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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. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

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 

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 year’s questions saw a full range of ability. Successful responses showed 

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

sustained and justified judgements on the issue raised by the question.  

The responses that were less successful were not as focused 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. 

Entries this year seemed to be more AO1-driven, and as a consequence, at times the analysis and 

evaluation required for AO2 in order to address the question were noticeably absent. 

Assessment for learning 

 

Although 50% of the marks are for AO1 and 50% are for AO2, it is important for candidates to 

make sure that they are not prioritising one over the other. The two assessment objectives 

rely on each other and work most effectively when woven together. 

 

Focus on the specific wording of the question 

It is important to emphasise that candidates need to focus on the full wording of what the question 

requires them to address/discuss, rather than the general topic area.  

 

Question 2 was the most popular question that the majority of candidates attempted; the other two 

questions were as popular as each other.  

Overall, most candidates were able to demonstrate their knowledge and understanding of the ethical 

approaches/perspectives effectively to address the questions to the best of their ability. 

  



AS Level Religious Studies - H173/02 - Summer 2024 Examiners’ report 

 5 © OCR 2024 

Candidates who did well on this paper 

generally: 

Candidates who did less well on this paper 

generally:  

• wrote specific responses to the question that 
had been asked on the paper 

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

• produced essays that developed an argument 
focused on the question and sustained it 
throughout, culminating in an appropriate 
conclusion 

• were able to select scholarly materialto 
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 in to the 
essay 

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

• outlined all that they knew about the topic/area 
of study, rather than focusing on the question; 
for example, in Question 2 outlining all of the 
key points of Kant’s ethical theory 

• prioritised knowledge rather than engagement 
with analysis and evaluation 

• conflated aspects of different ethical or 
philosophical theories together in an attempt to 
develop synopticity 

• prioritised their own general knowledge and 
opinion rather than using the ethical 
theories/approaches to address the question. 
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Question 1* 

In addressing the question, some candidates identified that there was a requirement to evaluate the four 

working principles in relation to other aspects of Situation Ethics and to come to a conclusion whether 

the four working principles are the most useful of the aspects of the theory.  

Less successful responses evaluated the usefulness of the four working principles without comparison or 

contrast with other aspects of Situation Ethics. Other less successful responses chose to compare and 

evaluate the principles with other ethical ideas like telos, duty or utility, therefore, becoming an analysis 

of the most useful ethical system.  

Very successful responses demonstrated nuanced understanding of how the four working principles can 

be useful if applied with agape rather than by other motivators. Some successful responses analysed 

each of the principles and concluded that perhaps not all four of the principles were the most useful parts 

of Situation Ethics. The effective evidence that these candidates used to support their arguments 

included a variety of thinkers, as well as specific examples that Fletcher used himself beyond just ‘Mrs 

Bergmeier’. 

Fewer candidates this year answered this question by reducing it simply to ‘doing the most loving thing’ 

and therefore the exemplification of AO1 was better than in previous sessions. 
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Exemplar 1  
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This response demonstrated good understanding of the four working principles in an earlier paragraph 

and then in this extract weaves together other aspects of Situation Ethics (fundamental propositions) to 

analyse whether the four principles are the most useful. The reference to scholars and the use of the 

propositions show that this is a candidate who is focused on the question. 
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Question 2*  

This question was the most commonly answered question this year and was the question that at times 

showed the biggest disparity between the balance of AO1 and AO2. Many candidates identified the 

question as focusing on strengths and weaknesses of the ethical 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. Some candidates did refer to reliance 

on reason but did not link it to moral decision making.  

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. 

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

explain and exemplify his use of it; some candidates included examples to make their points clear, the 

most common being the enquiring murderer and the shopkeeper. However, practical examples 

illustrating points were not always used effectively to focus on the set question.  

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

following reason is 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, including the 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 analysis of the question. 

Engaging fully with all of the question 

It is important for candidates to identify that a question may require them to analyse and evaluate more 

than one aspect of the theory/approach, e.g. Kantian ethics has too much reliance on reason and how 

this reliance on reason may be unhelpful in moral decision making. 
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Exemplar 2 

This response demonstrates good focus on the question set and both refers to the ‘reliance on reason’ 

and evaluates how this affects moral decision making. The focus on moral agents (MA) and reference to 

the categorical imperatives (CI) exemplifies good use of AO1 which is then analytically used to develop a 

well-reasoned and supported evaluation. 
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Question 3*  

This question was generally well answered by most candidates, although there was some disparity 

between business ethics knowledge and application of knowledge of the ethical approaches. Many 

candidates were able to apply appropriate AO1 knowledge from across the business ethics topic to 

effectively illustrate both concepts in the question. However, some candidates were less effective in 

demonstrating their AO1 knowledge in responding to the question due to misconceptions about what 

corporate social responsibility means, e.g. only multinational businesses can be socially responsible. 

The question could be approached in a variety of valid ways, as long as the argument presented was in 

relation to whether corporate social responsibility is more important than profit-making.  

Many candidates took the approach of using ethical theories (predominantly Kantian ethics and 

utilitarianism) to assess the question. The more effective responses that took this approach were able to 

use alternate interpretations of the ethical approaches (e.g. prima facie duty, preference utilitarianism, 

proportionalism) to provide a nuanced and analytical investigation of the question with reference to 

practical examples to illustrate their points. Less successful responses that took the ethical theory 

approach were more likely to outline content of the theory with a short evaluative point about corporate 

social responsibility or profit-making at the end. 

The other common approach to the question was to explore the importance of both principles in the 

question through exemplification of business ethics theories and practical examples, with some 

candidates exploring the role and importance of whistleblowing or globalisation as examples to support 

both principles. These responses, for the most part, were successful, nuanced and focused in their 

analysis of the question with some good evidence and application of the normative ethical theories. 

More skilful responses showed a diversity of content and relevant practical examples, with many 

concluding that if a business is a morally good profit-making business then it is a corporately socially 

responsible business and therefore neither is more important than the other. 

Practical examples used in applied ethics 

Many of the examples that candidates use are older examples that appear repeatedly in various 

sources (e.g. Rana Plaza, Nestlé, Enron). Some candidates learn these examples without fully 

understanding their relevance to the theory as they are less contemporary examples. It may be useful to 

include and explore some more modern business studies examples to assist with understanding of the 

concepts/theories, e.g. the Post Office or the Boeing whistle-blower. 
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Exemplar 3 
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This response shows a diversity of content exemplified with real-world applications and references to 

thinkers. The use of both Kant and utilitarianism is woven into the essay to provide a coherently 

developed and justified evaluation of the question. The question set requires an overview of ethical 

approaches to be explored and this response has done it effectively. The response demonstrates that a 

candidate can add relevant information after completing the essay by going back and further developing 

their justification/analysis of their points. 
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