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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-levelgce-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.
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A Level History A

SECTION A

Exemplar Candidate Work

Question 1 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 of the causes of the War in India of 1857.
[30]

Passage A
The secret organisation of the Revolution, which was first started in Brahmvarta was now growing
at a tremendous rate. Nuclei had been established in various places in Northern India and regular
communication had been established between them. The palace at Brahmvarta was the focus of the
activities at Cawnpore; the same function was performed for Delhi by the Dewan-I-Khas. Ahmad Shah
had woven the webs of jehad – the war of independence – through every corner of Lucknow and
Agra. Kumar Singh had taken the leadership of his province and in consultation with Nana had been
busy gathering materials for war. The seeds of the Jehad had taken root in Patna and the whole city
was a haunt for the Revolutionary Party. Landowners, farmers, merchants and students were ready to
give their lives for freedom and independence. Near Calcutta, the Nabob of Oudh had persuaded the
Sepoys to act. The Muslim population of Hyderabad had begun to hold secret meetings. The states of
Patwardhan were ready to fight under the banner of a united nation in the coming war. In Madras, in the
beginning of 1857, the following proclamation began to appear from the walls of the city ‘Countrymen
and faithful adherents of your religion, rise up!’ To link together the innumerable groups of the various
provinces which were working separately, men were employed to travel secretly and letters were rarely
used. While everywhere activity of this kind was going on, the blunder of the cartridges, born of the
criminal desire to spite the religious feelings of the Sepoys, was committed by the English.
Adapted from V. D. Savakar, The Indian War of Independence, published in 1909.
Passage B
Even though the Awadh mutineers once referred to themselves as ‘the Army of India’, there is
nothing in what they said or did to suggest that they could have comprehended, let alone wanted, an
equivalent to the Indian state that emerged during the twentieth century. Individually and collectively,
Indians were not bent on the creation of a unified nation state. Instead what came out of the mutiny
was a fragmentation which would have gathered momentum if more men like Devi Singh had been
free to emerge. The old ways returned in the district around Mathura almost the moment that British
authority dissolved. In some places, domestic slavery and sati made a comeback. Where national
consciousness was evident among the rebels, it was defined as a loathing for the British which, at
times, seemed so intense that it appeared that they were waging a racial war of extermination. There
was wholesale destruction of all things British including railway engines which were shattered by
canon fire at the orders of rioters at Allahabad. Intelligent Indians shared the British horror at this manic
Luddism*. The barrier and prejudices created by religion, caste, clan and tribes were still too strong
to allow the cultivation of national sentiment or cohesion even if the rebels attempted to do so. The
princes were unwilling to commit themselves to a rebellion. Once the war began to swing in Britain’s
favour, it was prudent to show active support.
*Luddism – this refers to a movement in nineteenth century Britain which saw workers breaking
machines in protest against job losses due to new technology.
Adapted from L. James, Raj, The Making and Unmaking of British India, published in 1997.
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Examiner commentary
The opening offers a clear view as to which interpretation is the more convincing and provides a brief explanation as to why. The
response identifies the key issues in the interpretations and is able to use detailed contextual knowledge to evaluate the variety of
views. The response displays a variety of evaluative words and phrases which ensures that the answer remains closely focused on
the demands of the question. The depth of knowledge used to test the validity of the interpretations is impressive. The response also
considers the weaknesses of the interpretations and engages in a balanced discussion, again showing detailed knowledge of events.
Although the response considers Interpretation B to be less valid it does acknowledge that there are some strengths to it and uses
detailed knowledge about the cartridges to support the claim made. Once again the discussion is balanced and detailed material
used to support the argument, with the response noting that leaders were confined to their areas and therefore indicating that the
aim was not for a united India. The response builds on this to argue that Interpretation B is weaker in its view. The response evaluates
the main issues raised by the two interpretations and deploys relevant, accurate and detailed knowledge to support the analysis and
12/13/2018
Print Script
therefore reaches the top of Level 6.

Exemplar 2 (Medium)
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Examiner commentary
The opening does offer a view as to which is the more convincing, but there is no support or explanation offered. The first main
paragraph is descriptive of events and simply sets the scene and does not take the response forward in terms of evaluating the two
interpretations.
However, the next paragraph does show evidence of evaluation,
with knowledge of religious feelings being used to
12/13/2018
Print Script
support the claim made. This is further developed ion the next paragraph and the response compares the two passages and their
treatment of the use of animal fat, arguing that this is a limitation of Interpretation B. The response also argues that Interpretation B
focuses more on the consequences and considers the development of the National army and the growth of railways in the period
after the mutiny. The response considers the role of the British in bringing about the mutiny and uses contextual knowledge to
support the argument. There is also some consideration of the limitations of A, but the focus is on what is missing, but this approach
does not dominate the response. There is also some consideration of the actions of the Indian people in smashing up engines. The
conclusion does reach a supported judgement. The response is mostly focused and there is clear evidence of evaluation which takes
the response into Level 5, but there would need to be a wider range of issues considered and greater depth of knowledge used to
evaluate if the response was to go higher.

