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Introduction
These exemplar answers have been chosen from the 
summer 2018 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/242913-specification-accredited-a-level-
gce-religious-studies-h573.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 2018 Examiners’ report 
or Report to Centres available from Interchange https://
interchange.ocr.org.uk/Home.mvc/Index

The question paper, mark scheme and any resource 
booklet(s) will be available on the OCR website from 
summer 2019. Until then, they are available on OCR 
Interchange (school exams officers will have a login for 
this and are able to set up teachers with specific logins – 
see the following link for further information http://www.
ocr.org.uk/administration/support-and-tools/interchange/
managing-user-accounts/).

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/242913-specification-accredited-a-level-gce-religious-studies-h573.pdf
http://www.ocr.org.uk/Images/242913-specification-accredited-a-level-gce-religious-studies-h573.pdf
http://www.ocr.org.uk/Images/242913-specification-accredited-a-level-gce-religious-studies-h573.pdf
https://interchange.ocr.org.uk/Home.mvc/Index
https://interchange.ocr.org.uk/Home.mvc/Index
http://www.ocr.org.uk/administration/support-and-tools/interchange/managing-user-accounts/
http://www.ocr.org.uk/administration/support-and-tools/interchange/managing-user-accounts/
http://www.ocr.org.uk/administration/support-and-tools/interchange/managing-user-accounts/
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Question 2

Exemplar 1 AO1 Level 6, 16 marks   AO2 Level 6, 24 marks
Total 40 marks
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Examiner commentary
Paragraph 1 

The opening highlights the context for the question briefly. This shows clear understanding.

Paragraph 2 

A neat summary of Aquinas’ teleological argument presented here. The question is on the extent to which Hume argues that 
observation disproves the existence of God so mountains of Aquinas is not required. It is accurate.

Paragraph 3 

Again, another neat summary to let out the AO1 rope to develop Hume’s criticisms and further argument. Brief but accurate again.

Paragraph 4 

The paragraph doesn’t mess about. It is straight into the aptness of analogy and the inappropriate use of mechanical analogies 
when discussing organic things. The ubiquitous cabbage makes an appearance here (not actually what Hume says as he was more 
interested in the circulation of sap in trees) which shows excellent understanding. There is a neat analysis of Paley’s work at the end 
of the paragraph. Notice how in control the response is of the material at this point.

Paragraph 5 

The argument continues here with the correct identification of the logical leap to a Judeo-Christian God without warrant. Even 
though their wording is a little clumsy here (‘the argument from effect to cause’) it is clear they understand Hume’s point that we 
cannot infer more about a cause than is known by the effect. There is even the scales example. At this point we are left in little doubt 
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of the candidate’s understanding of Hume. It is rich and varied and “fully comprehends the demands of, and focuses on, the question 
throughout” (Level 6 AO1 descriptor).

The paragraph continues with the breadth style approach as they move from point to point within Hume’s work in the same area 
(e.g. rude essay of an infant deity, committee of God). This could have been further expressed but the candidate wants to move on. 
The work of Hume is so rich that they can do this with little worry. They could have stayed on the teleological argument material in 
a depth-based approach and still got full marks as there is an “excellent selection of relevant material which is skilfully used” (Level 6 AO1 
descriptor). 

Paragraph 6 

At this point, the candidate jumps straight to the heart of the issue of the cosmological argument with the fallacy of composition. 
It is well expressed and subsequently supported with Russell. The AO2 in this paragraph is “confident and insightful critical analysis 
and detailed evaluation of the issue” (Level 6 AO2 descriptor) it does not move away from the argument but keeps circling the central 
point skilfully.

Hume’s point that if we are ascribing some mysterious eternal substance to God we could equally do this for the material universe is 
covered well.

This is a neat essay that is a pleasure to read. The candidate clearly knows Hume and understands the significance of the arguments 
presented. This was the final essay the candidate wrote in the two hour examination. It is brief, but its brevity does not detract from 
its skilful and subtle argument or its excellent focus on Hume.

Examiner commentary continued

Exemplar 2 AO1 Level 4,10 marks   AO2 Level 4, 14marks
Total 24 marks
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Examiner commentary
Paragraph 1 

The response outlines the battleground for the essay with an attempt to provide a thesis from the outset. It could have been 
developed with reasons why rather than been left as assertion at this stage.

