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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://www.ocr.org.uk/Images/170128-specification-accredited-a-level-gce-history-a-h505.pdf
https://www.ocr.org.uk/Images/170128-specification-accredited-a-level-gce-history-a-h505.pdf
https://www.ocr.org.uk/Images/170128-specification-accredited-a-level-gce-history-a-h505.pdf
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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Question 1

Exemplar 1 (High) Level 5, 25 marks

Passage A

Please refer to the question paper to see Passage A: Adapted from D. Weinstein, ‘Savonarola – Preacher and Patriot?’, 
published in History Today, Volume 39 Issue 11, November 1989.

Passage B

Please refer to the question paper to see Passage B: Adapted from L.F. Marks, in, ‘Savonarola: The Unarmed Prophet, 
published in History Today, Volume 2 Issue 8, August 1952.
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Examiner commentary
The opening describes the content of the two interpretations. However, from then on the interpretations are explained and 
contextual knowledge relevant to the actual question is used to evaluate. The knowledge used is precise and detailed and the 
material is linked back to his fall, the issue in the question, rather than just generally evaluating the Interpretations. In dealing with 
Interpretation A there is good link between Savonarola’s fall and the role of the papacy, particularly Alexander VI, with the focus on 
analysis and argument rather than simply describing. Similarly, in dealing with Interpretation B the focus is on explaining the passage 
and applying knowledge to test the view presented. The response is well argued and although the response notes material that is 
absent, it does not rely on it for the basis of its argument. Once again, there is detailed knowledge used to evaluate the passage and 
the response reaches a judgement based on a good understanding of events. The response is focused and there is a good level of 
analysis and evaluation taking it to Level 5, however it  does not pick on a number of issues raised in the passages and this prevents 
it from going into Level 6.
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Exemplar 2 (Medium) Level 3, 15 marks
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Examiner commentary
The focus of the response is on explanation of the two passages; this is very typical of a Level 3 response. The opening paragraph 
is quite general and shows a response where the answer focuses more on the question of evidence than the actual content of 
the passages. In explaining Passage B, the response shows a sound understanding of some of the main issues, but it fails to use 
contextual knowledge to either support or challenge the views offered. Much of the material is taken directly from the passage and 
there is a tendency in places for it to become quite descriptive. In explaining Passage A there are hints of contextual knowledge 
but they are very limited and not developed enough to take the response into Level 4. There is some attempt to compare the two 
passages, but again evaluation using contextual knowledge is limited or absent. The conclusion is rather a summary of what the 
passages say and returns to considering how much evidence each contains. In order to reach Level 4 the response would need to 
use a much greater depth of contextual knowledge to test the views of the two passages about the reasons for Savonarola’s fall 
whereas the focus is on explanation which keeps it in Level 3.
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Question 2

Exemplar 1 (High) Level 6, 25 marks
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Examiner commentary
Responses that reach the top levels show evidence of a high level of synthesis; this is certainly present in this response which was 
credited with full marks. The opening paragraph offers a clear view about the issue in the question and even in this paragraph there 
is some brief comparison between regions and across the period. The thematic approach, looking at different types of works, makes 
it much easier for the response to make the high level comparisons that are seen. The precise examples used show a response that 
is full in control and has a high level of understanding of the issues in the question. Comparisons are made on a frequent basis and 
the response is aware of similarities and differences, as well as continuity and change across the period. The range of material used 
to support the argument is very impressive, but it does not get in the way of a clear argument. The response ranges across not just 
Italy, but uses material from the Northern Renaissance to allow further comparisons to be made. This high level of synthesis is also 
seen when the response considers the issue of intellectual life, with the answer aware of change across the period. This allows a 
supported and developed judgement to be reached. It would be difficult to imagine a response that displays clearer comparisons 
and support and therefore it was placed at the top of Level 6. 

Exemplar 2 (Medium) Level 4, 14 marks
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Examiner commentary
The opening paragraph does offer a view, but the focus on the main is limited. The approach shown in the first main paragraph 
makes comparisons difficult. The approach is rather descriptive of what happened in Florence and then in France with no attempt 
made to compare the two states. There is some brief analysis , but this is not developed and when the response moves on to Venice 
a similar approach is seen with no comparison evident. The response then considers the role of the Church as a patron. There is 
some explanation of its role and a limited comment that it was not as important in France as in Italy, but this is not developed. The 
role of patrons and artists is then considered in Venice and is again very descriptive, although this is followed by some explanation 
of developments in France. The conclusion does reach a judgement and there is some support. The response does show a sound 
understanding of the key features and there is some reasonable support which takes the response from Level 3 to Level 4. However, 
to reach the higher levels there would need to be far greater comparison between either regions or across the period so that there 
was clear evidence of synthesis. 
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Question 3

