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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 answers 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 OCR. 

Advance Information for Summer 2022 assessments  

To support student revision, advance information was published about the focus of exams for Summer 
2022 assessments. Advance information was available for most GCSE, AS and A Level subjects, Core 
Maths, FSMQ, and Cambridge Nationals Information Technologies. You can find more information on 
our website. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

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/administration/support-and-tools/subject-updates/summer-2022-advance-info-639931/
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Paper 1 series overview 
The Philosophy of Religion paper assesses AO1 knowledge and understanding (40% of the marks 
available) and AO2 analysis and evaluation (60% of marks). 

Candidates who did well on this paper 
generally did the following: 

Candidates who did less well on this paper 
generally did the following: 

• embedded the evaluation throughout the 
essay, using the material as a vehicle for 
discussion 

• focused directly on the question rather than 
more general issues raised by the topic 

• often outlined what was going to be argued at 
the beginning of the essay with a hypothesis 
and reasons, developed this through the 
essay 

• carefully selected relevant material rather than 
all material around the topic. 

• wrote everything they knew from a section of 
the specification without tailoring it to the 
question being asked 

• presented a confusion of philosophical ideas 

• evaluated by juxtaposition of different views, 
rather than develop reasons why one was 
stronger or weaker 

• used what seemed like pre-prepared 
responses, often ignoring the question set. 

 

This paper proved accessible to the cohort of candidates. It presented candidates with appropriate 
challenges and it differentiated effectively. Most candidates were able to write three full-length essays 
without much difficulty. Sometimes timing or knowledge issues were evident as a few candidates only 
answered one or two questions instead of three. An absence of planning at the start of essays was 
noticeable, some responses would have benefitted from this before writing. 

Candidates performed well on Question 1 as they were able to apply a breadth and/or depth approach to 
Augustine’s theodicy. There were some excellent responses to Questions 2, 3 and 4. In general, 
successful responses were able to focus on the question set throughout the essay rather than shifting 
the attention towards the general topic during explanation or analysis. 

Where candidates were less successful in Questions 2, 3 and 4 it was due to a lack of developed 
explanations of the ideas being presented, sometimes including misconceptions of the subject matter. 
On occasions, there was a tendency towards underdeveloped explanations leading to analysis that could 
have benefitted from a firmer grasp of the details being assessed. 
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Question 1* 

This was the most consistently well-answered question on the paper as most candidates were able to 
explain some parts of Augustine's theodicy and give some reasons why it might not succeed. 
Candidates could identify how Augustine used the story of the Fall and the impact this had on his view of 
how evil entered the world. More successful responses moved the content beyond explanation and into 
critical analysis. What marked out the very best was the appreciation of the subtlety of Augustine's 
argument, including the principle(s) of plenitude, harmony or the aesthetic principle and the reasons why 
God might give less grace to some of the angels, although this was not required for the top marks. 

Some responses chose to compare Augustine’s theodicy with that of Hick in his development of 
Irenaeus’ thinking; sometimes this was successful as an approach, where detailed comparison with 
Augustine was made, but sometimes candidates moved away from Augustine and wrote explanations of 
an Irenaean theodicy instead of giving much detail about Augustine, only returning to Augustine in the 
conclusion. 

Less effective responses provided either a cursory overview of Augustinian thought or only considered 
certain elements. This led to a less comprehensive response. It also often meant that key concepts were 
missing which meant that the analysis provided was either less coherent due to factual error or omission 
of ideas that could have strengthened it further. Some responses appeared pre-prepared, writing 
something on Augustine, Irenaeus and Hick, ignoring the question at times. 

A good range of criticisms were used. It was good to see Schleiermacher’s arguments used well by 
candidates. Many simply stated the inconsistent triad without using it as a direct challenge to Augustine. 
Those that did, generally argued very well. Candidates made good use of the Darwinian/Dawkins line to 
refute the argument of seminal presence, but less successful responses did not engage fully in this. D.Z. 
Phillips’ critique of Swinburne’s didactic evil, suggesting that evil can never be an expression of a loving 
God, was not relevant to Augustine but was asserted in a number of responses. 

Exemplar 1 
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Exemplar 1 illustrates some accurate knowledge but would have benefitted from a more thorough 
development of the ideas presented by Augustine. The language and expression was simplistic at times 
(not a bad thing in itself), which led to a lack of depth or breadth of understanding of Augustine’s 
theodicy. The response is hinting at Original Sin but does not go further than this. The analysis present 
was generally successful when compared to the levels of response. Unlike Exemplar 1, this response 
went on to Hick without any specific reference to Augustine and why this would be seen as a useful 
critique of whether Augustine’s theodicy justifies evils in the world. 

