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Introduction
These exemplar answers have been chosen from the 
summer 2017 examination series. 

OCR is open to a wide variety of approaches and all 
answers are considered on their merits. These exemplars, 
therefore, should not be seen as the only way to answer 
questions but do illustrate how the mark scheme has 
been applied. 

Please always refer to the specification (http://www.ocr.
org.uk/Images/170128-specification-accredited-a-level-
gce-history-a-h505.pdf ) for full details of the assessment 
for this qualification. These exemplar answers should 
also be read in conjunction with the sample assessment 
materials and the June 2017 Examiners’ Report to Centres 
available on the OCR website http://www.ocr.org.uk/
qualifications/. 

The question paper, mark scheme and any resource 
booklet(s) will be available on the OCR website from 
summer 2018. Until then, they are available on OCR 
Interchange (school exams officers will have a login for 
this). 

It is important to note that approaches to question 
setting and marking will remain consistent. At the same 
time OCR reviews all its qualifications annually and may 
make small adjustments to improve the performance of 
its assessments. We will let you know of any substantive 
changes.

http://www.ocr.org.uk/Images/170128-specification-accredited-a-level-gce-history-a-h505.pdf
http://www.ocr.org.uk/Images/170128-specification-accredited-a-level-gce-history-a-h505.pdf
http://www.ocr.org.uk/Images/170128-specification-accredited-a-level-gce-history-a-h505.pdf
http://www.ocr.org.uk/qualifications/
http://www.ocr.org.uk/qualifications/
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Question 1

Norman England 1087–1100

Study the four sources and then answer Question 1.

Using these four sources in their historical context, assess how far they support the view that the main 
issue between William II ‘Rufus’ and archbishop Anselm was money. [30]

Source A:  A monk gives his account of how Anselm became archbishop.

In 1093 king William, being seized with a severe illness and thinking that death was near, vowed to God 
to amend his life and to give up his practice of imposing taxes on churches. Moreover, he gave to Anselm, 
the abbot of Bec, who was then in England, the archbishopric of Canterbury. But Anselm was not allowed 
to receive any income from the archbishopric, apart from that permitted by the king, until the annual rent 
which had been received since Lanfranc’s death was paid to the king.

Florence of Worcester, Chronicle, written before 1118

Source B:  A monk explains how William and Anselm quarrelled.

In 1094 William demanded the sum of one thousand pounds from Anselm without delay, asserting that he 
had a right to demand it because he had admitted Anselm so readily to the archbishopric. 
 But Anselm considered he could not fill the king’s coffers without damaging his own conscience.
He then asked the king’s permission to go to Rome to receive the pallium* from pope Urban. At the mention 
of the pope’s name William was violently incensed and asserted that no archbishop of his dominions should 
pay respect to the court of the pope in Rome. Anselm was brought before the king and accused of high 
treason.

* symbol of the power of an archbishop

Roger of Wendover, History of England, written before 1236

Source C:  A monk at Canterbury, and a close friend of Anselm, describes the relationship  
 between the king and the archbishop.

Anselm went to the king and said, ‘I beg you, my Lord King, to give help and guidance to secure Christianity 
in the kingdom of yours as it has almost entirely died out and should be restored to its rightful place.’ The 
king replied, ‘What help? What guidance?’ Anselm answered, ‘Command if you will that Councils, such as 
were held in the old days, be revived, that wrongs committed be brought to light, when brought to light 
be examined, when examined be censured and so censured checked. No general Council of bishops has 
been held in England since you became king, nor for several years before that. ’ The king said, ‘I will deal with 
these things when I think fit, not at your pleasure but at mine. I will consider all that at some other time.’

Eadmer (c.1060–c.1126), History of Recent Events in England

Source D:  A monk comments on Anselm’s attitude towards some of William’s practices.

Under William, positions in the Church, as the holders died, were put up for sale. Whenever the death of 
any bishop or abbot was announced, directly one of the king’s clerks was sent to make an inventory of 
everything and take all the rents for the royal exchequer. In the meantime, some person was sought out to 
take the place of the deceased, not because of a moral life but because of money to pay for the position. 
Anselm, who was completely spiritual, tried to correct these abuses, but, lacking support from his bishops, 
he voluntarily left the kingdom in 1093, yielding to the depravity of the times. 

