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MARKING INSTRUCTIONS

PREPARATION FOR MARKING

RM ASSESSOR

1. Make sure that you have accessed and completed the relevant training packages for on-screen marking: RM Assessor Online Training; OCR
Essential Guide to Marking.

2. Make sure that you have read and understood the mark scheme and the question paper for this unit. These are available in RM Assessor.
3. Log-in to RM Assessor and mark the required number of practice responses (“scripts”) and the required number of standardisation responses.

MARKING

1. Mark strictly to the mark scheme.
2. Marks awarded must relate directly to the marking criteria.

3. The schedule of dates is very important. It is essential that you meet the RM Assessor 50% and 100% (traditional 40% Batch 1 and 100% Batch 2)
deadlines. If you experience problems, you must contact your Team Leader (Supervisor) without delay.

4, If you are in any doubt about applying the mark scheme, consult your Team Leader by telephone, email or via the RM Assessor messaging system.

5. Crossed Out Responses
Where a candidate has crossed out a response and provided a clear alternative then the crossed-out response is not marked. Where no alternative
response has been provided, examiners may give candidates the benefit of the doubt and mark the crossed-out response where legible.

Rubric Error Responses — Optional Questions

Where candidates have a choice of question across a whole paper or a whole section and have provided more answers than required, then all responses
are marked and the highest mark allowable within the rubric is given. Enter a mark for each question answered into RM assessor, which will select the
highest mark from those awarded. (The underlying assumption is that the candidate has penalised themselves by attempting more questions than
necessary in the time allowed.)
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Contradictory Responses
When a candidate provides contradictory responses, then no mark should be awarded, even if one of the answers is correct.

Longer Answer Questions (requiring a developed response)
Where candidates have provided two (or more) responses to a medium or high tariff question which only required a single (developed) response and

not crossed out the first response, then only the first response should be marked. Examiners will need to apply professional judgement as to whether
the second (or a subsequent) response is a ‘new start’ or simply a poorly expressed continuation of the first response.

6.  Always check the pages (and additional objects if present) at the end of the response in case any answers have been continued there. If the candidate
has continued an answer there, then add the annotation ‘SEEN’ to confirm that the work has been seen and mark any responses using the annotations
in section 11.

7.  Thereis a NR (No Response) option. Award NR (No Response):
- if there is nothing written at all in the answer space

- OR if there is a comment which does not in any way relate to the question (e.g., ‘can’t do’, ‘don’t know’)
- OR if there is a mark (e.g., a dash, a question mark) which is not an attempt at the question.

Note: Award 0 marks — for an attempt that earns no credit (including copying out the question).

8. The RM Assessor comments box is used by your Team Leader to explain the marking of the practice responses. Please refer to these comments
when checking your practice responses. Do not use the comments box for any other reason.

9. Assistant Examiners will send a brief report on the performance of candidates to their Team Leader (Supervisor) via email by the end of the marking
period. The report should contain notes on particular strengths displayed as well as common errors or weaknesses. Constructive criticism of the

question paper/mark scheme is also appreciated.
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10. For answers marked by levels of response:

a. To determine the level — start at the highest level and work down until you reach the level that matches the answer
a. To determine the mark within the level, consider the following

Descriptor Award mark

On the borderline of this level and the one below | At bottom of level

. . Above bottom and either below middle or at middle of level (depending on number of marks
Just enough achievement on balance for this level

available)
Meets the criteria but with some slight Above middle and either below top of level or at middle of level (depending on number of marks
inconsistency available)
Consistently meets the criteria for this level At top of level
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Annotation Meaning
BP Blank Page

Highlight Factual error
I Omission
[SEEN]| Noted

AO1

AO2
AO3

AO4
Irrelevant
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12. Subject Specific Marking Instructions

The Assessment Objectives targeted by each question and the maximum marks available for each Assessment Objective are given at the top of each
level's mark scheme for each question.

The weightings of the assessment objectives remain consistent throughout the levels. For example, if the maximum marks are 5 AO1, 10 AO2 and 15 AQO3,
then the AO1/AO2/A03 ratio will be 1/2/3 throughout the levels.

When marking, you must therefore give greater priority to the more heavily weighted Assessment Objective when determining in which level and where
within a level to place an answer.
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Section A: Relations between Greek states and between Greek and non-Greek states, 492-404 BC

‘The Persians were consistent in their policy and actions towards the Greek states from 492 to 431 BC'’

Question 1* To what extent do the sources support this statement? [30
marks]
AO3 = 15 marks = Use, analyse and evaluate ancient sources within their historical context to make judgements and reach conclusions
about:
° historical events and historical periods studied
Assessment | ® how the portrayal of events by ancient writers/sources relates to the historical contexts in which they were written/produced.
Objectives |AO2 = 10 marks = Analyse and evaluate historical events and historical periods to arrive at substantiated judgements
AO1 =5 marks = Demonstrate knowledge and understanding of the key features and characteristics of the historical periods studied.
Please note that while the descriptors for AO2 and AO3 are given separately in the levels, the analysis and evaluation of
sources & historical events and historical periods may be combined in responses.
Additional The ‘Indicative content’ is an example of historically valid content; any other historically valid content is acceptable and should be
guidance credited in line with the levels of response.
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Level | Marks Level descriptors Indicative content
e Response uses a very good range of fully appropriate examples No set answer1s e>.<pected._ Itis poss@le 0 .reach the highest
from the ancient sources. The sources are thoroughly analysed | Marks with conclusion(s) either agreeing, disagreeing, or
and evaluated, to reach logically reasoned, well-developed anywhere between providing the response has addressed the
judgements about how the way they portray events relates to the issue of extent. Responses should be marked in-line with the
context in which they were produced, and to draw fully level descriptors.
substantiated and convincing conclusions about the historical
issue in the question. (AO3) e Candidates should consider the policy of the Persians towards
Level 2530 very tho_roughly analyses and appraises hlstorlcal events and evidenced by the sources. They should discuss the extent to
5 periods in order to reach substantiated, sustained, and well-

developed judgements. (AO2)

The response demonstrates a very good range of accurate and
detailed knowledge and a sophisticated understanding of
relevant historical features and characteristics. There is a
consistent focus on the question throughout the answer. (AO1)

There is a well-developed and sustained line of reasoning which is
coherent and logically structured. The information presented is
entirely relevant and substantiated.

which these were consistent.

e They may also consider the extent to which the Persians
treated the various Greek states in similar or different ways.

e Candidates will be expected to cover the full time period within
the question and consider continuity and change

Answers are likely to include:
e The various attacks on Greece of 492, 490 and 480-479
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Level | Marks Level descriptors Indicative content
e Response uses a good range of appropriate examples from the Persugn policy after defeat in 479_, including conflict up to and
ancient sources. The sources are analysed and evaluated, to including Eurymedon and a possible peace
reach logically reasoned, developed judgements about how the Further conflict in Egypt
way they portray events relates to the context in which they were Cimon’s expedition to Cyprus
produced, and to draw substantiated and convincing conclusions The Peace of Callias
about the historical issue in the question. (AO3) Persian involvement in the revolt of Samos 440
e The response has a very good explanation that convincingly and Evidence for the Persians’ general policy towards other
Level thoroughly analyses and appraises historical events and periods states
4 19-24 in order to reach substantiated and developed judgements. The reasons for each of the above and the extent to which

