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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 B of the J198/01 Greece and Persia specimen 
question papers, which is available on the OCR website.  The answers in this resource have been 
written mainly by students in Year 10 under exam style conditions.  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) He built an aqueduct to supply Samos with water.

(b) 10

(c) 1. Wrote down name of person they wanted to be ostracised on pottery 

2. For someone to be ostracised they had to have over 1,000 votes 

3. Person chosen would be exhiled for 15 years.

Examiner Commentary

(a) 1/1 – On mark scheme

(b) 0/1 – Incorrect

(c) 1/3 – Points 2 and 3 are factually wrong, so one mark would be awarded.

Question 6

(a) Give one of the engineering achievements of Polycrates’ tyranny.      [1]

(b) After Cleisthenes’ reforms, how many members did each tribe contribute to the boule?  [1]

(c) Give three details of what the Athenians did to hold an ostracism.      [3] 
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Example 3

(a) The breakwater at the port.

(b) 10 tribes, 500 in boule now 500/10 = 50 members

(c) They held an election in which the person with the most votes was ostracised, which was done by temporarily 

exiling him for ten years.  They wrote the names of who they wanted ostracised on clay tablets called ostrakon.  An 

ostracised person had to have at least six thousand votes. 

Examiner Commentary

(a) 1/1 – On mark scheme

(b) 1/1 – On mark scheme

(c) 3/3 – This reponse would be awarded full marks.

Example 2

(a) the Samian harbour

(b) 50

(c) Needed 6,000 votes, voted on once a year, voted on pieces of pottery

Examiner Commentary

(a) 1/1 – On mark scheme

(b) 1/1 – On mark scheme

(c) 3/3 – This would be awarded full marks as all points are on mark scheme, and full sentences are not required.
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Example 1

We learn that Peisistratos was a very moderate ruler and was “humane, mild and forgiving to wrongdoers”.  We also learn 

that he leant money to people so they could maintain themselves by farming.  Peisistratos went around the country 

managing affairs and even being a judge.  However Peisistratos also taxed a tenth off income.  Finally we learn Peisistratos 

was very understanding as he made a hard working man have no taxes.  

Examiner Commentary

Level 3 – 5/5

This response has covered the whole passage and has picked out a good range of examples.  Due to time limits in the 

exam, responses do not have to be highly detailed.

Question 7

Passage B

Peisistratos administered the city’s affairs moderately, and more like a citizen than like a tyrant.  In 
general he was humane, mild, and forgiving to wrongdoers, and in particular he lent money to those who 
were in difficulties, to support their work, so that they could continue to maintain themselves by 
farming. ...  He himself often went out into the country ... .  It is said that when Peisistratos was on one of 
these tours there occurred the incident involving the man on Mount Hymettus who was farming what was 
afterwards called the tax-free site. Peisistratos saw him digging and working at what was nothing but 
rock, and in amazement told his attendant to ask him what he got from the site. ‘Nothing but evil and 
pain,’ he said, ‘and of this evil and pain a tenth has to go to Peisistratos.’ The man gave his reply without 
recognizing him; and Peisistratos, pleased at his forthrightness and his industry, made him free from all 
taxes.

Aristotle, Constitution of the Athenians, 16.2, 16.5–6

What can we learn from Passage B about Peisistratos’ tyranny?          [5]
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Example 2

The primary thing we can learn is that Peisistratus empathised with his subjects as he often went to the countryside, 

presumably to see his people.  His way of expressing this involved lending money to the citizens and in addition he 

was not harsh in his punishments.  He was not harsh or extreme at all as Aristotle says his administration was moderate.  

Linked to this is the fact that he was not quick to anger and spurned despite being insulted by the farmers on Mount 

Hymettus, he was completely fine.  It seems he obeyed the laws which is the likely meaning of governing more like a 

citizen than as a tyrant.  Finally he encouraged hard work, as he rewarded the hard-working men and lent money to 

farmers to encourage them to work hard.

Example 3

Passage B paints the picture of a very kind forgiving man who cared about his people and gave the ones in need money.  

It also shows that he respects when people are honest to him.  This is shown by the fact that when the man tells him that 

10% of his pain has to go to Peisistratos he stops making him pay taxes.  However this also shows that many people were 

suffering from the fact that 10% of their money went to Peisistratos as they were very poor.

Examiner Commentary

Level 2 – 3/5

In this response, the candidate has not covered the whole passage, and has really only focussed on one point.  Therefore 

this response is best described as using some appropriate details and drawing out some of the characteristics of 

Peisistratos’ tyranny, therefore fully meeting the Level 2 criteria.  

