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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 5 series overview 

The cohort who undertook this exam have had significant educational disruption; despite this a marking 

standard was set that mirrored previous exam sessions. There were some exceptional and very good 

responses which showed an excellent ability to create a highly sophisticated argument using A01 

learning. There were also some less successful responses which often did not address the question 

asked and/or where candidates demonstrated little to no AO1 learning from the specification content 

rather representing GCSE learning.  

Although most candidates provided lengthy responses, many scripts could not be marked highly on the 

levels of response due to a lack of direct engagement with the questions. Notably, in Question 1, some 

candidates omitted any relevant specification content on the topic of "Rethinking women: Jewish 

Feminism" (p. 67 of the specification) and instead produced responses resembling general GCSE 

responses on marriage. Similarly, in Question 2, candidates provided prepared responses that compared 

covenants, deviating from the actual question asked. Consequently, a significant number of candidates 

remained at Level 2 AO1, demonstrating only a basic grasp of knowledge and understanding. 

Examiners noted that a high proportion of responses were very similar and read like rote learnt essays. 

The identical content and order in many scripts resulted in lower levels of A01 and A02 marks since 

these responses did not effectively engage with the set questions. Despite this observation, the marks 

given covered the levels of response for both A01 and A02, successfully differentiating between 

candidates and their performance. All questions were attempted, with Question 2 and Question 4 being 

the most popular, and no rubric errors were found. 

It was pleasing to see however that those candidates who were able to access the higher levels of 

response demonstrated excellent and very good knowledge of the specification content and scholarship. 

The best responses addressed the specific question asked, considered all aspects of the question in a 

relevant way and were supported with careful analysis. When candidates did not achieve higher marks, it 

was usually because they did not answer the question set and instead provided an answer for a question 

they had been pre-prepared for.  

As noted by examiners in the other papers sat for the A Level Religious Studies, candidates may benefit 

from being taught more explicit exam skills such as recognising what area of the specification content the 

question is requiring, effective use of a short moment’s planning before beginning to write, and moving 

away from rote learnt essays. The development of good handwriting should also be considered.  

Some responses did try to adopt a more ‘synoptic’ style and attempted to use learning from across the 

specification to produce a sustained line of reasoning; while this is encouraged, some of the responses 

appeared to lack the exam skills to do this successfully and responses became unfocused and wandered 

from the set question. Some candidates seemed overly fixated with trying to make synoptic links or to 

name as many scholars as they could which in many cases resulted in a lower level response answer as 

the response did not show an adequate level of AO1 for the set question. While it can be very useful to 

approach a question synoptically, candidates should be aware that this requires the knowledge to be 

used to deepen evaluative discussion; the additional material should be related back to the set question 

in order that it does not become superfluous. Some responses performed better on the AO2 criteria; 

again, AO1 responses could have, in many cases, been higher if specification content had been seen in 

the response. For example, in Question 4 many candidates scored highly on AO1 as they were able to 

demonstrate rich knowledge of the specification content and beyond, however, in Q1 and Q2 many 

candidates did not actually mention or refer to the specification content.  
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Candidates who did well on this paper 

generally: 

Candidates who did less well on this paper 

generally:  

• addressed the question set with precision and 
clarity 

• demonstrated a focus on the specific words in 
the question, avoiding tangential discussions 

• supported arguments with well-developed and 
pertinent knowledge from the specified content 

• displayed awareness of diverse viewpoints 
within Judaism, treating each perspective as 
valid in its own right 

• engaged effectively with the essays, 
showcasing meticulous planning and a clear 
grasp of the studied specification content. 

• attempted to incorporate material that was not 
entirely relevant to the question, leading to 
some inconsistencies in the response 

• diverged into tangents, delving into other areas 
of the specification that were not directly 
related to the question 

• lacked sufficient AO1 (knowledge and 
understanding) in their responses, resulting in 
incomplete or superficial responses 

• demonstrated illegible or unstructured writing, 
making it challenging to follow the flow of their 
ideas 

• presented rote essays which did not answer 
the set question.  
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Question 1*  

This question centred explicitly on the "Rethinking Women: Jewish Feminism" area of the specification. It 

was disheartening to find that some responses demonstrated little to no awareness of Rachel Adler and 

did not incorporate any learning from the specified content. Consequently, these responses could only 

achieve a maximum of Level 2, as they focused on a general topic and provided a generalised response 

on marriage, showing no explicit understanding of Adler. It is crucial for centres to emphasise the 

significance of exam skills to candidates and make sure that they prepare students to respond with 

knowledge specific to the specification content, rather than relying on general knowledge. While some of 

this general knowledge may be accurate, it does not adequately address the set question which aims to 

assess learning related to the specification content. For instance, some candidates produced responses 

about niddah and the practice of a mikveh instead of addressing Adler's work. 

