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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/qualifications/as-a-level-gce-religious-studies-
h173-h573-from-2016/) 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 
vailable 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/qualifications/as-a-level-gce-religious-studies-h173-h573-from-2016/
http://www.ocr.org.uk/qualifications/as-a-level-gce-religious-studies-h173-h573-from-2016/
http://www.ocr.org.uk/qualifications/as-a-level-gce-religious-studies-h173-h573-from-2016/
http://www.ocr.org.uk/ qualifications/
http://www.ocr.org.uk/ qualifications/
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Question 1 

Critically assess the view that in Christian teaching all people will be saved.    [30]

AO1 – 10 marks     AO2 – 10 marks
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Examiner commentary
The response begins with a statement that in Christian teaching, 
there are a number of teachings about heaven and hell as well 
as salvation and redemption. The examiner’s immediate reaction 
would be that this essay might be about to focus on the wrong 
material for the question. In this new specification with a lot of 
content and 35 minute essays, tightly-addressing the question 
can make a huge difference to marks.

The essay, however, then goes on to focus on the correct part of 
the topic, although the introduction is rather long and does not 
really contribute to the final mark the candidate achieves.

The first main paragraph (‘although one line of argument…’) 
shows a feature of some of the better responses seen in the 
summer: the essay is argument-driven. The best responses really 
do focus on the question and then on how the question can be 
discussed (i.e., here broadly, for and against whether all people 
will be saved). John 3:16 is used as an argument in this paragraph 
– not a text on the specification, but a very useful one for the 
candidate to have in their armoury. This is then used as a segue to 
John Hick’s universalism. 

The essay does, essentially, test learner response to universalism 
and it was surprising the number of candidates in the summer 
who did not recognise this. There is a nice attempt to use 
counterpoint with phrases such as ‘This is a weak argument’ and 
‘this is a much stronger argument’… although in this case, the 
discussion is rather perfunctory.

The next major paragraph, including the asterisked part at its 
end, continues in the same vein: focused on the correct topic, but 
only skimming the surface of material, all of which is essentially 
accurate. 

The conclusion is a statement of candidate opinion, rather than a 
conclusion out of the force of argument within the essay because 
the latter is not really present.

In terms of the application to the levels of response, the essay 
certainly meets the criteria for Level 3 and some of Level 4: there 
is decent selection of relevant material, applied to the question 
(Level 4 bullet points 1 and 2). The phrase in Level 3 ‘which might, 
however, be lacking in depth or breadth’ is a good descriptor of 
parts of the essay. This means that the essay at AO1 achieves a 
mark towards the bottom of Level 4 and it is the third bullet point 
which would need to be worked on to bring it up to a more solid 
Level 4 mark. 

At AO2, again, the response straddles the two levels, which is why 
it gets a low mark in Level 4. The third bullet point: ‘views asserted 
by often not fully justified’ (Level 3) is a better description than 
‘views well stated with some development and justification’ (Level 
4), but equally, the analysis is present and ‘generally successful’ 
(Level 4) and it ‘answers the question set well’ (Level 4).  
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Question 1 

Critically assess the view that in Christian teaching all people will be saved.    [30]

AO1 – 13 marks    AO2 – 14 marks
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Examiner commentary
The response begins with a rather long introduction which is 
focused on the question but does not necessarily contribute in 
its length to the final mark. However, the introduction does show 
that the candidate is taking a stance, which helps the overall 
thrust of AO2 through the essay.

The candidate identifies correctly that the essay requires a 
discussion of universalism, which most have studied with 
reference to the work of John Hick. There is good focus on some 
of Hick’s core points, though arguably, this paragraph is rather 
focused on AO2. There is a place for this: if the AO2 is secure then 
the examiner can assume that AO1 is secure, but there does need 
to be some explicit exploration of universalism – and, perhaps, 
the Christian teachings that lead to its espousal by some. It is 
worth noting that it is entirely possible to explore universalism 
without reference to Hick. 

The next paragraph explores a core criticism levelled at 
universalism, that of Jesus’ sacrifice becoming redundant. This is 
explored well and the candidate shows solid understanding of 
relevant material.

The following paragraph moves on to explore limited and 
unlimited election. This is very good selection of material. During 
the summer it was felt that a number of candidates gave equal 
space to universalism, limited election and unlimited election, 
thus not quite showing they understood the question to be on 
universalism. Here, the candidate shows restraint and uses the 
material effectively to explore the question (the question must 
always be the driver), although arguably the section on limited 
election is too long and more on universalism earlier in the essay 
(or incorporated into this paragraph) would have been more 
useful.

The conclusion reflects what has gone before and is short, but 
this reflects the time available in this examination context. It also 
serves to refocus at the end where the lack of focus might have 
been a problem.

The AO1 mark of 13 reflects the very good selection of relevant 
material (second bullet point of the levels of response) and the 
accurate and detailed knowledge (third bullet point). The focus 
was perhaps not sustained enough for a solid Level 5 mark. The 
AO2 mark of 14 reflects the candidate’s clear and purposeful 
approach to the question. In the examiner’s mind would have 
been the final line of the levels of response – the ‘Assessment of 
Extended Response’ and whether the essay was a fully matched 
to the Level 5 descriptor here – the word ‘sustained’ might not 
quite be accurate. This is why the essay would not have got full 
marks for AO2, although its argument is very good indeed.
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