
Qualification
Accredited

ocr.org.uk/religiousstudies

Oxford Cambridge and RSA

      

RELIGIOUS 
STUDIES
OCR Level 3 Advanced Subsidiary GCE in 
Religious Studies 

H173
For first teaching in 2016

Examiners’ report

Version 1

H173/02 Summer 2025 series

AS LEVEL

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


OCR Level 3 Advanced Subsidiary GCE in Religious Studies - H173/02 - Summer 2025 Examiners’ report 

 2 © OCR 2025 

Contents 

Introduction .............................................................................................................................................. 3 

Paper 2 series overview ........................................................................................................................... 4 

Question 1* ........................................................................................................................................... 6 

Question 2* ........................................................................................................................................... 9 

Question 3* ......................................................................................................................................... 10 

  



OCR Level 3 Advanced Subsidiary GCE in Religious Studies - H173/02 - Summer 2025 Examiners’ report 

 3 © OCR 2025 

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). 

  

https://www.ocr.org.uk/qualifications/teach-cambridge/
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Paper 2 series overview 

The Religion and Ethics paper introduces candidates to a range of both religious and secular ethical 

theories as well as looking at key debates within the field. The paper assesses knowledge and 

understanding (50%) and analysis and evaluation (50%). 

The responses this year demonstrated that candidates seemed to be well prepared by their centres and 

very few candidates attempted to answer all three questions. The legibility of some scripts remained 

challenging and this may be due to candidates not having the experience or practice of writing essays by 

hand.  

The responses to this paper’s questions saw a wide range of success; the very good responses showed 

developed arguments with clear focused exemplification of the content of the key ideas. These also had 

coherently developed and justified judgements on the issue raised by the question.  

The responses that were less successful  did not focus on the question or did not demonstrate the 

required knowledge and understanding of the specified topic. In their evaluation, these candidates stated 

alternate ideas but did not actively evaluate or analyse in relation to the question. 

Many entries this year seemed to be pre-prepared responses to a topic using a taught framework of 

phrases, scholars and analytical language, and therefore at times the candidates’ focus on the precise 

question may have been lost in this formulaic approach. 

Assessment for learning 

 

Although preparation for possible exam questions is essential before an assessment, it is very 

important that candidates are not using a taught set of evaluative and analytical phrases that 

are repeated using pre-learnt scholars and the same points. Candidates should focus on 

addressing the question that has been set and engaging with it rather than prioritising a pre-

taught set of analytical statements that may not meet the criteria for the assessment of the 

question. 

 

Candidates who did well on this paper 

generally: 

Candidates who did less well on this paper 

generally:  

• focused on the wording of the question and the 
terminology used, for example ‘most useful’ in 
Question 1 and ‘most helpful part’ in Question 
3 

• produced essays that developed an argument 
focused on the set question and justified it 
throughout and reached an appropriate 
conclusion 

• were able to select other scholars or thinkers 
to exemplify their points and counterpoints 

• effectively selected material to use to address 
the question; this was often about what was 
excluded rather than what was put into the 
essay 

• prioritised knowledge rather than fully 
engaging with the question with their analysis 
and evaluation 

• relied on pre-learnt structures and 
scholars/approaches for topics and did not 
vary them to focus on the specific question 
asked on the paper 

• prioritised own general knowledge and opinion 
rather than using the ethical 
theories/approaches to address the question 

• provided less variety of material in addressing 
the questions, rather focusing on general 
ideas, e.g. in Question 2, focusing solely on 
duty. 
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Candidates who did well on this paper 

generally: 

Candidates who did less well on this paper 

generally:  

• were able to balance their argument effectively 
using at least two different approaches. 

 

OCR support 

 

Candidates may wish to look at the useful blog piece produced by the OCR Religious Studies 

Subject Advisor in consultation with senior examiners, which explores advice on exam 

technique in more detail. 

  

https://www.ocr.org.uk/blog/writing-alevel-religious-studies-essays-ten-top-tips/
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Question 1* 

This question was generally answered very well with appropriate knowledge of both business ethics and 

utilitarianism. For the most part, candidates compared act and rule utilitarianism or focused on Bentham 

and Mill and developed an argument of whether these were useful approaches to the issues raised by 

business ethics. 

There was some developed application of John Stuart Mill, particularly how his harm principle could be 

applied to the question. A small number of candidates made good use of preference utilitarianism and 

negative utilitarianism in evaluating the utilitarian approach. Some candidates broadly understood the 

variety of ideas in utilitarianism but tended to conflate all aspects of the theory into one approach. Less 

successful responses did not explain much beyond ‘greatest good’ and a sense that Bentham wanted to 

‘maximise pleasure.’ 

Candidates used a variety of different business ethics approaches and examples, primarily focusing on 

corporate social responsibility and whistleblowing. The examples used were applied well to the point that 

the candidates were making and enabled more successful responses to meet the requirements for the 

higher levels of response. Less successful responses tended to outline aspects of business ethics and 

then add a sentence to suggest why utilitarianism would agree or disagree with the approach. 

Many candidates contrasted the utilitarian approach with a Kantian interpretation of the issues. The more 

successful responses did this well using nuanced interpretations of both theories, alongside very good 

exemplification of the business examples and theories. Less successful responses that used other 

theories as a contrast offered, at times, simplistic contrasts between the theories and how they were 

applied to the ethics of business.  

