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Introduction

OCR has produced this resource to support teachers in interpreting the assessment criteria for the new 
GCSE (9–1) Ancient History specification and to bridge the gap between new specification’s release and the 
availability of exemplar candidate work following first examination in summer 2019. 

The questions in this resource have been taken from Section D of the J198/02 Rome and its neighbours 
specimen question papers, which is available on the OCR website.  The answers in this resource have been 
written by the Subject Advisor.  They are supported by an examiner commentary.  

Please note that this resource is provided for advice and guidance only and does not in any way constitute 
an indication of grade boundaries or endorsed answers.  Whilst a senior examiner has provided a possible 
level for each response, when marking these answers in a live series the mark a response would get depends 
on the whole process of standardisation, which considers the big picture of the year’s scripts.  Therefore the 
levels awarded here should be considered to be only an estimation of what would be awarded.  How levels 
and marks correspond to grade boundaries depends on the Awarding process that happens after all/most 
of the scripts are marked and depends on a number of factors, including candidate performance across the 
board.  Details of this process can be found here:  
http://ocr.org.uk/Images/142042-marking-and-grading-assuring-ocr-s-accuracy.pdf.

http://ocr.org.uk/Images/142042-marking-and-grading-assuring-ocr-s-accuracy.pdf
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Example 1

(a) The Druids

(b) Claudius and Nero

(c) He minted silver coins and gold coins.  

Question 16

(a) Name the religious organisation that based itself on the Isle of Mona (Anglesey).    [1]

(b) Name two governors of Roman Britain.        [2]

(c) Give two examples of how Claudius celebrated his victory in Britain.     [2]

Examiner Commentary

2/5 – The candidate has provided a correct answer to (a), provided nothing worthy of credit in (b) and has been given 1/2 

for question (c).  In the live examination series, a decision would be taken at the standardisation meeting as to whether 

this answer would be give one or two marks.  It was felt that here, given the range of potential answers which could have 

been given, that only one mark should be awarded for making reference to commemorative coins.
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Example 2

(a) Pagans

(b) Agricola and Vespasian

(c) He was given the title Britannicus. 

He celebrated a triumph.

Example 3

(a) Druids / Pagans

(b) Agricola 

Suetonius Paulinus  

(c) Expanded the boundaries of Rome.  Only Sulla and Augustus had ever done this. 

He held a massive triumph for his victory of the Britons, where he invited governors and others from all over the 

empire to attend. 

Examiner Commentary

3/5 – the answer to question (a) has not been given a mark; although Vespasian was a legionary commander, he was 

never a governor of Roman Britain so the answer to (b) receives one mark for correctly mentioning Agricola.  The 

response has fully met the demands of question (c).

Examiner Commentary

4/5 – As detailed in Example 2, Pagans has not been accepted as a valid answer so this response does not receive any 

credit.  OCR’s marking policy states that where a candidate provides contradictory responses, then no marks should be 

awarded, even if one of the answers in correct.
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Example 1

From Passage D we can see that Caratacus is a clever military leader.  He “chose for battle a site that was difficult to 

approach but easy to abandon” using the natural geography to his advantage.  He can also been seen as an astute leader 

as he aims to expand the war into the territory of a neighbouring tribe who also feared the Romans.  He is also seen as 

an inspirational leader.  He sped round to all of the soldiers, inspiring them to fight against the Romans, who “roared their 

approval” at what he said. 

Question 17

Passage D

As Caratacus had fewer troops than us [the Romans] but was better placed to use local knowledge for 
his treacherous purposes, he proceeded to transfer the war into the territory of the Ordovices, where he 
was joined by those who feared a Roman peace. ...  He chose for battle a site that was difficult to 
approach but easy to abandon. ...  On one side were high mountains and wherever there was a more 
gradual incline he constructed a barrier of stones. ...  Caratacus sped round to every part to declare this 
was the day, this was the battle that would restore their liberty or make them slaves forever; he invoked 
the names of their ancestors who had routed the dictator Caesar. ...  The men roared their approval 
when he made these and similar utterances and they bound themselves man by man by their tribal 
oaths not to yield to weapons or wounds.

Tacitus, Annals 12.33–34

What can we learn from Passage D about Caratacus’ leadership?          [5]

Examiner Commentary

Level 3 – 5/5

The response covers the whole passage and effectively draws out the various different elements of Caratacus’ leadership. 
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Example 2

I can learn that Caratacus used his “local knowledge” to help him move the war into the “territory of the Ordovices”, a tribe 

who feared a “Roman peace”.  He selected a battle sight that would be better for him than the Romans.  He also made a 

powerful speech to ensure that his troops would fight bravely like “their ancestors who had routed Julius Caesar”.  

