
Oxford Cambridge and RSA

Qualification
Accredited

www.ocr.org.uk/history

Y207/01 The German Reformation 
and the rule of Charles V
1500–1559
Summer 2017 examination series
Version 1

H505
For first teaching in 2015

HISTORY A

A LEVEL

Exemplar Candidate Work

http://www.ocr.org.uk/history


Exemplar Candidate Work

2

A Level History A

© OCR 2017

Contents
Introduction 3

Question 1a: Level 4 - 5 mark answer 4

Commentary  6

Question 1b: Level 4 - 12 mark answer  7

Commentary  10

Question 1a: Level 3 - 6 mark answer 11

Commentary  13

Question 1b: Level 2 - 6 mark answer 14

Commentary  18

Question 2a: Level 4 - 6 mark answer 19

Commentary  21

Question 2b: Level 4 - 11 mark answer 22

Commentary  26

Question 2a: Level 3 - 4 mark answer 27

Commentary  29

Question 2b: Level 3 - 9 mark answer 30

Commentary  34



Exemplar Candidate Work

3

A Level History A

© OCR 2017

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(a)

Which of the following was a more significant reason for the renewed Habsburg-Valois conflict in the 
years 1544–1559?

(i) The accession of Henry II as King of France

(ii)  The spread of Protestantism in Germany

Explain your answer with reference to both (i) and (ii).

 [10]

Level 4 answer – 5 marks
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Examiner commentary
Both factors were analysed but the attempt at evaluation 
lacked clarity, for example, Charles V was inaccurately referred 
to as ‘Spanish’, treaty terms were vague and ‘they once again 
had the support of a major power’ was unclear. Phrases such 
as ‘may have been’ suggested uncertainty. The accuracy and 
relevance of the battle at Ceresole and Charles’s relations with 
the Schmalkaldic League were unclear. Significant links between 
Henri II and the Lutherans, such as the alliance of Chambord 
in 1552 were omitted, weakening the explanation. There was a 
reasonable but under-developed attempt at judgement. 
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Question 1(b)

Assess the reasons why Charles V was unsuccessful in preventing the expansion of Ottoman power in the 
Balkans and Mediterranean.

 [20]

Level 4 answer – 12 marks
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Examiner commentary
The introduction begins with a promising focus on the 
question, a clear statement; the alliance system was the major 
cause of World War I. However, the precision of this statement 
is somewhat diluted as the argument seems to suggest 
imperialism and militarism caused the alliance system and are 
perhaps therefore more significant.

The argument relating to the named factor, the alliance system, 
is a little narrative in parts, it would do better to clearly state 
the alliances instead of assuming that the reader knows the 
established groups. However, there is explanation of how 
alliances were linked to trouble in the Balkans and the situation 
thereafter. The problem is a communicative issue, the candidate 
tries to justify the significance of the alliances but then alludes to 
other factors. Thus, the first argument is akin to the introduction, 
it is not always decisive and therefore lacks conviction. 

Militarism, as a cause of tension and conflict, is fairly explained 
however, its relative significance when compared against the 
alliance system is not developed or particularly convincing. 

Again, imperialism is explained as a cause of World War I. As 
before, the analysis of this factor is a little simplistic, forcing 
France to defend Russia, etc. The candidate never moves beyond 
an explained list of a few factors with some relevant knowledge. 
This is exemplified by the summative conclusion that does little 
to move beyond the introductory premise or convince the 
reader of the qualitative nature of the factors considered. Thus,  

there is an argument but not a well-developed line of reasoning. 
The lack of accurate and detailed knowledge and this lack of 
developed reasoning prevented the response reaching Level 
5. However, the candidate is definitely credited for the general 
address of the question shown.
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Examiner commentary
Structure would have benefitted from distinction between 
the Balkans and Mediterranean. Two factors were noted in the 
introduction, giving lines of argument to be pursued. Charles V’s 
distractions were partially addressed. There was some relevant 
and detailed evidence, but the Battle of Ceresole and Milan were 
not seen within the wider Habsburg-Valois conflict. The Lutheran 
threat was unconvincingly claimed to have priority as it might 
jeopardise ‘Charles’s title’. The claim that ‘Charles was not weak  

