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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 J198/01 Greece and Persia specimen 
question papers, which is available on the OCR website.  The answers in this resource come from a range of 
sources: candidate responses from the legacy A031/01 question papers, Year 10 students under exam style 
conditions and some 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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Question 16

(a) Name Alexander’s mother.           [1]

(b) Give two reasons for Alexander’s expedition against Persia in 334 BC.     [2]

(c) Give two reasons for Alexander’s decision to arrange marriages between the Macedonians and Persians.   
              [2]

Example 1

(a) Olympias and Philip

(b) He began this expedition with what I believe is the intention to rule Persia and to prove to an extent how much of 

a good leader he was, with or without his father.

(c) So that he could make his Macedonian people more Persian and the Persians more Macedonian which would 

bring peace between the two armies and would create links for after his death.

Examiner Commentary

(a) 0/1 – No marks awarded.  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.  Students should be encouraged to read 

the questions carefully and only provide the information the question has asked for.

(b) 1/2 – The plan to conquer Persia is not mentioned in any sources, therefore the candidate receives one mark.

(c) 1/2 – The candidate has only provided one reason.
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Example 2

(a) Olympic

(b) To gain revenge on the Persians for destroying one of the temples during the Persian invasion 

Alexander’s desire to conquer new countries 

(c) He wanted to be able to ‘mix’ them to allow them to see each others different cultures.   

Also because he wanted better allies with the Macedonians to allow them to help at war etc.

Examiner Commentary

(a) 0/1 – The candidate has confused Olympias with Olympic, so no marks awarded.  Candidates should be 

encouraged to learn names correctly.

(b) 2/2 – BOD is given here regarding the destruction of temples, as it a distant point related to the Mark Scheme.

(c) 2/2 – While the phrasing of the candidate’s sentences are unclear, they do have an understanding of purpose.

Example 3

(a) Olympias

(b) One of the reasons for Alexander’s expedition against person was because it was his father’s ambition to conquer 

Persia.  Because his father died before achieving his goals, Alexander took the initiative to fill it.

Another reason was because Alexander wanted to prove his abilities to others.

(c) It promoted equality between the two cultures as neither seemed more important than the other Alexander 

wanted to promote himself and the Macedonia cultures alongside other cultures by setting up colonies

Examiner Commentary

(a) 1/1 – Correct answer.

(b) 2/2 – Two valid reasons have been given

(c) 2/2 – The candidate’s two points are unclear here, they appear to have written both about setting up colonies and 

the merging of cultures, Benefit of Doubt would likely be awarded here.  Candidates should perhaps write two 

sentences or number two bullet points.  There is no requirement for continuous prose.
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Question 17

Passage D

Pausanias applied this saying to his personal anger, and, allowing no postponement of his plan because 
of his sense of being wronged, put his plan into action during this festival in the following manner. He 
positioned horses by the gates to the city and went to the entrance of the theatre with a Celtic dagger 
hidden from view. When Philip told those friends who were accompanying him to go into the theatre 
before he did, the bodyguards kept their distance, then Pausanias, seeing that the king was alone, ran 
up to him and striking him straight through the ribs left him dead on the ground; then he sprinted for the 
gates and the horses he had readied for flight. At once some of the bodyguards rushed to the body of 
the king, while the others poured out in pursuit of the killer: in this group were Leonnatus and Perdiccas 
and Attalus

Diodorus Siculus, Library of History 16.94

What can we learn from Passage D about the relationship between Philip and his men?       [5]

Example 1

Passage D provides conflicting views about Philip’s relationship with his men.  On one hand, he was murdered.  One 

bodyguard named Pansanias did detest him to the degree after his several maltreatment from Attalus, that he wanted 

Philip dead.  On the other hand, Philip was loved by other men leading to their dedication to his protection.  The speed 

at which bodyguard rush for the killer and Philip’s body portrays their dedication to him and the strong relationship 

between Philip and some of his men.

Examiner Commentary

Level 3 – 5/5

This candidate has placed the passage within a context, covered the whole passage and recognised the key factor that 

Pausanias was also one of his bodyguards. 
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Example 2

In the passage Philip told his men to “keep their distance” and enter the theatre before he did.  The men did as said, 

showing that his men had respect for him and trusted what Philip had to say.  

Also in the passage some of Philip’s bodyguards “rushed to the body”, this tells us some wanted to try and help him.  It 

also suggests that Philip had a friendship with some men because there first reaction was to stay by his side.

