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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 Y312/01 series overview 
Y312 is one of twenty one units for the revised A Level examination for GCE History. This unit tests an 
extended period of History of at least one hundred years through an Interpretation option on a named in-
depth topic and two essays. The paper is divided into two sections. In Section A candidates are required 
to use contextual knowledge to test the views of two historians about one of the three named in-depth 
topics or an aspect of one. The question does not require them to comment on the style of writing or the 
provenance of the Interpretation. In Section B candidates are required to answer two essay questions 
from a choice of three.  

To do well on Section A, candidates need to explain the view of each interpretation in relation to the 
question and then evaluate the interpretation by the application of contextual knowledge. Responses 
should show an understanding of the wider debate connected to the issue.  

To do well on Section B, candidates need to make connections and links across the whole period, 
explaining similarities and differences between the events they are discussing in order to show an 
awareness of continuity and change across the whole period unless instructed otherwise. The 
comparisons made may be either between periods within the topic or between regions. The strongest 
answers will test an hypothesis and reach a supported judgement. 

Overview of candidate performance 

Candidates who did well on this paper generally did the following: 
• showed a clear understanding of the views of the two interpretations in relation to the question
• were able to use contextual knowledge to test the interpretations, linking that knowledge

directly to the interpretation through evaluative words
• were able to consider both the strengths and limitations of both interpretations using contextual

knowledge
• in answering the essay questions, covered the whole period in a balanced way
• adopted a thematic approach
• made links and comparisons between aspects of the topic
• explained the links and comparisons
• supported their arguments with precise and relevant examples
• reached a supported judgement about the issue in the question.

Candidates who did less well on this paper generally did the following: 
• showed a limited understanding of one or both of the interpretations
• did not go beyond a basic explanation of part of the Interpretation
• did not link any contextual knowledge directly to the Interpretation and therefore did not

evaluate the Interpretation
• in answering the essay, adopted a chronological rather than thematic approach
• did not make links or comparisons even if events from different parts of the period were

discussed in the same paragraph
• failed to cover the whole period
• did not focus on the precise wording of the question
• made unsupported comments about issues which were no more than assertions.
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Section A overview 
Section A requires candidates to evaluate the views of two historians about an issue related to one of the 
three named in-depth topics. The strongest responses will explain the views of the two passages about 
the issue in the question and then use contextual knowledge and an understanding of the wider historical 
debate about the issue to evaluate the interpretations. Credit will not be given for comments about the 
provenance of the passages and comments about what is not covered by the interpretations should be 
limited. The focus of the response should be on what is in the actual passages and not what is missing. 
Responses that simply explain the interpretations and their view about the issue in the question will not 
go beyond Level 3. 

Question 1 

Candidates usually showed a good understanding of the views of the two passages about Hopkins’ 
motives. However, there were some responses which did not note the religious element in Passage A 
and argued that this was mentioned only in Passage B. Explanation of the views of the two passages 
was usually sound, but some responses did not go beyond this and apply contextual knowledge to test 
the views or did not place the passages in the context of religious attitudes or the Civil War, which would 
have provided a useful way into evaluation. There were also a number of lower level responses which 
focused on the tone of the passages or structure of the argument, commenting for example on ‘so he 
said’ and suggesting that this raised the possibility that the comment was unreliable. Such an approach 
will not score well; what matters is the use of contextual knowledge to test the views of the two passages 
about Hopkins’ motives. There were also a number of responses where a lack of geographical 
understanding about Suffolk and East Anglia also detracted from the argument.  

The religious attitude of the time, particularly towards the Devil, was developed by some and views about 
Catholicism and Charles I as an agent of Satan were used to evaluate the passages. The high level 
answers also picked up on iconoclasm and how Hopkins and Stearne followed a similar route to that of 
1643-4. Strong answers also linked this concern with the Devil and diabolism to the Civil War and the 
situation in East Anglia. However, there were some responses where confusion over Puritanism and 
Calvinism undermined attempts at analysis. Some answers compared developments here with the 
continent and used contextual knowledge from South Germany to argue that such concerns were not 
unusual, particularly in times of war and economic dislocation. Other responses commented on how 
literature available in the region would have encouraged the beliefs and how this may have influenced 
Hopkins. 

A few responses picked up on the claims made in A that Hopkins had picked up on the convictions of 
Rivet and was therefore no more than opportunist. This was sometimes linked to him offering his 
services of joining up with Stearne, whilst others linked this to him seizing the opportunity presented by 
the breakdown in traditional forms of justice. Some responses also noted that the spread of the printed 
word might have provided the opportunity for Hopkins, arguing that it had created a climate of which he 
could take advantage. Attention was also drawn to his own writing at the end of the hunts.  

