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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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2

Y308/01 Jun18© OCR 2018

SECTION A

Read the two passages and then answer question 1.

1 Evaluate the interpretations in both of the two passages and explain which you think is more 
convincing as an explanation for the reasons why Pope Paul III called the Council of Trent. [30]

Passage A

On first viewing, Paul III might have seemed little different from his decadent Renaissance 
predecessors… Yet Paul III immediately recognised how desperate the position of the Catholic Church 
was in Europe. Not only had much of Germany become Lutheran by 1535, but England had also 
symbolically broken with Rome, and both France and the Empire were warring again over the Italian 
states. Added to this was the growing threat of the Turkish Empire. Paul III realised that both in a 
political and religious sense he needed to summon a council of the Church in order to preserve the 
position and status of the Catholic Church in Europe.

Unlike his immediate predecessors, Paul III was decisive in his decision-making and showed himself 
willing to confront the major issues. As early as 1536, Paul III summoned a council for Mantua but 
was thwarted by the reluctance of France to support a venture that might increase Habsburg strength. 
Moreover, Paul III was faced with an Emperor who was still pursuing a religious policy of unity through 
peaceful negotiation with the Protestants…

Luther and the Pope recognised that attempts at compromise were futile and that confessional lines in 
Europe had long been drawn and were now hardened. Paul III now prepared the way for a systematic 
statement of belief and, in May 1542, he summoned a council to meet in Trent.

Adapted from A. Armstrong, The European Reformation 1500–1610, published in 2002

Passage B

From 1471 all papal candidates swore an oath that, if elected, they would call a council within two 
years – a promise left unfulfilled by eight successive popes….

Papal obstinacy was challenged principally by Charles V, who repeatedly urged the need for a council 
and even threatened to call one himself, as Roman Emperors had done a thousand years before. 
Equally, Charles tried to bully the papacy into issuing the summons, as Emperor Sigismund had done 
in 1413–15. The emperor was then widely considered to be God’s vicar and guardian of the church, 
the secular counterpart to the Pope. Among the laity, therefore, he was in a unique position to influence 
ecclesiastical affairs.

Yet Charles hesitated to strike the decisive blow. Did he realise just how weak the papacy of the 
1520s was? Perhaps too loyal, certainly too deferential, the emperor’s forbearance meant that nothing 
happened until attitudes changed within Rome, and that had to wait upon the election of Paul III in 
October 1534. Even then, however, there was no immediate resolution, for pope and emperor, united 
in wanting a council, were divided over the agenda. While Paul looked primarily to the restoration of 
doctrinal clarity and papal authority, Charles believed that thorough institutional reform must come first. 
Only then would Protestants feel able to negotiate a formula for reunion with Rome.

Adapted from M.D.W. Jones, The Counter Reformation: Religion and Society in Early Modern Europe, 
published in 1995
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Exemplar 1 (High) Level 6, 30 marks
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Examiner commentary
The response outlines the arguments of Armstrong and Jones and offers a view as to which is more valid. Although this opening is 
quite brief, the response then thoroughly evaluates both passages using a detailed range of contextual knowledge. The response 
picks up on a number of issues raised by Armstrong, beginning with the situation in Europe and is able to use a range of detailed 
supporting material to support the view in the passage. It also picks up on some areas that are neglected or under-developed, 
but this is not over-emphasised. Instead the response returns to Armstrong’s views over Paul’s position and again applies detailed 
contextual knowledge to evaluate before reaching a supported conclusion. The response then outlines the emphasis of Jones’ 
response and again provides detailed support to back up the view offered before countering the argument with further detailed 
knowledge about Charles’ failure to support Paul’s calling of Trent in 1545. However, the response then evaluates Charles’ views 
about institutional reform coming first and this is well developed. The evaluation is balanced as the response acknowledges both 
the strengths and limitations of both passages before reaching a detailed and substantiated judgement. The response reaches the 
top of Level 6 as the evaluation is strong throughout and considers a very good range of issues.

