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Introduction
These exemplar answers have been chosen from the 
summer 2019 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 they 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 2019 Examiners’ report 
or Report to Centres available from Interchange https://
interchange.ocr.org.uk/.

The question paper, mark scheme and any resource 
booklet(s) will be available on the OCR website from 
summer 2020. 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/
https://interchange.ocr.org.uk/
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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Component 04 – Question 1

Exemplar 1 AO1 Level 5 - 13 marks, AO2 Level 6 - 23 marks
Total 36 marks
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Examiner commentary
AO1: The candidate focuses on the question throughout the essay. They demonstrate a good knowledge of Qur’anic teachings 
on religious tolerance and these are used effectively, within the essay. Depth of knowledge is evident due to a number of different 
teachings being used.

Reference is also made to the Sunnah of Muhammad and the candidate clearly illustrates why this is relevant to the question – as ‘a 
demonstration of Qur’anic teaching. In introducing the Sunnah the candidate also shows breadth of knowledge.

AO2: This response shows that the candidate is fully aware of the demands of the question. They make their opinion known in the 
opening paragraph and this helps them work towards the concluding paragraph with a clear line of argument. This is something 
that is often lacking in weaker responses. 

The candidate employs evidence of Qur’anic teachings that can be used to both support the idea of religious tolerance and argue 
against it. This allows them to assess both sides of the argument well.

As a result of the material selected the candidate is able to draw a convincing and justified conclusion that mirrors the view stated at 
the start of the essay.
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Exemplar 2 AO1 Level 4 - 10 marks, AO2 Level 4 - 16 marks
Total 26 marks
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Examiner commentary
AO1: The candidate shows a reasonable knowledge of some Qur’anic teachings surrounding the issue of religious tolerance, 
however, the material selected is not always used as effectively as it could be. For example, they offer an explanation of apostasy but 
don’t link it to the question in a meaningful way. 

The reference made to Al-Qad’r, judgement Day, and how Allah is the judge alone, meaning that Muslims themselves should be 
tolerant and not judgemental is a useful link.  However, some of this understanding is implicit and needs to be made explicit.  If the 
candidate was more explicit when making their points the marks would have been higher.

Overall the candidate has selected some reasonable material but requires a greater level of thought about how to use it and make it 
relevant.  There is also a lack of knowledge demonstrated as to Qur’anic quotes that may be seen to discourage religious tolerance.  
These would also need to be included in order to reach the higher levels.

AO2: The candidate attempts to offer up arguments both to support the view that Qur’anic teachings encourage religious tolerance 
and to argue against it. However, the arguments are not always convincing. For example, when discussing the ‘no compulsion in 
religion’ quote the candidate contradicts themselves by suggesting it means we shouldn’t turn away from religion thus leading us 
to be more tolerant. A more careful consideration of the arguments offered would have enabled them to make a more justified 
conclusion.

In order to achieve higher marks for evaluation a greater range of Qur’anic teachings needs to be employed.  Having a greater range 
would allow the candidate to put forward a variety of arguments on both sides of the debate.  For example, there are few arguments 
as to how Qur’anic teachings could be seen to either discourage religious tolerance, or even go further and incite religious 
discrimination.  The ability to demonstrate this would have resulted in a much stronger conclusion.
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Component 04 – Question 2

Exemplar 1 AO1 Level 6 - 14 marks, AO2 Level 6 - 22 marks
Total 36 marks
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Examiner commentary
AO1: This candidate shows a very good knowledge of the role angel Jibril played in conveying God’s messages. They display depth 
of knowledge by discussing prophets Muhammad, Isa and Ibrahim and the interactions Jibril had with each one respectively.  

The candidate also showed breadth of knowledge by referring to occasions when God directly revealed messages himself. The 
candidate remains focussed throughout, on the question and the selection of material overall is of a high standard.

AO2: The candidate competently sets forward a number of arguments, both in support of and against the claim that God’s 
messages couldn’t have been communicated without angel Jibril. Reference is made to God’s omnipotence and his ability, therefore, 
to convey messages through any means necessary. The candidate then immediately follows this up with a counter argument, 
demonstrating a good level of evaluative skills.
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Exemplar 2 AO1 Level 4 - 9 marks, AO2 Level 4 - 14 marks
Total 23 marks
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Examiner commentary
AO1: The candidate demonstrates a reasonable knowledge of the role Jibril played in communicating God’s messages. They refer 
to a variety of prophets, such as Musa, Ibrahim and Muhammad, demonstrating reasonable breadth of knowledge. They do this by 
showing an understanding of the importance of Jibril’s role in communicating God’s message while also referring to occasions when 
his mediation was not necessary.