Examiner Commentary

Level 3 – 5/5

Again, this response would be awarded a Level 3, as the whole passage is covered and analysed to draw out the relevant 

characteristics of Peisistratos’ tyranny.
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Example 1

Aristotle’s account of these events is not very reliable as he was writing around 200 years after them and so would not 

have had access to many sources as it was not in living memory and written sources were rare as writing was uncommon.  

Also he gives a conversation between two people which he would not have been able to know.  Moreover, he gives 

Peisistratus’ motivations and feelings by saying he was “pleased”.  He would not be able to know this especially not 

200 years later so his account of these events is very unreliable.

Examiner Commentary

Level 3 – 4/5

This candidate has focussed on the word ‘reliable’ rather than ‘accurate’, which is not what the question is asking.  They 

have focussed on the passage, and have demonstrated that they understand the difficulties with Aristotle’s account.  

Discussing Aristotle’s purpose in writing may have placed this at the top of Level 3.

Question 8

Passage B

Peisistratos administered the city’s affairs moderately, and more like a citizen than like a tyrant.  In 
general he was humane, mild, and forgiving to wrongdoers, and in particular he lent money to those who 
were in difficulties, to support their work, so that they could continue to maintain themselves by 
farming. ...  He himself often went out into the country ... .  It is said that when Peisistratos was on one of 
these tours there occurred the incident involving the man on Mount Hymettus who was farming what was 
afterwards called the tax-free site. Peisistratos saw him digging and working at what was nothing but 
rock, and in amazement told his attendant to ask him what he got from the site. ‘Nothing but evil and 
pain,’ he said, ‘and of this evil and pain a tenth has to go to Peisistratos.’ The man gave his reply without 
recognizing him; and Peisistratos, pleased at his forthrightness and his industry, made him free from all 
taxes.

Aristotle, Constitution of the Athenians, 16.2, 16.5–6

Using details from Passage B, evaluate how accurate you think Aristotle’s account of these events is.         [5]
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Example 2

Aristotle’s account is overly positive of the tyrant.  Aristotle was an Aristocrat so it is more than likely that he would have 

been biased against tyranny, however this account suggests otherwise as it is very positive towards Peisistratos, depicting 

him as an ideal ruler.  For how negative he is towards Hippias and Hipparchus, this account does not keep up with the rest 

of Aristotle’s tyranny sources.  However, it is possible that this source is accurate as Aristotle was doing a political narrative 

of Athens.  This would have been exactly what he was researching, and writing on, so It is probable that this source would 

be very accurate.

Example 3

Overall, most of passage be seems quite accurate.  If he had not been as relaxed a ruler as he is described, there would be 

stories about his cruelty but there aren’t any, so we can assume that he was a just leader.  Aristotle is writing 100 plus years 

after this happened, the bits about him helping out the people are collaborated by the changes he made that benefited 

the people, such as countrywide festivals and increased trade, which we know of via archaeological evidence.  The last 

part of the story, however, seems anecdotal.  It is hard to verify if this actually happened, and it is unlikely that (regardless 

of how kind he was) he would just let someone stop paying taxes.

Examiner Commentary

Level 3 – 5/5

This candidate has maintained focus on the passage and addressed the accuracy of different parts of the passage.  There 

are comparisons with other sources that they have studied, although they could have made reference to specific sources.  

There is enough here to meet the demands of the top of Level 3.

Examiner Commentary

Level 3 – 5/5

This candidate has made comparisons with other accounts of the tyrants by Aristotle, demonstrating clear understanding 

of the context in which the piece was written.  It may have benefitted from more specific reference to the context of the 

sources.
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Example 1

I do not believe that the murder of Hipparchus was the most significant factor in the overthrow of the Peisistratids.  

Although the murder of Hipparchus by Harmodios and Aristogeiton led to Hippias’ tyranny become much harsher, it did 

not result in the overthrow of the tyrants nor did it lead to the creation of democracy.  

The overthrow was only achieved by the scheming of the Alcmaeonids who bribed the Pythia in Delphi to say to 

every single Spartan who came to receive an oracle to free the Athenians.  This constant message was a key factor as 

it eventually led to the Spartan, who sent their King Cleomenes to invade, freeing Athens from the Peisistratids.  The 

Spartans managed to capture the sons of Hippias when they were trying to sneak them out after the Spartans had laid 

siege to the acropolis.  The Spartans were then able to negotiate for Hippias to leave Athens.

Therefore I believe that the Alcmaeonid family, the Pythia and the especially the Spartans all played a bigger role in the 

overthrow of the tyranny than Harmodios and Aristogeiton.  However the Athenians wanted to hide the huge role the 

Spartans played and instead overemphasized the role of Harmodios and Aristogeiton to help cover this up, which was 

emphasised by the tyrannicide statue.