Example 3

From the passage I can see that Caratacus was a good leader.  He used his ‘local knowledge” to ensure that his troops 

fought in a location which was best for his troops and hardest for the Romans.  The site also allowed him to flee easily if 

he needed to.  He can also be seen as a good leader as he gave a speech to motivate his troops, recalling successes his 

tribe had had when Caesar had invaded.  He can be seen as a good leader as his troops “roared their approval”.

Examiner Commentary

Level 1 – 1/5

The response details what Caratacus is said to have done but does not address the question about what this shows about 

Caratacus’ leadership.

Examiner Commentary

Level 2 – 3/5

This response analyses the features that have been selected from the passage but only mentions that this shows that 

Caratacus was “a good leader”.  This term needs to be unpacked further to get into the top level.
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Example 1

I think that Tacitus’ account is fairly accurate.  It seems sensible that Caratacus would use the local geography to his 

advantage when fighting the Romans.  It also seems likely that Caratacus would try to inspire his men before the battle.  

Therefore I think these details are accurate.  However, there is no way that Tacitus could have known that Caratacus 

“invoked the names of their ancestors who had routed the dictator Caesar”.  This is likely to be Tacitus guessing what 

Caratacus said.

Question 18

Passage D

As Caratacus had fewer troops than us [the Romans] but was better placed to use local knowledge for 
his treacherous purposes, he proceeded to transfer the war into the territory of the Ordovices, where he 
was joined by those who feared a Roman peace. ...  He chose for battle a site that was difficult to 
approach but easy to abandon. ...  On one side were high mountains and wherever there was a more 
gradual incline he constructed a barrier of stones. ...  Caratacus sped round to every part to declare this 
was the day, this was the battle that would restore their liberty or make them slaves forever; he invoked 
the names of their ancestors who had routed the dictator Caesar. ...  The men roared their approval 
when he made these and similar utterances and they bound themselves man by man by their tribal 
oaths not to yield to weapons or wounds.

Tacitus, Annals 12.33–34

Using details from Passage D, evaluate how accurate you think Tacitus’ account of these events is.     [5]

Examiner Commentary

Level 3 – 5/5

The response assesses the content of the passage and comes to valid conclusions about how accurate different parts of 

the passage are.
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Example 2

Tacitus was the son-in-law of Agricola therefore he is a biased historian.  He would write things that would try to make his 

son-in-law look as good as possible, and other Roman leaders look bad and the Britons to look like a fierce enemy so we 

cannot trust what he says in this passage.

Example 3

I don’t think Tacitus’ account is 100% accurate.  Tacitus would not have known about the places he was describing as he 

did not even visit Britain, so was probably just making stuff up to be dramatic.  

Examiner Commentary

Level 2 – 2/5

The response focuses in on Tacitus’ background without directly relating it to the content of the passage.

Examiner Commentary

Level 1 – 1/5

This response is typical of Level 1 where the candidate has analysed the historical context in which Tacitus was writing in 

a very basic way.
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Example 1

Colchester was a very significant place during the early part of this period. 

It was the place where Claudius came to receive the surrender of the British kings.  It also became an important 

settlement for the Romans so much so that they built a temple there and created a veteran colony there too.  It was these 

veterans that caused the native tribes trouble and they were a factor in why some of the tribes revolted in AD 61.  The 

temple in Colchester also caused hatred for the Romans as the Britons had to help pay for its construction. 

The settlement at Colchester was a focus for the revolting Britons.  The Britons rage can be seen in Tacitus where he says 

that many people were butchered. 

After the Boudiccan revolt, the Romans changed their policy and moved their capital to Londinium which shows that the 

importance of Colchester reduced. 

Question 19

Explain why the settlement at Camulodunum (Colchester) was significant during the period.  [10]

Examiner Commentary

Level 4 – 7/10

The opening sentence directly addresses the question however the following two paragraphs, although accurate, are 

more of a narrative with implicit analysis of the significance.  The final paragraph brings the question of significance back 

into focus.
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Example 2

Prior to the Roman invasion Colchester was significant to the Catuvellauni tribe as it was their capital and had it had 

particular importance given that the Catuvellauni tribe were the most important tribe in south eastern England.  This 

significance is shown that it was the place where Claudius received the surrender of 11 kings as Suetonius mentions.  

Its significance continued during the Roman period as it became the capital of the Roman province.  To celebrate 

Claudius’ victory in defeating the Britons, he had a massive temple built which had the words “Divine Claudius” inscribed 

on it.  Colchester also became an important settlement for the Romans.  It became a colonia where the Romans settled 

veterans as a reward for their service.  It was these veterans which contributed to the Trinovantes joining the Boudiccan 

revolt together with using forced labour to build the temple.

