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Introduction
Examiners reported very positively on the overall quality of candidate responses for Option A. The
majority of answers were planned, which meant that most were able to sustain a clear focus on the
question set. Answers were supported with a range of relevant and developed information, though
some candidates provided extended narratives of accurate material with only limited explanation
or analysis. Some stuck quite rigidly to the PEE system of point, evidence, explanation. This process
worked well for many answers, but for high Level 4 and Level 5 marks answers needed some sort
of overview, with candidates standing back and reﬂecting on how to evaluate their response to the
question. There were few candidates whose quality of written communication weakened the impact
of their answer; and, happily for examiners, even fewer whose work was difficult to read.
A common weakness, which has been mentioned several times in previous reports, is the failure to
develop an accurate chronology of events. This inﬂuenced the effectiveness of some answers, notably
questions 5, 6 and 12. If candidates are not certain of the course of events, they will be unable
to understand the ways in which some key events inﬂuence subsequent developments. Candidates
sometimes failed to cover the whole timescale set in the question. Question 12 focused on England’s
relations with Spain and Burgundy during Henry VII’s reign. Many candidates failed to get beyond
Medina del Campo in discussing Anglo-Spanish relations.
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Question 1
The answers on the role of weak leadership tended to focus on the weak response of the AngloSaxon kingdoms to the Great Army in the mid-860s. There was extensive reference to the civil wars
in Northumbria and the general disunity of the Anglo-Saxon leaders in the face of a common threat.
Alfred’s weakness received a lot of attention, which seems rather unfair given that Wessex proved far
more durable than the others. Some answers did struggle to make the links between weak leadership
and Viking success and were content just to describe the bickering of Aelle and Osbert. Many other
factors were raised. Some discussed the importance of Viking settlement in the Irish Sea region
during the 9th century and described it as crucial in the success of the Great Army; and there was a
good range of discussion of Viking leadership, tactical mobility and the changing situation in Francia.
Generally the answers were well written and explained.
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Examiner Comments
After a slightly hesitant opening paragraph, the answer develops a detailed survey on the weaknesses of
Anglo-Saxon kings. Set against this factor is the Viking success in establishing themselves in the northern
islands of Scotland and in Ireland, allowing easy access to England. There is a secure section on the strength
of Viking leadership, and a useful commentary on the Vikings quest for land. There is an attempt to evaluate
material with a good number of factors analysed: low Level 5.
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Question 2
Question 2 posed more of a challenge as many candidates found it easier to list what Alfred did
rather than analyse it as a ‘cultural renaissance.’ Some candidates focused on the meaning of the
world “rebirth” while others argued that the reforms only impacted on the top echelon of society.
It sometimes seemed as if candidates wished to answer a question on why Alfred introduced these
reforms rather than assessing their consequences. However, the candidates were clearly very
knowledgeable, and it was is encouraging to realise that young historians are being taught about
Gregory the Great’s “Pastoral Rule”.
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Question 3
For the most part candidates did not have any depth of knowledge regarding William’s experience as
Duke of Normandy and sadly this was not confined to candidates at the lower end of attainment. A
question calling for an assessment of ‘To what extent’ was obviously hampered when ‘the given factor’
lacked rigour and depth. Many candidates tended to produce imbalanced answers to compensate for
this.
William had 30 years of sole rule in Normandy which gave him both military and political experience,
including the submission of Brittany. Other examples might be the feigned retreat, the planning of
attacks and the use of cavalry and archers. These factors translated into playing some part in his
success in 1066 as did his powerful reputation. William was able to attract adventurers from Flanders,
Brittany and further afield to his invading army. There was an expectation of military glory and
reward. Despite the lack of explicit linkage to William’s experience prior to 1066, many candidates
were able to offer a multi-causal answer to explain William’s success. The factors included were
the difficulties created by the number of challenges to Harold Godwinson, along with the king’s own
personal weaknesses and poor decision making. These factors were played alongside William’s luck.
