, 

the figure of Jesus, she claims, is ‘remarkably compatible 

with feminism’. For example, as previously mentioned by 

using the feminine term Sophia, Jesus encompasses the 

feminine aspects of God. Ruether claims, ‘theologically 

speaking then, we might say that the maleness of Jesus has 

no ultimate significance’. However, Daly argues that the 

male saviour and feminism are not compatible at all. Daly 

claims that the incarnation of Jesus is an example of rapist 

culture because Mary is the ultimate rape victim; and the 

crucifixion of Jesus is a glorification of the male enjoyment 

of pain, torture and sexual dominance. Thus, a male saviour 

prevents women from accessing spirituality. On this point, 

Daly and Ruether present a stark choice, to either reform or 

abandon the envisaged saviour. Some may argue that the 

removal of Jesus, the male saviour, as Daly requires, is to 

eradicate the essence of Christianity. 

However, it can be argued that Daly’s rejection of a male 

saviour gives a radical insight into the flaws of human 

relationships and society. Some have found her way of 

looking at the world helpful to re-envision the Christian 

view of relations with God and nature, without the 

dominance of Christ. Many radical feminists criticise 

Ruether because she does not go far enough, although many 

within the Church disapprove of her reformist ideas. For 

example, some Catholics may want to preserve the different 

roles of men and women, illustrated by the roles of Mary and 

Jesus in the Gospels. 

In conclusion, it seems that, if theologians want to retain 

anything that is recognisable as Christianity, they may need 

to adopt the approach of Ruether rather than Daly. Daly’s 

approach rejects the heart of Christianity by rejecting the 

saviour Jesus because of traditional gender language. Since 

it can be argued that the essence of Christianity is the person 

of Jesus Christ, Ruether’s return to the authentic message of 

Jesus with the adoption of his insights and actions into the 

treatment of women shows that it is possible to reform the 

idea of a male saviour to make it accessible to women.  

 

 

 

 

Continues the comparison of 

strengths and weaknesses. 

 

AO1 is woven into the 

analysis, e.g. using 

knowledge of Daly’s views 

on Mary and Jesus to 

illustrate a reason why she 

wants to abandon a male 

saviour.  

 

 

 

 

This paragraph starts with a 

strength of Daly contrasted 

with weaknesses of 

Ruether’s view. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The conclusion directly 

addresses the question, 

continues to compare and 

weighs up reasons why 

Ruether is more successful 

(in their view). 

A level Levels of Response  

This essay fulfils the criteria for Level 6 for both AO1 and AO2, shown by the sections in 

bold below.  



28 
 

Level Mark AO1 Mark AO2 

6 14–16 Excellent knowledge and 

understanding in response 

to the question: 

• fully comprehends and 

focuses on the question 

throughout 

• very good selection of 

relevant material  

• accurate/detailed 

knowledge 

demonstrating very 

good understanding 

(either the breadth or 

depth)  

• accurate and 

appropriate use of 

technical terms and 

subject vocabulary 

• a very good range of 

scholars/sources. 

21–24 Excellent analysis and 

evaluation in response to the 

question: 

• excellent, clear and 

successful argument 

• confident and insightful 

critical analysis; detailed 

evaluation of the issue 

• views skilfully and clearly 

stated, coherently developed 

and justified 

• answers the question set 

precisely throughout 

• thorough, accurate and 

precise use of technical 

terms and vocabulary in 

context 

• extensive range of scholarly 

views, academic approaches 

and sources of wisdom and 

authority used to support 

analysis and evaluation. 

There is an excellent line of 

reasoning, well-developed and 

sustained, which is coherent, 

relevant and logically structured. 
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9 The challenge of secularism 

1 Secularism – a belief that religion is not important to the running of society, e.g. the belief 

that religion is a private matter. 

Secularisation – the removing of religious influence from all areas of public life, e.g. as in 

France. 

2  

• God is a psychological construct which originates from the Oedipus complex – guilt 

and ambivalent feelings towards the father (both love and hate) are suppressed in the 

super-ego. 

• Guilt resurfaces as a need for protection against death and suffering in the world and 

is projected onto the ideal father figure, or God. 

3  

• Because it causes wars and conflict, e.g. Dawkins claims current extremism is caused 

by religion. 

• Science is reason, religion is delusion – there is no conclusive evidence or rational 

argument for the existence of God. Everything can be reduced to the physical; there is 

no spiritual realm. 

• Children are being abused by indoctrination before they can think for themselves, e.g. 

the terrors of hell are used to enforce morals. 