 

Question 2* 

Question 2 produced a variety of responses. The knowledge of Aquinas' argument was good at times 
but often underdeveloped. Several responses spent insufficient time explicating Aquinas' Fifth Way, 
instead choosing to press on to an explanation of Paley's teleological argument, which was not always 
made relevant. Many candidates correctly identified Aquinas’ arrow and archer analogy, but it was an 
even split between those who explained it correctly and those who did not explain it or explained it 
incorrectly, preferring to attribute this to design qua purpose. More successful responses were able to 
identify how Aquinas’ argument linked to design rather than chance. A significant number ended up 
using the analogy to explain that there was a first mover or something that actualised the arrow rather 
than linking it to telos/non-intelligent objects. Good use was made of examples such as rivers flowing to 
the sea, perennial flowering, or pollination by bees to show understanding of order by regularity. 

Some candidates wrote a little about the Fifth Way but ended up writing about the Second Way. A small 
number of responses included a hybrid of the teleological and cosmological arguments found in the Five 
Ways. A very small number simply wrote about the first three Ways. 

The evaluation of Question 2 was approached in several different ways and many of these were very 
good. Evolution, Hume & Russell were often used well, and Hume was used to good effect in critical 
analysis of Aquinas. Many candidates evaluated Paley’s argument and so the argument was not as 
succinct and linked back to the question as it should have been. Some candidates directed their 
arguments to the first of Aquinas’ three Ways but this was not successful. Some language was simplistic, 
and the use of rhetorical questions did not add to the evaluation. The attempt to analyse and evaluate 
was generally successful, although more concerted work to counter the criticism of the Fifth Way would 
have been more fruitful. Analysis often took the form of general discussion of design at times, not a 
specific focus on Aquinas. Some responses were successfully engaged in debates about evolution, 
Ockham’s Razor, and other challenges to a posteriori arguments, but this often did not engage in the 
critical reasoning beyond stating that Aquinas makes too many inductive leaps - a phrase that was rarely 
justified. 

There was some useful expression of Hume’s teleological criticisms. More limited responses would use 
evolution and/or evil in the world but there was little development or link to Aquinas directly. Some used 
Paley and the anthropic principle to support, but many asserted Paley’s arguments either as Aquinas, or 
simply a continuation of Aquinas, rather engaging in evaluation. Candidates were confused by some of 
Hume’s criticisms and elected to use critiques more fitting for cosmological arguments.  

Misconception 

Aquinas’ Fifth Way is design qua regularity, focusing on order present in natural bodies (that 
lack intelligence for themselves) being directed by some intelligence. These natural bodies act 
in a consistent (regular) way to achieve the best result. 
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Question 3* 

Although least attempted, Question 3 provided some of the richest philosophical discussion during this 
year's paper. A significant number of responses were successful in identifying this debate and the quality 
of responses varied based on level of understanding and argumentation – this allowed the question to 
differentiate well using the levels of response.  

Better responses were able to identify that Anselm understands that God IS eternity (rather than BEING 
eternal), which allows God to be ‘everywhere’ and ‘everywhen’ (the essence of the four dimensionalist 
approach). Some were able to point out, given God's nature as that than which nothing greater can be 
conceived, God cannot be found in parts but should be understood as wholly simple – making it clear 
‘wherever’ God is, is ‘whenever’ God is (as God is not divisible). The best responses showed all times 
and spaces are understood as within God due to God and eternity being one and the same. Other more 
limited responses were not able to identify that for Anselm eternity is not a property of God, it is God's 
nature – subsequently Anselm believes a timeless God can act in time. Others made it clear Anselm 
believes in a God who creates ex nihilo, who can be petitioned in prayer and can perform the essential 
miracles of the Christian faith (and more), such as the incarnation and resurrection. Some were able to 
argue either these ideas suggest it is not necessarily a logical contradiction of Anselm's theology for God 
to act in time or that God’s immutable nature led to God’s impassibility – making the role of Jesus difficult 
to explain as part of salvation history. Most candidates successfully focused on the resolution Anselm 
(Boethius) provides to the issue of human freewill and just rewards and punishment by a timeless God, 
as another perfectly valid view. The strongest responses were able to identify that since all time and 
space were in God then God can act. 