Paragraph 2 

Paragraph 2 shows some confusion of ideas with Aquinas’ first way and fifth way but settles on the notion that inanimate objects 
cannot act without an intelligence guiding it to its purpose. The analogy of the archer is accurate. In this case, we would use positive 
awarding to ignore the inaccuracies and credit the material which is correct.

Paragraph 3 

There is a useful discussion of the fallacy of composition. It is a little clunky as the challenge is probably a best fit for the cosmological 
argument, but it is not a big stretch as Aquinas (but more probably Paley) would view the world itself as having a purpose. We are 
digging for the candidate here. They are not entirely in control of the material due to some conflation in their mind. The assessment 
is “mostly accurate and appropriate use of technical terms and subject vocabulary” (Level 4 AO2 descriptor) because of this.

Paragraph 4 

There is an awful lot of confusion present in this paragraph. Ideas are conflated and are poorly expressed at times. Again, you 
are working hard for the candidate to follow their line of argument. The more they write the more it appears they do not fully 
understand. There is confusion with the Prime Mover and the fifth way along with some confusion over the ‘panel of gods’. Hume’s 
point is more to do with the aptness of analogy (we only have experience of creation in this universe and this is done by a team of 
builders normally) rather than the logical jump to a divine creator.

The final assertions in this paragraph seem to cement misunderstanding. The argument is asserted and not fully justified (hinting at 
Level 3 for AO2). Hume is entitled to challenge Aquinas’ original assumption that God exists. Hume does anything other than miss 
the point.
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Paragraph 5 

The real strengths of this essay are present in this paragraph. It is an unusual approach to challenging Hume, but it is coherent. The 
essence appears to be that Hume has cut out the importance of faith and that Hume’s starting point is unfair. It goes on to develop 
this idea with the work of Mitchell suggesting that our faith is based on an accumulation of experience of the evidence instead of 
deduction. Again, the terms used here are not as sharp as they could be (“mostly accurate and appropriate use of technical terms and 
subject vocabulary” (Level 4 AO1 descriptor). We are still working to dig out the material for the candidate, but it is a useful approach 
and should be credited accordingly.

Paragraph 6 

The conclusion is weak due to the confusion of Hume’s ideas at points. Hume has not been well developed in the essay and so the 
candidate’s claims that Hume’s work is logically flawed is unsubstantiated.

The candidate has a go at the question with some success in places, however they do not understand Hume or his arguments well 
enough to push into Level 5. The levels of response guide us to Level 4 in both AOs. The assertion in AO2 leads to the mid/bottom 
part of the band.

Examiner commentary continued
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Question 4

Exemplar 1 AO1 Level 6, 15 marks   AO2 Level 6, 24 marks
Total 39 marks
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Examiner commentary
Paragraph 1 

The candidate sets out their stall showing their understanding of religious experiences and corporate experiences. They outline their 
argument from the start, which is a useful way of writing. They make good use of a litmus test through James (even though he was 
referring to mystical experiences rather than general experiences). There is clear evidence of understanding and critical engagement 
with the material presented in the opening.

Paragraph 2 

The idea that corporate experiences are prone to mass hysteria is continued through the example of the Toronto blessing with 
some development of the experience present. Swinburne’s definition is not fully expressed here but it is more than simply “if people 
say they experienced it they experienced it”. The claim that mass hysteria might be linked to conformity is explored in a useful way 
showing further critical engagement and understanding of corporate religious experiences. This is evidenced with further good 
indication showing that people are driven to conform. It is well developed and explored critically. A reference is made back to 
Swinburne with the point that his definitions are best applied in individual experiences. Notice that the candidate has still not fully 
developed Swinburne’s ideas, but it does not detract from the quality of the overall argument.

Paragraph 3 

The argument continues to support the original thesis found in paragraph 1 by attacking individual experiences with Russell’s point 
on fasting and drinking. The challenge tries to strike at the heart of personal testimony (a point which could have been explored 
in more detail with Swinburne’s principles of credulity and testimony). There is a useful discussion on the nature of authentic 
experiences and a counter-reason provided for the drink and drugs challenge (it is interesting that the candidate did not opt to use 
James’ own approach to this criticism but again it does not detract from the answer).
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The candidate shifts to the psychological challenges to individual religious experiences; psychic realities provide unfalsifiable truths 
for individuals. This line of argument continues with Holland’s train track example. The material isn’t used to define the contingency 
definition of miracles but is used well to express the power of individual beliefs and the need to ascribe some meaning to events. 
The assessment stands up well, we cannot state with full certainty that individual experiences are not plagued with psychological 
factors.