The marks awarded for knowledge and understanding would have been improved, however, if the candidate had developed 
some of their ideas further.  For example, when referring to God’s interaction with Musa a discussion of the nature of God (e.g. his 
omnipotence) and how this impacts on the debate would have shown depth of knowledge.

AO2: The candidate makes it clear, in the opening paragraph, which side of the debate they agree with and there is a consistent line 
of argument throughout the essay which is good.  They offer arguments on both sides, however, their use of the examples of Musa 
and Ibrahim help them argue against the statement to greater effect.  A more in-depth evaluation of the importance of Jibril’s role in 
revealing the Qur’an would have demonstrated a greater level of critical analysis.

While the conclusion is a valid one a greater quantity of arguments would have allowed it to be fully justified.
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Component 05 – Question 1

Exemplar 1 AO1 Level 6 – 16 marks, AO2 Level 6 – 23 marks
Total marks 39 marks



Exemplar Candidate Work

22

A Level Religious Studies

© OCR 2019



Exemplar Candidate Work

23

A Level Religious Studies

© OCR 2019



Exemplar Candidate Work

24

A Level Religious Studies

© OCR 2019



Exemplar Candidate Work

25

A Level Religious Studies

© OCR 2019

Examiner commentary
This response achieves Level 6 for AO1 (16 marks) and Level 6 for AO2 (23 marks). The answer as a whole demonstrates relevant, 
correct and carefully selected knowledge that is skilfully used; the response remains focused on the set question and demonstrates 
excellent knowledge and excellent analysis in exam conditions. 

The set question required candidates to demonstrate knowledge of the development of science and rational thought alongside a 
balanced, critical and careful consideration of how this may have challenged Jewish belief and way(s) of life. The opening paragraph 
of the answer allows the candidate to engage straight away with the question. The candidate sets out the historical context of the 
question and technical terms and scholarship are introduced.

In the second paragraph the candidate discusses the concept of ‘revelation’ including textual revelation and the tensions that can 
exist between some faith perspectives and those of scholarship. The Documentary Hypothesis is used here to support evaluation; 
the candidate is able to demonstrate deep understanding through a complex and nuanced approach to the material used. 
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The third and fourth paragraphs allow for a critical discussion of Mendelsohn’s views on the concept of ‘truth’ and the existence 
of God. Again, the candidate is applying synoptic thinking and engaging in critical evaluation through a high level application of 
material. The fifth paragraph engages with the specification content: Maskilim. Here the candidate uses an excellent selection of 
relevant material and demonstrates accurate and highly detailed knowledge before concluding with a short summary statement. 

The candidate shows clear and focused engagement with the set question and high-level thinking throughout. There is a weaving 
together of knowledge and analysis and the candidate fully comprehends the demands of the question throughout.  An excellent 
selection of relevant material, scholarly views, academic approaches, and sources of wisdom and authority are used to demonstrate 
knowledge and understanding. The answer shows a confident and insightful critical analysis and detailed evaluation of the issue. 
There is an excellent line of reasoning throughout the response which is well-developed and sustained, coherent, relevant and 
logically structured. The answer could have been improved by a more focused conclusion; the candidate’s final conclusion appears 
slightly rushed and less developed. Overall this is an excellent response. 

Examiner commentary (continued)

Exemplar 2 AO1 Level 2 – 4 marks, AO2 Level 3 – 8 marks
Total marks 12 marks
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Examiner commentary
This question was asking candidates to recall learning from Section 4: Developments, The Jewish Haskalah and Jewish Emancipation’. In 
fact, the wording of the question is taken directly from this section of the specification. Whilst candidates may legitimately take an 
approach which focuses on breadth or depth of response and often the highest levels of response are given to candidates that show 
synoptic thinking which brings in learning from all sections of the specification, the answer must address the set question clearly.  
This answer was awarded Level 2 AO1 demonstration of knowledge in relation to the set question. The answer, despite showing 
good knowledge of sexual ethics and some evaluation here in terms of science, does not address the set question with thorough 
focused knowledge but rather a ‘general topic’ approach (Level 2 AO1 descriptor). The answer shows Level 3 for AO2 as there is ‘some 
successful argument’; the answer unfortunately reads more like a ‘prepared answer’ for a question on Halakah/Halacha than the 
examined question on the development of science and rational thought and how this has challenged Jewish belief and way(s) of 
life.