Some candidates made the case God cannot act in time due to Anselm's ‘God's immutable and timeless 
nature’, making it impossible for God to 'act' as this would involve change. Less successful responses 
were unable to move past the similarities with Boethius’ concept of a timeless God, outside of the 
spacio-temporal realm, unaffected but viewing time in one ‘simultaneous present’. Successful lines of 
argument often rejected the transcendent model of God in favour of a God that is in time and able to 
react in a loving way (overcoming issues with impassibility) with God's creation, responding to prayers 
and performing miracles. Swinburne and others were used to argue a timeless God cannot act in time 
due to logical contractions. Some successful counter-arguments suggested that all discussion 
surrounding God for Anselm should be understood through the lens of analogy as the language to assist 
in the principle of accommodation when it comes to the finite mind understanding the infinite. 

Assessment for learning 

Anselm’s view of God’s relationship with time can be found in Proslogion Chapters 18-22, 
widely available online in PDF. This builds on Anselm’s ontological argument. 
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Misconception 

Anselm understands that God IS eternity rather than being eternal – God does not possess 
attributes for Anselm. God is wholly simple, due to God’s perfect nature, so cannot be found in 
parts as God is indivisible. It is best to understand that all time and space are within God. 

Exemplar 2 

Exemplar 2 shows an exceptional understanding of the debate regarding God’s relationship with time 
and the development of Boethius present in Anselm’s work. The quality of writing here shows how to 
push forward argumentation with the knowledge and understanding being a vehicle for the debate. 
Rather than AO1 and AO2 being seen as separate they are skilfully blended together in this response. 
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Question 4* 

This question posed problems for some candidates as they struggled focusing on Aristotle’s Prime 
Mover. Stronger responses showed a detailed understanding of key aspects of Aristotle’s understanding 
of change or ‘motus’ in the world. They were able to place this in a helpful context of broader Aristotelian 
thought without becoming unhelpfully drawn away from the prime focus of the question. Many were able 
to explain the concept of the Prime Mover drawing objects towards their telos. Hughes’ example of the 
saucer of milk and the cat was often well-deployed. The better responses were able to identify that 
Aristotle did not seek to explain where the universe came from as he believed in pre-existing, chaotic, 
everlasting matter in a constant state of flux through circular motion. In more successful analyses, 
contrasts were drawn to the Platonic concept of the Form of the Good, this was done to shed further light 
on different aspects or critical issues within Aristotle’s thinking, rather than as an end in itself. Some 
candidates challenged Aristotle’s view of whether telos was evident in the world, either through 
referencing existentialist views such as those of Sartre, or with examples of objects having different 
purposes depending on context. Candidates had learnt that the lack of direct observation of the Prime 
Mover was a criticism of Aristotle, given his empiricism, and that he could be accused of straying into 
rationalism.   

Less effective responses only gave partial, incomplete explanations of Aristotle’s thinking, for example 
omitting concepts such as progression from potentiality to actuality or aspects of how the Prime Mover 
interacts with the world as pure actuality. Answers sometimes became weighed down in overly long 
expositions regarding Plato’s cave as a means of trying to explain the idea of the Form of the Good. 
Some candidates chose to compare the Prime Mover to the God of classical Abrahamic theism. 
However, some candidates simply noted that they were different, and hence religious believers would 
not accept the Prime Mover, or that the Prime Mover was ‘better’ without ever truly engaging in an 
analysis of Aristotle’s reasoning behind his belief in the Prime Mover. There was some use of the 
concept of gravity and more contemporary cosmology being a better explanation for perpetual motion 
seen in the world than the Prime Mover.  

A number of candidates conflated the Prime Mover with Aquinas’ Prime Mover and incorrectly focused 
on the need for a first cause to a chain of efficient causes and denial of infinite regression. There were 
aspects of this that were creditable, but it hampered the overall understanding of Aristotle’s Prime Mover.  

Assessment for learning 

Aristotle’s Metaphysics Book XII provides some useful discussion on the Prime Mover, in 
particular part 7, it is freely available online. 
 

 

Misconception 

Aristotle’s Prime Mover is not to be confused with Aquinas’ Prime Mover. The same term is 
used but they mean different things. Aristotle’s Prime Mover is not a creator, since Aristotle 
believes matter was pre-existing in a state of everlasting circular motion, so the Prime Mover is 
not the first or efficient cause of the universe.  
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Exemplar 3 

Exemplar 3 deploys precise knowledge of the Prime Mover throughout, and shows excellent breadth, 
confidence and engagement with the question. The candidate was able to achieve Level 6 for both its 
AO1 and AO2. They were able to deploy relevant scholarly thought which demonstrates a nuanced 
critical engagement with the material used. Again, this is a good example of a script that focuses on 
driving the essay forward through argumentation rather than separate paragraphs on AO1 and AO2.  
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