Exemplar 2 (Medium) Level 4, 16 marks
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Examiner commentary
The opening starts with a summary of the passages and their views before offering a comment as to which is more valid and why. 
The response starts by explaining Passage B and although there is some limited knowledge used the emphasis is on explanation. 
The response picks up on a few issues and there is very little contextual knowledge used to test the views. The response then moves 
on to explain Passage A, but here the answer is even less developed, covering only a few issues. The conclusion is also very limited. 
It would be difficult to find evidence of the response testing the views with detailed contextual knowledge, but the explanation of 
B is quite sound and the limited knowledge there is takes the response into Level 4, but at the bottom. There would need to be far 
greater explanation of A and more use of contextual knowledge for the response to be higher in the level. 
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Question 2

Exemplar 1 (High) Level 6, 23 marks
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Examiner commentary
The opening offers a clear as to the importance of monarchs in the Catholic Reformation, but is balanced noting that some were not 
religiously motivated. It therefore suggests that other factors might be more important. The response adopts a thematic approach 
and compares the roles of monarchs with other factors over a range of themes. There is a strong comparison made over their role in 
doctrine with the response considering the effectiveness of monarchs over a range of states. The role of monarchs is then contrasted 
with that of the Papacy and the Jesuits before a judgement is reached. Similarly, in dealing with discipline, the role of a range of 
monarchs is compared, with good detailed supporting knowledge, before they are compared with both the Papacy and the Council 
of Trent, as well as a range of individuals before an overall judgement is reached. The response then considers the role of monarchs 
in dealing with heresy and again there is detailed support and comparison of the actions of monarchs before comparing their role 
with that of the Jesuits. The response reaches an overall judgement based on the series of interim judgements and although there 
is evidence of strong synthesis throughout it does not reach the top of Level 6 as the overall judgement would benefit from greater 
development.

Exemplar 2 (Medium) Level 4, 16 marks
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Examiner commentary
The opening paragraph is quite strong; it explains why monarchs were important before explaining the role of other groups or 
individuals and offering an overall view. The response begins by considering the role of monarchs, and their role is explained with 
detailed support with particular reference to Spain, allowing an argument to be put forward. The answer stresses that this role 
continued in Spain during the second half of the sixteenth century. The role of other monarchs in implementing Trent is then 
considered and the argument that they were important is developed. The response then moves on to consider other factors 
and explains the role of the Popes, with particular reference to Trent, before moving on to consider the New Orders. Their role is 
explained and again there is a good range of supporting detail but there is little attempt to compare them with other factors. The 
same is seen when the response moves on to consider other individuals. The conclusion does reach a judgement which follows 
from the main body of the response. However, although there is a great deal of explanation of each factor and good supporting 
knowledge there is no real comparison of the issues and factors which would take the response into Level 5. This might be easier to 
achieve if the response had adopted a thematic approach as seen in the previous response as comparison of the factors for different 
issues is much easier and allows synthesis to be developed. 
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Exemplar 3 (Low) Level 3, 12 marks
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Examiner commentary
The opening offers a view and provides some evidence to support the claim. It also shows an awareness of other issues that might 
be considered. There is some explanation of the role of monarchs in Spain, but this tends to drift towards description, particularly 
when considering Philip II. The response is limited in its treatment of monarchs with consideration really only given to Spain. The 
answer then moves on to consider the role of the Papacy and again it begins by explaining its importance with particular reference 
to Trent, but again is limited in its coverage. In discussing the role of the Jesuits, the response becomes very descriptive of what they 
did and then asserts that they were a main influencing factor without having really shown it. The conclusion is limited and not well 
supported. The focus is on explanation, but the limited range within each issue that is discussed keeps the response in Level 3, but at 
the top as there is some reasonable knowledge used. If the response was to go into Level 4 the range would need to be developed 
– for example there would need to be a wider range of monarchs considered or the wider role of the Papacy.
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Question 3