Another point in the passage is the other bodyguards ran in “pursuit of the killer”.  This shows that the men wanted justice 

for Philip and chased after the man who hurt the king. It shows the respect that Philip had from his men.

Examiner Commentary

Level 2 – 3/5

The candidate has covered most of the second half of the passage and provided quotation and explanation, however 

due to not making reference to Pausanias’ relationship with Philip, it therefore only draws out some of the features of 

Philip’s relationship with his men.

Example 3

I believe the passage represents that Philip and his men had a strong friendship, it shows his men are loyal and listen 

to what he tells them, it’s thought his choice that they proceed in entered the theatre first and that his men, ”the 

bodyguards … kept their distance” and after Philip had been assassinated “some of the bodyguards rushed to the body 

of the king” and then the others “poured out in pursuit of the killer” showing what I believe as respect for there master, 

protecting him even after he’s dead.

Examiner Commentary

Level 2 – 2/5

The response covers some of the passage, failing to mention Pausanias’ relationship with Philip.  There is really only one 

feature of Philip’s relationship with his men drawn out of the passage.
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Question 18

Passage D

Pausanias applied this saying to his personal anger, and, allowing no postponement of his plan because 
of his sense of being wronged, put his plan into action during this festival in the following manner. He 
positioned horses by the gates to the city and went to the entrance of the theatre with a Celtic dagger 
hidden from view. When Philip told those friends who were accompanying him to go into the theatre 
before he did, the bodyguards kept their distance, then Pausanias, seeing that the king was alone, ran 
up to him and striking him straight through the ribs left him dead on the ground; then he sprinted for the 
gates and the horses he had readied for flight. At once some of the bodyguards rushed to the body of 
the king, while the others poured out in pursuit of the killer: in this group were Leonnatus and Perdiccas 
and Attalus

Diodorus Siculus, Library of History 16.94

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

Example 1

I think that Diodorus’ Siculus’ account is accurate as it gives great detail about the event of Philip’s attack and gives us 

reason why Alexander has an expedition against Persia.

Examiner Commentary

Level 1 – 1/5

This candidate has made a response the question and placed value on the sources accuracy, however just because there 

is a lot of detail, it doesn’t make it accurate.  Candidates should be encouraged to think about what being accurate means, 

as it is on the suggested rubric words for this type of question.
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Example 2

I think Diodorus Siculus, like all other historians, could only be as accurate as the evidence he had made him, because of 

the fact he wasn’t there at the time, it means he would rely on other accounts of the same event and most likely fill in the 

gaps.  Although he could rely on primary evidence, it still means he can’t of just made this situation up, which suggests to 

me that although he might of adding his own flare it has to be to a certain extent an event that happened.

Examiner Commentary

Level 3 – 4/5

This candidate has understood the limitation of the source and attempted to explain it be personal response, some 

explanation of other accounts of the death might be helpful to push it into the top of Level 3.

Example 3

Diodorus as a source is not seen as very reliable due to where he had got his information from.  Diodorus did not care 

much for reliability and accuracy, nor did is main source Cleitarchus, who cared for the more romantic side of Alexander’s 

story.  Firstly Pausanias was Philip’s bodyguard and could have killed Philip at any time.  Also, there is the issue of stabbing 

him in a public place.  If Pausanias wanted to kill Philip and get away with it, he could have done it at any other time, 

definitely not in a public place.  However, there is evidence that Pausanias had wanted to get away with it as he had 

a horse ready to take him away.  There is also evidence to suggest that Diodorus may have misinterpreted the story.  

Diodorus tells the story of two Pausanias’ leading up to Philip’s death.  Other sources talk about Pausianias’ earlier and later 

actions causing Diodorus to believe that there were two Pausanias’.  A more likely story is that Olympias was behind the 

murder as she had most to gain from Philip’s death. 

Examiner Commentary

Level 3 – 5/5

This candidate has a clear analysis of the passage and combined it with their own knowledge of Diodorus Siculus as a 

source writer therefore they have been awarded full marks.
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Question 19

How far did Alexander’s relationship with Cleitus differ from his relationship with Hephaestion?   [10]

Example 1

Both Cleitus and Hephaestion were friends with Alexander but it seems that Alexander didn’t like Cleitus as much.  This 

was shown in 328 when Alexander, in a drunken rage, killed Cleitus after he had insulted Alexander.  The events that 

precede his death suggest that they had a fiery relationship.  