The introduction to the answer sets out the approach which will be taken by the candidate through reference to Halakah/Halacha 
and how this has been challenged by science; as above, this could be a legitimate approach to the set question and several 
candidates took this approach (some very successfully). The introduction paragraph appears to start the answer off well, it could 
have been improved by a brief ‘scene setting’ of the context of, and key figures within, the European Enlightenment/Haskalah and 
how this point in history saw the development of science and rational thought – this would then allow the paragraphs that follow 
to be within greater context. Or an overview of the development of the Reform movement - which tried to bring Judaism closer to 
contemporary European views as science and rationale thought developed - would add greater context to the paragraphs which 
follow where the candidate explores Orthodox views in relation to the knowledge they present.
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Paragraph 2 focuses on sexual relationships and ethics – the knowledge shown here about Jewish views re. homosexuality etc and 
contraception is brief but accurate and correct; the analysis of the set question ‘development of science and rationale thought’ is 
however, asserted rather than unpacked fully. The candidate does state ‘these views although rationale in retrospect allow for further 
challenges and new developments in society’ and ‘developments in society’s values’ but does not unpack this explicitly in relation to the 
set question or in terms of their own knowledge shown. 

Paragraph 3 on Business Ethics has little analysis or content to make it relevant to answering the set question; this appears to be 
a prepared paragraph for a different question on Halakah and Business. The candidate has stated that ‘Developments in science 
and rationality mean that this (interest) is unfair and not moral in society’ but this is a rather tentative attempt to link to the question. 
Paragraph 4 is the conclusion; here kosher is introduced and explained. Again, kosher could be most relevant to the set question if 
this was explored fully against the background of the Enlightenment/Haskalah and the impact of rationale thought and science on 
worldviews and Judaism.  This answer has the potential to be a good response if sections were developed and linked clearly through 
explored analysis to the set question.

Examiner commentary (continued)
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Component 05 – Question 2

Exemplar 1 AO1 Level 6 –14 marks, AO2 Level 5 – 20 marks  
Total 24 marks
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Examiner commentary
The answer demonstrates Level 6 ‘excellent’ AO1 knowledge and understanding; the answer shows accurate and detailed 
knowledge, and accurate and appropriate use of technical terms and subject vocabulary.  The candidate focuses on the question 
throughout and uses a selection of relevant material showing high engagement with the specification content.  The answer is 
awarded the top of Level 5 ‘very good’ for AO2 analysis and evaluation; the answer is not as ‘stylistically’ written as some answers seen 
in the 2019 marking cycle, however, the analysis is developed and considered and shows competent evaluation. The answer lacks 
the insightful critical analysis and engagement, and confident evaluation using an extensive range of scholarly views that is required 
in a Level 6 response. 

The answer starts with an overview of anti-Semitism and engages with the set question in a focused manner. Paragraph 2 and 3 
are very succinct but demonstrate excellent knowledge and understanding; an overview of some key historical moments required 
for study in the specification are outlined. Here the answer is more AO1 than AO2. Paragraph 4 and 5 continue with an overview 
of Satmar viewpoints and some learning about the Arab/Israeli conflict. The candidate does show some personal evaluation 
here (views on the BBC etc); however, this is used to develop their analysis and evaluation.  The answer could have been further 
developed by supplementary reference to the views of the Haredi, Neturei Karta etc., an approach which many candidates did 
successfully and in doing so deepened analysis. Paragraph 6 and the conclusion show the candidate really starting to engage with 
the AO2 analysis; this could have been further developed to Level 6 by evaluating with reference to scholarship and/or sources of 
wisdom and authority. The candidate weaves anti-Semitism and anti-Zionism throughout the response rather than approaching 
separately; despite this being a much shorter and less ‘stylistic’ answer than many responses read, the candidate is able to reach the 
top of Level 5 AO2 awarding. 

