Qualification
Accredited

Examiners’ report

AS LEVEL

RELIGIOUS

STUDIES

OCR Level 3 Advanced Subsidiary GCE in
Religious Studies

H173

For first teaching in 2016

H173/03 Summer 2025 series

Version 1

OCR

Oxford Cambridge and RSA

ocr.org.uk/religiousstudies


http://www.ocr.org.uk/qualifications/by-subject/religious-studies/

OCR Level 3 Advanced Subsidiary GCE in Religious Studies - H173/03 - Summer 2025 Examiners’ report

Contents

)i o Te (VT i o] o RO TP PP P PP PP PPPPPP PPN 3

PAPEI 3 SEIIES OVEIVIEW ......iiiiieiiiii ettt e e ettt e e ettt e e e e et e e e e e et e e e eataeeeseta e esssaneasestnneaeesnnnnnns 4
L@ U113 1o o PP PPURR 5
L@ TE o (o] o P EPUR P PPPPPPPRRRP 6
L@ TE o (o] o S P ERUT P PPPPPPRERRP 8

2 © OCR 2025
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Introduction

Our examiners’ reports are produced to offer constructive feedback on candidates’ performance in the
examinations. They provide useful guidance for future candidates.

The reports will include a general commentary on candidates’ performance, identify technical aspects
examined in the questions and highlight good performance and where performance could be improved.
A selection of candidate responses is also provided. The reports will also explain aspects which caused
difficulty and why the difficulties arose, whether through a lack of knowledge, poor examination
technique, or any other identifiable and explainable reason.

Where overall performance on a question/question part was considered good, with no particular areas to
highlight, these questions have not been included in the report.

A full copy of the question paper and the mark scheme can be downloaded from Teach Cambridge.

Would you prefer a Word version?
Did you know that you can save this PDF as a Word file using Acrobat Professional?
Simply click on File > Export to and select Microsoft Word

(If you have opened this PDF in your browser you will need to save it first. Simply right click anywhere on
the page and select Save as . . . to save the PDF. Then open the PDF in Acrobat Professional.)

If you do not have access to Acrobat Professional there are a number of free applications available that
will also convert PDF to Word (search for PDF to Word converter).
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Paper 3 series overview

This year, candidates engaged well with the questions set. Candidates were able to complete two full
essays and were able to finish the paper in time. Two of the questions had a statement followed by the
command word ‘discuss’, for which candidates were able to comment critically on the focus of the
question. The final question asked candidates to consider to what extent reason has more authority than
the Bible for Christian ethics which, again, candidates were able to access with a good balance of AO1
and AO2 content. Essay plans were not often seen, and planning may have helped candidates to focus
on the specific area of the specification directed by the question, rather than the whole topic.

There were some concerns noted by examiners that some candidates tried to bring in too much material
from the H173/01 paper for Question 1, which in some cases led to candidates losing focus on the
question.

Candidates who did well on this paper Candidates who did less well on this paper

generally: generally:

e selected material relevant to the question set ¢ did not show a clear line of argument through

 demonstrated a good balance of AO1 and an essay
AO2 ¢ used material from across the general topic
area

o tied the line of argument back to the question
throughout the response ¢ did not spend sufficient time explaining the

e used the introduction to outline their line of AO1 content directed by the question.

argument.
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Question 1*

1* ‘God may be known through the natural order of creation.’ Discuss. [30]

This was the least popular question on the paper but was generally answered well by candidates. They
demonstrated clear engagement with the theme of natural theology, particularly through reference to the
extent to which the nature of God can be known through reason and observation. These responses often
used some content from the teleological and cosmological arguments, drawing on thinkers such as
Aquinas and Paley, as well as Calvin, evaluating their effectiveness in revealing God through the natural
world and/or having an innate sense of God. High-level responses also considered the
counterarguments from scholars such as Augustine, Hume and Dawkins, showing critical analysis and
balance. Many candidates integrated the concept of ‘revealed theology’ to contrast natural knowledge of
God, through the order of creation, with knowledge through faith and scripture, emphasising the role of
revelation and faith.

Some less successful responses saw candidates spend too long outlining the teleological and
cosmological arguments, either offering only descriptive accounts or drifting into general discussions
about the existence of God without anchoring their arguments in the natural order of creation. Some
candidates focused too heavily on religious experience or miracles, which, while relevant to the general
topic, detracted from the specific focus on the order of creation.