William of Malmesbury, Chronicle of the Kings of the English, written before 1143



Exemplar Candidate Work

5

A Level History A

© OCR 2017

Level 2 answer – 10 marks
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Examiner commentary
The answer has only limited focus on the question in that it 
does not properly address its primary focus on assessing the 
extent to which each source supports the given view. The 
answer is discursive and puts explanation ahead of any attempt 
to evaluate. The closest the answer comes to evaluation is 
towards the end where there are some basic comments about 
the dating of the four sources and a brief reference to the 
authorship of C (the majority of candidates were aware of the 
relationship between Eadmer and Anselm). Thus, apart from 
this less developed section, there is little consideration of the 
provenance of the sources and what contextual knowledge is 
included is rather general, fairly basic, and lacking in detail. Rufus, 
for example, ‘was not very religious’ and ‘a more secular king’; 
Anselm ‘had negative views of William because of dedicating his 
life to religion’. The observation that the king saw ecclesiastical 
vacancies as ‘an opportunity to receive money’ is better, but it 
is not supported by reference to any specific examples, such as 
Ranulf Flambard’s acquisition of the see of Durham in 1099. The 
reference to Rufus withholding income from the archdiocese 
in A is overlooked, as is the important point about the papacy 
in B. Therefore, in addition to the limited focus of the answer, 
evaluation of the sources is very general, and there is only 
limited use of generalised knowledge of historical context. As 
such, there is no reason to award below the top of the level.
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Question 1

Using these four sources in their historical context, assess how far they support the view that the main 
issue between William II ‘Rufus’ and archbishop Anselm was money. [30]

Level 3 answer – 15 marks
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Examiner commentary
The answer is partially focused on the question with partial 
evaluation of the sources and the use of some contextual 
knowledge. However, the latter is brief and much less 
developed, while the source evaluation is less complete and 
tends to be rather general (for example, the comments on A 
about its reliability as a chronicle with ‘the intent to report events 
as opposed to persuade’). There is a clear attempt to address the 
focus of the question – an assessment of the sources in relation 
to the key issue – but the answer is generally less developed. 
Consideration of the content of the sources is largely effective; 
of particular note is the way that the content of D is used to 
evaluate, partially, the content of A (‘This is corroborative with 
the abuses recorded by the author of Source D’). There is also 
an awareness of the key point in B (Rufus’ perception of papal 
power), D’s reference to simony, and the emphasis in C on Rufus’ 
refusal to address abuses within the Church.

Evaluative comments, whilst present, are less developed and 
therefore may be described as ‘partial’ in the language of the 
mark scheme. Although the discussion of A includes some 
generic comments, the point about its date, and the use of 
the date of Lanfranc’s death, is more valid (even though it is 
something of a stretch to say that ‘before 1118’ was ‘very close 
to the events of 1093’). The suggestion that B ‘is still likely to be 
from a source with the ability to have such knowledge’ is less 
convincing, as is the attempt to discredit Roger of Wendover by 
suggesting he could not have known Anselm. 

The lack of development in evaluative comments is seen most 
clearly in the discussion of C, where it is simply noted that 
Eadmer would have had access to information at the time. The 
provenance of D is largely omitted. Contextual knowledge, 
as noted above, is limited. Reference to the year of Lanfranc’s 
death is valid, as is knowledge of the papal schism. But more 
contextual knowledge, used to support analysis and evaluation, 
is needed to reach the higher levels. It should be noted that a 
judgement is provided. However, this alone is insufficient for the 
answer to be placed in a higher level. Thus, since the answer is 
partially focused on the question, in light of the positive features 
set out above, it belongs at the top of Level 3.
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Question 1

Using these four sources in their historical context, assess how far they support the view that the main 
issue between William II ‘Rufus’ and archbishop Anselm was money. [30]

Level 6 answer – 26 marks
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Examiner commentary
The answer has a very good focus on the question throughout. 
It assesses the extent to which each source supports the given 
view – evidence of which may be seen in the judgements 
that appear towards the end of the discussion of each 
source – whilst, at the same time, grounding the discussion 
in consideration of the provenance of each source and any 
pertinent contextual knowledge. 

The answer is highly structured – it is methodical in its approach, 
moving through content, ‘own’ knowledge, and provenance 
when dealing with each source – but it is effective in addressing 
the requirements of the question. The handling of William 
of Malmesbury (Source D) is particularly impressive, since 
contextual knowledge is used to support the claim that the 
monk is one of the more ‘astute’ writers of his day. Contextual 
knowledge is sometimes used to flesh out discussion of 
provenance, as in this example; it is mainly used to evaluate 

the content of each source, such as the mention of Ranulf 
Flambard’s purchase of the see of Durham in reference to D, and 
the inclusion of the Council of Rockingham when discussing B. 
There are clear judgements in relation to the extent to which 
each source supports the given view, as noted above; in relation 
to B, for example, it is said ‘Source B partially disagrees as it 
suggests that the dispute over the pallium was also a main 
issue between them’. Such statements consistently bring to the 
fore the key issue in the question. One weakness is perhaps the 
handling of Florence of Worcester; another may be the recourse 
to the general point that those authors who were monks would 
inevitably be hostile to Rufus. While the latter point may be valid, 
something more precise is needed in each case, as this answer 
largely provides. The answer therefore belongs to the highest 
level, Level 6; its position at the bottom of it may be attributed to 
the points just mentioned.
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Question 1