in battle’ was contradicted in the conclusion. The effects of 
Ottoman victories at Rhodes and Mohacs were confused. 
Comments on the strength of Ottoman forces tended to be 
contradictory. Overall the line of argument was reasonable and 
supported but uneven in quality. 
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Question 1(a)

Which of the following was a more significant reason for the renewed Habsburg-Valois conflict in the 
years 1544–1559?

(i)  The accession of Henry II as King of France

(ii)  The spread of Protestantism in Germany

Explain your answer with reference to both (i) and (ii).

 [10]

Level 3 answer – 6 marks
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Examiner commentary
The view to be pursued was stated in the introduction. Both 
factors were analysed partially using some relevant evidence. 
The Treaty of Chambord was relevantly noted but its impact 
on the renewed conflict was unclearly stated, for example ’it 
allowed other problems to occur’ and ‘its impact was limited’. 
There was some relevant evidence on Charles’s handling of the 
Lutherans linked to renewal of war against France. However, 
the overall explanation lacked coherence, for example Henri II 

persecuted French Protestants .The conclusion and judgement 
did not summarise points made in the answer but drifted 
irrelevantly to Henri’s part in the spread of Lutheranism. Focus on 
the question was patchy.
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Examiner commentary
The view to be pursued was stated in the introduction. Both 
factors were analysed partially using some relevant evidence. 
The Treaty of Chambord was relevantly noted but its impact 
on the renewed conflict was unclearly stated, for example ’it 
allowed other problems to occur’ and ‘its impact was limited’. 
There was some relevant evidence on Charles’s handling of the 

Lutherans linked to renewal of war against France. However, 
the overall explanation lacked coherence, for example Henri II 
persecuted French Protestants .The conclusion and judgement 
did not summarise points made in the answer but drifted 
irrelevantly to Henri’s part in the spread of Lutheranism. Focus on 
the question was patchy.
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Question 1(b)

Assess the reasons why Charles V was unsuccessful in preventing the expansion of Ottoman power in the 
Balkans and Mediterranean.

 [20]

Level 2 answer – 6 marks
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Examiner commentary
The introduction stated two points of argument to be pursued, 
yet the body of the answer adopted a narrative approach on 
the topic rather than an analytical or evaluative one with focus. 
The attempt to explain reasons for Charles V’s lack of success 
included some unclear assertions and the focus became an 
explanation of the problems caused by the Ottomans. An 
attempt to recover focus by considering the Habsburg-Valois 
war as a distraction became a narrative of events. A relevant 

point concerning Ottoman superiority was begun but left 
unfinished. Knowledge was not well used and information was 
communicated in an unstructured way.
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Examiner commentary
The introduction stated two points of argument to be pursued, 
yet the body of the answer adopted a narrative approach on 
the topic rather than an analytical or evaluative one with focus. 
The attempt to explain reasons for Charles V’s lack of success 
included some unclear assertions and the focus became an 
explanation of the problems caused by the Ottomans. An 
attempt to recover focus by considering the Habsburg-Valois 
war as a distraction became a narrative of events. A relevant 

point concerning Ottoman superiority was begun but left 
unfinished. Knowledge was not well used and information was 
communicated in an unstructured way.
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Examiner commentary
The introduction stated two points of argument to be pursued, 
yet the body of the answer adopted a narrative approach on 
the topic rather than an analytical or evaluative one with focus. 
The attempt to explain reasons for Charles V’s lack of success 
included some unclear assertions and the focus became an 
explanation of the problems caused by the Ottomans. An 
attempt to recover focus by considering the Habsburg-Valois 
war as a distraction became a narrative of events. A relevant 
point concerning Ottoman superiority was begun but left 
unfinished. Knowledge was not well used and information was 
communicated in an unstructured way.
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Question 2(a)

Which of the following posed a greater threat to the security of Charles V’s empire in 1520?