However this cannot be seen in Alexander’s relationship with Hephaestion.  They were similar in age and were educated 

together.  The sources also suggest that they might have been lovers.  Even if this isn’t true, it does suggest that they had 

a stronger relationship that Cleitus had with Alexander.  When Hephaestion died in 324, Alexander is said to have asked 

whether Hephestion should be seen as a god.  This shows just how highly he thought of him.  

To conclude, Alexander had a better relationship with Hephaestion than with Cleitus.

Examiner Commentary

Level 2 – 4/10

This candidate has included very basic factual knowledge.  There is some personal response regarding the different ways 

which they were treated.  
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Example 2

There are similarities and differences in Alexander’s relationship with Cleitus and Hephaestion.  The most obvious 

difference is that Alexander murdered Cleitus in a mad rage but is extremely upset when Hephaestion dies, mourning 

him and also seeing if he could be made a god.  However Alexander is also very upset after realising that he has killed 

Cleitus that he tried to kill himself.  

The sources suggest Alexander and Hephaestion had a very close friendship, being compared to Achilles and Patroclus 

when Alexander visited Troy.  This suggests Hephaestion had a stronger relationship with Alexander, and the sources 

infer that this was possibility a physical relationship.  In the mass marriages at Susa, the importance of Alexander and 

Hephaestion’s close bond is show as they both marry daughters of Darius, making them in-laws.

Both Cleitus and Hephestion were members of Alexander’s companions, so would have had a strong military and 

personal relationship with Alexander for a long time.  Both men were important military commanders, with Cleitus being 

appointed as joint companion calvary commander after the killing of Parmenio and Hephaestion second in command 

later in the campaign.  

Examiner Commentary

Level 4 – 8/10

This candidate has demonstrated accurate knowledge of the events relating to both friendships.  Some form of 

conclusion would push this into a Level 5 as the element of ‘how far’ has not been overtly answered.
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Example 3

Alexander had a weird relationship with Cleitus.  Cleitus was from an older generation and was a senior member of the 

Macedonian military.  Alexander killed Cleitus after they had a quarrel about Alexander’s adoption of Persian customs and 

he insulted Alexander with a quote from Euripides – “How badly we are ruled in Greece!”  This shows that Cleitus felt he 

could criticise Alexander.  This all happened whilst they were drunk which allows people to show their true colours.  At 

the battle of Grancius, he saved Alexander’s life by killing Spithridates.  This shows that Alexander felt that he owed Cleitus 

nothing.

However, Alexander’s relationship with Hephaestion was different.  He was around the same age as Alexander.  When 

they invaded Persia, Alexander and Hepheastion went to Troy to pay respects to their heroes.  From this and other events, 

I think that means that Alexander and Hephaestion loved each other.  This was shown particularly when Hephaestion 

died.  Alexander spent enormous amounts of money on a massive funeral pyre, refused food and drink and basically 

showed his extreme grief.  He also refused to name a successor to Hephaestion’s post, so his name could live on.

Examiner Commentary

Level 3 – 6/10

This response tends towards a narrative of Alexander’s relationship with both men, demonstrating some accurate factual 

knowledge, however there is no overt answer to the question.
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Question 20

‘Alexander’s successes depended entirely on his Macedonian army.’  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]

Example 1

Alexander had inherited one of the greatest military forces in the ancient world.  The Greek military attitude coupled with 

Philip’s, his fathers, modifications such as the seven foot thrusting spear and leaf blades.  Furthermore, his force, unlike 

that of Darius, was a professional army.  In the Battle of Gaugamela and others, Darius had collected workers from across 

his empire, armed them and called it an army.

It was this superior strength that allowed Alexander to overcome great odds such as the 5:1 ratio of Persian to Greek men 

in the battle of Gaugamela as described by Arrian in Anabases of Alexander.  Military success was very significant in the 

ancient world as it provided much power.  Without Alexander’s military success he would have not conquered Persia.

Other factors that aided his success were very minor but the weakness of the Persian forces did help.  In the battle of 

Granicus, Arrian accounts men fleeing the battlefield after a charge from the companion cavalry.  Alexander’s men did not 

falter even by the sight of Parmino’s right wing being crushed by the battle of Gaugamela.  The weakness of the Persians 

aided Alexander to victory leading to his success in conquest.

The reliance on Alexander’s military portrayed by Arrian and Plutarch is likely to be reliable.  Although both writers were 

heavily relying on other such as Callisthenes and present Historians, contemporary to Alexander.  Due to not being 

contemporary their account in Life of Alexander (Plutarch) and Anabasis of Alexander (Arrian) are secondary sources.  They 

rely on other sources for content rather than the actual event.  Callisthenes was known to oppose Alexander frequently 

but due to his position had little impact.  This conveys that he is more likely to give a negative subjective view of 

Alexander.