The essay is clearly structured and remains focused on the question throughout. The opening paragraph establishes the candidates 
understanding of the question and the candidate remains focused on this conclusion throughout the essay but shows differing 
approaches to this stance. Where there is scope for improvement it is relation to AO2, there is sufficient clear and successful 
argument and analysis within exam conditions to achieve the top of Level 5 however AO2 could have been further improved 
through engagement with “extensive range of scholarly views” and a more confident approach to writing and analysis.  Level 6 AO2 
requires not only an excellent line of reasoning which is well-developed and sustained, but also a coherent, relevant and logically 
structured stylistic argument.

Question 2 was the most popular question and was answered very well by many. Most answers were very detailed, focused and 
showed clear engagement with the specification content. Many candidates were able to discuss with ease a historical overview of 
Zionism and the development of Zionism including political, cultural and modern Zionism (as outlined within the specification). 
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Exemplar 2 AO1 Level 3 – 7 marks, AO2 Level 3 – 10 marks  
Total 17 marks



Exemplar Candidate Work

35

A Level Religious Studies

© OCR 2019



Exemplar Candidate Work

36

A Level Religious Studies

© OCR 2019



Exemplar Candidate Work

37

A Level Religious Studies

© OCR 2019

Examiner commentary
This response achieved the top of Level 3 for AO1 skills (7 marks) and the bottom range of marks in Level 3 for AO2 skills (10 marks). 
The answer is satisfactory, and the content demonstrates that the candidate has engaged with, and learnt, some of the specification 
content. The answer presents a “mostly sound selection of mostly relevant material” rather than the detailed and skilful use of 
selected material necessary for the higher levels. The answer is able to demonstrate sound understanding through the material 
used however, it is lacking in depth or breadth and is able with only partial success to use a range of scholarly views, academic 
approaches, and/or sources of wisdom and authority to demonstrate knowledge and understanding. 

The answer starts with a clear opening introduction paragraph which makes reference to the establishment of Israel and the rise of 
anti-Zionism. Paragraph 2 is very long, and the answer is limited here in terms of clarity and analytical development. The candidate 
outlines AO1 specification content (Land; Arab-Israeli conflict) but the content is not analysed or developed. The answer at this 
point therefore is showing only partially successful analysis and evaluation (Level 3); knowledge and analysis is asserted but not fully 
justified. Furthermore, the candidate slips into using exclusive rather than academic and objective language – the candidate refers to 
the Land as that which ‘we call Israel’ rather than the Land which ‘Jews call Israel’. 

Paragraph 3 again introduces content from the specification but does so through assertion rather than analytical development; 
this is continued in paragraph 4. The candidate clearly has an overview of the specification content, but the answer lacks a range of 
scholarly views, academic approaches and sources of wisdom and authority; those that are used to support analysis and evaluation 
are done so with only partial success. 

The answer is “satisfactory” in terms of AO1 and AO2; to reach Level 4 and above, the answer would need greater depth or breadth 
and developed reference to technical terms, scholarly views and subject vocabulary/dates etc. to support analysis and evaluation. 
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Component 06 – Question 1

Exemplar 1 AO1 Level 5 – 11 marks, AO2 Level 5 – 17 marks
Total marks 28 marks
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Examiner commentary
This is a very good response overall. It has areas of real strength but the candidate does not make use of these strengths consistently 
throughout the response. 

There is a clear introduction which demonstrates a very good level of knowledge and understanding and a clear line of reasoning for 
the rest of the response. However, the candidate has shown that they only know the Sanskrit/Pali for one of the three fires. Knowing 
the other two would show that higher level of knowledge and showing with examples what they mean in practice would attract 
more marks.

The first paragraph shows a clear understanding of the concepts involved but the explanation is short and underdeveloped. The 
story is good, but it needs to be more clearly linked to the rest of the paragraph and then there needs to be some attempt at 
analysis. There are good links to other concepts within Buddhism.

The next two paragraphs show a better development of ideas and demonstrates very good levels of knowledge and understanding 
although there is still some elements which need to be exemplified more fully, for example “craving for ideas” this could be 
exemplified so that the candidate demonstrates that they know what this really means.

The essay finishes off with the other poisons and makes some links to other ideas, but it does not have the same level of 
development as previous points.

The conclusion is good and joins all of the ideas presented together reasonably well.

The AO1 is very good but could be much better with greater exemplification of ideas. The AO2 was very good but needed to be 
developed in a clear and logical way.

