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Introduction
Our examiners’ reports are produced to offer constructive feedback on candidates’ performance in the
examinations. They provide useful guidance for future candidates. The reports will include a general
commentary on candidates’ performance, identify technical aspects examined in the questions and
highlight good performance and where performance could be improved. The reports will also explain
aspects which caused difficulty and why the difficulties arose, whether through a lack of knowledge, poor
examination technique, or any other identifiable and explainable reason.
Where overall performance on a question/question part was considered good, with no particular areas to
highlight, these questions have not been included in the report. A full copy of the question paper can be
downloaded from OCR.
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Paper Y103/01 series overview
Y103 is one of thirteen units for the revised A Level examination for GCE History. This unit tests an
extended period of History of about fifty years through an Enquiry or source-based option and an essay.
The paper is divided into two sections. In Section A candidates have to answer a compulsory source
question based on four written primary sources. The question requires them to use all four sources to
assess the validity of a view. In Section B candidates are required to answer one essay question from a
choice of two.
To do well on Section A, candidates need to be able to consider both provenance of the sources and
apply contextual knowledge to them in order to reach a judgement about the sources in relation to the
issue in the question.
To do well on Section B, candidates need to address the issue in the question, using detailed supporting
knowledge. In order to reach the higher levels candidates will need to assess the issues they discuss
and reach a supported judgement at least in the conclusion.
Overview of candidate performance
Candidates who did well on this paper generally did the following:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

considered the provenance of the source(s) and used relevant contextual knowledge
linked the contextual knowledge clearly to the source being discussed to show whether the
view of the source was valid or not
reached an overall judgement as to the extent to which the sources supported the view in the
question
in answering the essay question, discussed at least two issues in depth
gave supporting detail that was both accurate and relevant to the question set, not just the
topic
reached a supported judgement about the issue in the question
made a series of interim judgements about the issues discussed in relation to the question.

Candidates who did less well on this paper generally did the following:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

did not consider both the provenance and use contextual knowledge to evaluate the sources
wrote an unbalanced answer in their treatment of the sources, with very little consideration of
one of the sources
reached a judgement based on their knowledge rather than the sources
showed a poor understanding of the major issues relevant to the essay
were unable to support their answer with relevant material
did not focus on the precise wording of the question
made unsupported comments about issues which were assertions.
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Section A overview
Section A is the source element of this paper and the A Level examination, testing AO2. It is therefore
important that responses are driven by the sources as this is the only part of the examination where this
is tested. There is one compulsory question in this section. The question requires candidates to use all
four sources to assess how far they support a view. Candidates are advised to spend slightly longer on
Section A as it carries more marks than Section B. Centres should be aware that in answering the
question there is no requirement for candidates to group the sources and that any level or mark can be
achieved without this. However, candidates do need to consider all four sources and in order to reach
the higher levels should assess the provenance of each source and test the validity of the source using
contextual knowledge. In order to reach the highest levels there should be clear evidence of a judgement
about the sources, based on an assessment of their provenance and the use of contextual knowledge,
and the extent to which they support the view.
Answers in the higher levels evaluated the sources provided using contextual knowledge and comments
on provenance. Source A was usually handled more effectively than the other sources, with many
candidates recognising the potential bias of a source written by King John himself. Some candidates
found it more difficult to move beyond stock comments on the likely bias of the monastic writers who
authored B, C and D. Answers in the lower levels were focused on explaining source content with only
brief and often under-developed references to contextual knowledge or provenance (and rarely both).