This does however improve the reliability of Arrian, as a military historian, he was very fond of Alexander.  He is incredibly 

objective to portray Alexander in the best light possible.  As the two portrayals contrast in different degrees, it is more 

likely to be reasonably accurate making conclusions drawn from the source more accurate.

Plutarch is equally reliable.  He, being more of a biographer than historian, looks more at social events such as the 

death of Cleitus the Black rather than military account like Arrian.  Such events are less likely to have been manipulated 

in meaning as they were deemed to portray little.  Plutarch could use such evidence to form an accurate and reliable 

character in which to write about in “Life of Alexander”.

Overall due to Arrian and Plutarch reliability combined with their accounts of Alexander’s reliance to a military Alexander’s 

success did depend almost entirely on his Macedonian army.  Plutarch even accounts of Alexander begging his army 

to go further in the world, continuing the conquest.  This act of begging portrays how Alexander feels he could not 

continue without them, even though he had the support of Persia and other allies, his success depended on a distinctly 

Macedonia army.



GCSE (9–1) Ancient History Candidate style answers

14 © OCR 2019

Example 2

“Alexander’s successes depended entirely on his Macedonian army.”  I both agree and disagree with this statement.

The Macedonian army played a big role in Alexander’s success.  His army for the 8 years in battle and expedition showed 

great loyalty towards Alexander and never gave in.  For example at the siege of Tyre after the first plan failed the men 

never gave in and stayed loyal and supportive of Alexander throughout.  The Macedonian army were also very strong in 

battle when in some cases they were outnumbered ¼ million to 37,000 however Arrian says Alexander only lost 100 of his 

men this shows how great they were at battle, it also shows how good Alexander was at training them.

However there were many other factors that contributed to the great success of Alexander.  For example Alexander’s 

strong leadership in every battle Alexander led and fought on the front line unlike Darius.  Alexander was also close to all 

his men for example asking about their injuries after battle.  Alexander also gave them much encouragement and at the 

siege of Tyre gave them gifts and encouragement to support them.

Alexander’s tactics were also a big part in his success for example at the battle of Issus he lead Darius’ men to a narrow 

part of the mountain which meant that it didn’t matter if they were outnumbered as these at the back were unable 

to fight.  Alexander’s weapons also were responsible for his success because for example torsion catapults allowed 

Alexander to defeat Tyre.  Alexander’s determination was also a strong part when growing up.  This is shown by the 

Boucephalas story.  He was determined to prove his father wrong.  When he returned Philip said “you will have to seek 

a greater kingdom, Macedonia isn’t big enough for you.”  This determination and success at a young age played an 

important part in his later life.  “Alexander also noticed the horse was afraid of its own shadow so lured it towards the 

light” is another example of how his early life played a big part in his later life as this shows his clever character used in 

later life through his cunning tactics for example letting the chariots run past in the battle of Gaugamela. 

These accounts may be reliable and unreliable.  Arrian is reliable because he says he would pick the most “accurate 

account” implying he wasn’t making anything up however he says “worthy account” contrasting this Arrian also says that 

Alexander is amongst the “finest of worthiness” showing how he might be bias and show Alexander all better than he 

was.  Arrian also admits to admiring Alexander “I’m not ashamed of my admiration for Alexander”.  Therefore could again 

be bias.  However Arrian says he does criticise some of his actions suggesting that because he was writing later than 

Alexander he doesn’t need to please him.  

Plutarch is also writing later again so doesn’t need to please him however it could also suggest that information isn’t 

true because they were not there to see and record it.  Plutarch is of an “official post” and therefore is reliable as can get 

information that “may have been lost”.  Plutarch may also exaggerate because he’s is writing “not history but a life story” 

so may exaggerate or only pick certain events if they included facts about his character.  Arrian also says “I consider myself 

amongst the finest of writers” he could therefore be very confident and only use information he thinks is correct and 

“worthy”.

Overall I feel that the Macedonian army don’t entirely convey why Alexander was so successful as other factors such as his 

characteristics and weapons play a huge part however the army do contribute greatly to Alexander’s great success.
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Example 3

Alexander’s success depended heavily on the Macedonia army however there were also a range of other factors involved.