Exemplar 3 (Low)

Level 3, 13 marks
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Examiner commentary
The opening is very general, although a view as to the more convincing interpretation is offered, but is not well supported. The
response starts by considering Savakar’s interpretation which is explained. Knowledge is deployed by it is not used to directly
evaluate the interpretation and there would need to be a much clearer link back to the interpretation for the response to reach a
higher level. The response continues to explain the interpretation, but there is no clear evidence of evaluation with the response
simply suggesting that the interpretation ignores some of the causes of the Mutiny. The approach to the interpretation of James is
similar with the response explaining what it considers to be the causes of the mutiny. The causes are simply listed and there is no
real evidence of contextual knowledge being used to test the views offered by the interpretation. The response does suggest that
some issues are not picked up by the interpretation, but again this is not developed and there is no real evidence of contextual
knowledge being used to support the claim. The conclusion is quite simplistic in its judgement as to which is more convincing. The
focus of the response has been explanation and therefore it is placed in Level 3. In order to go higher there would need to be clearer
evidence of evaluation.
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Examiner commentary
The opening paragraph offers a clear view about the issue in the question and identifies the themes to be discussed. The first
paragraph deals with the issue of economic policies and the response is quick to stress the continuity in policies pursued. The
examples are well-chosen and there is detailed explanation, but the response does not lose sight of the importance of providing
evidence of continuity, comparing the situation in Sierra Leone with that of India. The response does consider a counter argument,
but that is successfully challenged to produce a balanced consideration. However, there is an acknowledgement that aims changed
even if the economic governance did not and an overall judgement on the issue is reached. The response then considers the issue
of political administration and in this instance argues convincingly that there was change with a shift from domination of colonial
policy to collaboration with indigenous elites. Once again detailed and precise examples are provided and an explained comparison
is made. Once again a counter argument is considered and a balanced judgement is reached allowing an overall evaluation of
the issue. The response then discusses the social aspect of governance and argues for continuity. As with previous paragraphs
there is sound explanation with detailed examples and comparison. The conclusion follows from the interim judgements made.
12/13/2018
Print Script
The response is focused on the question throughout and there is synthesis
at a high level throughout. It might be suggested that
a wider range of examples should have been used, but the response does display all the characteristics of a Level 6 response and
given the quality of the comparisons there is no reason not to place it at the top of the level.

Exemplar 2 (Medium)