Exemplar 2 AO1 Level 4 – 8 marks, AO2 Level 4 – 14 marks
Total marks 22 marks
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Examiner commentary
This response is a good response. There is a good level of knowledge and understanding. It can be compared to the previous 
response which is better for the following reasons.

The level of knowledge and understanding is better in the first example because they are examples of how the concepts fit into 
Buddhist ideas. The candidate has selected key ideas to discuss and attempted to show how the concepts link together rather than 
(as in the second example) having a description of the concepts and then linking them to karma and samsara.

In the second response the candidate has written more and included a wider range of Buddhist concepts but there is less of an 
appreciation that there needs to be some selection of ideas in order to form a clear and coherent line of argument.

In summary, this is a good response because there is a good level of knowledge and understanding shown in the candidate’s 
response. However, it lacks the selection needed to make it a clear response to the specific question set. 
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Component 06 – Question 2

Exemplar 1 AO1 Level 5 – 12 marks, AO2 Level 5 – 18 marks
Total marks 30 marks
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Examiner commentary
This is a very good response because it is clearly explained and the argument is sustained, justified, well developed and supported.

The introduction clearly sets out the line of argument and shows a good understanding of the questions. The quote shows a higher 
level of knowledge of the topic.

The first paragraph refers to Stephen Batchelor and his Buddhist atheism. This is a well explained paragraph with lots of evidence 
of scholar’s views, technical terms and quotes. The candidate has made good use of quotes and wider Buddhist concepts whilst 
referring back to Buddhist texts. The criticism comes from an alternative scholar and works well to analyse the points being made. 
The counter criticism at the end of the paragraph works well to bring the argument round to the question.

The second paragraph is more general and there is not the same wealth of scholarly view. The argument is still sustained and 
justified but it is more general. The points being made are relevant and the analysis is good. However, this paragraph is not as well 
supported or precise as the first one and therefore this affects the overall mark the candidate was awarded. If the candidate had 
carried on with a similar level of precise and supported discussion, then they would have got full marks.

The third paragraph is better than the second there is a return to more scholarly views and a wider range of more detailed and 
precise information. The argument is still sustained and there is a very good level of justification for the views presented.

The conclusion is short but returns the points to the question and shows an understanding of the direction of the question.

Overall the AO1 is excellent in paragraph 1 but less good in the other two. The AO2 is very good throughout but better in the first 
paragraph. There is a wide range of views presented, analysed supported and refuted with scholarly views from named and general 
sources. The reference to Buddhist texts is excellent and shows a higher level of understanding and preparation for the exam.

Exemplar 2 AO1 Level 4 – 9 marks, AO2 Level 4 – 14 marks
Total marks 23 marks
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Examiner commentary
This is a good response to the question. There are some good ideas presented here and some good knowledge and understanding 
of Buddhist concepts and beliefs. The candidate has presented a series of clear and well thought out views with a clear introduction 
and conclusion which outline and conclude well. Technical terms are used well and there are views from scholarly sources such as 
the different Buddhist schools and scholars such as Knitter and Batchelor.

However, the candidate has described more than they have explained. There is little exemplification of their ideas (which would 
demonstrate understanding) and the analysis is limited to a few basic points of criticism.

The candidate’s use of example of Sokki Gaki as a western form of Buddhism is questionable. It is certainly found in the west, but its 
origins are not. The same could be said for the New Kadmpa Tradition. This is more prevalent in the west but again its roots are very 
much in Tibetan Buddhism. 

A better example may have been Triratna, because this is very much a British form of Buddhism. It also shows that there is a real 
change in emphasis and intention with the truly western form of Buddhism.

The analysis of the different traditions is good and shows that there are some well-considered criticisms for example the section on 
Knitter. However, these needed to be better developed and more fully analysed to make the comparisons with Traditional Buddhist 
schools of thought clearer.
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Component 07 – Question 1

Exemplar 1 AO1 Level 6 - 14 marks, AO2 Level 5 - 18 marks
Total 32 marks
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Examiner commentary
Feminism is both a political and ideological stance, based on principles of equality and used to addressing inequalities between 
men and women. Such inequalities might be identified in social practices and attempts to change these through legal means, 
which is where many responses to the question focussed. However, feminism is also concerned with the beliefs and attitudes which 
may inform or underlie such practice, and which can make traditions hard to eradicate, even when they are criminalised. In the 
context of the study of religion this would include a consideration of the ways in which concepts of the feminine are addressed in 
its teachings, as well as the values and expectations set out for women by both religious authority and long-standing tradition. This 
exemplar answer includes elements of both aspects of feminism, indicating a greater depth of understanding how religion interacts 
with social and political concerns. 