4  

a Religious Studies and faith schools promote diversity and tolerance, and celebrate 

differences; the King James Bible should be studied in schools as part of our literary 

heritage (Dawkins). 

b Religion is involved with law-making and government, e.g. bishops in the House of 

Lords have opportunities to amend laws or to speak for the marginalised. 

5 It can be argued that it is advantageous to keep politics and religion separate because 

there are too many diverse religious views to take into account and society is becoming 

increasingly secular, so religion is irrelevant to many. It will be more egalitarian because 

there will be no partisan decisions favouring one religious group over another. 

However, this would remove checks and balances from law-making, perhaps allowing for 

injustices and those who are on the edges of society being overlooked.  

6  

Examples of shared human values Examples of distinctly Christian values 

Freedom and responsibility Sanctity of life rather than personal choice 

Rationality and the use of reason ‘Love your enemies’ 

Equality and value of life A spiritual purpose or value to living 

7 Although many humanist values are similar to religious values, illustrated by the 

Amsterdam Declaration of Humanism 2002 and the Ten Commandments, it can be 

argued that there are distinctive Christian values. For example, the Bible prohibits murder 

and theft while humanism asserts the dignity of human life and respect of property. 
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However, Jesus’ teaching on loving your enemies and turning the other cheek seems to go 

beyond humanism as even the most respectful ethicist may struggle to avoid vengeful 

feelings. Christians also seek to live for a higher purpose, so value the spiritual and 

intangible as well. 

8  

• Christianity could move out of public life, identify with those on the margins of 

society and concentrate on practical aid.  

• Discussing why Christianity should have a place in public life enables it to speak for 

the voiceless, challenge injustices and work for peace and justice in society. 

Exam-style question 

This plan may help to build a line of reasoning throughout your essay. 

Sample introduction 

Christianity can be argued to be irrelevant to society for a number of reasons. For example, it 

may appear to be outdated in our multi-faith society and that its values are the same as those 

of secular humanism, and so are unnecessary. There is also the issue of whether Christianity 

should remain a private matter and be withdrawn from all public institutions and government. 

However, there are those who would oppose these views, arguing that Christianity has 

historically been part of British society and makes a positive contribution to modern life. 

Paragraph 1 

Is Christianity irrelevant because it should be a private, not public, matter? Possible 

discussion points include: 

• Analyse examples of those who advocate that religion should remain private: 

o Gandhi said religion was a ‘personal affair, the state has nothing to do with it’. 

o Separation of state and religion in republics such as France and the USA has been 

successful because Christianity has flourished in the USA and it can focus on its main 

mission of helping the less fortunate. 

• Counter-arguments could include: 

o Christianity brings a balance to capitalism by promoting the good of others, which 

helps society to function. 

o For example, bishops in the House of Lords can bring moral guidance to law-making 

as well as representing those on the margins of society in government. 

Paragraph 2 

• Analyse critics of Christianity giving reasons why they claim it should have no place in 

modern society. For example: 

o Freud – religion is an illusion, a psychological construct based on wish fulfilment, so 

modern society should eliminate its influence.  

o Dawkins – Christianity is ‘hijacking’ children’s minds so should be banned from 

schools and other institutions in society as it does more harm than good. 

• Counter-arguments could include: 
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o J Marchant and G Jung argue that there are psychological benefits to religious belief, 

even if it is untrue. This can be used to support a pragmatic view that Christianity 

retains its value to society. 

Paragraph 3 

• Humanism or secularism can replace Christian influence in society because they have 

essentially the same values. For example, respect for human rights expresses the same 

sentiments as ‘do not kill’ or take a rest day in the Ten Commandments. 

• On the other hand, Christian ethics are radical and distinctive, and go further than 

humanist values. For example, Jesus’ command to love your enemies is counter-cultural 

because human rights may advocate recompense or self-protection.  

Sample conclusion 

In weighing up the arguments presented in this essay, it appears the strongest view is that 

Christianity is irrelevant to the structures of modern society, although it may retain its value 

for individuals within that society. This is because society is more multi-cultural, with many 

faith traditions, so it can be argued that Christianity should not be given a special place in 

public life. Therefore, a secularist society would be fairer and advocate common values. 
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10 Liberation theology and Marx 

1  

Alienation The degrading and dehumanising of people, treating them as objects. 

Praxis Reflecting on the situation, then acting to bring about change. 

Orthopraxis The right action to take in a given situation. 

Orthodoxy Official Church teaching and doctrine; correct beliefs. 

2  

• Religion has been a powerful tool to oppress the workers. It dulls the pain of the 

proletariat like a drug, with promises of a reward in the afterlife. It gives a false 

consciousness so the poor do not revolt but remain alienated. 

