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Introduction
These exemplar answers have been chosen from the 
summer 2017 examination series.

OCR is open to a wide variety of approaches and all 
answers are considered on their merits. These exemplars, 
therefore, should not be seen as the only way to answer 
questions but do illustrate how the mark scheme has 
been applied. 

Please always refer to the specification (http://www.ocr.
org.uk/Images/242912-specification-accredited-as-level-
gce-religious-studies-h173.pdf ) for full details of the 
assessment for this qualification. These exemplar answers 
should also be read in conjunction with the sample 
assessment materials and the June 2017 Examiners’ 
Report to Centres available on the OCR website http://
www.ocr.org.uk/qualifications/.

The question paper, mark scheme and any resource 
booklet(s) will be available on the OCR website from 
summer 2018. Until then, they are available on OCR 
Interchange (school exams officers will have a login for 
this). 

It is important to note that approaches to question 
setting and marking will remain consistent. At the same 
time OCR reviews all its qualifications annually and may 
make small adjustments to improve the performance of 
its assessments. We will let you know of any substantive 
changes.

http://www.ocr.org.uk/Images/242912-specification-accredited-as-level-gce-religious-studies-h173.pdf
http://www.ocr.org.uk/Images/242912-specification-accredited-as-level-gce-religious-studies-h173.pdf
http://www.ocr.org.uk/Images/242912-specification-accredited-as-level-gce-religious-studies-h173.pdf
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Question 1 

Critically discuss the importance of Gurus in Hinduism.       [30]

AO1 Level 4 - 11 marks  AO2 Level 4 - 10 marks
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Examiner commentary
Although candidates write a single response to a single 
question, the total marks available are allocated to the two 
Assessment Objectives of Knowledge and Understanding 
(AO1) and Analysis and Evaluation (AO2) and this commentary 
is likewise divided. The response is always read as a whole, 
and the level descriptors used to relate that response to the 
question that has been asked; elements like the structuring of 
the response and clarity of the candidate’s reasoning form part 
of the AO2 assessment criteria. 

This response overall sits at the borderline between Level 3 
(satisfactory) and Level 4 (good) - what could be described 
as the top of the middle. The candidate has demonstrated a 
reasonable knowledge of Hinduism in its own right, as opposed 
to a generalised understanding of world religions, and they 
are clearly aware of diversity and difference within the various 
Hindu traditions. However, they lack facility with subject-specific 
language and technical terminology and there are places where 
the development lacks depth and reflective discussion. 

AO1

This response is structured so that each paragraph identifies 
an aspect of what Gurus are, or what they do, in the context of 
Hinduism and then notes why that particular thing might be 
important. The different paragraphs cover scriptural interpretation 
and the preservation of sacred language, the teaching of others 
about the religion, the provision of spiritual guidance, Gurus 
as examples of bhakti practice and closeness to the divine. 
This is not a complete list of possibilities, and the expression is 
sometimes simplistic. Technical terms are used sparingly - for 
example the descriptions of gurus as teachers do not reference 
ashrama, and the description of personal devotion does not 
identify this as bhakti. However, the candidate’s understanding is 
sufficiently clear for the relevance of their selected material and 
its application to the specific question to be evident. None of the 
knowledge displayed is inaccurate, and where technical terms are 
used they are used correctly. Importantly, the candidate clearly 
understands that ‘Guru’ can describe more than one thing; this is 
implied throughout and noted explicitly towards the end where 
they observe that Hinduism is a diverse religion without a single 
universal set of rules. 

At a first glance, the response clearly meets all the requirements 
to achieve Level 3 (satisfactory) - the question is directly 
addressed, the knowledge deployed is accurate and the 
candidate’s understanding of the Guru concept is clear. What 
may require further explanation is what shifts this response 
from Level 3 into Level 4. The difference between ‘satisfactory’ 
(Level 3) and ‘good’ (Level 4) is based, according to the level 

descriptors, in the selection of material from the entire pool of 
knowledge relating to the topic and the specific application 
of this knowledge in relation to the question. Depth of 
development, rather than the simple recounting of knowledge, 
is also important. This candidate has used a good range of 
material, reflective of the range covered in the mark scheme 
although expressed with less technical language. They clearly 
recognise that Guru is not a simple concept with a single 
meaning, implying an understanding which is more than just 
satisfactory, and they have selected their material to both 
illustrate this and relate it to the role of Gurus in the lives of 
other Hindus. Overall it appears that their understanding of the 
concepts slightly exceeds their facility with subject-specific and 
technical language. The response thus ‘addresses the question 
well’, with a good and appropriate selection of material (as 
required by the level 4 descriptors). However, it cannot achieve 
higher in the level due to a lack of depth and development of 
the material deployed in the response. 

AO2

The AO2 requirement of the question is ‘critical discussion’ and 
the candidate aims to do this throughout, with each of their 
paragraphs on one part of Guru-hood concluding in an attempt 
to weigh up the importance and/or contribution of that to the 
religion of Hinduism. As with AO1, although the language used 
is not complex the candidate’s attempt to consider each point 
they make in light of the specific question they have been asked 
is clear throughout. The level descriptors for Level 4 require a 
‘generally successful’ argument and analysis of points along with 
some development justification for views; both these things are 
intermittently present in this response - the candidate observes, 
for example, that differing teachings from Gurus contributes 
to the complexity of Hinduism and it is possible that diversity 
of practice based on these teachings might cause conflict - 
but there are other places which read more as a statement of 
opinion than a critical analysis. Recognising differing opinions 
is the beginning of critical discussion, and supporting those 
opinions also contributes, but top-level discussion go beyond 
this to evaluate justifications and nuanced views. 