The AO1 mark is at the bottom of Level 6, meaning overall this was an excellent response to the question asked. The response 
demonstrates a range of knowledge of both Hindu religious teachings/concepts and of Hindu-related social practices. The material 
has been selected for its relevance to the question and, where that selection is unexpected (for example the use of Hindutva) 
the application is made with sufficient clarity to justify the approach. What is variable, and therefore keeps the response at the 
bottom of the level, is the depth and detail with which the various ideas identified are explored. For example, the consideration of 
female forms of deity, shows good knowledge of the complex connection of shiva and shakti, understanding of how this can be 
considered manifest in the person of Shiva and an attempt to relate this to the wider context of Hinduism. By contrast the section on 
widowhood and Sati, shows knowledge of the traditional treatment of widows in Hindu-based society but there is no evidence to 
suggest that the connections between such practice and either religious teaching or cultural tradition are clearly understood. 

The AO2 mark is in Level 5, as a very good demonstration of analysis and evaluation. The way the response is structured has helped 
the candidate to demonstrate their analytic approach, as each paragraph ends with an attempt to relate the concept considered 
in it back to the question in an analytic way. Additionally, there is a clear introduction outlining the route through the issue that 
the candidate will take, and a clear conclusion summarising their argument. While these structural elements do not, in themselves, 
amount to evaluation or analysis they do help the candidate keep track of their consideration of the question and signal the line 
of reasoning to the examiner. In this example there are well-stated and clear views relating to the question and the absence of 
irrelevant material ensures that the question is answered competently. There is some analytic engagement with the issue and the 
material, for example in the consideration of how Hindutva as a political movement connects with Hinduism as a religion. Where 
this kind of engagement is present it is successfully connected with the question asked and the candidate's line of reasoning is clear. 
However, the response remains in Level 5 as it does not quite reach the criteria for Level 6; although the views are clearly stated and 
justified, they are not all developed as completely as Level 6 requires. While the candidates meaning can be understood some of the 
more complex arguments they make are less skilfully expressed and justified, making the Level 5 criteria a better fit for the response 
overall. For example, in the paragraph about India, Hindutva and the nature of a secular state is quite confused. The candidate argues 
that in the officially secular state of India the rights of women are protected by its constitution, and since the Hindutva movement 
connects itself with both Hinduism the religion and the modern nation state of India this creates similar protections for women in 
Hinduism. But this has to be unpicked from the confused dual assertion that the ideology of Hindutva renders India a secular state 
and that all law in India derives from Hinduism. 
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Exemplar 2 AO1 Level 4 - 8 marks, AO2 Level 3 - 10 marks
Total 18 marks
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Examiner commentary
This response does address the issue raised in the question in broad terms. However, the question specifies feminism in relation to 
religion rather than society, and this has been somewhat overlooked. 

The AO1 mark has been given in Level 4. This response equates the idea of feminism entirely with the social status of women and, 
while this is not a complete understanding of the concept, it was an adequate foundation for addressing this question. For the 
higher levels there does need to be engagement with the whole question, meaning that a focus on social practice and legal/cultural 
attempts to address these cannot be a complete response. In this example there is certainly correct and relevant knowledge of 
social and cultural Hindu practices identified and applied to the question. The first part of the response is almost wholly sociological 
in focus but there is sufficient connection to Hinduism as a religion in the second part to lift it out of Level 3 (satisfactory).

The mark remains at the bottom of Level 4, firstly because there is a lack of depth/detail - for example statements which claim 
feminism responds to the challenge of systematically ill-treated widows with no mention of how; or the assertion that “a law” was 
passed within the religion of Hinduism requiring women be treated with respect, which suggests a confusion between religious 
teaching and secular law making and, in turn, with the interaction of religion and broader culture. In addition, there is a clear lack of 
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understanding of the importance of historical context to the issues identified. It is important to the issue that changes in attitudes 
to traditional practices take place over time and impact on how widespread such practices remain and how likely people are to 
disregard the law in order to keep them. This example makes no reference to social contexts at all, implying no change in either 
practice or attitude has occurred from the origins of the traditions described to the present day. 