Using these four sources in their historical context, assess how far they support the view that the main 
issue between William II ‘Rufus’ and archbishop Anselm was money. [30]

Level 6 answer – 26 marks
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Examiner commentary
The answer has a very good focus on the question throughout 
in that it assesses whether each of the sources supports the 
key issue in the question by consideration of content and 
provenance. There is also judicious use of contextual knowledge 
– brief references to pertinent information – to support the 
discussion, notably in relation to content; for example, as 
evidence in support of D’s reference to simony, Flambard’s 
purchase of Durham is noted. In relation to B, contextual 
knowledge is used to challenge the content of the source. The 
answer is also punctuated by judgements on whether or not 
each source supports the view; for example, ‘it can be seen that 
Source A strongly supports the view that the issue of money was 
of the most significance between William II and Anselm’. Whilst 
there is a sharp focus on the question, evaluation of provenance 

is less developed, notably in relation to A and D. The comment 
that Florence of Worcester (A) drew on the Anglo-Saxon 
Chronicle, meaning that his work is made up of ‘references’ more 
than ‘opinions’, is valid but less clearly expressed. The evaluation 
of William of Malmesbury (D) consists of little more than the 
general statement that as a monk he would be hostile to ‘anyone 
offending the monastic order’. In relation to C, Eadmer’s reliability 
is challenged because of his close relationship to Anselm as 
his ‘life-long companion’. Such a point, expressed in this way, 
represents a more substantial insight into the provenance of this 
source. Nevertheless, the fact that the handling of provenance is 
less developed means that the answer only just squeezes itself 
into Level 6.
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Question 2

How far was Edward the Confessor’s lack of leadership qualities responsible for the difficulties he faced?

   [20]

Level 3 answer – 7 marks
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Examiner commentary
The question is partially addressed; there is some relevant 
knowledge and understanding, which is generally less 
developed, but there is a tendency to impart this information 
rather than analyse it in light of the question. The answer is 
structured, in that three points are addressed, but there is a 
considerable imbalance in favour of the point about the Godwin 
family. This part of the answer, which covers the exile and return 
of the family, is fairly descriptive (see the Dover point), and the 
knowledge provided is less detailed. Thus, ‘Edward’s attitude to 
the Godwins was soft and kind’, whilst valid, is less effectively 
supported; as a result, it comes across as a basic comment 
(note the annotation ‘SC’). That said, there are some albeit less 
developed attempts at addressing the question: for example, the 
point about how ‘a strong and capable leader’ would not have 
reinstated the Godwins is valid; it leads to a hypothetical point 
about the consequent danger of invasion because of the lack 
of leadership qualities exposed by this event. Such comments, 
whilst not particularly effective, provide some links to the 
question; therefore the question is only partially addressed. 

The second point, on Edward’s failure to produce an heir, is 
explained, but it is less developed and not properly related to 
the question (but the reference to the Vita Ædwardi Regis is 
impressive). Similarly, the point about the Norman favourites, 
whilst significant, is less developed and less effectively linked to 
the question. The disconnected appearance of these two points 
undermines any attempt to create an argument and thereby 
supports the description of the answer as partially addressing 
the question. This locates the answer in Level 3. The descriptive 
nature of the first half and the lack of depth in the contextual 
knowledge places it lower within the level.
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Question 3

William of Normandy’s successful preparations for his invasion of England were the main reason for his 
victory at Hastings.’ How far do you agree?  [20]