The discursive material is sufficient to lift the response above 
Level 3 (satisfactory) because what is given is successful and 
clear as well as directly focussed on the question. It does 
not achieve higher than the bottom of the level because it 
lacks depth and, in places, discursive engagement with the 
complexity of the issue. Overall, the candidate needed to draw 
out their consideration of the ‘importance’ element at each 
point rather than moving immediately to their next piece of 
knowledge. 
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Question 1 

Critically discuss the importance of Gurus in Hinduism.       [30]

AO1 Level 5 - 14 marks   AO2 Level 4 - 12 marks
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Examiner commentary
Although candidates write a single response to a single 
question, the total marks available are allocated to the two 
Assessment Objectives of Knowledge and Understanding 
(AO1) and Analysis and Evaluation (AO2) and this commentary 
is likewise divided. The response is always read, and the level 
descriptors used to relate that response to the question that 
has been asked; elements like the structuring of the response 
and clarity of the candidate’s reasoning form part of the AO2 
assessment criteria. 

Overall this is a high-level response, with the candidate 
achieving almost full marks for AO1 and the top of Level 4 for 
AO2. Looked at alongside the other question 1 example, it 
clearly demonstrates the rank order, with this response offering 
not only clear knowledge focused on a specific question, but a 
greater depth of understanding and more developed evaluative 
thinking on that question. 

AO1

The introductory paragraph offers a direct translation for the 
term Guru (as ‘teacher’) and sites gurus within the system of 
ashrama as well as connecting them to deity in the form of 
Shiva. This introduction is built upon with an exploration of 
the role and practices of Gurus and of other ways of being 
a holy person and/or a source of religious authority with 
a consideration of Brahmins. The candidate demonstrates 
detailed knowledge of some concepts which Gurus may teach 
to individuals during the brahmacharya ashrama, including 
the importance of dharmic living, not just for the individual 
but for the universe. In addition, the candidate examines 
another possible connection between Gurus and ashrama by 
considering whether Gurus themselves might be understood 

within that system. Although the connections between the 
concepts of Guru and Sadhu could have been explored more 
explicitly, the candidate has dealt well with the complex concept 
of renunciation and the role of gurus in helping others towards 
moksha. 

The response demonstrates selection and application of relevant 
material from across the entire course of study. The candidate’s 
explanations demonstrate some depth of understanding, with 
recognition of the complex and diverse nature of the concepts 
under discussion and the religion within which they are found. 
Technical vocabulary is used with confidence and understanding 
of the terms is evident through the contexts in which they are 
presented. The response does not quite reach the top of the 
level, because some of the development becomes repetition 
rather than expansion (for example the consideration of the 
Manusmriti relies on the issue of dharma which has already 
been examined, rather than developing ideas of scriptural 
interpretation or morality) and because of the previously 
mentioned ambiguity about concepts of Guru and Sadhu. 
This should not be read as implying that a perfect or complete 
response is required for full marks, but rather as a requirement 
for consistent clarity, depth and quality throughout.

AO2 

As with the other Q1 example, the candidate has attempted 
to address AO2 throughout the question by weighing up the 
centrality of each point they make about Gurus to Hinduism as 
a whole. This approach ensures that AO2 is not forgotten, but it 
also carries the risk that the candidate will present justified views 
without developing those different views into an evaluative 
argument. The level descriptors require the examiner to 
consider both elements in awarding the marks, distinguishing 
justified and/or developed view points from successful analysis 
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and evaluation. In this example, the candidate gives clear 
perspectives at each point, and justifies them well in relation 
to the point they have raised for that paragraph. This is done 
in most places with sufficient depth and clarity to meet the 
‘generally successful’ requirement of Level 4 in regard to both 
analysis and justification of viewpoint, however there are other 
areas where statements are made without any real justification - 
such as the observation that the part of the sacred thread which 
represents the Guru demonstrates ‘how sacred and important 
they are’; this may indeed be the case but the statement is not 
justified by the limited material about the sacred thread which 
the candidate has included. 

Overall all the points made in the Level 4 descriptors are met 
by the response. It is structured and carries a line of reasoning 
throughout, with the arguments clearly made and the analysis 
which is present being ‘generally successful’. However, the 

arguments are not all ‘coherently justified’ or developed and 
elements of evaluation and analysis are not present throughout. 
To really meet these criteria the candidate needed to engage 
more directly and discursively with the viewpoints they offered 
as arguments - for example the view that living dharmically is 
central to being a Hindu does, as the candidate suggests, speak 
to the importance of the role of gurus in so far as they teach 
other Hindus to do so; this offers an argument which contributes 
to the question. But the candidate could have gone further in 
analysis by challenging whether all Hindus would agree with 
that assessment of dharma, or considering whether all gurus 
make such a contribution and what the implications for the 
argument are if they do not. Again, these comments should 
not be taken as implying there is only one appropriate way 
to approach a question such as this, but rather as illustrations 
of how additional evaluative depth can be built onto the 
presentation of a justified viewpoint. 
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