Examiner Commentary

Level 5 – 9/10

This candidate has placed events within a context and demonstrated an understanding of the effect of the murder on 

Hippias’ rule and also other factors in the removal of Hippias from power.  Although the response could have also had 

some discussion of the place of Cleisthenes, this answer does a good job of addressing the significance of the murder 

within the immediate context of the overthrow of the tyrants.

Question 9

Explain the significance of the murder of Hipparchus in the sequence of events leading Athens from tyranny 
to democracy.             [10]
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Example 2

Our sources state that Hipparchus’ murder made Hippias more cruel which therefore made the tyranny more unpopular 

allowing its overthrow.  Thucydides and Herodotus both agree the plot was born from personal rather than political 

reasons so before that the tyranny was clearly not unpopular.  It also made Hippias more heavy-handed which is shown 

by the his torture and murder of Aristogeiton.  This probably made his tyranny more unpopular.  Finally Hippias probably 

had to use force of arms more, as he had to crush the revolt with his bodyguards.  This weakened his political grip.  All this 

can be seen in that Hippias only ruled for 3 years after the murder (as opposed to 14 years before).

Example 3

The murder of Hipparchus by Harmodios and Aristogeiton was very important in the journey to democracy.  The murder 

of Hipparchus is the main reason Hippias was driven out as it made him angry and he became harsher as a ruler.  So 

when he was driven out and the tyranny ended, oligarchy returned.  Once it was back to an oligarchy then there was 

much more of a chance for tyranny to return.  If Hipparchus hadn’t been murdered it is very likely that tyranny would 

have stayed for much longer.

However, the tyranny was ended by the Spartans and Alcmaeonid family coming to overthrow Hippias.  In this way 

Hipparchus’ murder is not very significant as oligarchy would have been returned to in both cases.  The murder of 

Hipparchus most likely only made the sequence of events happen quicker than they did before and their many factors 

also played a part.

Examiner Commentary

Level 4 – 7/10

This candidate has focused on one element of the removal of Hippias, however they have provided a lot of detail.  In 

order to get a higher mark, the response would need to analyse the murder of Hipparchus within the context of the 

events which resulted in the overthrow of tyranny and introduction of democracy.

Examiner Commentary

Level 4 – 8/10

This candidate has placed the events within a context and has arrived at substantiated judgements.  



GCSE (9–1) Ancient History Candidate style answers

12 © OCR 2019

Example 1

There were many differences between the two time periods however, life may not have been that different. 

The first main difference is obviously that in one time tyranny is a type of government and the other has democracy.  In 

democracy their way more ways to gain some power, such as the Council of 500 from any class.  Whereas with tyranny 

there is one ruler.  This is obviously a big difference as in democracy you aren’t at the mercy of one person’s judgement.  

Both of these are very reliable accounts backed up by all the sources and tyranny obviously only has one ruler.  Tyranny 

however would be more stable as a leaders don’t change as much as they do in democracy.  There are more tribes going 

from 3 to 10 this would make life quite different as well as these tribes being made of trittys from all over the country, this 

means you have interactions with more people under democracy.  These are said by Aristotle who is considered reliable 

living in Athens and focusing in on this area.  In democracy there is more reward for military service as there is a special 

council for ex-soldiers, in the Peisistratid era there is no such thing making becoming a soldier more of an incentive in 

democracy.  This is a very plausible idea so could be reliable but isn’t mentioned by many sources. 

The only point of similarity is that there isn’t much mention of oppression in either time so life wouldn’t have been too 

different.  There also still lots of unfairness depending on which class you were born in.  So Aristocrats have a lot of power 

in both, this is seen by Aristides and Miltidies’ power later on.

In conclusion life in the Peisistratids era was different to after Cleisthenes’ reforms, but not completely different as certain 

things didn’t change and there are both similarities and differences.

Question 10

‘Living in Athens after Cleisthenes was completely different to living in Athens under the Peisistratids.’    
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]
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Example 2

I mostly agree with this statement as, while things did change, some things also stayed the same and there were different 

impacts for different people.

The reason that I do agree is because the way that citizenship and tribes worked change completely.  There was an 

increase from 4 tribes to 10 and the country was also divided into 139 demes, which was now where you got your 

citizenship from (instead of a phratry).  There was also a massive change in the idea of the isegoria or equal right to 

address the assembly.  These were all very different as they were designed to be democratic: tribes were no longer led 

by aristocrats and you no longer had to be rich to be active.  These impacts were monumental and affected everyone as 

opposed to political ones, which would not be of much use to the Athenians who were too uneducated to participate.  