Exemplar 1
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This exemplar demonstrates a candidate using Paley and the teleological argument to support the line of
argument without spending too much time describing Paley’s argument in detail which could distract
from the focus of the answer.
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Question 2*

2*  ‘Jesus’ mission was primarily to be a teacher of wisdom.’ Discuss. [30]

This was a popular question, with most candidates selecting it. There was a danger, however, that
candidates argued persuasively that Jesus’ mission was NOT primarily to be a teacher of wisdom and,
as a result, that they offered very little AO1 and AO2 focus on Jesus as a teacher of wisdom.

More successful responses demonstrated a clear understanding of the term ‘teacher of wisdom’, drawing
on Jesus’ use of parables, sayings and moral teachings, particularly from the Sermon on the Mount.
These candidates showed clear knowledge and understanding of Jesus’ role as a teacher of wisdom,
including interpretations of passages such as the Sermon on the Mount, the Parable of the Sheep and
the Goats, the Prodigal Son, and the Good Samaritan, and explored how Jesus’ teachings reflect Jewish
wisdom traditions. High-level answers also critically assessed whether this role was Jesus’ primary
mission, contrasting it with other aspects of Jesus’ mission, such as ‘liberator’ and ‘Son of God'.
Reference to key scholars and the work of C. S. Lewis, Bultmann, Aslan, Rahner and Dawkins were
common. The most successful responses offered a balanced evaluation, considering whether Jesus’
wisdom teaching was his primary mission or perhaps whether his role as a teacher of wisdom was a
means to a greater salvific purpose.

Less successful responses often did not engage with the word ‘primarily’, instead offering general
descriptions of Jesus’ teachings without evaluating their centrality to his mission. Some students focused
too heavily on miracles demonstrating Jesus’ divine nature, or Jesus’ death and resurrection, without
linking these to the theme of wisdom, preferring to emphasise Jesus as Son of God. Others conflated
wisdom with general morality, missing the theological depth of Jesus’ teachings seeing him solely as a
political liberator.
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Exemplar 2
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Here we can see that in the introduction to the essay the candidate has laid out their argument clearly,
that while Jesus was a wisdom teacher, this was not his primary role. In this way, they have explained
how their discussion of other aspects of Jesus’ mission will be made relevant to the question.

Assessment for learning

essay, focusing explicitly on the question. This can give a helpful road map as to what
material they are going to select to support their discussion and give the examiner a clear

sense of the argument they are going to make.

@ Candidates can use the introduction to outline the line of argument they will make in their
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Question 3*

3* To what extent does reason have more authority than the Bible for Christian ethics? [30]

More successful responses demonstrated a clear understanding of Christian ethics, engaging directly
with the question’s focus on the use of reason and the Bible as a source of authority for ethical guidance
within Christian ethics. High-level answers explored how different Christian traditions — such as Catholic
Natural Law, Protestant sola scriptura, and liberal approaches — balance reason and the Bible. These
responses critically assessed whether reason, as a God-given faculty, can override or complement
Biblical authority, drawing on thinkers such as Aquinas, Newman and Fletcher. The most successful
essays maintained a sharp focus on Christian ethics, avoiding general ethical theory unless explicitly
linked to Christian contexts.

Less successful responses seemed to use a prepared essay on heteronomous, theonomous and
autonomous ethics, without directly relating these to the question set. Others did not engage with the
phrase ‘Christian ethics’, drifting into general discussions of reason versus faith or secular moral
reasoning. Some candidates focused too heavily on philosophical arguments unrelated to Christian
moral frameworks, such as Kantian ethics or Utilitarianism, without linking them back to Christian
thought. Others relied too heavily on the authority of the Magisterium or treated the Bible as a historical
text rather than a theological authority, missing the nuance of its ethical role within Christian traditions.
Less successful responses saw candidates focus almost exclusively on thinkers such as Bonhoeffer,
showing reason as having more authority than the Bible. More successful responses mentioned
Bonhoeffer as an example and applied this knowledge well to the focus of the question.

Key point call out

Candidates should avoid using pre-prepared essays which cover the general topic area rather than the
specific question. For Questions 2 and 3, some candidates responded with a general discussion of the
person of Jesus (Question 2) and a general discussion of different approaches to Christian Moral
Reasoning (Question 3), rather than focusing explicitly on the question set.
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Exemplar 3

Examiners’ report
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This introduction is an example of a candidate not responding directly to the question set. It appears that
they are presenting an answer on the general topic, covering heteronomous, theonomous and
autonomous ethics, rather than selecting relevant material to the question set, which asks for a focus on

the use of the Bible and reason.
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