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Introduction
These exemplar answers have been chosen from the 
summer 2018 examination series.

OCR is open to a wide variety of approaches and all 
answers are considered on their merits. These exemplars, 
therefore, should not be seen as the only way to answer 
questions but do illustrate how the mark scheme has 
been applied.

Please always refer to the specification https://www.ocr.
org.uk/Images/170128-specification-accredited-a-level-
gce-history-a-h505.pdf for full details of the assessment 
for this qualification. These exemplar answers should 
also be read in conjunction with the sample assessment 
materials and the June 2018 Examiners’ report or Report 
to Centres available from Interchange https://interchange.
ocr.org.uk/Home.mvc/Index

The question paper, mark scheme and any resource 
booklet(s) will be available on the OCR website from 
summer 2019. Until then, they are available on OCR 
Interchange (school exams officers will have a login for 
this and are able to set up teachers with specific logins – 
see the following link for further information http://www.
ocr.org.uk/administration/support-and-tools/interchange/
managing-user-accounts/).

It is important to note that approaches to question 
setting and marking will remain consistent. At the same 
time OCR reviews all its qualifications annually and may 
make small adjustments to improve the performance of 
its assessments. We will let you know of any substantive 
changes.

https://interchange.ocr.org.uk/Home.mvc/Index
https://interchange.ocr.org.uk/Home.mvc/Index
http://www.ocr.org.uk/administration/support-and-tools/interchange/managing-user-accounts/
http://www.ocr.org.uk/administration/support-and-tools/interchange/managing-user-accounts/
http://www.ocr.org.uk/administration/support-and-tools/interchange/managing-user-accounts/
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2

Y102/01 Jun18© OCR 2018

SECTION A

Norman England 1087–1107

Study the four sources and then answer Question 1.

1 Using these four sources in their historical context, assess how far they support the view that  
William II ‘Rufus’ and his bishops had different interests. [30]

Source A: A chronicle expresses a view of William II ‘Rufus’ shortly after his death.

William humbled God’s Church. All the bishoprics and abbacies whose holders fell in his time, he either 
sold as fiefs or held in his own hands and let for a certain sum in rent. He would be the heir of every man, 
both of the clergy and the laity. On the day he fell he was holding in his own hands the archbishopric of 
Canterbury, with the bishopric of Winchester, that of Salisbury and eleven abbacies, all let for a sum…
He was odious to God, as his end testified, for he departed in the midst of unrighteousness, without 
any chance for repentance. 
 The Anglo-Saxon Chronicle, 1100

Source B: A monk at Canterbury and a close friend of Anselm describe events at the Council of 
Rockingham.

The king was vexed to the last degree and said to the bishops, ‘How is this? Did you not promise 
me that you would deal with him [Anselm] just as I wished, that you would judge him and condemn 
him?’ The bishop of Durham answered, ‘At first he spoke haltingly so that we thought him a simpleton, 
devoid of all human shrewdness.’ He added, ‘It is now night…we will spend the night thinking out some 
plan on your behalf.’ In the morning…William of Durham, when he was asked what he had thought 
out in the night, replied that there was no argument which could be advanced to invalidate Anselm’s 
reasoning. 

 Eadmer (c.1060–c.1126), History of Recent Events in England

Source C: A monk at Durham gives an account of the activities of Ranulf Flambard.

Ranulf, bishop of Durham, contrary to church law, received from the king first abbeys and then 
bishoprics, whose holders had died, and put them up for sale. Each year he made no small sum of 
money. His policy and talent were so serviceable, and he increased revenue so much in a short time, 
that the king appointed him administrator of the whole kingdom. 

 Simeon of Durham, A History of the Kings of England, written before 1129 

Source D: A church leader reports on events in 1093.

The king promised to amend evil laws and to establish peace in the house of the Lord. But as soon as 
he recovered he went back on this.... He regretted that he had not sold the bishopric of Lincoln and 
so, when the archbishop of York falsely claimed against bishop Robert that the city of Lincoln ought to 
be subject to the archbishopric, the case was only concluded after Robert had pledged five thousand 
pounds to the king for the liberty of his church. The blame for this act of simony belonged to the king, 
whereas the bishop behaved correctly.