(AO2)

e The response demonstrates a good range of accurate and
detailed knowledge and a well-developed understanding of
relevant historical features and characteristics. There is a
consistent focus on the question throughout the answer. (AO1)

There is a well-developed line of reasoning which is clear and
logically structured. The information presented is relevant and in the
most part substantiated.

they were the same or different

The nature of and reasons for any apparent changes in
Persian policy and actions

The different natures of each of the three attempted invasions
Different policies towards Greeks states which medized

The extent to which policy changed towards any Greek
states, especially during the invasion of 480-79




H407/11 Mark Scheme June 2025
Level | Marks Level descriptors Indicative content
e Response uses a range of appropriate examples from the . . .
ancient sources. The sources are analysed and evaluated, to Supporting source details may include:
reach logically reasoned judgements about how the way they * Nags-e Rustam inscriptions 1 and 2 (LACTOR 15 Nos 48 &
portray events relates to the context in which they were 103) (evidence of expansion as a general motive)
produced, and to draw supported, plausible conclusions about e Xerxes Inscription (LACTOR 15 No. 63) (Xerxes aligning
the historical issue in the question. (AO3) himself with Darius and previous kings)
e The response has a good explanation that convincingly analyses |® Herodotus: 6.42-3 (Persian measures to pacify states of
and appraises historical events and periods in order to reach lonia)
Level supported judgements, though these are not consistently e 6.43-44 (reasons for the 492 campaign)
13-18 .
3 developed. (AO2) o 6.48-49; 7.133 (Darius’ request for earth and water; response

e The response demonstrates a reasonable range of accurate and
sometimes detailed knowledge and a reasonable understanding
of relevant historical features and characteristics. There is a
consistent focus on the question through most of the answer.
(AO1)

There is a line of reasoning presented with some structure. The
information presented is in the most-part relevant and supported by
some evidence.

of Aegina, Athens & Sparta)

o 6.94 (Darius’ motivations of revenge and punishment of those
who did not give earth and water)

e 6.95-96 (desire to take Naxos after previous failure)

e 6.97 (respect for the religious island of Delos)

e 6.99 (Datis’ first target after Delos was Eretria — by way of
Carystus)

10
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Level | Marks Level descriptors Indicative content
e Response uses some appropriate examples from the ancient 6.102 (then sailed for Attica) _ _
sources. The sources are analysed and evaluated, to reach 7.1 (Darius even more determined to punish Athens)
judgements about how the way they portray events relates to the 7.5-7 (Xerxes at first not invading Greece, persuaded by
context in which they were produced, and to draw some Mardonius, Aleuadae and Pisistratidae; preparations
supported conclusions about the historical issue in the question. interrupted by Egyptian revolt)
(AO3) 7.8-10; 49-40 (arguments in favour of and against invasion of
e The response has an explanation that analyses and appraises Greece)
historical events and periods, and this is linked appropriately to 7.138 (‘nominal’ and real purpose of Xerxes’ expedition)
Level 7_12 jUdgementS made, though the way in which it SUppOftS the 7.151-152 (friendship between Argos and Persia)
2 judgements may not always be made fully explicit. (AO2)

e The response demonstrates a limited range of accurate
knowledge and understanding of relevant historical features and
characteristics, though this may lack detail. The question is
generally addressed, but the response loses focus in places.
(AO1)

The information has some relevance but is communicated in an
unstructured way. The information is supported by limited evidence,
the relationship to the evidence may not be clear.

8.100-103 (Xerxes persuaded to leave Greece with
Mardonius in charge)

8.143 (Athenian response to Mardonius’ offer through
Alexander)

9.3 (Mardonius’ motivation for his renewed march on Athens)
Thucydides 1.89 (initial actions of Greeks after 479 victories)
Thucydides 1.93 (fortification of Piraeus a defence against
Persians)

11
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Level | Marks Level descriptors Indicative content
e Response uses a limited selection of appropriate examples from | * Thucyd_ldes 1.94 (Pausanias’ expeditions against Cyprus and
the ancient sources. The sources are analysed and evaluated in Byzantium) _ _
a basic way, and this is linked to basic, generalised judgements | ® Thucydides 1.98 (early operations under Athenian
about how the way they portray events relates to the context in leadership)
which they were produced. There are some basic conclusions e Thucydides 1.104, 109-110 (Athenian involvement in revolt of
about the historical issue in the question, though these may only Inaros and Persian reaction to it)
be implicitly linked with the analysis and evaluation of the e Thucydides 1.115-6 (Persian involvement in revolt of Samos)
sources. (AQ3) e Plutarch Cimon 12.1-4 & 13.4-5, Thucydides 1.100 (Cimon’s
Level e The response has some explanation which analyses and activities up to and including Eurymedon and effect it had on
1 1-6 appraises historical events and periods in places, and this is Persians)
Iinke_d approp_riately to some_of the judge_ments made, tho_u_gh the |, Diodorus 12.2.1-2 (Persians forced to make peace)
\(/'\&a())/zlr)w which it supports the judgements is not made explicit. e Hapokration s.v. Attikois grammasin (discussion of Peace of
o Callias)
e The response demonstrates_ some limited knowledge and o e Diodorus 12.4.4-6, Thucydides 1.112 (Cimon’s Cyprus victory
understanding of relevant historical features and characteristics, and Persian reaction o it)
though lacking detail and in places inaccurate. The question is
only partially addressed. (AO1) . _ ,
_ _ _ _ Answers should address the policies and actions of the Persians
Information presen_ted is bgsw_and may be amplguous or towards Greek states in the stated period and come to a
unstructured. The information is supported by limited evidence. conclusion to the question of whether the sources support the
0 No response or no response worthy of credit view expressed in the statement.

Although not expected, candidates may include non-prescribed
material which should be credited.

Analysis of the sources might focus on:

The lack of Persian sources

The reliability of Herodotus

The reliability of the prescribed Persian inscriptions

The extent to which the views and actions described by
Herodotus support, or contradict, the policies expressed in
the prescribed Persian inscriptions

12
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Level

Marks

Level descriptors

Indicative content

The reliability of Diodorus and Plutarch
The deficiencies of Thucydides’ account of the

pentacontaetia

13
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How far would you agree that the Peace of Nicias of 421 BC was always the most likely outcome of the first ten years of the

Question 2* Peloponnesian War? [30
marks]
AO3 = 15 marks = Use, analyse and evaluate ancient sources within their historical context to make judgements and reach conclusions
about:
° historical events and historical periods studied
Assessment | ® how the portrayal of events by ancient writers/sources relates to the historical contexts in which they were written/produced.
Objectives | AO2 =10 marks = Analyse and evaluate historical events and historical periods to arrive at substantiated judgements.
AOL1 =5 marks = Demonstrate knowledge and understanding of the key features and characteristics of the historical periods studied.
Please note that while the descriptors for AO2 and AO3 are given separately in the levels, the analysis and evaluation of
sources & historical events and historical periods may be combined in responses.
Additional The ‘Indicative content’ is an example of historically valid content; any other historically valid content is acceptable and should be
guidance credited in line with the levels of response.