There was much made of the change of wind direction, but little comment on the propensity for
horses to suffer acutely from sea-sickness. There was also some confusion as to the impact of Papal
support for William’s success via the symbolic gonfanon of St Peter. The symbolism was not lost on
any of the participants – it was not a one sided message. However, it should be recognised that there
was also some linkage of Papal support for William’s campaign to the scandal surrounding what was
regarded as Stigand’s uncanonical consecration as Archbishop of Canterbury and the exile of Robert
Jumièges. Papal support was not just legitimising the visit of William to England in 1051 during which
King Edward’s intention and William’s agreement were probably made. There was a wider statement
which William was able to capitalise on.
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Examiner Comments
The answer notes William's successes against France and the buildup of his military power. There is also
mention of the portable castles transported to England, and to the overall strength of William's forces.
These points are set against the weaknesses of Harold’s army, especially after Stamford Bridge, when the
candidate notes Harold’s possible overconfidence after his victory. Although the Battle of Hastings itself is not
mentioned in any detail, there is sufficient evaluation of the given factor, and of other relevant factors, to
warrant low Level 5.

Examiner Tip
You will find it helpful to have some understanding of William's position as Duke of Normandy, and of the
military skills which he had developed before 1066.
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Question 4
Most candidates had enough information to produce a balanced answer, yet there was a tendency
to offer one-dimensional answers. There was a general awareness of the extension of forests, the
importance of castles and the Harrying of the North in 1069 to link to the twin traits of cruelty and
oppression. However, specific examples of William’s less brutal response to the risings of the English
such as those of Eadric the Wild and those in Kent and Exeter were generally overlooked, leading
to a lack of dimension to this aspect of William’s policies. For many candidates, William’s response
to rebellion from the English limited their interpretation of the way in which he fundamentally
went about gaining control of his new kingdom. There was some lack of understanding of William’s
differentiated approach or the need for him to change his approach over time. For example, William
took over the English administrative and judicial system in its entirety and allowed the native
magnates to continue to operate as under Edward the Confessor. On the other hand, he did break
with the past from the outset, when it came to defence. The castle building programme and the
appointment of new earls such as William Fitz Osbern could be seen to bear all the hallmarks of
oppression. The building programme clearly aped the continental model and William’s distrust of the
English nobles was clearly evident. However, after the great insurrection of 1069-70 and its reputed
cruel and oppressive response from William, there is evidence that the English gave their support to
the king to put down any further insurrections, which indicates a growing acceptance and a change of
perception by some regarding oppression.
Few candidates, even at the higher levels, tried to consider William’s policies as oppressive rather
than cruel – this differentiation might be applied to the introduction of feudalism. Conversely, the role
and responsibilities of the sheriff were augmented under William as they were to be solely responsible
for summoning the fyrd. This also showed how they were integrated into the feudal system. The
collection of information for the Domesday Book was interpreted by many candidates as oppressive
yet the gathered information also served to settle the disputes about landholding which arose with
the arrival of the Normans.
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Examiner Comments
The answer might have benefited from clearer organisation. However, the building of castles, the Domesday survey, the
forest laws and the legal system are all relevant to the question and are reasonably developed. There is an attempt to
build up an analytical focus, and the material of that goes beyond the reign of William I: a high Level 4 response.

Examiner Tip
Sometimes you will find that a question asks you to consider two separate points. In this question, 'cruel' and 'oppressive'
refer to different features of Norman rule.
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Question 5
There were some very good answers on this question. Candidates clearly knew this topic well and
were able to write in detail about Henry’s policies towards the nobility and castles, the judicial
system, finance and other aspects of governance. Many set the reign into some context by making
a brief reference to the disorders of the civil war, and to Henry’s increasingly bitter relations with
members of his family towards the end of his reign. While many referred to the restoration of royal
power throughout the country, there were few references to Henry’s policies with regard to Wales,
Scotland and Ireland. More might have been made of the restoration of royal finances through the
reform of the Exchequer and the updating of the system of knights’ fees. Many potentially excellent
answers ignored the ‘to what extent’ aspect of the question and talked only about the ways in which
Henry II strengthened the powers of the crown without considering any weaknesses in his rule.
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Examiner Comments
The answer addresses "how far" in a balanced response which is contextualised by reference to the disorders
of Stephen's reign. The answer notes that Henry's relationship with Becket, and with members of his own
family, weakened the powers of the Crown. The strengthening of Royal power is illustrated essentially by
Henry's legal reforms only, which is a slightly narrow focus. However, the balanced nature of the answer,
coupled with the effective introduction and conclusion, merits low Level 5.