Level 4 answer – 10 marks
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Examiner commentary
The question is generally addressed; knowledge is generally 
accurate and sometimes detailed, and there is some evidence 
of understanding. The answer tends to explain factors, leaving 
room for only brief bits of analysis that are underdeveloped. 
There is a clear structure, but supporting knowledge is not 
consistently detailed; in some places, notably ‘luck’, it is quite 
thin. From the outset, the line of reasoning is not as clear as it 
might be. It is simply noted that William’s preparations ‘may be’ 
the reason for his success at Hastings, but other factors ‘played 
a role’. The answer’s defining characteristics may be seen in 
the paragraph dealing with the preparations: it includes some 
relevant information (flat-pack castles), some less pertinent to 
the point (the feigned retreat is perhaps an example of William’s 
superior military tactics rather than his preparations), and some 
that need further consideration (the support of the papacy). In 
this way, there is a sense that the answer is only addressing the 

question in a general way and that the knowledge used is only 
‘sometimes’ detailed. At the end of the paragraph, there is a link 
to the question that may be described as partial analysis – the 
papal banner boosted morale – but it is not fully developed. 
Harold’s failures are covered in a similar way and there is another 
explanatory comment at the end of this point, which may also 
be described as partial analysis, highlighting the importance 
of the exhaustion of the Anglo-Saxon army. The paragraph on 
‘luck’ is valid but cursory. A judgement is offered but it does not 
properly reflect a line of reasoning that might have emerged in 
the preceding paragraphs. Indeed, any sense of an argument 
is quite weak; the emphasis instead is on discussing several 
relevant factors. It is relevant and it does address the question; 
hence the answer is rightly placed in Level 4. Its underdeveloped 
aspects, including the line of reasoning, and the lack of detailed 
knowledge in places, pushes it down within the level.
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Question 3

William of Normandy’s successful preparations for his invasion of England were the main reason for his 
victory at Hastings.’ How far do you agree?  [20]

Level 4 answer – 12 marks
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Examiner commentary
The question is generally addressed and there is some detailed 
knowledge used. Although a clear viewpoint is expressed in 
the opening paragraph, the subsequent line of reasoning is 
inconsistent, with at least two different arguments stated in the 
body of the essay. The answer deals with three relevant factors, 
including William’s preparations, but while the information 
provided is valid (and in the case of the preparations is quite 
full), overall, knowledge and understanding is less developed. 
There are attempts to link the information to the question and 
to create an argument by way of explanation and basic analysis. 
Thus, in relation to preparations, it is noted that the papal banner 
meant that William could attract participants from as far away as 
Aquitaine, and, at the end of the paragraph, it is suggested that 
William’s preparations provided ‘the foundations to his victory at 
Hastings’. Whilst comments such as these give the discussion a 
sense of purpose and go some way to addressing the question, 
they are not sharp enough to fashion a specific line of reasoning. 

Similarly, at the end of the paragraph on the Viking invasion, it is 
said that ‘it could be argued that William’s victory was down to 
the Viking invasion which weakened the English army’. While this 
may be valid, something on the importance of the preparations 
relative to other factors would have been more appropriate. The 
paragraph dealing with the final factor, Harold’s poor leadership, 
is little more than explanation, as reflected in the final sentence: 
‘it can be evident that Harold’s poor leadership and tactics 
caused his defeat and William’s victory’. Thus, the answer only 
generally addresses the question. 

The extent of supporting knowledge varies; more detail is in 
general needed. Greater consistency in the line of reasoning 
would also have pushed the answer towards a higher level. As 
it is, the answer sits at the top of Level 4, since it displays the 
principal features identified in the associated descriptor.
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Question 3

William of Normandy’s successful preparations for his invasion of England were the main reason for his 
victory at Hastings.’ How far do you agree?  [20]

Level 6 answer – 17 marks
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Examiner commentary
There is a consistent focus on the question throughout the 
answer. A clear line of reasoning, very clearly set out in the 
introductory paragraph, is evident, supported by accurate 
knowledge and understanding that is often analysed in relation 
to the question (for example, on the recruitment of troops, 
‘Arguably, this was a key factor in victory’). There is some 
explanation, as opposed to analysis, but points are in general 
linked not only to the question but also to the argument, as 
represented by the line of reasoning: ‘but it could be seen 
instead that this was William’s successful preparation of having 
men on the other side of the Channel’; ‘William’s successful 
leadership was seen in his preparation for invasion, as well as his 
effective military leadership in the Battle’; ‘William’s leadership 
was crucial in taking advantage of Harold’s weakness’. At times, 

the analysis is strong (‘This may show a significant factor in 
preparation, but it can be argued that this stemmed from 
William’s good leadership’ and explicit (‘Successful leadership 
was shown by William as he was quickly able to gather troops 
and make his presence known’). The answer includes frequent 
judgements relating each factor to the line of reasoning and the 
question; it concludes with a clear judgement that is entirely 
consistent with what comes before. It is this clear and consistent 
focus, as well as the attention given to analysis (as opposed 
to explanation), that locates the answer in Level 6. In terms of 
content, the answer is perhaps a little narrow. It is because more 
might have been said about each factor that it is positioned 
slightly lower in the level.
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