Paragraph 4 

The next attack begins with developing a thread discussed earlier in the essay, which identifies change in the individual as the 
defining characteristic of authenticity. The claim is that corporate experiences are more difficult to track the change whereas the 
example of Teresa of Avila is used to illustrate this for individual experiences. It is not the strongest point of the essay but it is more 
than fit for purpose. The argument has been well developed now over the four paragraphs.

A further example of corporate religious experience is provided in Medjugorje, which is well developed by the candidate. This is still 
pursued down the same line of argument. The candidate finally challenges this approach stating that seeing a change in someone 
does not guarantee the veracity of the experience. This is echoed in the evidence provided by Russell at the bottom of page 10. The 
candidate is in control of the material here and shows excellent knowledge and understanding of the issues raised.

Paragraph 5 

The conclusion is what this candidate has been arguing from the outset and is not surprising. This has been reached by a methodical 
approach that has consistently voiced this thesis. The nod to the problem of other people’s minds shows us that the candidate could 
have written more on the topic had they had the time.

Overall, this is an excellent piece. It arrived at the SSU with full marks but was taken down in the AO1 band by one mark mainly due 
to the lack of development of Swinburne and some inaccuracies in the James material. There are several marks available in each 
band and they should be used accordingly.

Examiner commentary continued

Exemplar 2 AO1 Level 4, 10 marks   AO2 Level 4, 16 marks
Total 26 marks
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Examiner commentary
Paragraph 1

The topic is outlined with a central juxtaposition of ideas giving support for both. It is not clear what the argument is at this stage 
but the quality of understanding of AO1 is already beginning to come through.

Paragraph 2

The candidate defines religious experience using James’ classifications of mystical experience (not entirely accurate but a useful tool 
in general). It is a necessary condition that mystical experience is a religious experience but it is not a necessary condition that all 
religious experiences are mystical in nature. That said, the definitions are tight and evidenced with a variety of examples to support. 

The candidate can identify the importance of testimony for the discussion of religious experiences. Swinburne’s definition is correct 
and fully expressed to include the reasons why testimony may be rejected. The Yorkshire ripper example shows the candidate is 
engaging critically with the material.

There is a slight concern at this stage that the response is losing sight of the question and trundling off into general topic.

Paragraph 3

This brings the essay back to the question at hand with the examples of Medjugorje and the Toronto Blessings, but they are not fully 
expressed. The emphasis in this case is on whether multiple testimonies are better than one in the evidence stakes. This is a valid 
approach and is clear and successful “good selection of relevant material, used appropriately on the whole” (AO1 Level 4 descriptor) 
“generally successful analysis and evaluation” (AO2 Level 4 descriptor).
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Paragraph 4

The knowledge of the material continues in this paragraph with the inclusion of Schleiermacher. It shows the importance of 
experiences and their context for how seriously we treat them. The use of Otto to describe St Bernadette’s experience shows a lack 
of understanding on one level. This had begun to cement the belief that the candidate doesn’t truly understand the distinctions 
between the varieties of religious experiences. Otto’s work is on numinous experience, which shares little in common with mystical 
experiences. However, the material is still competent rather than excellent.

The critical screws continue to turn as the question of psychological projection with God as ‘man writ large’ is used well. This is 
further applied to the example of Bernadette already given and some strong analysis follows, indicating a hint at auto-suggestion or 
hyper-suggestibility found in the socialisation processes.

Paragraph 5

The conclusion doesn’t add anything new to the argument and simply restates the points made. There is a little assertion present at 
the end too.

This is an example of a good essay. It has plenty of material to support a Level 4 mark at both AOs. The material is largely well 
developed but suffers from straying from the question at times and so doesn’t fulfil the top bullet point of AO1 in Level 5. It does 
meet the other bullet points convincingly for Level 4 in AO1. The argument is asserted with some justification in places but mostly 
fits all the Level 4 AO2 descriptors.

Examiner commentary continued
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