Examiner Tip
Any question which starts 'to what extent' is asking you to consider a number of points for and against the
statement in the question.
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Question 6
Most candidates who attempted this question were able to consider Philip Augustus’ role in the
collapse of English power in France, though with varying degrees of success. At the highest levels
candidates considered the king’s political and military skills against the Plantagenets. The invasion of
Anjou, the cynical alliance with Richard in 1189, and the manipulation of John were all addressed.
Some were less secure after 1204, with the War of Bouvines receiving little attention. At lower levels
of attainment, Philip’s role was ignored altogether. Most candidates, however, were able to address
the role of Richard and John in these events and the best responses came from those who were able
to weigh up the significance of Philip Augustus’ role in relation to other factors. Some candidates,
however, focused too heavily on the events of John’s reign at the expense of Richard’s which led to
chronological imbalance.
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Examiner Comments
The answer might have benefited from clearer planning at the start. The candidate deals with John's relations
with Philip, his supposedly tyrannical rule, and the importance of his marriage. Philip's treachery is also
noted, but there is little here on the French king's relations with Richard I. Sufficiently analytical in shape
for a high Level 4 response.
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Question 7
Few of the candidates for Option A4 attempted Question 7, perhaps finding the period 1349-81 a
more attractive option. Most understood some features of town life which helped to explain the
devastation of the plague of 1348-50, focusing their answers on insanitary conditions and river
pollution. Better answers noted that towns were linked by a network of internal trade, and that many
coastal towns traded with France and the Hanseatic towns. However, there were several answers
which misunderstood the focus of the question. These were often framed around the impact which the
plague had on towns and their inhabitants.
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Examiner Comments
There is some fairly generalised material here on insanitary conditions and overcrowding in many English
towns. However the candidate is aware of some patterns of domestic and overseas trade, and makes an
attempt to categorise factors by reference to the state of medical knowledge. The answer is attempting
analysis and does have some developed support: thus low Level 4 is appropriate.
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Question 8
At the lower levels of attainment candidates were limited in the factors they addressed in dealing
with challenges to the existing social structure. Some only compared the consequences of the
Black Death to other factors in causing the Peasants’ Revolt, whilst others looked at short-term
consequences and omitted reference to the Peasants’ Revolt. Other weaknesses included a descriptive
approach, with a consequently weaker focus on the level of challenge to the social structure. Better
answers made good use of challenges to the social structure and resistance to those challenges
through the Ordinance and Statute of Labourers and the Sumptuary Law as well as the causes and
outcome of the Peasants’ Revolt. Candidates need to bear in mind the chronological limits of the
option, since some candidates sought to address the overall decline of feudalism within their answer.
The best candidates were able to produce a clear analysis of the consequences of the Black Death
and show both the ways in which it challenged the existing social structure and the limitations to that
challenge.
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Question 9
Many candidates seemed comfortable dealing with a number of reasons apart from the given factor
which explain Henry V’s decision to invade France in 1415. The weaknesses of the French crown
itself were well known, especially the growing insanity of Charles VI; many noted the king’s belief
that he was made of glass. Some noted that Henry felt able to capitalise on the division between
the Armagnacs and Burgundians which had been so clearly demonstrated in the conﬂicts of 1413.
Others noted that Henry had been determined to go to war against France for many years before his
accession, to the extent that he was even stockpiling arrows in the tower of London. However, few
noted that Henry was determined to establish Lancastrian legitimacy, which had been uncertain ever
since Bolingbroke’s usurpation of 1399. Henry knew how popular war with France would be, and that
his own claim to the English throne would be assured by a short victorious war.
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Question 10
There were only a few answers to questions 10. Higher level responses noted that the Burgundian
alliance was largely insignificant in terms of military support, noting that Philip of Burgundy was
unwilling to commit his troops too strongly in promoting the English cause. Candidates noted that
for most of the period 1419-35 Philip’s support was lukewarm, and the best that could be said of him
was that he was not siding with the French against the English. Bedford’s marriage was mentioned,
though it was sometimes given more credit than it perhaps deserves. Weaker answers did not cover
the entire chronology. The sealing of the alliance following the assassination of John the Fearless in
1419 was often overlooked, as was the treaty of Arras in 1435 when Philip brought the English alliance
to a formal end.
