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A Level Religious Studies - H573/02 - Autumn 2020 Examiners’ report

Introduction

Our examiners’ reports are produced to offer constructive feedback on candidates’ performance in the
examinations. They provide useful guidance for future candidates.

performance, with the aim for them to be useful future teaching tools. As an exception for
this series they will not contain any questions from the question paper nor examples of
candidate answers.

@ Reports for the Autumn 2020 series will provide a broad commentary about candidate

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.
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.

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).

2 © OCR 2020



A Level Religious Studies - H573/02 - Autumn 2020 Examiners’ report

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 some key debates within the field. The paper assesses knowledge and
understanding (40%) and analysis and evaluation (60%). This was understandably a very different exam
series from a typical summer session. There were a very small number on entries and the candidates
were probably not typical or representative of a larger cohort. Hence comments made on the
performance of these candidates may not be generalisable.

The standard of responses seemed good on the whole. Compared to a typical session there seemed to
be relatively fewer weaker scripts. Some candidates produced quite different marks on each of their
answers which may suggest that they had stronger and weaker topics. Candidates generally managed
their time well although a few candidates had left insufficient time to answer their third question as well
as the first two.

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

e wrote about the general on occasions using
what felt like pre-prepared formulaic answers

¢ spent too long on AO1 often at the start of the
essay which limited the time and proportion of
the essay spent developing the argument

e had at least one response that was
significantly weaker than the others due to
lack of knowledge and/or poor time
management.

o focused directly on the specific question being
asked

o deployed a range of material and ideas of key
thinkers to advance their position

o focused more on the argument; the structure
of their essays was often AO2 driven

o used the introduction and conclusions of
essays to show what was being argued.
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Themes in candidate responses

Question 1

This question on situation ethics and sexual ethics was popular and was answered fairly well, although
not always as well as it could have been. Some candidates focused on ‘love’ without really unpacking
the meaning of ‘agape’. In some responses the relative weakness in understanding of situation ethics
meant that other theories dominated, and the mention of situation ethics was very brief. Some of the
better answers looked at Fletcher’s principles and presuppositions.

Question 2

This was popular and was answered reasonably well. Most candidates felt that natural law had more
weaknesses than strengths although this was on occasion due to misconceptions or generalisations
about natural law. Some stronger answers recognised the subtlety in Aquinas’ version of natural law,
such as the potential flexibility of secondary precepts and the deontological and teleological aspects of
the theory.

Question 3

This question on emotivism was less popular. Broadly the responses fell into two groups: those who
really focused on emotivism and used other metaethical theories as comparisons, and those who just
wrote everything they knew about metaethics. From some, there was very good knowledge and
understanding of thinkers such as Ayer, Hume and Foot. There were good discussions of relativism and
the issues that might arise if all moral judgements are subjective.

Question 4

This question on Kant was popular although some candidates who left this until last seemed to run out of
time. Most responses showed good or better understanding of Kant’s ideas although not all candidates
picked up on the specific focus of the question as to whether Kant’s ideas helped with practical decision
making. There was some good discussion of issues such as abortion, euthanasia and business ethics.
Some candidates made use of Kant’'s own examples on lying to potential murderers, and the honest
shopkeeper. Points on conflicting duties usually involving breaking speed limits to get sick people to
hospital were among several well-made points

Common misconceptions

In Question 1 there seems to be some confusion about whether situation ethics is a religious or secular
theory.

There are some significant misconceptions and oversimplifications with regards to natural law. Natural
law as described in some answers is a caricature of the theory which is more based on legalistic
interpretations by the Catholic church. While this is not entirely incorrect, it means that some candidates
have quite a narrow view of the theory.
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Key teaching and learning points — comments on improving performance

Where a question uses the word ‘best’ as in Question 1 and Question 3, it is appropriate for candidates
to compare and bring in other ideas. However, in doing so it is essential that they do not lose sight of the
main theory that they are meant to be assessing. For instance, in Question 1, a brief reference to
situation ethics before moving on to an essay where another idea forms the bulk of the answer is unlikely
to access higher levels.

Natural law can at times be oversimplified. It may be worth spending time exploring the more
eudaimonistic ideas of Aristotle which is a root of the theory as well as distinguishing between Aquinas’
views and the overly legalistic interpretation of those views.

Although use of original sources is challenging, candidates’ understanding of some topics such as
emotivism might be improved with carefully selected short extracts from original sources.

Guidance on using this paper as a mock

This paper as a whole or any of the questions from it would be appropriate to use for mock
examinations. A broad range of responses in terms of possible content could be credited and any
student who had revised topics thoroughly should be able to do reasonably well. Each of the questions
also has a specific focus, e.g. ‘best’ in Question 1 or ‘practical’ in Question 4 which would provide a
valuable lesson in terms of focus on the precise question asked.
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