Exemplar 1 (High) Level 6, 25 marks
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Examiner commentary
The answer provides an example of a full mark response. The opening offers a clear view and shows some awareness of Erasmus’ 
contribution, whilst also seeing that others contributed more. The response adopts a thematic approach and this makes it much 
easier for comparisons to be made and synthesis to be demonstrated. Erasmus’ contribution to doctrine is thoroughly explained 
and is then compared to a range of other individuals, most notably Paul III and Paul IV, where there is considerable explanation of 
their contributions, which allows a substantiated interim judgement to be reached. This approach is also seen in the discussion 
of his contribution to discipline where there is sound explanation of what he did before comparing his contribution with others. 
Once again the comparison, or synthesis, is well developed and supported by detailed knowledge, leading to a well-developed 
interim judgement. The response also considers the extent to which he was the most significant in reaching people, and although 
knowledge of Erasmus’ contribution is somewhat thin, the comparisons are still well developed. This leads to a developed and 
substantiated judgement based on a series of interim judgements. Although there is a weakness in the final theme it does not 
detract from an answer that is consistently analytical and displays a high level of synthesis throughout, hence it was given full marks.

Exemplar 2 (Medium) Level 4, 14 marks
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Examiner commentary
The opening offers a view about the contribution of Erasmus and provides some support, but it also suggests that other individuals 
made a greater contribution. The first main paragraph explains the contribution Erasmus made, commenting on the corruption 
and the need for reform. The explanation has limited support and attempts to compare with others is no more than assertion. The 
response then goes on to consider Paul III and explains his importance, providing far more detailed support. However, attempts at 
comparison with Erasmus are very limited. There is also explanation of some of those involved with the New Orders, notably Loyola, 
and again their contribution is explained but the comparison is again little more than assertion. The conclusion offers a view but 
attempts at a judgement are not substantiated. The answer is focused on the question and there is solid explanation, which is why 
the response reaches Level 4, but to go higher there would need to be greater depth on Erasmus and more developed comparison.
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Question 4

Exemplar 1 (High) Level 6, 21 marks
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Examiner commentary
The opening offers a clear view about the issue in the question and offers some explanation and shows an awareness of change 
over the period. The response explains how the church changed from the Renaissance to a Baroque church, particularly in terms of 
spirituality. Comparisons of the period before and after Trent are made, particularly with reference to abuses. The response supports 
its line of argument with detailed knowledge from across the period and this is used to continually compare the earlier and later 
periods. The response considers the issue of papal supremacy and discipline. This is less well developed, although the response does 
offer some explanation and support, with consideration of a range of states to show that where states co-operated change did take 
place. The overall judgement is thorough and substantiated. The response shows quite consistent comparison across the period and 
a high level of synthesis which takes it into Level 6 but at the lower end, as interim judgements are limited and parts of the answer 
are less well developed. 

Exemplar 2 (Medium) Level 4, 13 marks
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Examiner commentary
The opening does offer a view, but it is not developed. The response adopts a chronological approach which makes comparisons 
difficult. The opening explains the situation at the start of the period and whilst there are hints of continuity shown these are not 
developed and compared with later periods. The problems facing the church at the start of the period are explained and there is 
some support. The response then considers the situation in Spain under Ferdinand and Isabella, but there is no real synthesis or 
comparison. The response then looks at the situation in the middle of the period and shows some awareness of how things had 
changed, but the focus is on the explanation of the situation, rather than a comparison to show either change or continuity. The 
explanation has some support but would benefit from more precise details. The response would benefit from consideration of the 
situation at the end of the period as this is almost ignored and therefore the response is close to being just a partial focus. However, 
there is some awareness of change and this takes the response into Level 4, but to go higher there would need to be more precise 
examples and greater awareness of the end of the period.

Exemplar 3 (Medium) Level 2, 7 marks
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Examiner commentary
The opening does offer a view that there was limited change. The answer is heavily descriptive, seen clearly in the first paragraph 
where the work of some of the New Orders is simply described with little link back to the actual focus of the question. Attempts at 
explanation are very superficial and the limited link of the material to the question suggests that the response will be in the lower 
levels. There is some explanation of Trent, but this is limited and touches on just a few issues and therefore is very superficial. The 
conclusion is also very limited and shows an answer that has a very limited understanding of the demands of the question. There is 
limited relevant knowledge and explanation so is placed in Level 2. In order to go higher there would need to be clearer focus on 
the question and a greater sense of explanation rather than description. 
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