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Examiner Comments
The answer notes the important role of Burgundians in providing the bureaucracy which underpinned English
rule in France. The candidate demonstrates the importance which Bedford attached to the alliance, and
the steps he took to maintain it. Set against these factors is consideration of a number of French problems,
notably the importance of Agincourt which led to the death of so many French nobles. There is an attempt to
develop an overview of the significance of the alliance: low Level 5.
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Question 11
Generally question 11 was answered well with most answers in level 4 and 5. There were no answers
in level 1 and few in level 2. Generally the lowest marks seemed to be on papers where it was the
second essay and was either rushed or unfinished.
Some answers within the Level 4 attainment band spent too much time on narrative at the start of the
essay, focusing on either a comparison between Henry VI and his famous father, or on a description
of his fairly bleak childhood. Most answers included his mental state, which every candidate agrees
was that of catatonic schizophrenia, the effect of the war on finance, the substantial ambitions of
York, and the role of favourites, most notably Somerset. Others in addition mentioned Margaret, her
unexpected pregnancy, and the implications of the birth of her son for the duke of York. The role of
the war was not developed by all candidates. Some only mentioned it in passing. Others discussed it
along with a lengthy description of York’s time in France and after, and tried to draw a comparison
between York and Warwick. Very able candidates compared the varying fortunes of the Lancastrians
and Yorkists, and linked this to Henry’s treatment of favourites. Even the weakest of candidates
understood the significance of York and Henry’s treatment of him. A few misunderstood the question
and framed their answer on York himself, with Henry getting barely a mention. A number of candidates
mentioned Cade’s rebellion but not many referred to the defeat at Castillon; neither of these events
was linked to their effect on the prestige of the crown.
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Examiner Comments
The candidate provides some appropriate contextual material on the reign of Henry V, and has a clear
understanding of the significance of the loss of French lands in causing the Civil War. There are some effective
links made between English losses, the growing antagonism of York, and the personal weaknesses of Henry VI.
The role of Margaret of Anjou is addressed, and there is a substantial section on divisions within the nobility. A
well focused conclusion and secure evaluation overall: mid-Level 5.
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Question 12
This was a popular question, but candidates should be reminded of the need to read the question
carefully and to take note of any dates. There were quite a few cases where candidates had
focused on either the first or the second reign of Edward IV, which meant that their answers lacked
chronological range. The best answers dealt confidently with the whole reign and were able to
consider issues such as Edward’s changing authority over time and how far he managed to restore it by
the time of his death. Again, there was a tendency amongst some candidates to focus on one aspect
of his reign, for example his relationship with the nobility at the expense of considering other areas
of his government such as foreign policy and finance. Weaker answers had little to say on Edward’s
first reign, when the king established his power throughout the country, notably in the north. Only
a few noted the extent to which Edward relied on his brother Gloucester who, unlike Clarence, was
completely trustworthy. The second reign was known in greater detail, though more might have been
made of the restoration of royal finances and the significance of the Chamber.
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Examiner Comments
The answer has secure range and depth of material, with an effective introduction and a clear conclusion.
The threats posed by Henry VI and Warwick are addressed, as well as the significance of the territorial control
exercised by the Duke of Gloucester. The restoration of royal finances, and an effective foreign policy, are
both considered well. A good range of developed information, coupled with a clear overview. Mid Level 5.

Examiner Tip
Remember that 'how far' is asking you to reach a judgement and draw conclusions. For this question you
should mention ways in which Edward did restore the authority of the monarchy, and ways in which he failed
to do so. Then you reach a judgement!
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Examiner Comments
Much of the answer considers the role of personalities only, and is unclear on the developments during each
reign. There is only a limited range of relevant material in the answer, but there is an attempt to frame an
explanation. High Level 3.