The Boudiccan revolt turned out to be a turning point in the importance of Colchester.  During the Boudican revolt, the 

Trinovantes and Iceni attacked Colchester, and since it wasn’t defended that well, they were able to capture it and burn it 

to the ground.  Once the Romans had put down the revolt, they moved their capital to Londinium which demonstrated 

its reduced importance to the Romans.

Examiner Commentary

Level 5 – 10/10

The response covers similar points to Example 1 but goes into greater detail and provides stronger analysis.  The response 

covers a decent range of the period and looks at changes over time in Colchester’s significance.
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Example 3

Colchester was an important place to the Romans.  It was their capital city which shows its importance.  Colchester also 

had a lot of Roman soldiers living there which shows it must have been important to them.  Colchester was also involved 

in the Boudiccan revolt and it was burnt down along with St Albans and London, although Dio says that only two cities 

were burnt down even though the Bouddican destruction horizon can be found in all three cities.

Colchester wasn’t that important to the Romans as we do not have evidence for palaces like at Fishbourne.  No Roman 

baths or amphitheatre have also been found at Colchester unlike in Bath and other places in Roman Britain, therefore 

I don’t think Colchester was that significant to the Romans.

Examiner Commentary

Level 2 – 4/10

The opening paragraph provides some reasons for why Colchester was significant, although they are rather basic.  The 

final sentence of the opening paragraph moves away from the focus of the question.  In the second paragraph a counter-

argument has been supplied but it does contains some inaccuracies.
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Example 1

I believe that Claudius’ invasion of Britain went smoothly and this was due to a number of factors, but mainly 

incompetence from the Britons. 

Dio Cassius mentions that the initial beach landing of the Claudian invasion had been met with no resistance from the 

Briton as they had not expected them to come.  The Britons being unware of Claudius’ invasion is arguably crucial to the 

Roman success as the accounts of Julius Caesar’s invasion tell us that it failed because the Britons met them on the beach 

and fought them when they were at their most vulnerable and not able to coordinate to properly fight back against the 

unique and challenging chariot fighting style of the Britons. 

Dio Cassius documents further how Britons initially underestimated the Romans and as a result made costly mistakes.  For 

instance, he writes that the Britons made camp on the opposite side of a river that they assumed the Romans would not 

be able to cross.  The Britons however were not aware that the Romans had auxiliaries who’s speciality was swimming 

and so after a surprise attack the Britons were doomed.  This I believe is a prime example of how at times during Claudius’ 

invasion it was the Britons apparent incompetency and lack of organisation that made the Roman conquest go smoothly. 

There is evidenced that many British tribes, particularly the coastal ones had already come into contact with the Romans 

through trade with Gaul to a degree where British coins were minted with Roman numerals and Latin.  This overall shows 

a resounding acceptance of the Romans from tribes who had existing ties, and therefore some British tribes allowed or 

settled for a Roman occupation. 

Therefore there is a lot of evidence to show that Claudius’ invasion went smoothly.

Question 20

‘Claudius’ invasion of Britain was well organised and ran smoothly.’  How far do you agree with this view? 

You must use and analyse the ancient sources you have studied as well as supporting your answer with your 
own knowledge.            [20]

Examiner Commentary

Level 3 – 11/20

This answer focuses only on the “smoothly” part of the question and ignores the “well organised” part.  The response 

also focuses in on examples which show the invasion went smoothly without really considering a counter argument.  

Although Dio Cassius and numismatic evidence are used, these examples are not evaluated in relation to the historical 

context in which they were produced.  The answer does demonstrate some good knowledge though.
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Example 2

Claudius’ conquest of Britain in AD 43 proved to be on the whole a successful invasion.  In the Claudian invasion, an army 

of 40,000 professional soldiers – half legionaries, half auxiliaries – landed in Britain under the command of Aulus Plautius.  

Archaeologists debate where they landed – Richborough in Kent, Chichester in Sussex, or perhaps both.  Somewhere, 

perhaps on the River Medway, they fought a great battle and crushed the Catuvellauni, the tribe that dominated the 

South East.  Then, in the presence of Claudius himself, they stormed the enemy capital at Camulodunum (Colchester).  

After this Claudius went back to Rome while the Romans continued to conquer the south west of England with the 

Fosse Way providing the furthest point of their control at this point.  This phase seemed to be much harder than the initial 

invasion and Dio Cassius says that Vespasian was involved in fierce battles which resulted in the conquest of 20 towns and 

the Isle of Wight.  