 Henry of Huntingdon, The History of the English People, written by circa 1160
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Exemplar 1 (High) Level 5, 25 marks
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Examiner commentary
A view is presented at the start of the answer in which the sources are grouped into two: A, B and D support the view in the 
question, whereas C does not. A summary of A is provided, together with some explanatory comments; the impact of this discussion 
is enhanced by the use of some contextual knowledge, in this case a reference to Rufus’ interest in Battle Abbey. Comments on 
A’s provenance are valid and effective, notably the reference to the use of the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle by later writers and the fact 
that it was kept in different copies, which meant that the version used here has a subjective perspective that reflects the regional 
influence of where it was compiled. The discussion concludes with a less developed interim judgement. The view of B is set out 
in the following paragraph. Once again, use of contextual knowledge is less developed (noting that other churchmen supported 
Anselm’s stance without identifying any one of them). Knowledge of Eadmer’s career was, as expected, quite detailed, with the 
answer noting Eadmer’s attempt to write hagiography; the source is then evaluated in light of this information. A similar approach is 
used with D, with some brief contextual knowledge on Ranulf Flambard that is used effectively. There is some sound understanding 
of the provenance of D, with the main theme of Henry of Huntingdon’s work – of the Conquest as God’s punishment – noted. A less 
developed interim judgement is provided at the end of this paragraph. C is handled less well: there is less contextual knowledge 
here and understanding of provenance is limited, with only one general comment about the author’s knowledge of church matters, 
particularly those relating to Flambard. The final judgement is valid though it has less impact in light of the above treatment of the 
sources. For a mark in Level 6, more contextual knowledge, used effectively to support the discussion and evaluate the sources, is 
needed. C would also need to be evaluated in more detail.

Exemplar 2 (Medium) Level 4, 19 marks
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Examiner commentary
The answer opens with a summary of the different views offered by the sources, as they relate to the issue in the question. The 
sources are approached in order and so the next paragraph discusses the view in A. An aspect of the content is commented upon – 
Rufus’ simony and his habit of keeping vacant sees open – and this is supported by the use of some relevant contextual knowledge, 
in this case Flambard’s simoniacal promotion to Durham. The source is related to the issue in the question, but only loosely, by 
noting the omission of any reference to the interest of the bishops. Comments on A’s provenance are partial and less developed: 
reference is made to its annual production and the existence of different versions. This information is less effectively used to evaluate 
the source. The handling of B is slightly muddled, with the paragraph beginning with a reference to the differences between Rufus 
and the bishops, before moving on to suggest their interests were similar. Contextual knowledge here is quite effective: there is 
understanding not only of the significance of Anselm’s pallium but also the context provided by the papal schism. Its provenance – 
Eadmer and his close relationship with Anselm – is well known; the answer refers to the potential bias that it may cause. In relation 
to C, the answer is aware of the way its interpretation contradicts the issue in the question. Rufus’ and Flambard’s interests clearly 
aligned and the latter benefited from the simony that was rife at the king’s court. The provenance here, however, is much less 
developed, with only a general statement referring to the likelihood of the author, as a monk at Durham, being an eyewitness to the 
events he describes. In the discussion of D, its support for the issue is noted and there is some general contextual knowledge before 
a more specific reference to Anselm’s appointment to Canterbury is provided. Comments on D’s provenance are limited: there is a 
simplistic assertion stating that as a member of the secular clergy Henry of Huntingdon is likely to be reliable. The final judgement 
is basic and even incomplete. For a mark in Level 5, coverage of provenance needs to be more in-depth; there are several rather 
simplistic comments here. Contextual knowledge might also be used more effectively. Furthermore, in places, this knowledge is less 
developed.
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Exemplar 3 (Low) Level 3, 11 marks
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Examiner commentary
In the introduction, the sources are placed into two groups. However, the second group is less valid because it is based on the 
superficial observation that both A and C refer to simony; it is not properly focused on the issue in the question. The discussion of 
A that follows is less convincing, with the answer suggesting that the bishops were content with Rufus’ sale of church offices and 
withholding of vacant sees because it was their duty to accept his decisions. The point about its provenance is more effective: as 
the Chronicle was written by monks, it is likely that it contains bias against the king on account of their doubts about the morality 
of his lifestyle. Some evaluation is therefore offered here. The interpretation of B, that it supports the view in the question, is valid, 
but the discussion is less developed. This is also the case in relation to C and D. However, in relation to all three sources, comments 
on provenance are basic and less developed. For example, general points are made about the date of composition of each, such as 
Henry of Huntingdon cannot have been an eyewitness. A view is provided at the end rather than a judgement; it simply reiterates 
the perspective offered in the introduction. More detailed treatment of content, which would include the use of contextual 
knowledge, is needed for a mark in Level 4. Comments on provenance would also need to be more substantial.
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Question 2

