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History
This was the first time that this specification has been examined, and judging by the queries
raised by centres in the run up to the examination in June, there was considerable trepidation
on their part. It is to be hoped that they will have been re-assured , first by their sighting of the
questions and more importantly by the results they receive. No complaints about the paper were
received and it is to be hoped that this indicates that candidates found it fair and accessible.
Clearly the ability range of those entering was wide but the paper appears to have worked in the
sense that the most able were stretched and the less talented were still able to attempt answers
to both parts of the examination.
The new specification is a direct descendant of the old Unit 4, which has become part A of the
new examination and the old Unit 6, which has taken on a renewed life-form as part B of the new
examination. There are, however, important differences, particularly between old Unit 6 and
the new part B. As far as part A is concerned, the traditional essay, the major differences relate
to the mark scheme. The essay is now marked out of 30 not 60 and the level 5 is broader so that
essays which formerly would have attained high level 4 in old Unit 4, will now be awarded level
5 in the range 25-27. Part B like the old Unit 6, addresses AO1 and AO2 but it is important to
realise that it is AO2 b not AO2 a. Candidates are not required to evaluate the sources in terms
of provenance for the most part and are not invited to assess their reliability. All the extracts
are from secondary sources and it is to be hoped that candidates will recognise the differing
‘views’ presented or emphasised and be able to set them in the wider context of the nominated
controversy. A minority of candidates appeared to believe that they were required to assess the
reliability in terms of the date when the extract was written or in terms of the title of the book,
from which it was taken. In general this was a mistake and added little to the quality of the
responses. Part B answers are given two marks , one out of 16 for AO1,both a and b, and one out
of 24 for AO2b.
As expected, there were far more entrants for the Tudor option than for the Stuart and within
the Tudor option more candidates chose the first controversy option, Tudor Rebellions. On the
1629-67 alternative, both controversies attracted roughly equal numbers of takers. On all four
controversies, almost all candidates were able to appreciate some of the differences within the
sets of extracts and in this sense all were accessible. However a clear area of differentiation was
in appreciation of the nuances of meaning and emphasis and this is addressed in detail below. In
each of the two alternatives, Part A questions addressed, two bullet points of the specification.
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Question 1
Question 1-was the most popular of the four and there were some excellent evaluative answers
which covered all three monarchs with a wealth of telling detail deployed both for and against
the proposition. The commonest error was a tendency to get bogged down in Edward’s reign with
lengthy descriptions of the religious changes to such a degree that Elizabeth received short shrift
as the candidates ran out of time rather than knowledge. It was perfectly acceptable to deal
with the monarchs one by one but the best answers then produced, in addition to an introduction
and conclusion, six paragraphs , three arguing for the stated factor of the importance of royal
personal beliefs in influencing change and three arguing the contrary. An excellent introduction
was :"Whilst personal religious beliefs undoubtedly had some influence over
religious changes, especially during the reign of the Protestant Edward VI
to 1553 and Catholic Mary to 1558, there were a number of other factors
which either encouraged change, such as the personell surrounding the
monarch and foreign relations could at times halt reform .However it
is perhaps the changes of Elizabeth from 1558-66, who was always so
ambiguous in her personal faith, which had the least to do with personal
faith. The key aim of her changes was not ‘to make her church to seem
too far from Rome or Wittenberg’ and this therefore explains her
settlement."
The same candidate showed a superb mastery of detail , such as the dropping of the ‘black
rubric’ from the 1559 Prayer Book and a facility of expression which was pleasing. Returning to
the theme of the introduction towards the end of the essay;"The ambiguity of her settlement was therefore perhaps due in part to
personal ambiguity but more likely it can be attributed to a pragmatic
desire to keep the peace."
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Question 2
Question 2 was marginally less popular than question 1 but still attracted plenty of candidates.
Several weakened their responses by ignoring Mary’s reign altogether, choosing to begin the saga
of Anglo-Spanish relations in November 1558. Perhaps the commonest error was simply accepting
that religion was the root factor determining relations. However, a pleasing number appreciated
the complexity of the relationship, placing it in the broader context of commerce and European
power politics.
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Examiner Comments
It was always a good sign to encounter the following nuanced point of view, even if
the candidate did not have an easy facility of expression.
"A second major turning point involved Mary Queen of Scots. Her arrival caused
tensions abroad and internally of a possible Catholic conflict. Despite these views
it is highly unlikely Philip would have supported Mary Stuart over Elizabeth. She
was a member of the Guise family and had pro-French views. Thus religion does
not overtake international security"
The best answers did appreciate the significance of the Treaty of Joinville and the
reconciliation of Philip with the Guise at a time when his power had grown with the
acquisition of Portugal and the ending of the conflict with the Ottomans. Elizabeth’s
options of proxy aid to the Dutch rebels appeared to have run out at the same time
and direct involvement and confrontation with Spain ensued.
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Question 3
Question 3 challenged many candidates with its demands for a detailed knowledge of Charles’
financial policies and expedients during the period of the personal rule. Those who lacked the
requisite information resorted to a generalised survey of 1629-40 and answered a different
question on why certain groups were alienated by Laud’s religious policies. Common errors of
fact were failing to appreciate that Ship Money was used to build up the navy and transposing
the Five Knights Case of 1627 to the period of personal rule. The best answers did appreciate
the wide range of financial expedients that Charles and Lord Treasurer Weston (to 1635) came up
with and did debate the two propositions of how far it was a remarkable achievement and how
far it elicited resentment. Hampden’s case figured extensively with regard to the latter point
but only a small minority used the evidence of the grumbles and grievances voiced in the Short
and Long Parliaments to point up the resentments felt. It was always a pleasure to encounter
candidates who could quantify success with precise figures:£80,000 was imposed in Forest Fines
but only £25,000 came to the exchequer; Ship Money brought in £190,000 a year in the first three
years of its imposition and Distraint of Knighthood fines raised £175,000. The better answers,
even if they did not have all of such precise detail, did appreciate that the system’ worked’ only
in times of peace.