14
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Level | Marks Level descriptors Indicative content
e Response uses a very good range of fully appropriate examples | No set answer is expected. It is possible to reach the highest
from the ancient sources. T_he sources are thoroughly analysed | marks with conclusion(s) either agreeing, disagreeing, or
and evaluated, to reach logically reasoned, well-developed anywhere between providing the response has addressed the
judgements about how the way they portray events relates to | jssye of how far. Responses should be marked in-line with the
the context in which they were produced, and to draw fully level descriptors
substantiated and convincing conclusions about the historical '
issue in the question. (AO3 : : o .
Th a h ( I? ) lanation that incinal e Candidates should consider the objectives of both sides at the
° € response has an excelient explanation that convincingly start of the war and the likelihood of their being able to win.
Level and very thoroughly analyses and appraises historical events e Th hould ider th bl : £ win. | d
5 25-30 and periods in order to reach substantiated, sustained, and €y should consider the possIble oulcomes of win, 10s€, draw

well-developed judgements. (AO2)

e The response demonstrates a very good range of accurate and
detailed knowledge and a sophisticated understanding of
relevant historical features and characteristics. There is a
consistent focus on the question throughout the answer. (AO1)

There is a well-developed and sustained line of reasoning which is

coherent and logically structured. The information presented is

entirely relevant and substantiated.

for each side and what they consider the most likely of these,
and therefore whether a negotiated peace was the most likely
outcome.

Answers are likely to include:

e The aims of the Spartans at the outbreak of the war,
including Archidamus’ and Sthenelaidas’ speeches

15
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Level | Marks Level descriptors Indicative content
Response uses a good range of appropriate examples from the The aims of the Athenians, including Pericles’ war policy
ancient sources. The sources are analysed and evaluated, to and his assessment of Athenian resources
reach logically reasoned, developed judgements about how the The major events of the Archidamian War, including initial
way they portray events relates to the context in which they strategy of both sides; Athenian loss at Delium
were produced, and to draw substantiated and convincing Chanai litical tt"'[ des to th in both Ath q
conclusions about the historical issue in the question. (AO3) s ar;glng political atlitudes to the war in bo ens an
The response has a very good explanation that convincingly Fpar a. | ken in Ath
and thoroughly analyses and appraises historical events and Ihancia measu.res taken in Athens o

Level | 19 o4 periods in order to reach substantiated and developed The events leading up to the Peace of Nicias after Pylos

4 including Brasidas’ Thracian expedition and the Athenians’

judgements. (AO2)

The response demonstrates a good range of accurate and
detailed knowledge and a well-developed understanding of
relevant historical features and characteristics. There is a
consistent focus on the question throughout the answer. (AO1)

There is a well-developed line of reasoning which is clear and
logically structured. The information presented is relevant and in
the most part substantiated.

response

The emergence of Nicias and Pleistoanax as leaders after
the deaths of Cleon and Brasidas

The actual terms of the Peace of Nicias

Some candidates may also include the events of the immediate
aftermath of the Peace.

16
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Level | Marks Level descriptors Indicative content
e Response uses a range of appropriate examples from the
ancient sources. The sources are analysed and evaluated, to Supporting source details may include:
reach logically reasoned judgements_ abou_t how the way they Aristophanes Peace 639-648 (role of Cleon against
portray events relates to the context in Wh'Ch they were Brasidas); 619-622 (Athenian allies worried about tribute)
produced, and to draw supported, plausible conclusions about Thucvdides 1.23 (effect of P Ath
the historical issue in the question. (AO3) ucydides 1. _ (e_ ecto ggue on ens) _
: - 1.120-121 (Corinthian analysis of how the Peloponnesians
e The response has a good explanation that convincingly ot wi . iDilities: of 4.50. S
analyses and appraises historical events and periods in order to might win, econor_mc possibilities; ¢t 4.50, Spartan
Level reach supported judgements, though these are not consistently overtures to Persia)
3 13-18 developed. (AO2) 1.139 (Spartan final demand)

e The response demonstrates a reasonable range of accurate
and sometimes detailed knowledge and a reasonable
understanding of relevant historical features and characteristics.
There is a consistent focus on the question through most of the
answer. (AO1)

There is a line of reasoning presented with some structure. The

information presented is in the most-part relevant and supported by

some evidence.

2.8 (attitudes of other Greeks at outbreak of war; Spartan
claim to be liberators of Greece)

2.11 (Archidamus’ speech; admission that Athenians might
not march out to meet them — cf 2.13, Pericles’ advice not
to march out to meet Spartans)

2.13 (Pericles’ assessment of Athens’ financial situation;
they should be confident of victory); cf Thoudippus Decree

17
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Level | Marks Level descriptors Indicative content
e Response uses some appropriate examples from the ancient 2.63; 65 (Pericles speech and policy 430, what Athens was
sources. The sources are analysed and evaluated, to reach fighting for; assessment of Pericles’ successors)
judgements about how the way they portray events relates to 4.19-20 (Spartan offer of peace after loss of Pylos, 425)
the context in which they were produced, and to draw some 4.40-41 (effect of surrender of Spartans at Sphacteria on
supported conclusions about the historical issue in the question. rést of Greece; change in Athenian tactics)
AO3 '
( ) . , 4.80-81 (effect of Athenian change of tactics on Spartans
e The response has an explanation that analyses and appraises d Brasidas’ Thraci dit
historical events and periods, and this is linked appropriately to and brasidas lhracian .exp.e : |on.)
Level judgements made, though the way in which it supports the 4.108 (capture of Amphipolis and its effect — cf
> 7-12 judgements may not always be made fully explicit. (AO2) Aristophanes Peace 619-622; refusal of Spartans to send

The response demonstrates a limited range of accurate
knowledge and understanding of relevant historical features and
characteristics, though this may lack detail. The question is
generally addressed, but the response loses focus in places.
(AO1)

The information has some relevance but is communicated in an
unstructured way. The information is supported by limited evidence,
the relationship to the evidence may not be clear.

further support to Brasidas)

4.117 (reasons for Sparta agreeing to an armistice 423)
5.13-17 (reasons for both sides wanting peace; also
reference to loss at Delium and that war had gone
differently from Spartan expectations, and that Athens
could have secured an earlier peace; refusal of major
Peloponnesian allies to accept the Peace)