Question 1

Many candidates were able to draw a distinction between Source A – written by King John, describing
his military success at Mirebeau in 1202 – and the remaining sources, which, as a group, highlighted his
inadequacies as a military leader. The value of Source A was usually questioned, since it was written by
King John himself; its provenance was usually contextualised through references to his difficult
relationships with the barons and his need for their support if he was to successfully maintain his hold on
the continental possessions. Where the source was handled less effectively, candidates recommended
its provenance as evidence of its reliability: King John was present at Mirebeau and his opinion would
therefore provide a valuable insight into the events that took place. This viewpoint was less convincing
given what is known about the king’s troubled relations with his magnates. In some responses, Source B
was described as being partially supportive of A’s more positive view of King John’s military exploits, in
that it alludes to the king’s success in capturing Arthur, his rival, at Mirebeau. Some candidates
challenged the viewpoint in Source C (reinforced in Source D), in which King John is accused of being
idle, through reference to his efforts to muster support to fight King Philip in these years. In relation to
provenance, some candidates were aware of the St Albans connection linking Source C (Roger of
Wendover) and Source D (Matthew Paris): Matthew Paris’ Chronica maiora is based on Wendover’s
work, and so he was clearly well aware of his predecessor’s view of the king, as well as the king’s
posthumous reputation at St Albans and in ecclesiastical circles. However, in some answers, there was
a recourse to questioning the reliability of B, C and D collectively, since all three sources were written by
monks and would therefore hold biased and highly prejudiced views of King John. Where this was done
more effectively, candidates were able to refer to the king’s difficult relationship with the Church and
particularly to the interdict imposed by Pope Innocent III in 1208. This was usually done in relation to C
and D, whose authors were writing later and therefore had a broader perspective on the reign; where it
was applied to Source B, in which the date of composition is less precise, it was less convincing.
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Exemplar 1
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Exemplar 1 is an extract of a response which shows typical treatment of the monastic authors of B, C
and D. Here, Ralph of Coggeshall is described simply as a monk whose view of King John was biased.
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Section B overview
In Section B candidates are required to answer one question from a choice of two. Given that most
candidates are likely to spend longer on Section A than B it is not expected that they will be able to cover
all the issues raised by the question. Candidates can score well by considering two or three issues in
depth and reaching a supported judgement. However, it is important to ensure that the issues selected
allow a justifiable judgement to be reached.
Question 3 was usually handled more effectively than Question 2; for the latter, some candidates
struggled to develop a relevant line of reasoning. Candidates who achieved marks in the higher levels
were able to provide detailed factual knowledge relating to a range of relevant factors together with links
to the question, usually in the form of analysis. At the highest level, candidates were able to demonstrate
consideration of the relative importance of each factor. Answers in the lower levels tended to describe
factors using less detailed knowledge.

Question 2*

Although some candidates were able to produce thoughtful and wide-ranging responses to this question
– ones that demonstrated a clear understanding of Henry III’s conception of ‘absolute monarchy’ – many
answers were too concerned with the history of Henry’s minority and the incompatibility of government
via regents with the notion of ruling as an ‘absolute monarch’. Where attention was focused on the
minority it involved deep discussion of the roles of officials like Pandulf, the papal legate, Hubert de
Burgh and Peter des Roches in governance, as well as the relationships between these men, particularly
Hubert and Peter. On the whole, this discussion was less effectively related to the question; in some
instances, however, a link was established by using this situation as evidence of the king’s natural
tendency to rely on one or two favoured ministers. More focused answers concentrated on the period of
the king’s personal rule, from 8 January 1227. Henry’s devotion to the cult of Edward the Confessor and
his reconstruction of Westminster Abbey in the new, more ornate gothic style of ecclesiastical
architecture often appeared as evidence of his conception of royal power as divinely ordained. The
king’s preference for using an inner council through which to govern was often cited in support of the
autocratic nature of his authority. Such autocratic tendencies were also seen in Henry’s exploitative
approach to local government, which was effectively controlled directly by the king. Those answers that
challenged the view in the question were able to point to continuity in the consultative relationship
between the king and the barons, notably via the meeting of the Great Council. Some candidates
referred to the favouritism shown by the king to foreigners. Whilst this is undoubtedly a feature of Henry’s
reign, it proved more difficult for candidates to relate it effectively to this question. Those candidates who
performed well were able to analyse each factor in relation to the question and provide an informed
judgement at the end of the answer. Answers in the lower levels were more descriptive and contained
less detailed knowledge and understanding.
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Exemplar 2
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In this exemplar, the candidate discusses the minority period without properly linking it to the question.
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Question 3*

Candidates were, in general, able to address this question quite effectively by highlighting Henry’s
willingness to address reform and to reconcile disaffected elements of the baronage with his rule after
the defeat of de Montfort at the Battle of Evesham. Those candidates who achieved the highest marks
recognised the limited success of the initial steps taken to reassert royal authority and pacify the country,
represented in the Dictum of Kenilworth. The harshness of this measure was juxtaposed with the
attempts to find a compromise in the following months, culminating in the Statute of Marlborough. The
success of this compromise was reflected in a number of factors; candidates were able to point to the
reissuing of Magna Carta, Henry’s use of Parliament to raise taxes, and the broadening of Parliament’s
membership to include men of local influence, such as burgesses. The most effective evidence used in
support of this argument was the inter-regnum following Henry’s death: Edward I felt no need to hurry
back to England on his return from crusade, and it was almost two years between his coronation and his
father’s death. Such confidence in the security of England speaks volumes for the successful restoration
of royal authority and government after 1265. Few answers presented an alternative to this line of
reasoning. Answers in the lower levels tended to be descriptive with less detailed knowledge and
understanding.

Exemplar 3
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In this exemplar, the candidate refers to the lack of success of the Dictum of Kenilworth in reconciling
disaffected barons with royal authority as mentioned above.
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