• The Church is part of the problem because it uses its wealth and power to exploit the 

poor, taking their money and using it to build extravagant cathedrals and palaces. 

• Using praxis, Marx argues that Church and religion should be ended. 

• He criticises capitalism because it is the cause of exploitation and alienation, 

continuing the support of the ruling classes. 

3 Yes: because as Marxism demonstrates, social revolution is needed to bring about radical 

change in society and to establish equality of wealth and power. The ruling classes will 

not give up without a fight so violence may be the only way to overthrow them. For 

example, Camilo Torres Restrepo. 

No: because Jesus advocated peace and non-violence, e.g. turn the other cheek, love your 

enemies, pray for those who persecute you; governments are given power by God. Martin 

Luther King showed that social change can be brought about by peaceful means. For 

example, Juan Segundo. 

4  

• A way of interpreting biblical texts using a particular world-view. 

• It reinterprets texts in the light of orthopraxis over orthodoxy. 

• For example, the liberation of Israelites from slavery in Egypt (the Exodus); Jesus 

healed and restored those rejected by society who had no source of income (the 

bleeding woman; blind man). 

5  

Yes, because… Counter-argument 

The hungry should be fed before 

teaching them about Jesus. Jesus’ 

actions and teachings were intertwined, 

healing first, then discussing faith later. 

Core beliefs should be taught first to address 

spiritual, not physical hunger. 

It believes that injustice in society is 

part of structural sin and Christians need 

to work to change unjust political and 

social structures. 

Change results from individuals accepting 

the message of Jesus and following his 

ways. 
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6  

• Jesus talks about the meek and poor in spirit being blessed; the first shall be last and 

the last shall be first – those that society considered to be the least have a special place 

in the kingdom of God.  

• Matthew 25, ‘whatever you did for one of the least of these brothers and sisters of 

mine…’, supports the preferential option for the poor. 

• Christians should follow the example of Jesus in helping the poor and those on the 

margins of society because they cannot help themselves.  

7  

Yes No 

Christians should show solidarity with the 

poor by living alongside and helping them; 

the wealthy and powerful can look after 

themselves. 

Spiritual poverty is found in all sections 

of society and needs to be addressed too. 

Preferential option for the poor helps to 

analyse the problems and seek to change 

structures that are causing them. 

Jesus promoted an egalitarian community 

– all should be treated equally (Galatians 

3:28). 

Jesus and the Early Christians prioritised 

the poor. 

Jesus also spoke to the religious and 

social leaders. 

8 To some extent, as Segundo argues, if individual sin is tackled first, there can be 

transformation from the inside. This can lead to changes in social sin – for example, if 

political leaders change and give workers better pay and conditions. However, Gutierrez 

disagrees because structural social sin is so ingrained that its injustices will continue 

unless it is addressed. 

Exam-style question 

The statement is from liberation theologian Gutierrez. If you can identify which side of the 

debate a quote is from, it will help you to select relevant material. 

Higher-level answers will avoid simply listing characteristics of Marxism and liberation 

theology. Instead, they tend to weave the AO1 (knowledge), including using relevant key 

terms, into a line of reasoning which analyses different views on the statement (AO2). 

Some possible points to discuss include: 

• Explore the similarities and differences between Marxism and liberation theology that 

show the extent of engagement; then analyse how successful this has been: 

o Use of praxis to analyse and act on the causes of poverty and oppression. 

o The recognition of social sin in the structures of society which need to be challenged, 

including alienation and exploitation of the poor within capitalist societies. 

o A recognition that the institution of the Church has also been part of the problem; 

Marxism would seek to abolish it, whereas liberation theology would seek repentance 

and reform. 

• How does liberation theology confront and challenge Marxism? Does it go beyond 

Marxism?  
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o Gutierrez recognises that Marxism has influenced his theology – for example, ‘sin’ 

and the injustices for those on the ‘underside of history’ – but that some aspects of 

Marxism need to be left aside. 

o However, A Kee challenges both Marxism and liberation theology, arguing they have 

not engaged enough. Praxis requires a complete re-evaluation of all ideologies, both 

Marxism and Christianity, and envisaging the next stage of historical materialism. 

o Boff argues that Marx is a useful instrument but Christianity has only one teacher, 

Jesus.  

o The Catholic Church has also distanced itself from the atheist, economic ideals of 

Marxism, preferring to emphasise spiritual rather than physical poverty. In dealing 

with personal sin rather than social sin, Christianity theology gives individuals 

freedom through God’s grace. 

The conclusion should reflect the weight of argument in the essay. Higher-level answers 

justify the reasons why, for example, they agree or disagree with the statement.  

 