18
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Level | Marks Level descriptors Indicative content
e Response uses a limited selection of appropriate examples o 5.18 (terms of Peace of Nicias)
from the ancient sources. The sources are analysed and e 5.25-26 (reaction of Corinth and other Peloponnesian

evaluated in a basic way, and this is linked to basic, generalised
judgements about how the way they portray events relates to
the context in which they were produced. There are some basic
conclusions about the historical issue in the question, though

states to the Peace; Thucydides’ judgement of the
effectiveness of the Peace)
e 7.18 (Spartan feelings of guilt for declaring war)

these may only be implicitly linked with the analysis and o 7.28 (Feelin_gs in Greece that at outbreak Athens might be
evaluation of the sources. (AO3) able to survive 1-3 years)
e The response has some explanation which analyses and _ _ _
Level |, ¢ appraises historical events and periods in places, and this is Although not expected, candidates may include non-prescribed
1 linked appropriately to some of the judgements made, though material which should be credited.

the way in which it supports the judgements is not made
explicit. (AO2)

e The response demonstrates some limited knowledge and Analysis of the sources might focus on:
understanding of relevant historical features and characteristics,
though lacking detail and in places inaccurate. The questionis | e Our reliance on Thucydides as our only major source

only partially addressed. (AO1) e Our lack of Spartan sources, despite Thucydides’ claim to be
Information presented is basic and may be ambiguous or able to see what was happening on the Peloponnesian side
unstructured. The information is supported by limited evidence. after his exile (5.26)
. e Thucydides at centre of Athenian military decisions before his
0 No response or no response worthy of credit exile

The unequivocal nature of decrees
e The need to treat comedy with care, but that to be effective it
needs to be based on actual events

19
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How convincing do you find Hornblower’s interpretation of the Megarian decree and the reasons for the outbreak of the Peloponnesian

Question 3 War? [20 marks]
AO4 = 15 marks = Analyse and evaluate, in context, modern historians’ interpretations of the historical events and
Assessment topics studied.
Objectives AO1 =5 marks = Demonstrate knowledge and understanding of the key features and characteristics of the historical
periods studied.
The ‘Indicative content’ is an example of historically valid content; any other historically valid content is acceptable and should be
credited in line with the levels of response.
Please note that interpretations can be evaluated in the context of the wider historical debate connected with the issue or of the historical
- context about which the historian was writing. There is no expectation that the interpretation will be evaluated in the context of the
Additional o . : L . "
guidance methods or approach used by the historian, or how the interpretation may have been affected by the time in which they were writing,

though credit can be given for this approach to evaluation if done in a way which is relevant to the question.

A learner’s knowledge and understanding of the historical period, including the ancient sources may be credited, but only where it is
presented in a way which is relevant and intrinsically linked to the analysis/evaluation/use of the interpretation, it should not be credited
in isolation.

Level | Marks

Level descriptors Indicative content

Level 17-20

e Response has a very thorough  and sustained analysis of No set answer is expected. It is possible to reach the highest marks
the interpretation, in context, to produce a convincing and with a conclusion either agreeing or disagreeing with the modern

fully substantiated evaluation in relation to the question. historians’ interpretation, or anywhere between providing the
(AO4) response has addressed the issue of ‘how convincing’. Responses

should be marked in-line with the level descriptors.

e The response demonstrates a very good range of accurate
and detailed knowledge and a sophisticated understanding
of historical features and characteristics that are fully
relevant to the question. (AO1)

Answers should evaluate both the interpretation, locating it within
the wider historical debate about the issue and using their own

20
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knowledge of the ancient sources and events and periods to reach a
Response has a thorough  and sustained analysis of the | judgement about how convincing they find the argument.
interpretation, in context, to produce a convincing and well
supported evaluation in relation to the question. (AO4) In locating the interpretation within the wider historical
Level 13-16 debate, candidates might pick out the following points from the
4 The response demonstrates a good range of accurate and extract:
detailed knowledge and a well-developed understanding of
historical features and characteristics that are fully relevant | e What the Megarian Decree actually said
to the question. (AO1) e The economic effects of the Megarian Decree
e Athenian aggression against Corinth in the 460s
e That war looked imminent for much of the 430s
Response has a good analysis of the interpretation, in
context, to produce a supported evaluation in relation to the | In evaluating the interpretation, answers might argue that this
question. (AO4) interpretation is not convincing, pointing towards the following
Level 9_12 information / ancient sources:
3 B The response demonstrates a reasonable range of accurate
and sometimes detailed knowledge and a reasonable e The Megarian Decree was not intended as an economic measure
understanding of historical features and characteristics that but had religious justifications (Thucydides 1.139; Plutarch
are relevant to the question. (AO1) Pericles 30). Though clearly it would have had economic effects
due to its terms (Thucydides 1.67, 139; Aristophanes Acharnians
535)
e There was always a hawkish party at Sparta who was more to
Response has some analysis of the interpretation, in blame as can be seen from her consistent actions throughout the
cont_ext, to produce a partially supported evaluation in period:
Level relation to the question. (AG4) e Spartan opposition to the Athens rebuilding her walls and her
2 5-8 sense of aggrievement at seeing her wishes thwarted, 479-8

The response demonstrates a limited range of accurate
knowledge and understanding of relevant historical features
and characteristics, though this may lack detail. (AO1)

(Thucydides 1.90-92)
e The debate at Sparta recorded in Diodorus (11.50)

21
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Level | Marks Level descriptors Indicative content
e Response has a basic analysis of the interpretation, with * Sparta’s secret promise to help Thasos revolt, foiled by the
parts of the answer just describing the interpretation. earthguake an.d. helot revolt (Thucyd|d.es 1.101), c465
Response produces a very basic evaluation in relation to the | ® Ongoing suspicion of Athens (Thucydides 1.102), c465-4
question. (AO4) e Events leading to battle of Tanagra, 457 (Thucydides 1.108)
Lei’el 1-4 ¢ Athenian and Corinthian tensions from 460 onwards (Thucydides
e The response demonstrates some limited knowledge and 1.103, 105-108)
understanding of relevant historical features and e Spartan invasion of 446 under Pleistoanax (Thucydides 1.114)
characteristics, though lacking detail and in places e Spartan vote to attack Athens at time of revolt of Samos, 440,
inaccurate. (AO1) despite only 5 years after start of Thirty Years’ Peace (Thucydides
1.40)
0 No response or no response worthy of credit e Spartan promise to attack Athens if Potidaea revolted (Thucydides

1.58)
e Sparta refused Athenian offers of arbitration (Thucydides 1.140,
7.18) and later felt that they were at fault (Thucydides 7.18)

In evaluating the interpretation, answers might argue that this view is
convincing, drawing on the following information / ancient sources:

e The Decree was economic in form and intention (Thucydides
1.67, 139; Aristophanes Acharnians 535)

e The religious justifications were just an excuse for a decree
intended to harm Megara, partly as punishment for sending ships
to help Corinth against Athens at Corcyra, or to force her back into
Athenian alliance re-establishing the buffer state of c463-446
(Thucydides 1.103 & 113)

e The Peloponnesian states did see the Decree as Athenian
aggression (Thucydides 1.67; 139)

e The other activities of the Athenians through the 430s (Corcyra
and Potidaea), though not contrary to the terms of the Peace,
were clearly aggressive (Thucydides 1.118) and could be
regarded as intentionally so
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Level | Marks Level descriptors Indicative content

e Thucydides’ view on the significance of the growth of the Athenian
power and the fear this caused in Sparta (1.23; 88)

Although not expected, candidates may include non-prescribed
material which should be credited.
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Section B: The Society and Politics of Sparta, 478-404 BC
. How useful are these passages for our understanding of the importance of motherhood in Sparta?
Question 4
[12 marks]
AO1 = 6 marks = Demonstrate knowledge and understanding of the key features and characteristics of the historical
periods studied.