The Romans then used client kings to help control the land they had conquered.  These are tribal kings who the Romans 

have kept in power so that they don’t have to keep as many troops in each area.  There were a number of client kings in 

the south east including the Iceni.

We must however remember that Dio Cassius wasn’t 100% reliable, due to the fact that he wrote in Greek so some of this 

information may have been lost in translation overtime.  He was also writing from an outsider’s perspective so it could 

be argued that there’s a lack of evidence of where he got his information from and if the information that he did gather 

had any fragment of truth.  The information from Suetonius also has problems.  You have to consider that Suetonius was 

dismissed in AD 119 which means he didn’t have access to imperial records, and he also focused on character and not the 

actual events which means his accounts aren’t 100% reliable too. 

Nowhere in the sources does it say that the Romans were defeated during the invasion, therefore it seems to suggest that 

the invasion went well.  During the Roman conquest, due to the Romans superior strength in battle some of the British 

tribes were reluctant to meet the Romans on the battlefield as they knew that most likely it would end badly for them 

and those that did were defeated.  It is clear that some of the battles were hard and troops were killed, and we have some 

of their grave stones which give details about these men.  The ease with which the Romans conquered the lands they did 

suggests that the invasion went fairly smoothly and was well organised.

Examiner Commentary

Level 4 – 14/20 

This answer takes a much wider approach to the question than either Example 1 or Example 3, one that wasn’t 

necessarily anticipated in the specimen paper mark scheme but one which is an equally valid approach.  There is a ‘bolt 

on’ paragraph addressing the sources’ reliability – candidates should be encouraged to avoid learning set paragraphs to 

insert into the 20 mark essays if they are targeting the higher levels.  They are more likely to gain marks if they focus on 

how source writers tackling events or themes when they come up.
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Example 3

On the whole, the invasion of Britain seemed to go smoothly although it is harder to determine whether it was well 

organised as there were a few issues including the troops delaying the invasion itself. 

From Dio Cassius it is clear that the beginning of the invasion did not go smoothly.  Plautius’ troops delayed the crossing 

to Britain as they were “afraid at the prospect of campaigning outside the known world”.  However, this poor start to the 

invasion happened to have very important consequences for the Romans which helped make the subsequent invasion 

run more smoothly.  The British force waiting for their landing simply abandoned their posts as they thought the Roman’s 

had decided against it.  This meant that the Britons lost their biggest advantage of being able to attack the Roman’s 

during the landing, where the Romans would be most disorganised and vulnerable, a chance to kill a large number of 

Roman troops.  Thus the poor start to the invasion was actually a blessing in disguise. 

Tribal unrest also helped ensure that the Roman invasion went smoothly.  This was already prevalent in Britain both before 

and upon the Roman arrival.  Dio Cassius states that Verica “had been driven out of the island as a result of the uprising’.” 

The fear of the Catevullauni tribe’s strength encouraged other tribes to seek refuge with Roman protection whilst it also 

highlights that the tribal forces of Britain where neither prepared, nor united to defend themselves.  Suetonius states that 

“Claudius received the surrender of the island without battle or bloodshed”, presenting the view that many tribes posed 

little threat and were easily overwhelmed.  However, the reliability of Suetonius as a source must be considered due to 

his denied access to the imperial records resulting in him relying upon hearsay.  Much of his work reflects a dislike for 

Claudius and therefore he might have down played the invasion to fit in with the image of Claudius he was creating. 

It is clear that the Romans did suffer some difficulties in the invasion, showing that the invasion did not go entirely 

smoothly.  Natural barriers, such as rivers, caused a few issues for the Romans but some of these were able to be 

overcome through the use of specialist troops who were able to swim the rivers in their armour and catch the Britons 

unaware.  There were also some issues with marshes where the Britons could use the geography to their advantage.  

When the Romans came to the River Thames, our sources state Claudius had to be ordered from Rome and that he 

took command of the troops.  This suggests that the final push did not go smoothly since Claudius had to be called for.  

However, it could be argued that in order for Claudius to receive credit, he had to be there himself and had to been seen 

to face some resistance.  The latter view is supported by Josephus, who states that the invasion was at no personal effort 

to Claudius.   However, Josephus may have written this to emphasise the later role of Vespasian and play down the role of 

Claudius because Vespasian’s family were his benefactors.

To conclude, there is evidence to show that initially the Roman invasion did not start smoothly, however as it continued 

it become smoother.  It is harder to tell whether the Romans were well organised as the British tribes were so poorly 

organised to defend themselves.

Examiner Commentary

Level 5 –20/20

The response offers a focussed response to the question drawing upon the evidence from Dio Cassius, Suetonius and 

Josephus and evaluates how their evidence might affect the conclusions that can be drawn in relation to the question.
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