Exemplar 1 (High) Level 6, 18 marks
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Examiner commentary
The answer begins by setting out a clear view: the main reason Edward the Confessor found it difficult to rule England was because 
of the power of the Godwin family. A broad explanation is provided before its relative importance next to two other named factors 
is emphasised. The first factor considered is the power of the Godwin family, which is discussed in some detail, using supporting 
evidence effectively and making clear links to the question. For example, the significance of the family’s domination of Wessex is 
explained by noting that this area formed the traditional power base of the king. The point is expanded to include Queen Edith, 
whose position at court is used to illustrate the breadth of the family’s power. The paragraph ends with some analysis linking the 
discussion to the question; there is also an indication of the relative importance of the factor. The answer moves on to Edward’s 
Norman background. This, too, is linked to the question, and there is more effective use of supporting evidence. The paragraph 
concludes with some analysis, but although there is some consideration of its relative importance next to the power of the Godwin 
family, it is less effectively presented. The discussion of Norman personnel is similar: once again, there is a high level of knowledge. 
The paragraph concludes with consideration of relative importance, but it, too, is less convincing. The final judgement reflects the 
view set out in the introduction. Indeed, one of the answer’s strongest features is its consistently expressed line of reasoning. Analysis 
might have been more in-depth, particularly the discussion of relative importance; but there is clear evidence of detailed knowledge 
and understanding, and an ability to present a sustained judgement. 

Exemplar 2 (Medium) Level 5, 13 marks
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Examiner commentary
A clear view is presented at the start of the answer identifying the power of the Godwin family as the main reason for Edward’s 
difficulties in ruling England. Two other factors are also highlighted here: the king’s piety and his background growing up in 
Normandy. The first factor to be considered is the power of the Godwin family. The discussion in this paragraph is quite broad with 
less detailed supporting evidence (e.g. the family ‘owned much of England’). There is some confusion over the Dover fracas, with 
Harold incorrectly identified as the member of the family involved. Harold’s position as sub-regulus is valid but less developed. The 
concluding comment, which links the discussion to the question, is quite basic. Discussion of Edward’s piety is also valid but less 
developed. There is some explanation here (e.g. the lack of an heir allowed the Godwins to increase their power) but it requires more 
detailed supporting evidence. The analysis offered at the end of the paragraph is once again quite basic. These features can also be 
seen in the way that Edward’s Norman background is handled. The concluding point on the succession crisis is rather broad and 
forms only a partial link to the question. There is an attempt to provide a final judgement, but it is less convincing. The power of the 
Godwin family is identified to begin with as the reason why Edward found it difficult to rule, but only ‘probably’; the answer goes on 
to refer to all three factors as being important at the end. In addition to offering a stronger judgement, in order to move into Level 
6 a higher level of detail is needed in the supporting evidence, as well as more effective analysis throughout the answer. This would 
inevitably produce a more convincing line of reasoning.
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Examiner commentary
The answer begins with a simplistic assertion about Edward’s background. It is followed by some general contextual knowledge, 
including a less focused reference to Edward’s success in administration, before the Godwin family is mentioned. Although the latter 
point is relevant, it is not clearly linked to the question itself. The first paragraph, on ‘effective administration’, is not properly focused 
on the question; at best, it is more related to the topic. The information it includes is rather general: it concerns the functioning of the 
court system ‘during the Anglo-Saxon era’ and isn’t specifically related to Edward’s reign. It also contains some simplistic comments. 
The next paragraph includes basic information on the Godwin family, not all of which is accurate: Harold is confused with Swein. The 
answer ends abruptly at this point. As it is, the answer is more focused on the topic rather than the demands of the question. To be 
placed into Level 3, there needs to be a clearer focus on the question, as well as more relevant supporting evidence.
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Question 3

Exemplar 1 (Low) Level 2, 6 marks
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Examiner commentary
The answer begins by setting out a clear view: that King William himself did much to ensure good relations with the Church, rather 
than Lanfranc. This is a valid view, and although the answer is lacking in detailed supporting evidence, there is evidence of some 
understanding of the key points that would support the argument. The first factor addressed is the papal banner that the duke 
secured prior to the invasion. The significance of this factor in relation to the issue in the question is explained, albeit in a rather 
simplistic way. The next point, on the king’s decision to replace native episcopal office holders gradually, is also valid, but once 
again there is much less detailed supporting evidence. The point about the king’s interest in building abbeys is also relevant to the 
argument, but it is not expanded through the use of detailed supporting evidence. The answer ends with a general point about 
the king’s piety. Although the question is in parts addressed, more supporting evidence is needed to provide even a partial answer, 
the principal criterion for an answer placed in Level 3. There is very little knowledge in this answer and the argument carries less 
conviction as a result. More convincing attempts to draw out the significance of each point are also needed. Answers achieving 
higher scores would also assess the significance of the view expressed in the question, that of Lanfranc’s role in securing good 
relations with the Church.
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