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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/


Exemplar Candidate Work

4

A Level  History A

© OCR 2019

Question 1

2

Y103/01 Jun18© OCR 2018

SECTION A

King John 1199–1216

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 John 
had little success in fighting in France. [30]

Source A: King John writes to his barons after Mirebeau.

Know that by the grace of God we are safe and well and God’s mercy worked wonderfully with us…for 
when we were on the road to Chinon, we heard that our lady mother was closely besieged at Mirebeau 
and we hurried there as fast as we could…There we captured our nephew Arthur…and Geoffrey of 
Lusignan, Hugh le Brun…and all our other Poitevin enemies who were there, being upwards of two 
hundred knights.

 King John, Letter, 1202

Source B: A monk gives an account of events in 1202.

William des Roches, a powerful member of the Angevin nobility, with other nobles from Brittany 
petitioned the king to hand Arthur, whom he was diligently keeping in custody, over to them. When 
John refused they conspired together and launched a rebellion against him, collecting a large army 
from provinces which should have been under the king’s authority. They devastated the land, pillaging 
and burning and they attacked many castles. At this, several powerful men left the king and joined their 
fellow nobles…They held the castle of Angers with all the town and in a short time took many fortified 
places. 

 Ralph of Coggeshall, Chronicle, written before 1208

Source C: Roger of Wendover, a monk at St Alban’s, describes events in 1203.

The earls and barons and other nobles of the kingdom of England, who had till that time firmly adhered 
to King John, when they heard his words and saw his incorrigible idleness, obtained his permission to 
return home, pretending that they would come back to him. Thus they left the king with few soldiers 
in Normandy… He stayed inactive in Rouen with his queen, so that it was said he was infatuated by 
sorcery or witchcraft; for in the midst of all his losses and disgrace he showed a cheerful countenance 
to all, as if he had lost nothing. 

 Roger of Wendover, History of England, written before 1236

Source D: Matthew Paris, a monk at St Alban’s, comments on John’s attitude.

The garrisons of the cities and castles in Normandy on the side of King John informed him what a strait 
they were in and that, unless they received prompt and effective assistance, they must go over to the 
French king, whether they wanted to or not. To which John replied that they must do whatever they 
each thought would be to their advantage. In the mean time King John went on indulging his gluttony 
and luxury with his wanton queen. 

 Matthew Paris, Flowers of History, written before 1259
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Exemplar 1 (High) Level 6, 30 marks
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Examiner commentary
The answer begins by a presenting clear and nuanced view, set in some broader knowledge of the context. There is some grouping 
of the sources which helps to support this view. Sources C and D are addressed first, grouped together here because of their 
references to King John’s queen, Isabella of Angoulême. After referring to the content of C, there is developed evaluation of its 
provenance, using detailed contextual knowledge of the king’s papal relations. This is followed by further evaluation, this time of 
C’s content, once again using detailed contextual knowledge. The discussion is broadened out through a link to D. Its content is 
also evaluated before an interim judgement, relating to both sources, is provided. D is then considered in more detail, with some 
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Exemplar 2 (Medium) Level 5, 21 marks
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effective handling of provenance which is linked convincingly to C. Both provenance and content are evaluated effectively through 
the use of detailed contextual knowledge. The answer moves on to B and there is some careful and convincing evaluation of its 
provenance based on its date. Knowledge of the king’s relations with the Cistercians is used to support this evaluation and there is 
more contextual knowledge used to evaluate content. An interim judgement, focused on the reliability of the source is provided, 
before the answer moves on to A. This source is handled in a similarly effective way, with the limitations of its authorship (by the king 
himself ) noted and contextual knowledge used to confirm the veracity of its content. A more subtle point is provided concerning 
the impact of John’s victory at Mirebeau, which is linked to the content of B, and an interim judgement is provided. The final 
judgement is convincing but less developed. Due to its effective use of detailed contextual knowledge and its careful evaluation of 
the provenance of each source, it was placed at the top of Level 6.
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Examiner commentary
The answer jumps straight into consideration of Source A; there is little in the way of an introduction. Discussion of A begins with 
a reference to its provenance, which is valid but less developed, for it makes less use of contextual knowledge here. The content 
is evaluated, making some use of contextual knowledge and moving beyond the events described in the source by referring to 
mistakes made by John after Mirebeau. An interim judgement at the end of the paragraph links the discussion to the question. 
In relation to B, contextual knowledge is used to explain the content of the source, with only a broad assessment of the view. 
Although the explanation is used to establish a link to the question, there is less attention on evaluation, particularly of provenance. 
This approach may also be seen in relation to C, although there is an attempt to assess provenance by noting the hostility of the 
language directed at the king by Wendover. Contextual knowledge of John’s activities in Normandy is used to evaluate the content 
and an interim judgement is offered at the end of the paragraph. Contextual knowledge is used to explain the content of D, but 
there is an attempt to address provenance via a basic reference to John’s papal relations. An interim judgement referring to the 
source’s content is provided. The final judgement provides a focused summary of the discussion. For a mark in Level 6, coverage 
of provenance would need to be more even and in-depth and there would also need to be more effective use of contextual 
knowledge.