More successful responses showed a diversity of content and relevant practical examples using a good 

knowledge of utilitarianism to apply the theory to addressing the question. 

Practical examples used in applied ethics 

Many of the examples that candidates use to support their points are older examples that appear 
repeatedly in various sources (e.g. Rana Plaza, Nestle, Ford Pinto) and some candidates learn these 
examples without fully understanding their relevance to the theory as they are older examples. It may be 
useful to include and explore some more modern examples to assist with understanding of the 
concepts/theories, e.g. the Post Office or the Boeing whistle-blower. 
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Exemplar 1 
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Exemplar 1 shows a variety of content exemplified with real-world applications and references to 

thinkers. This extract demonstrates the use of both Kant and utilitarianism being contrasted with each 

other to provide a coherently developed and justified evaluation of the question. The question set 

requires analysis of whether utilitarianism is the most useful approach and this response has done it 

effectively, by using Kantian ethics to come to a reasoned conclusion to the question. 
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Question 2* 

This question was one of the most answered from the paper this year and was the question that at times 

showed the biggest variation in the knowledge of candidates. Many candidates identified the question as 

solely focusing on strengths and weaknesses of the teachings of Immanuel Kant and they proceeded to 

outline everything that they knew about Kantian ethics, e.g. duty, categorical versus hypothetical 

imperatives, three postulates, summum bonum, etc. More successful responses did refer to its 

helpfulness in moral decision-making, however less successful responses did largely only look at 

strengths and weaknesses. 

The accuracy of AO1 was mostly good, however the selection of appropriate material to address the 

specific question was not always effectively managed by candidates. Less successful responses saw 

candidates primarily focus on duty throughout with occasional reference to the categorical imperative, 

although this was usually stated and not exemplified fully. 

Many candidates had a generally good understanding of Kant’s understanding of reason and attempted 

to use the theory to explain its helpfulness in making moral decisions. The common examples that 

candidates used to support their points, e.g. the enquiring murderer and the shopkeeper, were for the 

most part used effectively. Although other practical examples illustrating points were not always used 

effectively by less successful responses to focus on the set question and tended to be used to answer a 

general question on Kantian ethics. 

Less successful responses reduced Kant’s theory to just following rules and duty, and therefore moral 

decision-making is solely following rules/duty. Many of these responses also stated knowledge with 

some explanation but were not focused on the specific question. 

Candidates who successfully focused on the question were able to effectively select appropriate material 

from Kant’s teachings to develop coherent and suitably justified arguments to address the question. 

These candidates were able to access the highest marks by contrasting the knowledge of Kantian ethics’ 

reliance on reason with alternative perspectives (e.g. using Hume, Sartre, Dawkins) including use of 

empathy and sympathy when making moral decisions. 

In general, candidates had very good knowledge of Kantian ethics but didn’t always transfer the 

knowledge effectively into focus on/analysis of the question. 
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Question 3* 

This question was generally answered well by most candidates. There was a demonstration by the 

candidates of good knowledge of the primary precepts. They gave good explanations of the various 

precepts and the more successful responses were able to use them effectively to address the question. 

A common approach to this question was to outline the primary precepts with examples of them applied 

and then to comment on their effectiveness in moral decision-making. More successful responses 

evaluated them well and focused on the helpfulness of the precepts with good contrast with other areas 

of the theory. Less successful responses tended to only talk about the primary precepts and in some 

cases to not link this to moral decision-making at all. 

Some candidates argued that the secondary precepts were better as they were more specific; others 

argued that the primary precepts were the basis of the secondary precepts and therefore more useful. 

There was generally good consideration by some candidates of Aquinas’ four tiers of law and this did 

lead to some appropriate discussions around the role of telos and reasoning contrasted well with divine 

revelation.  

Many candidates focused on comparing the primary precepts and the doctrine of double effect and 

determining, for the most part, that the doctrine of double effect was the most helpful part of the natural 

law. More successful responses had a good understanding of the double effect doctrine and were able to 

exemplify this well; less successful responses were likely to suggest that the doctrine of double effect 

makes natural law a relativist theory and more useful without fully understanding the nuances and 

connection with Aquinas’ teaching and approaches. 

Many candidates interpreted the question as requiring the use of other ethical approaches (e.g. situation 

ethics or utilitarianism) to contrast with natural law and spent a lot of time outlining these other theories. 

The more successful responses managed to balance the various aspects of natural law and to 

understand that they all work together as they depend on each other; this enabled these candidates to 

effectively analyse the question to come to a well-reasoned conclusion. 

 

Misconception 

 

Not all questions require candidates to compare ethical theories with each other. There are 

questions that require candidates to focus entirely on one ethical approach and to evaluate it 

in light of the question. Many candidates spent too much time outlining other ethical theories 

and not focusing on the evaluation required of the question that had been set. 
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Exemplar 2 
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Exemplar 2 demonstrates very good focus on the question and analysis of whether the primary precepts 

are helpful in moral decision-making (e.g. the final sentence of the extract), showing a developed and 

justified level of AO2 with coherent evidence to support clear analysis and evaluation. The breadth of 

material used to support the analysis in this extract very clearly shows that the candidate has selected 

evidence that is relevant to approaching the question. 
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