The isegoria  was a monumental change here as it meant that the poor were no longer as restricted in a political world as 

they were during the Peisistratid reign.  These changes are all factual and mentioned in multiple sources, so seem reliable.

Some might disagree, saying that while the systems may have been different, the day-to-day lives of people still remain 

the same.  However I disagree as their lives would still be heavily impacted by the new systems.  Because of the random 

division of Attica into 139 demes, upper class and poorer Athenians would be forced to mix and meet new people who 

are belong to their deme.  Since demes had political offices of their own, it gave people who wouldn’t normally be 

involved in politics the opportunity to start and changed their lives forever.  Again, these are just factual changes, so it 

would be hard for people not to notice if they were fabricated. 

The last 2 big changes were the boule and ostracism.  While Aristotle is the only one to talk about Solon’s boule of 400, 

all other sources agree that Cleisthenes’ boule had 500 members, 50 from each of the 10 tribes.  This is a big difference 

as it meant that more people could get involved in the day-to-day working of the city.  Ostracism was introduced in 487 

and it allowed people to democratically vote someone out (mentioned by multiple sources including Plutarch in his 

biographies and is factual, so it’s probably reliable) out of the city – they would be exiled for 10 years.  This was very new 

for the people and it was designed to stop tyranny – if someone was getting too powerful they could be sent away.

So, to conclude, the lives of Athenians was completely different after Cleisthenes – the people now had much power 

than under the Peisistratids, and, the aristocrats and commoners were forced to mix and it was much harder to become a 

tyrant.
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Example 3

Living in Athens after Cleisthenes was not completely different to living in Athens under the Peisistratids as the aristocrats 

and oligarchs still held most of the power and normal people were not usually affected by the changes.

Living in Athens after Cleisthenes’ reforms was not completely different as the power in the city was still mainly held by 

aristocrats and oligarchs.  The war generals, such as Miltiades, were nearly all people of well-born backgrounds and the 

Council was controlled by people like Themistocles who were born wealthy.  Aristotle and Plutarch tell us about these 

positions and how aristocrats like Miltiades held them.

On the other hand, the new election by lot system meant that the aristocracy could only control the system if they got 

elected which meant that normal people had a larger share of power.  Also, the introduction of the ostracism system 

meant that the people had a certain degree of power over the more powerful / wealthier citizens as they could have 

them removed if they wanted to, such as Aristides was.  Aristotle and Plutarch tell us about the ostracism and elections so 

are reliable as they support each other and it is the main focus of Aristotle’s constitution and Plutarch focused on Aristides 

and his ostracism.  

Despite this, the aristocracy were able to control the ostracism system.  As they were wealthy, they were able to pay other 

people to support them and take their side.  This meant they could sway ostracism in their favour and remove people 

they wanted.  This is reliable as I can recall evidence shows that ostraca in one ostracism were only written by 17 people 

showing how they had control over that ostracism and had paid people to give them their vote.  

Finally, life in Athens after Cleisthenes’ reforms was completely different as before them the people of Athens had only 

been allowed into an advisory Council that have little power in politics and had been controlled by the local aristocrats.  

But, after the reforms, they were able to get into politics as the election by lot system then that they had the same 

chance of getting elected as the other people in their deme.  This changed life completely as there were now normal 

people getting into politics instead of aristocrats.  Aristotle tells us about this so it is reliable as it is his main narrative of his 

foundation of the constitution and he would have known the system of democracy that had been set up.

In conclusion, life after Cleisthenes’ reforms was not completely different as the aristocracy / oligarchy still held lots of 

power that life did change as normal people were able to get into politics and make a difference in the city through 

means like ostracism.
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Examiner Commentary

Example 1

Level 2 – 8/20

This candidate’s response lacks detail, and the similarities and differences are not focussed on a particular group.  There is 

some mention of sources, however it is not developed.  The response demonstrates some factual knowledge and they 

have made basic attempts at analysis.  This answer fulfils the requirements for Level 2.

Example 2

Level 3 – 12/20

This response has used technical terminology and has demonstrated an impact of isegoria.  There are basic attempts at 

source analysis of Aristotle and Plutarch; the candidate needs to be more focussed on what the sources are saying due to 

the nature of the specification.  This would be awarded a Level 3.

Examples 3

Level 5 – 18/20

This candidate has compared Plutarch and Aristotle with material culture, and there is understanding of what would have 

changed for different levels of society.  There are a range of points raised, however their lack of focus on AO3 means that 

it cannot be awarded full marks.
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