Assessment . I S .

Objectives AO3 = 6 marks = Use, analyse and evaluate ancient sources within their historical context to make judgements and
reach conclusions about how the portrayal of events by ancient writers/sources relates to the
historical contexts in which they were written/produced.

Additional The ‘Indicative content’ is an example of historically valid content; any other historically valid content is acceptable and should be

guidance credited in line with the levels of response.

Level | Marks

Level descriptors

Indicative content

Level 11-12

e The response demonstrates an excellent range of accurate and very
detailed knowledge and a very sophisticated depth of understanding of

historical features and characteristics that are fully relevant to the question.

(AO1)

e Response uses a very good range of fully appropriate examples from the
set of ancient sources. The set of sources is thoroughly analysed and
evaluated to reach substantiated, well-developed judgements about how
the way the context in which the sources were produced impacts on them
and their usefulness for the issue in the question. (AO3)

No set answer is expected. It is possible to reach the
highest marks with conclusion(s) either way as to the
source’s usefulness to understanding the issue in
guestion providing the response has addressed the
issue of usefulness. Responses should be marked in-

line with the level descriptors.

Candidates may discuss the following information in

relation to contents of the source:
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Level | Marks Level descriptors Indicative content
The response demonstrates a very good range of accurate and detailed
knowledge and a sophisticated understanding of historical features and Plutarch:
characteristics that are fully relevant to the question. (AO1) ' _ _
Level | o 4 Response uses a good range of fully appropriate examples from the set of | ® Lyr?uf@lg% gave the greatest possible attention to
5 ancient sources. The set of sources is thoroughly analysed and evaluated giris_upbringing . .
) . . e He instituted a physically tough curriculum for
to reach developed judgements about how the way the context in which the production of strong babies
§ources wer.e produced impacts on them and their usefulness for the issue | 4 Mothers would also better tolerate childbirth more
in the question. (AO3) easily and successfully
. No shel inging for girl h
The response demonstrates a good range of accurate and detailed ¢ b(;)yz eltered upbringing for girls any more than
knowledge and a well-developed understanding of historical features and
characteristics that are fully relevant to the question. (AO1) Xenophon:
Level 7.8 Response uses a good range of appropriate examples from the set of e There were enough female slaves to produce
4 ancient sources. The set of sources is analysed and evaluated to reach clothing, whereas the most important task for
developed judgements about how the way the context in which the sources freeborn women was producing children
were produced impacts on them and their usefulness for the issue in the ¢ So as afirst priority he laid it down that physical
question. (AO3) fitness was as important for women as for men
e So he established women's competitions in both
The response demonstrates a reasonable range of accurate and sometimes running and wrestling, in the belief that the
detailed knowledge and a reasonable understanding of historical features offspring of two strong parents would be all the
and characteristics that are relevant to the question. (AO1) more robust _ _
Level Response uses a reasonable range of appropriate examples from the set of | * He ordained that it was a disgrace for a man to be
eve 5-6 _p H ; 9 ) ppl P d and Ip g " seen going into or leaving his wife's room
3 ancient sources. The set of sources is analysed an eva uatg to make e With such constraints imposed upon their
some basic judgements about how the way the context in which the sources association, it was inevitable that the husband's
were produced impacts on them and their usefulness for the issue in the sexual desire would be all the greater and any
question. (AO3)
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Level | Marks Level descriptors Indicative content
The response demonstrates a limited range of accurate knowledge and consequent children would be more vigorous than
understanding of relevant historical features and characteristics, though this if their parents had had too much of one another.
may lack detail. (AO1)
Level Response uses a few appropriate examples from the set of ancient _ ,
2 3-4 sources. The set of sources is analysed and evaluated in a basic way to The usgfuln/ess ?f tr:'f patisage n hich mak
make some basic judgements about how the way the context in which the comparison/contrast to other sources which maxe
. . . reference to motherhood and its importance e.g.:
sources were produced impacts on them and their usefulness for the issue
in the question. (AO3) Xenophon Lak. Pol., I: How Lykourgos' unique laws about
marriage and offspring contributed to Sparta's success
The response demonstrates some limited knowledge and understanding of | despite its small population.
relevan't historical features and characteristics, though lacking detail and in Plato, Protagoras 342d: Mentions Spartan women's high
places inaccurate. (AO1) ' _ regard for education, alongside men, in Sparta and Crete.
Level 1-2 Respons?”L]Jses a f]:ew approprlate Iexar(rj]plez frorr: the g(-?t of timc'lent . Plutarch, Lykourgos, 14: Female roles and expectations
1 sources. The set of sources is ana ysed and eva uated in a basic way but for marriage including Lykourgos' emphasis on physical
judgements about how the context in which the sources were produced fitness, including contests and participation in public events
impacts on them and their usefulness for the issue in the question are either | 1 ensure strong offspring.
not present or are not linked to analysis and are merely assertions. (AO3)
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Level | Marks Level descriptors Indicative content

Plutarch, Lykourgos, 15: Unique marriage rituals
practiced in Sparta - "kidnapped" at the peak of her sexual
maturity. This ritual involved secrecy and moderation and is
Plutarch’s evidence for ‘erotic compulsion’

e No response or no response worthy of credit

Plutarch, Lykourgos, 15: Sharing of children among men
of good standing, as children were viewed as the common
property - aimed to ensure quality of offspring. Men could
introduce other men to their wives to father children,
fostering a sense of communal responsibility for the well-
being of future generations.

Plutarch, Lykourgos, 15: regulations on marriage driven
by belief in eugenics and the importance of good breeding
for the strength and prosperity of the Spartan state. He
sought to ensure that children were born from the best
possible stock, emphasizing the common interest of the
state in producing healthy and capable citizens.

Lactor 21: Bronze figurine of a woman (British Museum)
supports comments on the importance of physical fithess
for Spartan Women.

Various sources mention the unique education of children
removed from their mothers at an early age which would
have affected the usual bond.