Exemplar 3 (Low) Level 3, 13 marks
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Examiner commentary
Whilst the introduction includes some basic references to the views in the sources, these points are set within some broad 
contextual comments about the topic. The first source to be addressed is C, but contextual comments are much less developed 
and there is only a basic assertion relating to provenance (a comment on Wendover’s bias, which isn’t properly explained). A 
commentary of B is provided, which includes a reference to events at Mirebeau (referenced in A). There is some broad context 
together with a fairly basic comment on provenance relating to its date of composition. Source D is handled in a similar way, with 
little detailed context and a superficial comment on provenance based on the source’s date. A is handled more effectively, with 
some partial evaluation of its provenance. The final judgement is broad and less effective. There is an attempt here to make use of 
the sources, but it is basic. In order to move into Level 4, more in-depth contextual knowledge and more substantiated comments 
on provenance are needed. Greater attention needs to be given to evaluating the sources rather than simply describing or 
explaining them.
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Question 2

Exemplar 1 (Medium) Level 4, 12 marks
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Examiner commentary
The answer begins by setting out some broad context; the Provisions of Oxford lie outside the scope of this question. There is a 
less developed suggestion of the view being offered in the opening sentence. The first paragraph addresses the impact of Magna 
Carta on Henry’s attempt to govern as an absolute ruler, but supporting evidence is less developed, noting that he had to govern 
according to ‘rules’ without identifying any of them. The following point about the conflict between the inner council and the Great 
Council is explained, but with less detail. The paragraph ends with a partial link to the question. In the next paragraph, the reissuing 
of Magna Carta in 1225 is explained, followed by the ‘Paper Constitution’ of 1244, but links to the question are less developed or 
superficial. A clearer link to the question is established in the discussion of finance, noting the king’s need for tax and his expensive 
building project at Westminster Abbey. There is a more convincing explanation provided here in which Henry’s financially 
dependency on the barons is highlighted. The point about Peter des Roches’ influence preventing Henry from governing as an 
absolute monarch, set out in the next paragraph, is more valid for the start of his reign, but it is less developed. There is less use of 
supporting evidence here, coupled with only some fairly basic explanation. A final judgement is provided, but it is less convincing; 
it is focused more on the issue of foreigners, which isn’t properly developed in the answer. More detailed supporting evidence 
is needed throughout for a mark in Level 5, together with more developed analysis of each factor. The latter, in particular, would 
contribute towards the creation of a well-developed line of reasoning.

Exemplar 2 (Low) Level 2, 5 marks
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Examiner commentary
The answer opens with a basic explanation of ‘absolute ruler’ before moving into a discussion of the minority period. This paragraph 
begins with a confused reference to the death of King John. It then provides an overview of the arrangements made for the young 
king, but there is less supporting evidence used here. Comments tend to be simple, notably at the end of the paragraph. In the next 
paragraph, a general point about Henry’s piety is made, which is linked to the question in only a basic. The reference to Westminster 
Abbey is valid and is used to illustrate how he established ‘his rule’, but the following point, about its link to tax and Henry’s refutation 
of Magna Carta, is less effective. The supporting evidence offered here does not properly support the statement at the end of the 
paragraph that Henry ruled as an absolute monarch by retaining the power lost via Magna Carta. The following paragraph covers 
a general point about commanding respect from the barons, unlike his father, and a reference to Henry reclaiming lost lands. 
However, neither point is effectively supported. The final paragraph includes only a less convincing point about Henry’s successful 
retention of his position as king until 1250; it does, however, refer to Henry’s attempt to crusade, but this point is not properly 
developed. The answer concludes with only a simple comment in which it is asserted that Henry was an absolute monarch up to 
1250. For a mark in Level 3, a sharper focus on the question is needed. This answer is focused more on the topic as opposed to the 
demands of the question (e.g. the general points towards the end). More detailed supporting evidence is also required in order to 
demonstrate greater understanding. This evidence needs to be analysed more effectively in light of the question.



