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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 OCR.

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 2 series overview

This is a written paper which assesses AO1 and AO2.

For the most part, candidates were well prepared for the examination with no errors in understanding the
rubric, such as attempting all three questions. The majority of candidates responded to Questions 1 and
3. Question 2 was less popular, perhaps because of the specific wording of the question. There was still
the problem of legibility for some candidates. This may be due to having little practice in actually writing
essays by hand. Also there is a real tendency to follow a website/teacher provided generic essay plan
and this leads to less variety of writing and use of responses.

However, overall candidates appeared to have been well prepared for the demands of the examination,
understanding what they needed to do and attempting to do so to the best of their ability.

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

generally: generally:

o focused on the actual wording of the question | ¢ addressed the general concept rather than the
and the terminology used such as the word specific wording of the question

agape’ in Question 1 e gave very brief responses with very little

¢ showed both depth and breadth of knowledge argument

¢ used other thinkers to support their arguments | e wrote unplanned and muddled responses,

e were able to assess both strengths and even though the knowledge was accurate.

weaknesses to give a balanced argument.

4 © OCR 2023



AS Level Religious Studies - H173/02 - Summer 2023 Examiners’ report

Question 1*

In all your responses, you should:

+ demonstrate knowledge and understanding of ethical thought and teaching
* analyse and evaluate aspects of, and approaches to, religion and/or belief (in an ethical context),
including their significance, influence and study.

1* ‘In situation ethics, applying agape (love) is unhelpful when making moral decisions.” Discuss.
[30]

Question 1*This was the most popular question answered this year and was usually paired with
Question 3. The clarity of the question made it highly accessible to all candidates.

Many candidates seemed particularly well prepared for this question, producing excellent responses that
were highly detailed in the specifics of agape within situation ethics. Candidates were, therefore, able to
assess both strengths and weakness of this approach to arrive at logical and justified responses as to
whether agape is helpful or not in making moral decisions.

Those candidates who achieved the highest responses were able to demonstrate significant depth and
breadth of understanding with specific use being made of the six principles of agape developed by
Fletcher, which were then often reinforced with the four working propositions of pragmatism,
personalism, positivism and relativism. Their effectiveness was demonstrated either by using Fletcher’s
own examples or by reference to unique case studies. Assessment from academic sources was often
highly effective in these cases with a variety of thinkers being used to both argue for and against the
statement, although there was significant use made of Peter and Charlotte Vardy by a large number of
candidates.

At the other end of the scale, there were some candidates who showed very little understanding of
agape at all, or who attempted to turn the essay into a ‘these other systems are better’ style of analysis
with significant percentages of their writing being focused on Kant or natural law theory instead of on
situation ethics and agape. Some candidates felt that it was sufficient demonstration of agape simply to
present the Mrs Bergmeier case study with little to no explanation or support. Often the analysis
presented by these candidates was superficial with little support from specific thinkers and instead
making broad and sweeping statements which were very generalised in nature.

Assessment for learning

specific wording of the question. Use of terminology and supporting their responses by
assessing the strengths and weaknesses of theories will give candidates a balanced
argument.

@ Candidates should practice planning and writing essays to make sure that they address the
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Exemplar 1
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Exemplar 1 shows that the candidate is not only aware of Fletcher’s propositions, but also the basis of
agape in the teaching of Jesus. The argument is expanded in the following paragraph and leads neatly
to the conclusion.

Question 2*

2* Assess the view that the four tiers of law are essential in understanding natural law. [30]

This question, while still frequently answered, was less popular among candidates this year than
Questions 1 or 3. This may be due to the specific focus in the question on the four tiers of law presented
by Aquinas as part of natural law theory.

Many candidates who chose to respond to this question were able to show a good level of knowledge of
the role and function of the concept of the four tiers of law in the development of natural law theory and
then progress their argument effectively from this point, frequently using the primary precepts and
secondary precepts as the basis of their responses, but with some also making use of other principles
such as double effect. Where candidates had this clear understanding of the four tiers and their
differences between each level, effective analysis was common and arguments were clear in their
development.

However, a number of candidates had only a superficial understanding of the four tiers of law. Some
responses were less well developed and suffered from a generalised and often brief single paragraph
explanation of the four tiers with no real development or analysis before going into an unfocused
discussion of natural law theory in moral decision making. There was also a tendency for candidates to
conflate Eternal Law with Divine Law or to completely misunderstand what is meant by Eternal Law.
Often, less effective responses were not tied to the specific question and so only partially answered the
question, even though the candidates may have had some understanding of the four tiers of law.
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Exemplar 2
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The part of the response shown in Exemplar 2 has some knowledge but it is not used or linked to the
question in any way. The paragraph on double effect is also superfluous as it adds nothing to the
response.

Question 3*

3* “Voluntary euthanasia should be recognised as always morally acceptable.’ Discuss. [30]

This was a very popular question this year. This may be because of the open nature of the question
which encouraged candidates to employ their whole range of ethical knowledge, while the focus on
voluntary euthanasia was clear and easily accessible for all candidates.

The vast majority of candidates were clear on what was meant by voluntary euthanasia and were able to
illustrate the issue with reference to case studies such as Terry Schiavo, Dianne Pretty and Daniel
James. Some reference was also made to Tony Bland as an alternative case.

Effective responses were able to build their arguments around specific ethical theories and explore how
these would analyse and conclude on the issue before creating their final conclusions. This was often
done in a good level of depth with students making recourse to Fletcher’s situation ethics and natural law
theory, but also incorporating utilitarian principles most commonly in the form of Mill and Bentham. Some
reference was made to the thinking of Peter Singer, but this was found less commonly. Many responses
had a focus on autonomy as the basis of the argument and this was often used effectively.

As is often experienced with this style of question, some candidates reverted to more of a GCSE style
response which tended to be less effective, although there was often good biblical support made to
sanctity of life versus quality-of-life arguments, some of which showed effective analysis and evaluation
in themselves to a high quality of response. More skilful responses showed a diversity of content and
responses, discussing whether it should always be recognised as morally acceptable or whether there
were situations where it should not be morally acceptable.
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Exemplar 3
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Exemplar 3 shows different support for autonomy to back up the candidate’s response. The section on
Dawkins is particularly well done.
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Exemplar 4
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Exemplar 4 gave ‘slippery slope’ as an example of when voluntary euthanasia should not always be
morally acceptable, such as allowing voluntary euthanasia for children. However, other sections of the
argument are not well developed, leading overall to Level 4.

Other responses lacked significant ethical substance and did not progress their arguments beyond a
superficial exploration of euthanasia itself; these did not progress to the higher levels of marking
available due to the lack of specific ethical content although the writing itself was often compelling.
Additionally, some candidates did not focus on the ‘always’ part of the question and so gave more
generic responses as to whether euthanasia is morally acceptable.
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