In discussing Passage B most were able to consider the economic motive and the potential profit that 
could be gained. This was often cross-referenced with A, where it was noted that the costs of trials and 
accusations were high and therefore there must have been the potential to acquire considerable sums. 
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The high level exemplar below reflects the type of knowledge that could be used to evaluate the two 
passages. It displays a good understanding of how Hopkins was able to exploit the situation and his links 
to Harbottle Grimstone, as well as the prosecution of Anglican clergy. The comment about Gaule further 
shows a response which is able to use a very wide range of material available to the candidate. This 
level of knowledge continues in evaluating Passage B, with comments about James VI ‘Demonologie’ 
and the work of Dowsing. The response makes little of the economic motive and this prevents it from 
going to the very top, but the other issues are discussed well. With the passages raising a variety of 
issues, it is not expected that everything will be covered, particularly not in the depth displayed in parts of 
this response. 

Exemplar 1 
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Section B overview 
Candidates are required to answer two out of three questions. In answering these questions candidates 
should cover the whole period during the course of their answer unless the question states otherwise. 
Although there is no requirement to cover the whole period in each paragraph there should be a sense of 
balance between different parts of the period during the course of the answer. The nature of the 
questions on this paper are different to the essay questions set on Units 1 and 2 and in order to reach 
the higher levels require evidence of synthesis. Synthesis is when links and comparisons are made 
between different parts of the period or between different rulers or regions, however it is also important 
that these links and similarities or differences are explained and events are not simply asserted as being 
similar or different. Good explanation will take responses to the top of Level 4 but to go higher there 
should be evidence of comparison. Given the nature of this particular paper it is most likely that the 
comparisons will be between regions, but as with other papers in this unit it is expected that candidates 
will use precise examples to support their arguments.  

Question 2* 

The question considers one of the key debates on popular culture. Many responses were able to explain 
a number of reasons why there were differences between urban and rural culture. However, not all of 
these responses addressed the issue of how different or were able to support their argument with 
precise examples from different regions or across the period. Candidates would certainly benefit from 
having a range of examples of popular festivals from across the period, such as the Festival of Fools, 
available. Responses that relied on just generalisations were likely to have a ceiling of Level 3, whereas 
those that had some examples reached Level 4. 

Responses often focused on the growing gulf between the elites, which many suggested were found in 
more urban areas and rural culture. In particular, responses considered issues such as the growth of the 
printing press and improved rates of literacy and the impact of religious developments. In considering the 
latter responses often argued that both Protestantism and Catholicism looked to remove what they 
considered to be ungodly behaviour and introduce moral reform to create more godly societies. Some 
responses developed this and explained how authorities ended some of the festivals that involved the 
inversion of social order. However, once again precise examples would have made the argument more 
convincing. It was argued that this led to a suppression of a variety of festivals, particularly in urban 
areas. However, the higher ability responses argued that the introduction of such developments varied 
across Europe with Mediterranean states being much slower to abolish many of the festivals, such as 
Carnival, and therefore there was little difference. In discussing the impact of literacy responses often 
argued that in isolated communities, such as the Pyrenees, the local clergy might be the only person that 
could read and that was contrasted with urban areas where literacy rates and the availability of 
broadsheets meant that a different culture evolved. Higher ability responses also considered the issue of 
meetings and argued that rural areas had smaller meeting places than rural and that this had an impact. 
In many of the responses there was focus on the withdrawal of the elites from common cultures, but 
again this was often generalised, although stronger responses did contrast the situation in France and 
England with southern Europe.  

There were also some responses that argued that the differences were either not as great as has been 
suggested or that it is difficult to analyse culture in the countryside because of the paucity of evidence. 
This approach was acceptable, provided evidence to sustain the argument was presented.  
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Exemplar 2 provides a typical example of where a candidate explains why there were differences but 
does not really make developed comparisons that take the response into Level 5. The response explains 
a range of reasons for the difference and there is some reference to specific examples, such as 
developments within London and Paris and to some specific festivals, but there is no real attempt to 
make comparisons and therefore Level 4 is the maximum that can be credited. The understanding as to 
why the differences is sound, but for Level 5 there needs to be evidence of some synthesis and this 
would also require more examples to support the argument. 

Exemplar 2 
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Question 3* 

This was the most popular of the questions and although, given the nature of the questions on a 
thematic paper, it involved both the growth and decline, most candidates were able to consider both 
elements. The scale of the question meant that examiners did not expect every issue to be examined in 
detail but most responses considered three factors, including political developments. In discussing 
political developments, examiners did take a broad view of the term. It included issues of warfare, which 
were particularly frequent in answers, legal developments – which in some responses appeared as a 
separate issue – and state centralisation or weakness. The other issues that were often discussed 
included religion, socio-economic factors and the role of individuals. 