Exemplar Candidate Work

22

A Level  History A

© OCR 2019

Question 3

Exemplar 1 (High) Level 6, 17 marks
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Examiner commentary
In the introductory paragraph, the answer sets out a nuanced view that distinguishes between the lack of success in government 
reconstruction in the short term and the great success in this area over the long term. The first point considered is that of unrest. 
A contrast is drawn here between the speed and obvious success of the suppression of unrest at the Cinque Ports and at Ely and 
the failure of government to appease disaffected barons. There is effective analysis within this discussion and the paragraph ends 
with an interim judgement that reflects the line of reasoning. The next paragraph addresses reform effectively, noting, in particular, 
the success of the post-Evesham measures in reconstructing baronial government and making it even ‘better’ and ‘more inclusive’. 
The paragraph includes analysis, but there is less detailed supporting knowledge. There is also an interim judgement. Parliament 
is addressed next; it too forms an effective point (the greater involvement of different sections of society) and includes analysis. 
Supporting evidence is used selectively. The final point is on the ease of Edward’s succession, which illustrates the extent of success 
in restoring government. There is also analysis here, but supporting evidence is less developed. The final judgement is clearly 
expressed and is reflective of the view set out in the introduction. The strength of this answer is its line of reasoning, which is clearly 
and generally consistently presented. It is analytical, but the analysis might have been given greater depth in places with the use of 
more supporting evidence. Nevertheless, this is clearly a Level 6 answer.
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Exemplar 2 (Medium) Level 5, 14 marks
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Examiner commentary
The answer begins by expressing a view in relation to the question in which the short term failure of the reconstruction efforts is 
contrasted with their long term success. This is effectively conveyed. The answer proceeds to discuss three factors, with varying levels 
of supporting evidence and less effective moments of analysis. The first factor deals with the short term failures, as reflected chiefly 
in the imposition of the Dictum of Kenilworth. There is some analysis here relating to the level of success but it is more explanatory; 
supporting evidence, notably in relation to Gilbert de Clare and the earl of Derby’s lands is effective. The following two paragraphs 
contain less supporting evidence and there is a tendency to explain rather than analyse the factors. The Statute of Marlborough is 
discussed first and there is an effective point here about its imposition marking a period of successful reform. As noted, there is less 
detailed supporting evidence, but the factor is linked to the question. The same may be said of the next point on Edward’s accession. 
This is a valid point, which is explained in relation to the question, but supporting evidence is less detailed. The final judgement is 
expressed clearly and reflects the view in the introduction. In this way, there is a line of reasoning in the answer. In light of the level 
of detail in the supporting evidence, the answer was placed into Level 4; at Level 5, more detail would be needed, as well as further 
evidence of analysis.

Exemplar 3 (Low) Level 2, 5 marks
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Examiner commentary
The answer begins by expressing a view about the strength of government after 1265. This view is set within some broad context 
relating to the career of Simon de Montfort and a vague, simple comment about the impact of the battles of Lewes and Evesham 
on changing Parliament. The next paragraph provides context and explanation relating to the death of de Montfort; the knowledge 
here is significantly less detailed and the focus is broad. A better point follows, on Edward’s accession, but it isn’t effectively linked to 
the question, noting only that it brought a fresh approach to governance. There is a less clear reference to Magna Carta here and a 
simplistic and less meaningful statement about Edward ‘working with the government’. The following paragraph attempts to explain 
the success of government post 1265 by noting the greater representation, presumably in Parliament. In the next paragraph, there is 
a point about the infrequency of meetings of Parliament, which contradicts one of the points made in the preceding paragraph. The 
final judgement is less convincing, based, as it is, on this contradictory point. Knowledge and understanding is limited and there is 
less analysis; hence, it was placed in Level 2. A sharper focus, with stronger links to the question and more effective use of supporting 
evidence, would have pushed the answer into Level 3.
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