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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-levelgce-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.
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Question 1
Read the two passages and then answer Question 1.

Evaluate the interpretations in both of the two passages and explain which you think is more convincing
as an explanation of the motives and intentions of the main countries involved in the Suez Crisis of 1956.		
		
[30]

Passage A
Anxious to protect the new state from such changes in policy, Ben-Gurion sought to establish an alliance
with France. In the autumn of 1956, Ben-Gurion, together with the army chief, Moshe Dayan, and an
administrator from the Defence Ministry, Shimon Peres, flew to a military airfield south-west of Paris for a
meeting with the French Prime Minister, Guy Mollet. Later in the afternoon the British Foreign Secretary,
Selwyn Lloyd, joined the conference. At this meeting the governments of France, Britain and Israel agreed to
a plan of action to wrest the Suez Canal and the Sinai Peninsula from Egypt. On 29 October, Israel launched
an attack with a paratroop drop deep inside Sinai. Under the command of Moshe Dayan, Israel’s attack
resulted in the expulsion of Egyptian forces from all of Sinai. On the political front, however, the Israeli
offensive gave rise to hostile reactions from Israel’s allies. President Eisenhower sent Ben-Gurion a message
asking that Israel withdraw its forces after liquidating the Fedayeen bases and return to its borders. When
Ben-Gurion delayed responding to this request, Eisenhower proposed to the Security Council of the United
Nations that an immediate ceasefire come into effect and that Israel withdraw its troops behind armistice
lines. This resolution was firmly rejected by Britain and France, since they had jointly expressed their own
ultimatum addressed to both Israel and Egypt, threatening direct action. Angered by Britain’s and France’s
failure to consult the United States before embarking on a joint operation in Suez, Eisenhower brought the
matter before the General Assembly where the Suez adventure was vehemently criticized. However, on 6
November the French and British landed in the Canal Zone determined to separate the combatants.
		

Adapted from D. Cohn-Sherbok, The Palestine-Israeli Conflict, published in 2015.
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Passage B
By October 1956 the French were already in an informal alliance with Israel, having armed the country and
agreed to help it become a nuclear power. They proposed extending this alliance to include the British. At
this time relations between the Eden government and Israel were poor, with the British concerned that
the Israelis were planning an attack on Jordan to seize the West Bank. Despite considerable reservations
Eden entered into secret discussions with the French that eventually resulted in the Sevres protocol of 24
October 1956. Under the terms of this illegal conspiracy, Israel would attack Egypt, whereupon Britain and
France, posing as peacemakers, would demand that both sides withdraw from the Suez Canal area. Israel
would agree but the Egyptians could not possibly accept this infringement of their sovereignty, especially
as they were victims of aggression. In response to the Egyptian refusal, an Anglo-French force would invade,
ostensibly to separate the two sides but in reality to overthrow Nasser. The Israelis insisted that the British
and French should act quickly because they counted on the British destroying the Egyptian air force. The
British were absolutely insistent that the collusion remained secret, something which the Israelis, who were
quite open about their expansionist aims, regarded as typical ‘British hypocrisy’. The Israelis launched their
surprise attack on Egyptian positions in Sinai on 29 October. The Anglo-French ultimatum was presented
to both sides the following day. The Egyptians rejected the ultimatum and the British bombers began
their attacks. Eisenhower reacted to the invasion with fury. The Americans were not prepared to tolerate
independent action on this scale on the part of the British. Not only did they not want any revival of British
power and influence in the Middle East, but they were afraid that Britain’s old-fashioned imperialism would
play into the hands of the Russians.
		

Adapted from J. Newsinger, The Blood Never Dried: A People’s History of the British Empire,
published in 2006.
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Examiner commentary
The opening does briefly explain the views of the two
interpretations, but does not offer a view as to which is the
more convincing. The response uses detailed contextual
knowledge to evaluate Interpretation A and considers both
the strengths and limitations of the views it offers. There is a
thorough explanation of the issues raised. The response also
explains the views of Interpretation B and evaluates them using
detailed knowledge, considering again both the strengths and
limitations of the interpretation. In places the response would
benefit from linking the contextual knowledge more closely
to the actual interpretations. The response is well focused and
there is a high level of evaluation and therefore reaches the top
level. A judgement is reached, but this is not developed and this
prevents the response from reaching the very top of Level 6.