Usefulness could be discussed with relation to reliability of
Xenophon and Plutarch who would have made extensive
use of Xenophon, lack of Spartan sources, improbability of
knowing the motives of Lykourgos.
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: ‘The Gerousia was the only body which could influence political decisions in Sparta.” To what extent do the sources agree with this
*Question 5
statement? [36 marks]
AO3 = 18 marks = Use, analyse and evaluate ancient sources within their historical context to make judgements and reach conclusions
about:
° historical events and historical periods studied
Assessment ° how the portrayal of events by ancient writers/sources relates to the historical contexts in which they were written/produced.
Objectives | AO2 =12 marks = Analyse and evaluate historical events and historical periods to arrive at substantiated judgements
AO1 = 6 marks = Demonstrate knowledge and understanding of the key features and characteristics of the historical periods studied.
Please note that while the descriptors for AO2 and AO3 are given separately in the levels, the analysis and evaluation of
sources & historical events and historical periods may be combined in responses.
Additional The ‘Indicative content’ is an example of historically valid content; any other historically valid content is acceptable and should be
guidance credited in line with the levels of response.
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Level | Marks Level descriptors Indicative content
e Response uses an excellent range of fully appropriate examples No set answer is expected. Itis possible to reach the highest
from the ancient sources. The sources are very thoroughly analysed | marks with conclusion(s) either agreeing, disagreeing, or
and evaluated, to reach very logically reasoned and well-developed | @nywhere between providing the response has addressed the
judgements about how the way they portray events relates to the issue of extent. Responses should be marked in-line with the
context in which they were produced, and to draw fully level descriptors.
substantiated, very convincing conclusions about the historical issue _ _
in the question. (AO3) e Candidates should look at the many ways the Gerousia
e The response has an excellent explanation that convincingly and was important politically in Sparta, including examples of
Level 31-36 very thoroughly analyses and appraises historical events and how it made decisions and the makeup of the political
6 B periods in order to reach substantiated, sustained, and well- body.

developed judgements. (AO2)

The response demonstrates an excellent range of accurate and very
detailed knowledge and a very sophisticated depth of understanding
of relevant historical features and characteristics. There is a
consistent focus on the question throughout the answer. (AO1)

There is a well-developed and sustained line of reasoning which is
coherent and logically structured. The information presented is entirely
relevant and substantiated.

e Candidates should also consider the influence of ordinary
Spartans, as well as the importance and increasing
influence of the Ephors.

Answers are likely to include information on:
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Level | Marks Level descriptors Indicative content
e Response uses a very good range of fully appropriate examples Composi.tion and Membership: 30 members, including the two
from the ancient sources. The sources are thoroughly analysed and | SPartan kings and 28 gerontes — elected from among the Spartan
evaluated, to reach logically reasoned, well-developed judgements | Citizens over the age of 60. Lifetime membership granting
about how the way they portray events relates to the context in significant prestige and power. _ . .
which they were produced, and to draw fully substantiated and Election Procedures: Elected through unique shouting election -
convincing conclusions about the historical issue in the question. | While unconventional, was susceptible to manipulation, particularly
(AO3) by influential figures like kings.
. . Aristocratic Influence: Debate regarding extent of aristocratic
e The response has a very good explanation that convincingly and influence on membership — did a few elite families monopolise
Level thoroughly analyses and appraises historical events and periods in . . P P
25-30 . . membership. Kings, through patronage networks, could control
5 order to reach substantiated, sustained and developed and . : . . o
. Gerousia by influencing elections and building support.
judgements. (AO2) o . N )
Royal Influence: Kings wielded significant influence - entered long
e The response demonstrates a very good range of accurate and before age of 60 and served longer terms, allowing them to
detailed knowledge and a sophisticated understanding of relevant | consolidate power and sway decisions. Kings could cultivate
h|St0r|Ca| features and Chal’aCterIStICS There IS a consistent fOCUS on Support among gerontes through g|fts and favourS, further
the question throughout the answer. (AO1) solidifying their control.
There is a well-developed line of reasoning which is clear and logically | Importance of Ephors: Original constitutional role over the kings.
structured. The information is relevant and in the most part Summoned the gerousia; received foreign embassies; in charge of
substantiated. education; punishment, fines and magistrates; attend to
arrangements for call-up
e Response uses a good range of appropriate examples from the Ephors - limitations: one year office; only internal powers —
ancient sources. The sources are analysed and evaluated, to reach | observers of the kings behaviour on campaign but can be
logically reasoned, developed judgements about how the way they dismissed; Aristotle mentions the ease with which the ephorate can
portray events relates to the context in which they were produced, | be bribed; accountable to the Gerousia. .
and to draw substantiated and convincing conclusions about the Assembly: Composition of the assembly; Elected gerousia and
historical issue in the question. (AO3) ephors; lack of open debate due to obedience to the ‘law’; votes on
Level 19-24 | ® The response has a good explanation that convincingly and fully Qﬁortgnlfldemsmns; Spei.f.Ch lg(;"ef‘ .by Alc'bﬁdesl'( i
4 analyses and appraises historical events and periods in order to er infiuences on political decisions such as key mitary
reach substantiated and developed judgements. (AO2) leaders, individual kings and external bodies such as allies and
ped juag ' ) helots who could influence decisions through their threat.
e The response demonstrates a good range of accurate and detailed
knowledge and a well-developed understanding of relevant S . detail include:
historical features and characteristics. There is a consistent focus on | SUPPOrting source details may include:
the question throughout the answer. (AO1) e Xen, Lak. Pol, 10/ PIt. Lyk. 26 [membership and election
to the Gerousia]
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Level | Marks Level descriptors Indicative content
There is a line of reasoning with some structure. The information e Dio. Sic., 11.50 [debate in 478/475] shows the Gerousia’s
presented is in the most-part relevant and supported by some evidence. importance in decision making
e Avristotle, 1270b35-1271a18 is critical — the system and
the men are corrupt and the election ‘childish’
e Xen., Lac. Pol., 4: Ephors in charge of education
e Xen., Lac. Pol., 8: Ephors roles and limitations
e Xen., Lac. Pol., 11: Ephors - arrangements for call-
e Avrist.,, Pol., 1270b6-35: the ease with which the ephorate
can be bribed
e Plutarch, Lycurgus, 5-7, 12,
e Thucydides 1.79-87: Corinthian Complaint and
discussion between Archidamus and Sthenelaidas
Analysis of the sources might focus on:

* Response uses a range of appropriate examples from the ancient | ¢  The factual information in the source and the potential for
sources. The sources are analysed and evaluated, to reach logically bias, given the background of our evidence on Sparta; the
reasoned judgements about how the way they portray events lateness of the sources for the earlier period; anti/pro bias
relates to the context in which they were produced, and to draw in Thucydides and Xenophon.
supported, plausible conclusions about the historical issue in the e Limitations of what we know about the internal workings of
question. (AO3) Sparta.