This question provided candidates with plenty of opportunity to compare causes for the rise and decline 
across the period, with a number arguing that the reasons for the rise and decline varied, whilst others 
argued that the reason remained the same. Either approach was acceptable provided the argument was 
supported. Many responses argued that warfare played a crucial role and compared the experiences of 
the English Civil War, Thirty Years War and events in America. However, the strongest arguments did 
note that witchcraft did not see an increase during the French Wars of Religion. Other responses 
suggested that it was the associated breakdown in central authority associated with these wars that led 
to the rapid rise in prosecutions and also developed this to include areas in borderlands where authority 
was weak. When this approach was taken responses often went on to argue that the restoration of 
authority brought about the end of the persecution and when supported this provided a convincing 
argument. Legal developments were also examined under the heading of political developments and 
some responses argued that it was the change in legal systems, but particularly the use of torture that 
explains the growth. In such cases the higher ability responses compared South Germany where torture 
was used frequently with use of sleep deprivation by Hopkins following the breakdown of traditional 
justice during the Civil War. These responses also argued that when torture was ended then persecution 
declined and they often used the statistics associated with such developments to support their argument.  

In discussing religion as a cause of the rise and decline in persecutions, there were responses which 
suggested that the Reformation and the desire to create godly societies led to the persecutions, with the 
increase in numbers being most noticeable in regions where there was religious strife. However, some 
responses challenged this view and argued that religion did not provide an explanation as persecutions 
began in earnest some fifty years after Luther. However, even if this view was taken answers did 
suggest that religion and changing attitudes towards it might explain the decline, arguing for a growth in 
tolerance and Enlightened ideas. 

The other issue that was given considerable consideration was socio-economic factors. Responses often 
linked these to warfare and also the growing population, however a considerable number argued that 
issues such as inflation or food shortages were present in areas where there was no hunt and therefore 
it did not provide a valid explanation. The same was true of discussion of the mini-ice age.  

As a result, many concluded that political developments did provide the best explanation. However, no 
set answer was required and provided the argument was supported and there was evidence of 
comparison between regions then the top level was available.  
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Exemplar 3 uses a range of examples from across a range of regions to make a series of comparisons. 
These are not always fully developed and there is an imbalance between explaining the reasons for the 
rise and decline and so the response is placed in Level 5 rather than Level 6. However, the response 
does consider a good range of issues and the argument is well supported. With more balance it would 
have reached the lower end of Level 6 but instead the uneven nature means that it is placed in Level 5.  

Exemplar 3 
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Question 4* 

This question saw a large number of responses with most able to explain why witch hunts had a 
tendency to be rural rather than urban affairs. Most candidates were able to explain a number of factors 
for the development of hunts in the countryside, ranging from the economic conditions to the close-knit 
nature of the community. However, higher level answers were able to consider the extent to which this 
was true and often suggested that when hunts became large-scale they spread to more urban areas or 
that in times of plague they could even begin in urban areas. Some lower ability responses saw the 
question as a chance to virtually repeat why had been written in the previous question and explain the 
cause of hunts.  

In explaining why they were more a rural phenomenon responses often compared the anonymous 
nature of life in urban areas with the communal life of the countryside. Such direct comparisons allowed 
candidates to display evidence of synthesis and reach the higher levels, although those that reached the 
highest levels were usually able to support such claims with precise evidence. Some responses also 
contrasted the ability of authorities in urban areas with those in rural communities to deal with issues 
such as food shortages and how this led to hunts. Similarly, the issue of judicial systems in the town and 
countryside were often compared and examples of local communities taking on the prosecutions and 
using them to improve their own social position were cited. However, a number of responses were able 
to challenge the statement and often used the example of South Germany and the Prince Bishops or in 
the imperial city of Offenberg. Even when they began as rural affairs some argued that as the hunts grew 
they took in rural areas, so that the larger hunts were urban as well as rural affairs. Other responses 
noted that it was not surprising that the hunts were rural affairs as some 90% of the population lived in 
rural areas.  

Exemplar 4 shows some attempt to compare rural areas with urban. Comparisons are made between 
different regions of Germany, although an error over Brandenburg, and also between Scotland and 
France. The response also argues that it was not all rural areas that saw persecution and that much 
would depend on factors such as the judicial mechanism. Comparisons are also made about the impact 
of socio-economic conditions in Germany. There is evidence of some synthesis and the answer has a 
good focus, although there is some drift towards why persecutions happened rather than examining why 
they were rural affairs. As a result, the response is somewhat uneven and this keeps it in Level 5. 

Exemplar 4 
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