https://ca-ai.assessor.rm.com/tools/CandidateEnquiry/PrintDocument.aspx?CSID=66595293&PageCount=22&CanNum=127&pbc=&URL=&Stru…
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Question 1
Evaluate the interpretations in both of the two passages and explain which you think is more convincing
as an explanation of the motives and intentions of the main countries involved in the Suez Crisis of 1956.		
11/9/2017
Print Script
		
[30]

Level 5 answer – 24 marks
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Examiner commentary

https://ca-ai.assessor.rm.com/tools/CandidateEnquiry/PrintDocument.aspx?CSID=66547422&PageCount=12&CanNum=2464&pbc=&URL=&Str…

The opening provides a developed overview of the two
interpretations, with some attempt to place them in the wider
context of the issue and also offers a view as to which is the
more convincing. The response evaluates Interpretation A
with some use of contextual knowledge and is aware of the
limitations. However, the evaluation of Interpretation A is not
fully developed and the response would benefit from greater
consideration of some of the issues raised. On the other hand,
Interpretation B is fully evaluated using some detailed contextual
knowledge to sustain the argument and is much more wideranging in its treatment of the issues. The response reaches a
supported judgement, although this would benefit from greater
development and support.

6/15

There is a good focus, but the evaluation is somewhat uneven
and therefore the response is placed in Level 5. In order to reach
Level 6 there would need to be greater development of the
evaluation of Interpretation A.
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Question 1
Evaluate the interpretations in both of the two passages and explain which you think is more convincing
as an explanation of the motives and intentions of the main countries involved in the Suez Crisis of 1956.		
		
[30]
11/9/2017
Print Script

Level 3 answer – 11 marks

12

© OCR 2018

A Level History A

11/9/2017

Exemplar Candidate Work

Print Script

https://ca-ai.assessor.rm.com/tools/CandidateEnquiry/PrintDocument.aspx?CSID=66366463&PageCount=12&CanNum=9522&pbc=&URL=&Str…

13

5/15

© OCR 2018

A Level History A

Exemplar Candidate Work

11/9/2017

Print Script

https://ca-ai.assessor.rm.com/tools/CandidateEnquiry/PrintDocument.aspx?CSID=66366463&PageCount=12&CanNum=9522&pbc=&URL=&Str…

6/15

Examiner commentary
The opening paragraph describes Interpretation A and this
continues into the second paragraph where Interpretation
B is described. The response explains the view offered by
Interpretation A, but no real contextual knowledge is used
to evaluate it and the explanation is not fully developed. This
approach is also seen in dealing with Interpretation B, where
again there is some explanation, but no real use of contextual
knowledge. The treatment of both interpretations is somewhat
superficial. There is an attempt to explain why A is not
convincing but this lacks focus.

Similarly in considering the limitations of B the response is quite
simplistic and this continues into the conclusion. The response
does explain the two interpretations, but this is not developed
and so is placed in Level 3. To go higher the explanation would
need greater development and there would need to be some
use of contextual knowledge.
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Question 2
‘Zionism was the most important influence on attempts to resolve the Palestinian issue from 1908 to
2011.’ How far do you agree?
[25]

Level 5 answer – 19 marks
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Examiner commentary
The opening identifies a number of issues to be considered and
does offer a view about the importance of Zionism. The issue of
Zionism is thoroughly explained and there is some awareness of
continuity across the period. The analysis of Zionism is balanced,
but at times the answer drifts towards description or listing
rather than comparison and this will limit the overall mark.
This is seen particularly when the issue of western influence is
discussed, where there is very limited attempt at comparison or
awareness of continuity or change. The role of moderates is not
fully developed and the conclusion is limited. The response is
uneven, with some sound comparisons and explanation at the
start, but becoming less strong as the answer progresses; this
keeps it in Level 5. The response would need to show the same
level of comparison throughout if it was to reach Level 6.
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Question 2
‘Zionism was the most important influence on attempts to resolve the Palestinian issue from 1908 to
2011.’ How far do you agree?
[25]

Level 3 answer – 10 marks
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9/15

Examiner commentary
Although the opening offers a view about the importance of
Zionism it is simplistic and also fails to identify other issues that
could be considered. The response does explain the role of
Zionism, but the explanation is very general and supporting
knowledge is thin. This approach continues when discussing
other issues, such as Muslim land claims, where again there is
only limited support. There is some more knowledge shown
when terrorism is considered, but at times the approach is
descriptive.