Level e The response hgs an explanation that cpnvincingly analyses and e The greater range of_evi_dence we have fo_r other elements
3 13-18 appraises historical events and perlods_m order to reach supported of the Spartan constitution such as the kings, who had a
judgements, though these are not consistently developed. (AO2) more outward-facing role

e The response demonstrates a reasonable range of accurate and
sometimes detailed knowledge and a reasonable understanding of | Although not expected, candidates may include non-
relevant historical features and characteristics. There is a consistent | Prescribed material which should be credited. E.g.
focus on the question through most of the answer. (AO1)

. . . L Gerousia: Acquittal of Pausanias (Pausanias, 3.5.2)

The information has some relevance and is presented with limited

structure. The information is supported by limited evidence.
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Level | Marks Level descriptors Indicative content

e Response uses some appropriate examples from the ancient Ephors: Endios and xenia with Alcibiades (Thuc., 8.6.3)
sources. The sources are analysed and evaluated, to reach (Pausanias, 3.11.2): manage all the most serious business; (Hdt.,
. Hist., 5.40): tell Anaxandrides to remarry; (Hdt., Hist., 6.63—6.65):
Judgeme_nts a_bout how the way they portray events relates to the Demaratus’ birth; (Hdt., Hist., 6.82): Cleomenes and Argos reported
context in which they were prodgced, and to draW_Some supported Assembly: Treaty with Argos (Thucydides, 5.77); inclusion of
conclusions about the historical issue in the question. (AO3) Peloponnesian War allies (Thuc., 1.66-67)

e The response has an explanation that analyses and appraises
historical events and periods, and this is linked appropriately to

Level judgements made, though the way in which it supports the

2 7-12 judgements may not always be made fully explicit. (AO2)

e The response demonstrates a limited range of accurate knowledge
and understanding of relevant historical features and characteristics,
though this may lack detail. The question is generally addressed,
but the response loses focus in places. (AO1)

The information has some relevance but is communicated in an

unstructured way. The information is supported by limited evidence and

the relationship to the evidence may not be clear.

e Response uses a limited selection of appropriate examples from the
ancient sources. The sources are analysed and evaluated in a basic
way, and this is linked to some basic, generalised judgements about
how the way they portray events relates to the context in which they
were produced. There are some basic conclusions about the
historical issue in the question, though these may only be implicitly
linked with the analysis and evaluation of the sources. (AO3)

Level e The response has some explanation which analyses and appraises
1-6 L . ; AR
1 historical events and periods in places, and this is linked
appropriately to some of the judgements made, though the way in
which it supports the judgements is not made explicit. (AO2)

e The response demonstrates some limited knowledge and
understanding of relevant historical features and characteristics,
though lacking detail and in places inaccurate. The question is only
partially addressed. (AO1)
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Level

Marks

Level descriptors

Indicative content

Information presented is basic and may be ambiguous or unstructured.

The information is supported by limited evidence.

No response or no response worthy of credit
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*Question 6

‘During the period 478-404 BC, the Battle of Mantinea was the only time Sparta could be deemed militarily successful on the
battlefield.” To what extent do you agree with this statement? [36 marks]

Assessment
Objectives

AO3 = 18 marks = Use, analyse and evaluate ancient sources within their historical context to make judgements and reach conclusions
about:

° historical events and historical periods studied

° how the portrayal of events by ancient writers/sources relates to the historical contexts in which they were written/produced.

AO2 = 12 marks = Analyse and evaluate historical events and historical periods to arrive at substantiated judgements

AO1 = 6 marks = Demonstrate knowledge and understanding of the key features and characteristics of the historical periods studied.
Please note that while the descriptors for AO2 and AO3 are given separately in the levels, the analysis and evaluation of
sources & historical events and historical periods may be combined in responses.

Additional
guidance

The ‘Indicative content’ is an example of historically valid content; any other historically valid content is acceptable and should be
credited in line with the levels of response.

Level | Marks

Level descriptors Indicative content

Level 31-36

e Response uses an excellent range of fully appropriate examples No set answer is expected. Itis possible to reach the highest
from the ancient sources. The sources are very thoroughly analysed | marks with conclusion(s) either agreeing, disagreeing, or
and evaluated, to reach very logically reasoned and well-developed | @nywhere between providing the response has addressed the

judgements about how the way they portray events relates to the issue of extent. Responses should be marked in-line with the
context in which they were produced, and to draw fully level descriptors.
substantiated, very convincing conclusions about the historical issue _ _
in the question. (AO3) e Candidates should look at a variety of battles throughout
e The response has an excellent explanation that convincingly and the period and consider the accomplishments on the
very thoroughly analyses and appraises historical events and battlefield and the impact of those battles moving forward.
periods in order to reach substantiated, sustained, and well- e They should consider the reasons for any successes and
developed judgements. (AO2) failures including the makeup of their army and that of
e The response demonstrates an excellent range of accurate and very their allies, the strength of the opposition, and the ease of
detailed knowledge and a very sophisticated depth of understanding success.
of relevant historical features and characteristics. There is a e Candidates should also consider land and naval battles
consistent focus on the question throughout the answer. (AO1) and the reasons for their outcomes.
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Level

Marks

Level descriptors

Indicative content

There is a well-developed and sustained line of reasoning which is

coherent and logically structured. The information presented is entirely

relevant and substantiated.

e Candidates should look to evaluate the sources to include
an assessment of the impact of the context in which they
were produced.

e They should also consider the different views by the
sources, both contemporary and non-contemporary, and
their perspectives on Spartan battle tactics.

e An overall judgement should be made and supported with
evidence and analysis of whether Mantinea was the most
successful military victory for Sparta in the period.

Answers are likely to include information on:

Mantinea — importance: Pivotal engagement between Athens and
Sparta for dominance. Mantinea strategically located in
Peloponnese. Political repercussions beyond the military sphere.
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Level | Marks Level descriptors Indicative content

e Response uses a very good range of fully appropriate examples Defeat of Argos weakened thgir position in the Peloponnese and
from the ancient sources. The sources are thoroughly analysed and | PoIstered Spartan hegemony in the region.
evaluated, to reach logically reasoned, well-developed judgements | Mantinea — forces: Involved 8,000 soldiers from Athens, Argos,
about how the way they portray events relates to the context in Mantinea, Cleonae, Orneae and Aegina fighting against around
which they were produced, and to draw fully substantiated and 9,000 from Sparta, Tegea, Maenalia and other Arcadian allies and
convincing conclusions about the historical issue in the question. Peloponnesian League members. Corinth, Boeotia and Phocis
(AO3) could not get to the battle.