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Question 13
Perhaps the wording of the question required a need for candidates to re-arrange the information
from the oft used format. This seemed to challenge many candidates from across the levels of
attainment. For those who chose to focus on Lambert Simnel and Perkin Warbeck there seemed to
be a lack of understanding about the fact that both in essence were Yorkist inspired and led threats.
Many seemed to think that the involvement of Margaret of Burgundy somehow meant that English
nobles were not involved and hence concluded that ‘the nobles did not pose a threat to Henry VII’.
Several simply focused on Simnel and Warbeck, thus producing a one-dimensional and imbalanced
answer. The issue of the way in which Henry enforced noble loyalty and hence lessening the chance
of a threat was overlooked by many candidates. Bonds and recognisances, and effective measures to
limit retaining are two obvious examples, coupled with the work of the Council Learned in Law. Some
candidates tried to show that the nobles only really posed a threat when they allied with foreign
powers, but there was little evidence of this observation being developed into a discussion about the
relative threat posed by individual nobles rather than the nobility as a body. Candidates tended to
see the noble threat at a constant level of seriousness in terms of events. For example, they noted
the long term threat of Warwick and Suffolk rather than considering the wider picture where changes
were taking place which in reality lessened these threats. Furthermore, although Henry may have
felt constantly challenged by noble threats until the end of his reign, in reality his position as king
was strengthened through his foreign policy and the improvement in the finances of the crown, both
of which had an adverse effect on the ability of the nobility to pose a serious threat. Equally, the
ease with which Henry dealt with some of the rebellious nobles should lead to a conclusion that the
particular threat under discussion was not serious. This question showed that many candidates had not
really appreciated the inter-connectedness and dynamic nature of the strength of noble threats versus
the power of the king and in so doing the assessment of ‘how far’ was mechanical by necessity.
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Examiner Comments
The noble threat is illustrated largely with reference to the Simnel and Warbeck risings, though there is little
information provided on the latter. There is an attempt to investigate Henry's relations with his nobility but
there is insufficient information offered to make the points stand up. Low Level 4.
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Question 14
Weaker answers described Henry VII’s entire foreign policy without addressing the reason why relations
with Spain and Burgundy were important. Most answers showed good knowledge of the main treaties
between the countries, although development of this material was limited in some cases. Candidates
needed to recognise that the question was about reaching a judgement about why relations were so
important, rather than simply describing the relations, or asking which country was most important
to Henry. Some students widened their range of supporting material to include reference to England’s
relations with France and Scotland. Weaker responses made basic comparisons between the relative
importance of all four countries to Henry, stronger responses showed how relations with other
countries, especially France, affected the reasons for the need to have good relations with Spain and
Burgundy. At the lower end of the Level 4 answers concentrated on one main factor, usually the issue
of securing the Tudor dynasty through marriage with Spain and countering pretenders with Burgundy. At
higher levels candidates recognised how the disputes over marriage at the end of Henry’s reign put a
strain on keeping both Spain and Burgundy as allies, and linked relations to wider anti-French alliances.
It is important to note that candidates were able to illustrate Anglo-Burgundian relations throughout
Henry’s reign to 1506. However, for many candidates the significance of the Spanish alliance was
restricted to the treaty of Medina del Campo only. Future candidates are advised to develop their
knowledge and understanding of Anglo-Spanish relations over the whole period.
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Examiner Comments
The answer considers both Burgundy and Spain. There is some lack of clarity on Burgundy, notably on the
role of the Dowager Duchess Margaret, but information offered ranges over the whole period to 1506. There
is some understanding of the implications of Medina del Campo, and Anglo Spanish relations are taken well
beyond 1489. There is an attempt to analyse these aspects of Henry's foreign policy, with sufficient supporting
material for mid Level 4.
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All examiners commented that the standard overall for this examination session was very good. An
increasing number of candidates are engaging well with periods of early modern history, and their
enthusiasm often comes through in their answers. Some of the options are not very well resourced
in terms of texts or other materials. Centres and their teachers are to be congratulated on effective
teaching and learning for this unit, which is largely achieved by their own sterling efforts.
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Grade Boundaries
Grade boundaries for this, and all other papers, can be found on the website on this link:
http://www.edexcel.com/iwantto/Pages/grade-boundaries.aspx
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