The conclusion is weak and the judgement is not supported.
There is some explanation, but it is not developed and therefore
the response is placed in Level 3. There would need to be greater
explanation and support for it to reach Level 4.
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Question 3
To what extent did Syrian policies influence Pan-Arabism in the period from 1908 to 2011?

[25]

Level 6 answer – 21 marks
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Examiner commentary
The response offers a view about the importance of Syrian
policies in the development of Pan-Arabism and it also identifies
a range of other issues to be discussed. There is an awareness of
continuity and change in the discussion of the named factor and
the ideas discussed are fully developed and supported. There is
an attempt to compare the importance of Syrian policies across
the period and some synthesis is shown, leading to an interim
judgement. The role of Egyptian policies is compared with
Syrian and again there is evidence of an awareness of continuity
and change, particularly in the second half of the period. In the
discussion on western policy, there is greater evidence of the
coverage of the whole period, which had been a weakness of
the earlier paragraphs. As with previous paragraphs there is
some evidence of continuity and change, but this is less well
developed. A judgement is reached but is not fully developed.
The response does show good synthesis in many parts, but
coverage of the whole period is limited in the early paragraphs
and this, along with a weaker overall judgement, prevents it from
reaching the top of the level.
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Question 3
To what extent did Syrian policies influence Pan-Arabism in the period from 1908 to 2011?

[25]

Level 4 answer – 16 marks
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Examiner commentary
The opening explains what is meant by Pan-Arabism and offers
a view about the issue in the question, with some suggestion
of the issues to be discussed. The response explains why Syria
played an important role in Pan-Arabism, but some of the
ideas are not developed and although there is an awareness of
change this is not fully explained. There is an attempt to sustain
an argument about the changing influence of Pan-Arabism, but
this needs far greater development and explanation as many of
the issues raised are not fully explained. The response is stronger
when it considers Syria and Nasser and again there is some
awareness of change. There is a judgement in the conclusion
which attempts to weigh up the influence of Syria, but as with
the rest of the response it has not been developed.

The answer is mostly focused and there is some awareness of
change and continuity which takes the answer to Level 4. To
reach Level 5, this needs greater development and stronger
comparisons and explanation across the whole period.
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Question 4
‘The biggest challenge to achieving stability in the Middle East from 1908 to 2011 was meeting the needs
of religious groups.’ How far do you agree?
[25]

Level 3 answer – 11 marks
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Examiner commentary
The opening does identify a range of issues and themes to be
discussed. The named factor is discussed but the issues are not
always developed or fully explained. The response is stronger
in dealing with the later period, but earlier developments are
treated somewhat superficially. There is an attempt to balance
religious groups against the influence of the Great Powers, but
this is not developed. The issue of resources, particularly oil, is
explored, but again this is done very generally and lacks the
https://ca-ai.assessor.rm.com/tools/CandidateEnquiry/PrintDocument.aspx?CSID=66547422&PageCount=12&CanNum=2464&pbc=&URL=&St…
specific examples needed to sustain a convincing argument. The
paragraph on the influence of Great Powers is left as notes. There
is focus on the question but it is generalized and the argument
is not developed or supported fully so therefore it reaches Level
3. In order to reach Level 4 there would need to be greater depth
of explanation.
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Question 4
‘The
biggest challenge to achieving stability in the Middle
11/9/2017
PrintEast
Scriptfrom 1908 to 2011 was meeting the needs
of religious groups.’ How far do you agree?
[25]

Level 3 answer – 11 marks
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Examiner commentary
The opening does offer a view and identifies some issues that
will be considered, however it is very generalized. Religious
claims are discussed but the supporting knowledge is thin and
the explanation is based on very general comments. This is also
seen in the discussion of the rise of dictators, where again the
knowledge used to support the explanation is limited and in
discussing Nasser and the later period, becomes descriptive.
The final issue discussed is not well developed or fully explained.
There is some explanation of some issues and therefore the
response reaches Level 3, but it would need more support and
development to go higher.
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