(i) The Ottomans

(ii) The Barbary Corsairs

Explain your answer with reference to both (i) and (ii).

 [10]

Level 4 answer – 6 marks
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Examiner commentary
Both factors were mentioned but the Barbary Corsairs were 
only partially considered. The question focus concerned 
Charles V’s empire, but ‘his territories’ mentioned at the start 
were unspecified until a comment on Vienna. The date of 1520 
was not the focus. Belgrade was wrongly used as an example 
of Ottoman naval success and western expansion in the 
Mediterranean. Comparison with the Barbary Corsairs 

was based on the strength of the Ottoman army with the 
‘powerful equipment’ of the Corsairs left unclear. Evidence of 
disruption of supply lines was sketchy and the Spanish Road 
was not established during Charles V’s reign. The conclusion was 
unsupported.
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Question 2(b)

How far can the survival of Lutheranism in the years 1517–1529 be explained by the actions of Frederick 
the Wise?

 [20]

Level 4 answer – 11 marks



Exemplar Candidate Work

23

A Level History A

© OCR 2017



Exemplar Candidate Work

24

A Level History A

© OCR 2017



Exemplar Candidate Work

25

A Level History A

© OCR 2017



Exemplar Candidate Work

26

A Level History A

© OCR 2017

Examiner commentary
The question was generally addressed and some detailed 
knowledge shown but reasoning was uneven and sometimes 
unclear. The introduction established a view and structure of 
argument. Actions of Frederick the Wise were analysed but focus 
drifted to ‘power’. Evaluation of the Elector’s power over Charles 
and the Church authorities was unconvincing, yet repeated as 
the overall judgement. The role of the printing press was partially 
evaluated, but the view that the Elector was more significant 
was unsupported. A section on the princes lacked clarity of 
analysis, for example ‘the Princes feared Charles V’s power and 
for that reason were reluctant to suppress Lutheranism’. Focus 
on ‘survival’ was partial, sometimes drifting to ‘success’. The 
argument lacked breadth, omitting key features such as Luther’s 
own role or Charles V’s distractions.
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Question 2(a)

Which of the following posed a greater threat to the security of Charles V’s empire in 1520?

(i) The Ottomans

(ii) The Barbary Corsairs

Explain your answer with reference to both (i) and (ii).

 [10]

Level 3 answer – 4 marks
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Examiner commentary
Both factors were partially analysed. The supporting evidence 
was far outside the date of 1520 in the question. The answer 
referred to ‘the entirety of Charles’ reign’. The Ottomans’  ‘desire 
to dominate the Eastern Holy Roman Empire’ was stated to hold 
‘a unifying thread throughout Charles’ reign’. Charles’s territories 
were left unclear, except for relevant mention of Hungary, but 

after 1526. The style of the answer was often narrative rather 
than analytic. The focus was sometimes on the topic rather than 
the specific question. The attempt at judgement drifted to a 
more general point with reference to the Lutherans.
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Question 2(b)

How far can the survival of Lutheranism in the years 1517–1529 be explained by the actions of Frederick 
the Wise?

 [20]

Level 3 answer – 9 marks
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Examiner commentary
The question was partially addressed. It is not expected that an 
answer would start with a quotation from an historian, which 
did little to advance the argument. The explanatory narrative of 
events saw Charles ‘antagonising such a powerful German prince 
in the early stages of his imperial career’. The political situation 
in the Holy Roman Empire was not developed to explain this, 
nor was ‘Frederick’s withdrawal of support’. Analysis was more 
evident in a section on Charles’ distractions where Charles was 
stated as unwilling or unable to deal with Lutheranism. The 
argument lost focus on ‘survival’. Knowledge of papal attitudes 
and actions was explained, as was the role of the printing press 
in ‘spread and expansion’ of Lutheranism. The conclusion drifted 
into ‘threat’ and ‘facilitating factor’ thus losing sharp evaluation 
of the Elector’s actions compared to other factors which aided 
survival.