. — Military importance: The battle demonstrated the tactics,
e The response has a very good explanation that convincingly and . o .
. : . . . strategies, and leadership abilities of both Spartan and Argive
Level thoroughly analyses and appraises historical events and periods in s
25-30 . . commanders, the strengths and weaknesses of each side's forces,
5 order to reach substantiated, sustained and developed L . .
. and their ability to adapt to changing circumstances.
judgements. (AO2) o S . . .
Tactics: Despite initially wanting to charge in, Agis attempted to

e The response demonstrates a very good range of accurate and draw out the Argive army to battle. The Argives surprised the
d_etaﬂed knowledge and a sophls_tlt_:ated unde_rstandlng_ of relevant Spartans in a wood, yet the Spartans were able to organise
historical _features and characteristics. There is a consistent focus on | themselves quickly with much importance given to Brasidas’ veteran
the question throughout the answer. (AO1) troops and the Sciritae on the left wing facing the Mantineans. The

There is a well-developed line of reasoning which is clear and logically | Spartan army routed the Argives in the centre, with many soldiers

structured. The information is relevant and in the most part being trampled as they tried to escape being encircled. The

substantiated. Mantineans were chased off the field with heavy losses while the
Spartans allowed the Argives to leave relatively unscathed.

e Response uses a good range of appropriate examples from the Demonstration of Spartan strengths: Hoplites renowned for
ancient sources. The sources are analysed and evaluated, to reach | figorous training and discipline; ability to maintain formation and
logically reasoned, developed judgements about how the way they cohespn under intense pressure; fought as cohesive unit ut|I|zmg.
portray events relates to the context in which they were produced, | their shields and spears to withstand and repel attacks. Leadership
and to draw substantiated and convincing conclusions about the of Agis Il played a crucial role; Victory also relied on the cooperation
historical issue in the question. (AO3) of allies. Thucydides recognized the tactical prowess of the Spartan

Level 19-24 | ® The response has a good explanation that convincingly and fully forces.
4 analyses and appraises historical events and periods in order to Archidamian War as unsuccessful in aeneral
reach substantiated and developed judgements. (AO2) 9 '

e The response demonstrates a good range of_accurate and de_tailgd Supporting source details may include:
knowledge and a well-developed understanding of relevant historical
features and characteristics. There is a consistent focus on the Thuc., Pelop. War, 1. 101-103: Ithome: used to discuss success or
question throughout the answer. (AO1) failure
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Level | Marks Level descriptors Indicative content
There is a line of reasoning with some structure. The information Thuc., Pelop. War, 5. 63-74: Thucydides’ account of the Battle of
presented is in the most-part relevant and supported by some evidence. | Mantinea
Thuc., Pelop. War, 4.108: Importance of Amphipolis - significant
success for Sparta — arguably due to Brasidas. Provided Sparta
with strategic advantage in northern Greece, threatening Athenian
control and disrupting their access to vital resources. However,
Sparta's overall strategy was hindered by internal politics and
conflicting priorities, limiting the long-term impact of the victory and
also saw the death of Brasidas. Did lead to the Peace of Nicias 421
BC.
Thuc., Pelop. War, 4.8; 15-23; 25; 26; 33-35; 38; 40-41: Pylos/
Sphacteria - Pylos saw the loss of elite soldiers (292 soldiers,
including 120 officers) control of trade routes, Spartan morale and
demonstrated Athens’ political and military power. Also
demonstrated issue of Oliganthropia and the ‘Spartan Mirage’.
Xen., Hell., 2.1.6-7; 2.1.13-14; 2.1.23-24; 2.1.27-28; 2.2.19-20:
Response uses a range of appropriate examples from the ancient Decisive victory at Aegospotami - Lysander plays a key role in
sources. The sources are analysed and evaluated, to reach logically | negotiating peace terms with Athens. The terms included the
reasoned judgements about how the way they portray events relates | dismantling of Athens' fortifications, the return of exiles, and the
to the context in which they were produced, and to draw supported, | reduction of Athens' naval power.
plausible conclusions about the historical issue in the question. Plutarch, Lysander 3-11, 16: Plutarch shows Lysander as a smart
(AO3) general who shapes the outcome of the Peloponnesian War with his
e:\%/ ® 11318 appraises historical events and periods in order to reach supported | BC, he beats Alcibiades, leading to his removal from command. At
judgements, though these are not consistently developed. (AO2) the Battle of Aegospotami in 405 BC, Lysander's cunning tactics
lead to a big win over the Athenian fleet, which ends the war by
The response demonstrates a reasonable range of accurate and : , .
. . . weakening Athens' navy. Plutarch highlights how Lysander
sometimes detailed knowledge and a reasonable understanding of T .
. . o . ; outsmarts the Athenians in naval battles through careful planning
relevant historical features and characteristics. There is a consistent . , .
. and tricky moves. He's shown as a master of deceit and
focus on the question through most of the answer. (AO1) ) . .
) ) ) N manipulation, ready to use sneaky tactics. Plutarch also talks about
The information has some relevance and is presented with limited
structure. The information is supported by limited evidence.
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Level | Marks Level descriptors Indicative content
e Response uses some appropriate examples from the ancient Lysander's friendship with Cyrus, showing how he uses this
sources. The sources are analysed and evaluated, to reach connection to get money and support for Sparta's military.
judgements about how the way they portray events relates to the _ _
context in which they were produced, and to draw some supported | Analysis of the sources might focus on:
conclusions about the historical issue in the question. (AO3) Strengths and weaknesses: _
e The response has an explanation that analyses and appraises Thucydides: approach characterised by commitment to
historical events and periods, and this is linked appropriately to objectivity and impartiality, attempting to present the events
Level judgements made, though the way in which it supports the as they occurred based on research and eyewitness
2 7-12 judgements may not always be made fully explicit. (AO2) accounts; he generally refrains from inserting personal ideas
e The response demonstrates a limited range of accurate knowledge | into his narrative.
and understanding of relevant historical features and characteristics, | Plutarch: Plutarch sees Lysander as a skilled military leader
though this may lack detail. The question is generally addressed, who helped Sparta win crucial battles. However, he also
but the response loses focus in places. (AO1) criticizes Lysander for his ambition and ruthless political
The information has some relevance but is communicated in an manoeuvres.
unstructured way. The information is supported by limited evidence and | Xenophon: Held a favourable view of Sparta, admiring
the relationship to the evidence may not be clear. Spartan society for its discipline, military strength, and
emphasis on virtue. He portrays Sparta as an ideal state and
e Response uses a limited selection of appropriate examples from the | praises its institutions, such as the military-focused education
ancient sources. The sources are analysed and evaluated in a basic | system and the rigorous training of its citizens. He believed
way, and this is linked to some basic, generalised Judg(_emenf[s about | ihat Sparta's emphasis on self-discipline and communal unity
how the way they portray events rela_tes to the_context in which they made it a model for other Greek city-states to emulate.
were produced. There are some basic conclusions about the 0 I X hon's Vi f Sparta i f admirati d
historical issue in the question, though these may only be implicitly verall, 2enophon's view of sparta 1S one of admiration an
linked with the analysis and evaluation of the sources. (AO3) respect.
Level e The response has some explanation which analyses and appraises . .

1 1-6 historical events and periods in places, and this is linked Although not expected_, candidates may |_ncIU(_je hon-
appropriately to some of the judgements made, though the way in gr?scrl\t/)ved Taiggngwhlch S_ZC.’UId b.e Cr?%'te? 'anui'?]g Thucd.,
which it supports the judgements is not made explicit. (AO2) lailfgf de?a:i’l from 'I'.hu?:?/z%r:s.. Iscussion of battle with Athens an

e The response demonstrates some limited knowledge and
understanding of relevant historical features and characteristics,
though lacking detail and in places inaccurate. The question is only
partially addressed. (AO1)
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Indicative content

Information presented is basic and may be ambiguous or unstructured.
The information is supported by limited evidence.

No response or no response worthy of credit
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