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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 Y138/01 series overview
Y138 is one of thirteen units for the revised AS 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 two compulsory source
questions based on three written primary sources. The first question requires candidates to assess the
utility of one of the three sources as evidence for a specific issue. The second question requires them to
use all three 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
reach an overall judgement as to the extent to which the sources supported the view in the
question
discussed at least two issues in depth when answering the essay question candidates
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:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

failed to 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 AS 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 are two questions in this Section and candidates are required to answer both questions.
Question 1 requires candidates to test the utility of a source as evidence for a specific issue. Centres
should be aware that this question does not always test Source A, as was seen in this examination. The
second question requires candidates to use all three 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 Question 2 there is no requirement for candidates to group
the sources and that any level or mark can be achieved without this.

Question 1

The responses to this question were often not as strong as expected as even higher ability candidates
were often unable to use precise contextual knowledge to test the validity of the view in the source.
There were a number of responses where Richard was confused with Oliver and candidates wrote about
events earlier in the 1650s. However, those who were able to bring relevant contextual knowledge often
commented on divisions between the army and parliament and how there were fears of a third civil war.
Comments were also made about both Lambert and Monck as well as the Committee of Safety. There
was therefore plenty for candidates to write about but they found this important period after the death of
Oliver Cromwell somewhat challenging.
The provenance also presented a challenge for many. There were often stock comments about a Whig
and their possible views about Cromwell or about religion. Some also commented about the title of the
book and suggested that it was written at the time whilst others suggested that the lack of date made it
difficult to comment on. However, many commented on the tone of the source or on whether a bishop
would be pleased to see the end of the Commonwealth and a possible restoration of monarchy.

Question 2

Candidates found this question more accessible and were able to use all three sources to address the
question. Most argued that Sources A and B directly suggested that Monck played a crucial role in the
events. Source C presented the greatest challenge. Those who knew about Monck’s advice to Charles
Stuart to leave the Catholic Spanish Netherlands for the United Province and issue his declaration were
able to link it to the Source – see Exemplar 1.
Comments about the provenance of the Sources were often less well done than the application of
contextual knowledge. Most found it easier to comment on the provenance of Source B. The majority of
answers argued that it was less likely to be reliable as it was written by his chaplain. However, some did
comment on the date and the extent to which that might affect its reliability. Source C drew a range of
comments, but the strongest commented on the purpose of the source. As with Question 1, Source A
was the most problematic. Some did comment on the purpose of the book or on a bishop’s attitude to a
restoration of monarchy.
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Most candidates were able to explain the sources in relation to the question and use short quotations
from them to support their argument. Good explanation of the sources in relation to the question will take
answers to Level 3. In discussing Source A, most were able to use the last sentence of the source to
argue that Monck’s role was important, but also commented on the fear of anarchy which led to the
Restoration. Source B presented the greatest challenge for many as inference was required as the
source made no direct link between Monck’s qualities and the Restoration of Charles. Source C
presented the fewest problems and most were able to suggest that on the surface at least it showed the
importance of Charles.
There was certainly a great deal of contextual knowledge that could be used and was. Higher level
responses displayed good knowledge about Monck and his move south and Lambert’s actions. There
were some answers that commented about the problems in Lambert’s army over pay and how this led to
desertions. Those who had a good knowledge of Monck were able to use this to evaluate B and
comment on his strategy of ‘wait and see’ in order to discern public opinion. The number of troops under
his command was also seen by some as a useful point. A good understanding of the chronology of
events also proved useful and an awareness that the meeting of Lambert’s force and Monck’s did not
lead to conflict allowed some to comment on Source B. There were also comments about the restoration
of the Long Parliament and the crucial role played by Monck in that. Many also argued that it was not just
Monck’s actions, as shown in the sources but, as Source A hints, how many wanted stability. Those with
good knowledge then commented on Monck’s role in the Declaration and balanced that against other
advisors to Charles.

Exemplar 1
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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. Virtually all the candidates answered Question 3, but there
are some helpful points in made response to the nature of Question 4.

Question 3

As most candidates attempted this question it might be expected that it attracted a wide range of
answers. It was important that responses focused on the religious problems that James faced and did
not consider other issues. This latter approach was seen from some candidates and it resulted in
responses that were, at best, only partially focused.
A number of the responses found it difficult to identify the religious problems that James faced. This
resulted in answers that were narrow in focus, often dealing with, for example just the Catholic or Puritan
threat, or if a chronological approach was taken a focus on just the early years of his reign.
Many responses argued that James managed the religious problems well and compared his
management of the problems with that of Charles. Answers also suggested that Elizabeth had resolved
most of the religious issues and that the Church of England was well-established. Most were able to
consider the Puritan issue that James faced on his arrival. These responses commented on the
Millenary Petition, although attempts at spelling it varied, and the Hampton Court Conference. Most
argued that James was successful in managing the Puritan demands via the Conference, with only
extremists disappointed. However, a number of answers then did not take on the issue of Puritanism
during the rest of his reign. Some did discuss the Book of Sports or Puritan attitudes towards his foreign
policy. In discussing the Catholic threat, there was some understanding of the position of Catholics at the
start of the period. This often led to a discussion of the Main and Bye Plot, although knowledge of those
was limited. However, most were able to write relevantly about the Gunpowder Plot and argue that
James’ approach was successful as it was only a minority who were involved. Discussions often led on
to comments about the imposition of recusancy fines and how the issue was managed by James. The
Catholic problem was also often addressed through foreign policy. Lower ability answers were more
descriptive about foreign policy and marriage proposals in the period after 1618, but higher ability
responses linked the issue to the actual question of ‘religious problems’. Some responses were able to
discuss the question of Arminiansim, but there were only a few who were confident in discussing it and
aware that it was really under Charles that it was a serious issue (see below).
The high level answers reached a judgement about each of the issues and then an overall judgement.
The lower level answers tended towards a description of the problems with only a limited comment about
success.
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Exemplar 2
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Question 4
Although there were very few responses to this question it is important for centres to have a clear
understanding of the command term ‘assess’. This is a frequently used command word, but
unfortunately there are still a significant number of candidates who simply list, in this instance, the aims.
The term requires responses to weigh up or evaluate the significance of the issues they discuss. Higher
level responses will do this for each issue in a series of interim judgements, whilst some many confine
their evaluation to a developed conclusion.
The responses that were seen were able to identify a number of key issues. There were, however, very
few who argued that his opponents did not want war. Most focused on issues such as the destruction of
personal rule and the king’s prerogative. However, some did discuss the question of religion. Candidates
who attempted this question needed to be able to draw out the aims of opponents from the legislation
that was passed. There were some at the higher level who were able to distinguish between the more
moderate aims of some of his opponents and the radical views of Pym and the London mob.
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