However, there were also several excellent responses that reached a very high level of engagement and 

offered critical analyses of Rachel Adler's work. These good and very good responses delved into the 

key specification learning, demonstrating a sophisticated and mature understanding of feminism. In 

particular, successful responses critically discussed the notions of acquisition or agunah, and it was 

gratifying to see that some candidates engaged deeply with Adler's work Engendering Judaism. An 

Inclusive Theology and Ethics, quoting relevant points that enriched their understanding. 

Additionally, good and very good responses explored the process of divorce/get in a critical manner. 

Among these responses, some stood out by making pertinent connections between the Brit Ahuvim or 

lovers' covenant and its relevance to discussions about same-sex relationships and challenging 

heteronormativity. It was noticed that some candidates adopted rather naive perspectives, dismissing the 

views of Adler and/or Reform or more liberal Jewish views regarding women/marriage as entirely wrong 

or incompatible with Judaism. To improve their responses, candidates should recognise the diversity of 

views within Judaism and engage in critical discussions across these viewpoints. 

Assessment for learning 

 

To make sure that candidates answer questions accurately and draw on the correct part of 
the specification content being assessed, it is essential to emphasise the importance of 
reading and understanding the question to identify its specific requirements and scope. 
Reinforce knowledge of the specification to make sure that candidates are thoroughly familiar 
with the relevant parts of the specification content that will be assessed in the exam. Stress 
the significance of referencing specific concepts, theories, or scholars from the specification 
content when crafting responses. 
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Exemplar 1 
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In Exemplar 1, the candidate has demonstrated a highly focused and well-structured response that 

directly addresses the question at hand. The introduction immediately sets the direction of the 

assignment, paving the way for a comprehensive discussion of Agunah and Get. The candidate skilfully 

delves into the concept, offering a thoughtful analysis that includes various perspectives, highlighting 

issues such as power imbalances and their impact on family values. 

Moving on, the candidate explores the topic of Kinyan or ownership, providing a concise and effective 

AO1 paragraph that is further developed through insightful AO2 analysis. The discussion encompasses 

different viewpoints, revealing the candidate's adeptness in handling complex arguments. 

Moreover, the candidate ventures into the evolving nature of marriage, expertly navigating the 

complexities of same-sex relationships and diverse opinions on the subject. To bolster their argument, 

they draw on the works of Plaskow, a feminist scholar studied in the course. This exemplifies how 

responses should remain tightly focused on the specific question, utilising the acquired learning to 

enhance the analysis. 

Overall, this response stands as an exemplary model of how candidates should approach essay 

questions—clear, focused, and leveraging the course content to provide a comprehensive and insightful 

analysis. 
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Question 2*  

This question focused specifically on the Mosaic Covenant; many responses, however, were unable  to 

move past Level 2 or 3 for AO1 ‘basic and general topic’ or ‘generally addresses the question’ as the 

responses given by many were a pre-prepared comparison of the Abrahamic and Mosaic Covenant. 

While there is no set way to answer a question and candidates can bring in content and arguments to 

support AO2, it was expected that candidates would make reference to the specification content learning 

as this is what is being examined. To provide a comprehensive response, candidates were encouraged 

to reference the specified content and themes within the covenant, accurately citing relevant scriptures. 

A significant number of responses lacked scholarly views, academic approaches, and the use of 

authoritative sources from the suggested readings. In some cases, responses resembled those one 

might expect at a GCSE level. It's important to remember that although discussions about the festival of 

Pesach/Passover are relevant, they were not part of the specified content and should have been utilised 

to elevate the analysis and evaluation (AO2) to an A Level standard. 

However, there were some outstanding responses that stayed closely focused on the set question. 

When comparing the Mosaic Covenant to the Abrahamic Covenant, these responses demonstrated 

critical analysis and evaluation rather than merely presenting an overview of the two covenants. 

The exceptional responses centred on the covenant's themes as outlined in the specification and skilfully 

analysed them within the context of modern Judaism. These responses also showcased an 

understanding of different viewpoints within Judaism, allowing for well-constructed arguments and 

analyses from various perspectives instead of presenting a single viewpoint. 

Exemplar 2 

Assessment for learning 

 

While it can be beneficial to draw on other areas of the topic or syllabus to develop 
responses, the main focus should always be on addressing the set question and 
demonstrating analysis (AO2) related to that specific topic. It is entirely acceptable for 
candidates to concentrate solely on the set question and explore the one covenant in-depth 
without the need for additional comparisons or discussions. 

By staying focused on the main theme, candidates can provide more in-depth analysis and 
evaluation, exploring the nuances and intricacies of the covenant under examination. This 
approach allows for a more thorough understanding of the subject matter and the ability to 
demonstrate a higher level of critical thinking. 