Level 5, 19 marks
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Examiner commentary
The opening does offer a view in relation to the question and there is some explanation of the different types of colonial
possessions. The response starts by considering the issue of collaboration with the elites and explains how this occurred in both
India and Nigeria. Although there is some limited attempt to show similarity this is not developed and the synthesis is limited. There
is some attempt to compare the situation in the formal Empire with the informal, but this is not very convincing. The response then
considers the issue of hegemony and culture and again there is some limited attempt at comparison mostly using the example of
India, but once again this is not developed. The response then considers the question of the informal empire and the methods used,
but this is quite general and would benefit from precise examples and comparison to support the claim made. The response then
returns to the formal Empire and considers the use of coercion. Once again the response uses a range of examples across the period
but again the comparison is limited, although the range is quite impressive and there is an awareness of change over time, but again
this is not developed. The conclusion does attempt to build on the main issues but is not developed. The response shows some
limited synthesis and this would need to be developed and the comparisons sustained to go higher.
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Examiner commentary
The opening does offer a limited view and then proceeds to provide a list of examples to illustrate how force was used, but with
no comparison to show the similarities or differences with the paragraph simply concluding that these examples show that force
was used and administration was consistent. The response continues to list the methods used and outline examples to support the
claim. The analysis is not developed over the use of economics and again there is no real attempt at comparison or synthesis. The
response also considers the use of co-operation as a tool to administer the empire, but again the approach is very descriptive with
limited analysis and explanation. The response then returns to the issue of force to suggest that the approach was not consistent
and provides examples to support the view. However, the argument would have been stronger if the response had considered the
two arguments about force together and reached a balanced conclusion. This approach is repeated with the other factors discussed
and serves only to add to the list type approach, with issues described or explained in a limited fashion. The conclusion is limited
as there has been no clear line of argument or judgement reached on each of the issues considered. The response reaches Level 4
because of the depth of knowledge shown, but the explanation is quite weak and therefore it does not go to the top of the level.
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Examiner commentary
The opening paragraph offers a clear view and identifies the issues or themes to be considered, showing some awareness of the
different impacts of the themes before offering an overall view. The first main paragraph deals with the social impact and provides
detailed examples to support the argument and comparisons are made across the period and different states. The discussion is
balanced with a counter argument considered, allowing a judgement to be reached. The response then considers the issue of
technology. Once again there are detailed examples and explanation with some comparison. Once again there is some balance to
the analysis, allowing a judgement to be reached. In discussing the political impact a range of examples are also used, but there
could be greater comparison or explanation of the similarities. However, there is a counter argument and comparisons are made
when examining this issue and again a balanced judgement is reached. The conclusion brings together the interim judgements and
there has been focus on the question throughout. There is synthesis throughout the response with comparisons and explanations
which helps take the answer into Level 6. These comparisons could have been further developed and this is why the response does
not go to the top of the level.
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Examiner commentary
The opening paragraph offers a clear view and some explanation as to why the impact should not be seen as entirely negative. The
response approaches the question by considering the impact in individual countries rather than by themes and this makes synthesis
difficult to demonstrate as comparisons are much more difficult. The response firstly explains the impact on India and examines a
list of ways in which the impact was both negative and positive, but the focus is entirely on explanation with no comparison evident
even though the range of issues discussed is quite comprehensive. The response then goes on to discuss the impact of British
rule on Palestine. As with the previous paragraph, there is clear explanation and support, with a good range of issues covered, but
the approach prevents comparison and synthesis. The response also considers developments in Kenya and again the focus is on
explaining the impact of Britain on Kenya without any comparison with other states. The three countries chosen provide a sound
basis for the response, but to reach the higher levels synthesis would need to be shown and this would be easier to demonstrate
with a thematic approach. The focus of this response is on explaining the impact on a range of countries with no comparison, the
depth of knowledge and explanation takes the response to Level 4 but no higher.
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Examiner commentary
The opening does offer a view, but this is not supported and the response does not identify the themes to be discussed. The
approach taken is country-by-country and this makes it difficult to make comparisons and therefore demonstrate the synthesis
needed for the higher levels. The response is heavily descriptive in its approach, beginning by looking at the impact on Palestine.
The response describes Britain’s relations with Palestine and there is some limited explanation of the impact, but explanation and
analysis, which is often just implied, is not the focus of the response. There is much knowledge deployed, but this needs to be more
closely linked to the actual question and a clear line of reasoning developed. There is more explanation and linkage to the question
when technological developments within India are considered, but when other issues are discussed the response becomes more
descriptive. The conclusion is also limited, but as the response relies on reference to just two countries it makes any judgement
limited. The response shows some limited explanation and therefore reaches Level 3 but would need more focus on explanation and
a greater range of examples to go to Level 4.
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Examiner commentary
The opening paragraph does offer a view as to the impact of the Empire on international relations and notes a number of different
areas and times when the impact was at its greatest. There is some development and justification to support the claims made as
to the time of the greatest impact. The response starts by considering the impact with the US and notes that in the early part of
the period the impact was limited, but that this changed with the Wars and the Cold War, showing a limited comparison across the
period. There is some support but the answer would benefit from greater support and more developed comparisons. The response
then considers the Empire and Europe and some explanation of relations with Europe in the early part of the period is provided
and there is some support for the argument. The response again shows some awareness of change and continuity but, as with the
previous section, would benefit from greater development. The response explains why the period after 1914 had the greater impact,
but again the support is not always well-developed. The response then considers Britain’s relationship with its Empire and its impact
and again there is some explanation and support with limited attempt at showing continuity. The conclusion supports the line of
argument pursued in each paragraph and reaches a reasoned judgement. However, the synthesis is not thoroughly developed in
the response and the answer would benefit with greater comparison of the period before and after 1914. The limited synthesis is
credited and the answer is placed at the lower end of Level 5 but there would need to be much greater comparison and support for
the response to go higher within the level.
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Examiner commentary
The opening does offer a view, suggesting that events either side of 1898-1914 were of greater significance, but provides no support
for the claim. The response starts by considering the issue of the Indian mutiny, but the approach is a mixture of explanation and
description of events, with no real analysis of its significance in terms of the actual question. The response then goes on to the
Scramble for Africa and again suggests that this was of greater significance, but the approach is largely descriptive with only a
limited link back to the actual question. There is also some explanation of relations with Germany in this earlier period and although
this is not fully developed, there is some analysis. The response then considers the impact of events within the given time period in
the question, starting by looking at the Second Boer War. There is some explanation of its importance, but again this is not welldeveloped and coverage of the impact of the First World War is also limited. The response then describes relations with Palestine
and rather drifts from the demands of the question. This is also seen in the Wind of Change speech where the answer would benefit
from greater analysis and link back to the actual question. The response is largely a list of events that had an impact, but analysis and
explanation is limited and therefore the response is placed in Level 3. The balance across the period is weak with much focus on the
period pre-1898 and there is no attempt to compare between different periods. The response would require far greater depth of
explanation of the significance of events if it was to go higher.
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