Exemplar 1 (High) Level 6, 22 marks
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Examiner commentary
The opening offers a view about the attitude of the Catholic Church towards the Renaissance. The thematic approach and 
consideration of how the Church adapted to a number of facets of the Renaissance allows the response to show continuity and 
change across the period. This is seen in the way it handles the issue of humanism. Similarly, in dealing with patronage there is 
clear evidence of comparison and the response is supported by precise and relevant examples. The issue of new learning is also 
considered and here the response is aware of change and differing attitudes across Europe, although in places the answer is rather 
assertive and would benefit from slightly more support. The overall judgement picks up on the conclusions made about each issue 
to provide a well argued response. There is clear evidence of explained comparisons throughout which ensures that the response 
reaches Level 6, but in places the support could be slightly stronger and this prevents it from going to the very top of Level 6.
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Exemplar 2 (Medium) Level 4, 15 marks
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Examiner commentary
The response does show some evidence of synthesis but coverage is limited and this prevents it from reaching Level 5 which would 
be the usual level for responses showing this level of explained comparison. The opening offers a clear view that the Church did 
change its attitude towards the Renaissance. In particular, the section on attitudes to new learning and ideas shows good evidence 
of comparison and suggests that the Reformation and the Sack of Rome had a considerable impact on the attitude of the Church, 
leading it to become far more restrictive. The response then goes on to consider Trent and how that reinforced opposition to the 
new ideas. This is continued in its general comments about the attitude of scholars. The response would benefit from consideration 
of issues such as the Church’s patronage of the arts, after all they were the largest patrons for much of the period and the role of 
Rome in this does need greater consideration. The focus is rather narrow and limited in what is seen as the Catholic Church and this 
prevents the response doing justice to the question. If the response had continued along the same lines as the opening paragraph 
then there was the basis for a very good answer, but so much is not considered that the answer tends towards being partial and this 
does restrict the level reached. 
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Examiner commentary
This response typifies those answers where there is some limited explanation of the issues in the question. The opening is quite 
general but does offer a view that attitudes did fluctuate. There are some quite simplistic comments about the attitudes in Florence 
towards the Renaissance, but much of this is generalised and lacks specific support. The comments about the High Renaissance in 
Rome are also very general and lack specific detail to support the claims. The comments about Venice continue in the same fashion, 
with weak comments about the titles of paintings being changed, but unable to name specific works. The very general comments 
are also continued when discussing the Northern Renaissance. The conclusion continues the very general approach. In order to 
go higher the response would need much more evidence of specific examples to support the claims made. There is only a general 
sense of awareness of the attitudes and this would need to be much more specific for the response to reach Level 4. 
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Question 4

Exemplar 1 (High) Level 6, 25 marks
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Examiner commentary
The response is an example of well developed synthesis and a full mark response to a turning point question. The opening shows 
an awareness of other possible turning points and a view is offered. The thematic approach, considering different elements of the 
Renaissance allows the response to make comparisons. The paragraph on architecture is thorough and there is a good range of 
examples to support the argument and a detailed comparison between the French invasion and the fall of Constantinople is made 
leading to a substantiated judgement. Similarly, in dealing with the artistic and sculptural Renaissance there is comparison. The 
argument is supported by specific examples of works and a detailed comparison is made with a full evaluation of the significance of 
the events. This approach continues with a consideration of Renaissance ideals and once again the response has detailed support 
and developed comparison. This structure allows a series of interim judgements to be reached which are then built upon in a 
substantiated conclusion taking the response to the top of Level 6.

Exemplar 2 (Medium) Level 4, 16 marks
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Examiner commentary
The opening paragraph is aware of a range of events that could be considered to be possible turning points and offers a view as 
to the most significant. The importance of the French invasion is explained and is supported by a good range of examples and 
the significance is assessed. The response also sees the impact on Italy, as well as France and England and attempts to reach a 
judgement about its importance. The response then proceeds to explain the importance of the fall of Constantinople, particularly 
for developments in Venice. There is a weak attempt to compare this with the French invasion, but it is not very convincing and 
the comparison is not developed, hence the response remains in Level 4 but at the higher end. There is some explanation of the 
significance of the Sack of Rome in 1527, but the argument is limited and supporting evidence is thin. The conclusion is sound and 
based on the main body of the response. The explanation of the three events is quite sound, but the comparison is not developed 
sufficiently to take the response into Level 5. 

Exemplar 3 (Low) Level 3, 10 marks
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Examiner commentary
The response does offer a view in the opening paragraph, but there is no mention of other significant turning points that will 
be considered. This is the major weakness of the response as it considers only the French invasion of Italy and does not weigh it 
up against any other events. The response does explain the impact of the invasion and considers a range of issues, although the 
supporting detail is somewhat limited. The response would also benefit from considering a wider range of issues, but the greatest 
limitation is that no other possible turning points such as the Sack of Rome or the fall of Constantinople are considered. As a 
result, the response is only a partial answer to the question as by not weighing up the French invasion against other issues then it 
is impossible to reach a judgement as to whether it is the most significant. In order to reach Level 4 the response would need to 
consider other possible turning points and explain their significance and to reach Level 5 would need to compare them. 
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