The AO2 mark is in the middle of Level 3, as a satisfactory demonstration of analysis and evaluation in relation to the question. The 
discussion does answer the question set but not all views that are considered are justified or fully developed. Analysis and evaluation 
are limited by the lack of context mentioned previously. For example, the assertion that widows are all subject to “extreme torture” 
effectively precludes meaningful evaluation of diverse religious and social attitudes towards widows in a contemporary Hindu 
context. 

Examiner commentary (continued)
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Component 07 – Question 3

Exemplar 1 AO1 Level 5 - 13 marks, AO2 Level 5 - 19 marks
Total 32 marks
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Examiner commentary
The nature of this question required knowledge of archaeological evidence from the period of the Indus Valley Civilisation (IVC), as 
well as the interpretations scholars have made of that evidence in relation to the contemporary religion of Hinduism. Recognising 
that such interpretations are always subjective and unlikely to be universally accepted was also an important part of achieving the 
higher levels. This response is a good example of selection and presentation of material in ways that demonstrate the candidates 
understanding of how the study of history and the study of religion connect in this context. 

The AO1 mark is at the top of Level 5 - “a very good demonstration of knowledge and understanding”. The candidate is clearly aware 
of the age of the IVC and of the complexities of piecing knowledge together from the evidence which survives from so long ago. 
The areas that have been identified for consideration are clearly relevant and, while a full account is not always given, the material is 
used in ways which signal understanding and relevance to the question. 

Knowledge of the existence of a written language within the IVC is included in this example, which was unusual in responses to this 
question but important for a critical consideration of the issues. Lower level responses often conflated Sanskrit with the language of 
the IVC, which then undermined analysis focussing on the challenges of interpretation. By contrast this response clearly identifies 
that writing has been found but also that there has been no “Rosetta stone” discovered as yet, presenting a clear foundation for the 
later reasoning about the ambiguity of the archaeological evidence. 

The AO2 mark is also in Level 5. There is a clear discussion of the issue, established in the introductory paragraph and developed 
throughout the rest of the response. 

The recognition, also present from this initial paragraph, that no universally acceptable conclusion is really possible at this distance 
in time is also sustained throughout and opens the way to a clear analysis of the issue through, for example, the examination of the 
interactions of the Aryans and the Dravidians and the ways scholars have related this to jati. The importance of written language is 
also addressed, as noted above, and provides a useful foundation for evaluative reflection. 

Exemplar 2 AO1 Level 3 - 6 marks, AO2 Level 2 - 8 marks
Total 14 marks
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Examiner commentary
The AO1 mark for this example is in Level 3 - “a satisfactory demonstration of knowledge and understanding in response to the 
question”. Responses at this level are often very generalised, showing knowledge of the topic area but without selection of the 
most relevant material for the specific question asked. This example demonstrates this; it begins with some very broad, generalised 
statements, such as the assertion that religions “fade as time goes on”. These views are neither fully explained nor universally 
accepted, and their inclusion at the beginning of the response implies a lack of understanding of either/both the issue raised by the 
question or the material relevant to respond to it. This impression is strengthened by factual inaccuracies such as the conflation of 
the Vedic Age with the ICV and the assumption that the IVC wrote in Sanskrit. Some relevant material is included, such as reference 
to ritual practice and sacrifices, but development is lacking. For example, the caste system is presumed here to have been part of the 
IVC and presented as an inherent part of Hinduism, both these presumptions are contestable but neither the basis for the claims nor 
alternative interpretations are identified. Overall there is some relevant knowledge which is broadly accurate but also fragmentary in 
the context of the question. 

Ignoring incorrect or incorrectly applied material there is an attempt at an argument sufficient to place the answer at the top of 
Level 2. The line of reasoning is based on the age of Hinduism, the age of the IVC and the likelihood of change occurring over 
time. In other words, the argument is that things might have been different in the IVC, but it is so old that it couldn’t possibly have 
remained the same. This is a common-sense argument, which is certainly relevant but is also limited; it is the only point of discussion 
offered, and it is not clearly developed throughout the response or explicitly related to the pieces of knowledge being used. Overall 
most of the points made amount to the assertion of a view with little justification, some of the more controversial points (such as the 
claim that the proto-Shiva seal is proof of the practice of physical yoga in the IVC) are not really supported at all. Overall the response 
meets all the requirements of Level 2 and so was placed at the top of that level.
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