Ultimately, the goal is to address the set question in a comprehensive and insightful manner, 
drawing on relevant content, scriptures, and themes specified in the specification. 
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The response shown in Exemplar 2 commences by contextualising the Mosaic Covenant, highlighting its 

focus on law, and briefly touching on different denominational views. While the candidate presents 

relevant material, there is a missed opportunity to strengthen the argument by directly focusing on the 

set text that was studied, and there is also a lack of exploration of scholarly sources and authoritative 

wisdom. 

Although the response raises some interesting points, it falls short in terms of the rigour and 

sophistication expected in higher-grade responses. The candidate then shifts to the Abrahamic covenant 

and utilises it for some satisfactory evaluative insights. The response receives a satisfactory level in AO1 

as it generally addresses the question with a mostly sound selection of relevant material and also a 

satisfactory L3 for AO2.  

For a higher mark, the response would have benefited from a tighter focus on relevant specification 

material and scholarly sources, as well as a more rigorous and critically analytical approach. 

Nonetheless, this response represents an above-average performance for this question, as the 

candidate successfully concentrates on the specific question instead of merely comparing the Abrahamic 

and Mosaic covenants. 
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Question 3*  

This question had the lowest response rate, with only a few candidates attempting it. The responses 

received varied in quality; those that scored lower marks often appeared confused or limited in their 

approach. However, the majority of candidates managed to navigate the question successfully. They 

provided an overview of both the gemara and the mishnah, along with sufficient analysis to argue which 

is considered more important for understanding. The responses here seemed less formulaic and 

prepared which in some cases supported candidates to reach the higher levels of response.  

 

Question 4*  

This question proved to be the most popular, and overall, candidates tackled it with a good level of 

success. Many were able to discuss the post-Holocaust theologies of Rubenstein and Fackenheim, 

engaging in critical analysis to determine which was more convincing. The strongest responses 

remained focused on Fackenheim and Rubenstein, incorporating views of other scholars within the 

specification to enhance their critical analysis of the set question and the set scholars. On the other 

hand, weaker responses tended to drift into a general post-Holocaust theology approach, briefly 

discussing each scholar studied separately and as such not remaining focused on the set question.  

Among the good and very good responses, candidates displayed a high level of engagement with the 

theology of Fackenheim and Rubenstein, adeptly comparing and contrasting their perspectives. Very 

good responses went further, exploring the nuanced meaning of "convincing" and for whom it holds 

weight. Some candidates also made connections to theodicy or the problem of evil, drawing on their 

studies from H573_01. The most sophisticated responses, additionally, demonstrated an understanding 

that Rubenstein's view is not outright atheistic, but rather a rejection of the traditional God of Scripture, 

given the challenging events of the Holocaust. While certain responses exhibited a commendable level 

of engagement with the views of the set scholars, as gleaned from the contextual reference reading, it 

was evident that some candidates had only a superficial and limited grasp of the core content that should 

have been studied. Additionally, some approached their responses in a simplistic manner, lacking the 

depth and nuance expected in their responses. 
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Exemplar 3  
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The response shown in Exemplar 3 sets an excellent precedent with its focused introduction, promptly 

providing a synopsis of the two scholars to be investigated. Moving swiftly, the candidate delves into an 

exploration of Fackenheim, skilfully situating it within the broader philosophical context of the problem of 

evil and inconsistent triad. Wisel and Kierkegaard are brought into the analysis effectively, bolstering the 

argument, although exploring AO1 Fackenheim content before this AO2 discussion could have added 

further depth and clarity.  

Throughout the subsequent paragraphs, the student exhibits a commendable grasp of Fackenheim's 

ideas and engages in insightful analysis, but the argument could have been strengthened with more 

specific references to core material. The counter-argument on Rubenstein is well-presented, although it 

falls short of achieving the maximum AO1 score, as the explanation of knowledge through an excellent 

selection of relevant material could have been further developed. 

Nevertheless, this essay serves as an excellent example of a synoptic approach. Rather than presenting 

additional content, it adeptly utilises other points to develop the argument and analysis, showcasing the 

candidate's ability to make connections and draw on relevant material to support their points effectively. 

 

Assessment for learning 

 

To make sure candidates achieve the highest levels of proficiency in AO1 and AO2, it is 
essential that they fully engage with primary source material from scholars and demonstrate 
confidence in incorporating it into their essay responses. To elevate their responses, 
candidates should present an excellent selection of relevant material, showcasing accurate 
and highly detailed knowledge. Specific references to the ideas and writings of post-
Holocaust theologians can enhance candidate arguments and analyses. 

In comparison questions, it is not necessary for candidates to discuss all aspects of the topic 
under study. Instead, they should focus on the two scholars or themes being compared within 
the question. By avoiding a broad overview of all their learning on the topic, candidates can 
delve deeper and offer more detailed and critical responses. This approach allows for a more 
thorough exploration of the subject matter and enables candidates to provide nuanced and 
insightful analyses. 
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