The Macedonian army is portrayed to be the only standing army in all of Greece and the most powerful of its day.  This 

is supported by Arrian and Plutarch throughout the sources, however this may be overstated.  This is because Arrian 

was criticised for hagiography and Plutarch was fantastically biased towards the Greeks so perhaps exaggerated the 

contribution of the Macedonian army.  Arrian widely praised the flexibility of the Macedonian army, especially in the 

battle of the Granicus.  He states that the “phalanx rolled forward like a wave” and the companion cavalry “smashed into 

the Persian forces” which emphasised their strength and manoeuvrability.  This may be accurate because Arrian was 

an experienced military writer and apparently a military commander and so had a good insight into the strengths and 

potential of the Macedonian army.  Moreover, Arrian accepts the flaws in the phalanx formation and that the syntagma 

had poor manoeuvrability in rough ground.  By admitting to weaknesses, Arrian plays down the role of the Macedonian 

army in the battle of the Granicus and instead highlights Alexander’s “charge of the companion cavalry” as to winning 

influence.

Plutarch has recognised the strength and contribution of the Macedonia army at Gaugamela.  Plutarch states that the 

Macedonia army was “40,000 against 250,000 barbarians”, thus their ability to hold off the Persians is implied to be a 

momentous feat.  Plutarch also recognises the army’s tactics to be vital for success when they “made way for the chariots” 

and “ran through the charioteers with their sarissas.”  Nonetheless, Plutarch, like Arrian, presents the ultimate success to 

be at the hands of Alexander as he led the charge straight at Darius and his “terrifying appearance cowed the Persians to 

turn and flee”.  In this way, Arrian and Plutarch both show Alexander’s own contribution to be greater than the army to 

win these battles.  Alexander’s role is perhaps overemphasised as Arrian idolised Alexander and both were writing over 

400 years after his lifetime.  As a result, the Macedonian army was perhaps more influential in Alexander’s successes than 

they are portrayed in the sources.  

As well as his genius at Granicus and Gaugamela, Alexander’s own strategic brilliance was key to his success.  In Arrian’s 

account of the siege of Tyre he praises Alexander’s initiative and use of the mole, causeway and siege houses.  His own 

leadership was also important as he inspired the army to success and at Tyre was reportedly “second over the wall”.  This 

inspiration was clearly helpful to his success but his role is undoubtedly overstated.

Another factor key to Alexander’s success was the weakness of the Persian army.  Plutarch emphasises the individual 

weakness of the soldiers who were armed only with “hide shields”.  Moreover, in Arrian’s account of Gaugamela he states 

that “Darius was the first to turn and flee”.  This suggests that Darius was a poor leader and his own fear caused the mass 

rout.  This implies that the Persians were not a strong, unified army like the Macedonians, however it is likely that the 

weakness of the Persians is overemphasised by Plutarch who was very biased toward the Greeks.

Finally, Alexander’s companions were key to his success.  They allowed the devolution of power amongst contingents 

which made the army so effective, for example in Arrian’s account of the Hydaspes, Alexander’s “allocates half of his 

forces” to Perdiccas which ensured victory by allowing Alexander to cross the river.  Moreover, in Arrian’s account of 

the Granicus, Cleitus “cut off the arm of Spithridates” before he could strike Alexander and so the effectiveness of the 

campanions is recognised as fundamental to Alexander’s successes in the sources.  Nonetheless, both Arrian and Plutarch 

undermine this contribution at Gaugamela when Parmenio sends for aid.  Arrian suggests that this is “out of envy” and so 

they downplay Parmenio’s role in addition to his advice at the Granicus to act as a contrast to emphasise Alexander’s own 

brilliance.

In conclusion, the Macedonian army was hugely significant to Alexander’s successes.  The training and equipment they 

received helped them win against huge odds and exploit the Persian weakness.  However, their role in the sources is 

ultimately undermined by Alexander’s own brilliance.
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Example 1

Level 4 – 15/20

This response contains accurate knowledge of the battles and of the source writers themselves.  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. 

Example 2

Level 3 – 10/20

This response also includes a general paragraph about the sources, and it is not targeted at what the question is about.  

The candidate has discussed Tyre and Bucephalus in a lot of detail, and those are perhaps not the best examples for this 

question.  A large proportion of this response is not answering the question posed and it feels like a rehearsed response.  

Examples 3

Level 5 – 20/20

This response would be awarded full marks in a live exam setting.  There is embedded source analysis and the 

recognition of Arrian having military experience beyond just being a military historian.  There are relevant details not just 

focussed on what Alexander did and there is a clear conclusion.
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