Th
e 

sm
al

l p
ri

nt

We’d like to know your view on the resources we produce.  By 
clicking on the ‘Like’ or ‘Dislike’ button you can help us to ensure 
that our resources work for you.  When the email template pops 
up please add additional comments if you wish and then just click 
‘Send’.  Thank you.

Whether you already offer OCR qualifications, are new to OCR, or 
are considering switching from your current provider/awarding 
organisation, you can request more information by completing the 
Expression of Interest form which can be found here:  
www.ocr.org.uk/expression-of-interest

OCR Resources: the small print
OCR’s resources are provided to support the delivery of OCR 
qualifications, but in no way constitute an endorsed teaching 
method that is required by OCR. Whilst every effort is made 
to ensure the accuracy of the content, OCR cannot be held 
responsible for any errors or omissions within these resources.  
We update our resources on a regular basis, so please check the 
OCR website to ensure you have the most up to date version.

This resource may be freely copied and distributed, as long as  
the OCR logo and this small print remain intact and OCR is 
acknowledged as the originator of this work. 

OCR acknowledges the use of the following content:
Square down and Square up: alexwhite/Shutterstock.com

Please get in touch if you want to discuss the accessibility of 
resources we offer to support delivery of our qualifications: 
resources.feedback@ocr.org.uk

OCR is part of Cambridge Assessment, a department of the University of 
Cambridge. For staff training purposes and as part of our quality assurance 
programme your call may be recorded or monitored. 

© OCR 2017 Oxford Cambridge and RSA Examinations is a Company 
Limited by Guarantee. Registered in England. Registered office 1 Hills 
Road, Cambridge CB1 2EU. Registered company number 3484466.  
OCR is an exempt charity.

General qualifications
Telephone 01223 553998
Facsimile 01223 552627
Email general.qualifications@ocr.org.uk

Looking for a resource?
There is now a quick and easy search tool to help find free resources 
for your qualification:

www.ocr.org.uk/i-want-to/find-resources/

www.ocr.org.uk/alevelreform

OCR Customer Contact Centre

mailto:resources.feedback%40ocr.org.uk?subject=I%20liked%20A%20Level%20History%20A%20Exemplar%20Candidate%20Work%20-%20Y207/01%20German%20Reformation%20and%20the%20rule%20of%20Charles%20V%201500-1559
mailto:resources.feedback%40ocr.org.uk?subject=I%20disliked%20A%20Level%20History%20A%20Exemplar%20Candidate%20Work%20-%20Y207/01%20German%20Reformation%20and%20the%20rule%20of%20Charles%20V%201500-1559
http://www.ocr.org.uk/expression-of-interest
mailto:resources.feedback%40ocr.org.uk?subject=
mailto:general.qualifications%40ocr.org.uk?subject=
http://www.ocr.org.uk/i-want-to/find-resources/
www.ocr.org.uk/alevelreform

	Contents
	introduction 3
	Question 1a: Level 4 - 5 mark answer 4
	Commentary  6

	Question 1b: Level 4 - 12 mark answer  7
	Commentary  10

	Question 1a: Level 3 - 6 mark answer 11
	Commentary  13

	Question 1b: Level 2 - 6 mark answer 14
	Commentary  18

	Question 2a: Level 4 - 6 mark answer 19
	Commentary  21

	Question 2b: Level 4 - 11 mark answer 22
	Commentary  26

	Question 2a: Level 3 - 4 mark answer 27
	Commentary  29

	Question 2b: Level 3 - 9 mark answer 30
	Commentary  34