Question 4
Question 4 clearly required a precise knowledge of 1646-48 and as long as candidates were in
possession of the salient facts of these years it was comparatively easy to structure a response
evaluating the ‘stated factor,’ Charles, against other factors-the divisions within Parliament, the
growing politicisation of the Army and the Scots.

History 6HI03 A
13

History 6HI03 A
14

History 6HI03 A
15

History 6HI03 A
16

History 6HI03 A
17

Examiner Comments
The introduction laid out the answer in a simple plan and a simple but
effective opening paragraph.
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Question 5

Question 5 on the Pilgrimage of Grace was the controversy question answered by the most
candidates and there were some very good answers with candidates appreciating the obvious
and less obvious differences between the three sources. It is important that responses be source
driven with additional knowledge integrated where possible with the sources. It is of course
highly appropriate that issues not touched on by the sources be also brought in to the response.
An excellent opening paragraph is the following:
"Whilst source 3 makes it evident that the rebels did not seek to depose
the king, sources 1 and 2 show that unrest of any kind was threatening
to the government and loyalty to the king did not ensure loyalty to the
regime. Thus, though the Pilgrimage of Grace was unsuccessful, it was a
threat at the time as shown by Henry’s actions following the rebellion(not
enforcing the Subsidy Act) and the violence with which he suppressed the
leadership (Robert Aske) after it had been safely disbanded but perhaps
not a ‘major’ threat."
This is excellent in referring to all three sources, throwing in well deployed own knowledge and
picking up on key words in the question –‘major’ and the distinction between the king and his
‘regime’
The candidate then goes on to argue the case for it being a threat with the well chosen opening
words
"Sources 1 and 2 together highlight the sheer magnitude of the rebellion
which made it a threat"
It is worth pointing out that AO1 involves not only recall of appropriate facts but the ratiocination
requisite for structuring a response.
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Question 6
Question 6 was far less popular but attracted some excellent answers. Most candidates
appreciated the general outline of the controversy and could set the extracts into the debate.
The following does it simply but effectively.
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Examiner Comments
Candidates were able to develop on the points raised in the extracts
drawing attention to Cecil’s management skills or details of the
conflicts over Mary Queen of Scots , the shape of the religious
settlement and the Queen’s marriage. Most raised the issue of Peter
Wentworth in 1576, pointing out that the Commons themselves took
the initiative in silencing him.
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Question 7
Question 7offered plenty of scope for discussing side-taking in 1642 and most candidates who
attempted this question were able to relate the extracts to the old chestnut of whether the
Civil War can be seen as ‘class war’. The use of the three extracts proved to be excellent
discriminators. Clearly most could recognise Source 7 as the supporter of the proposition under
debate and that this could be challenged by use of source 8. It was source 9 that misled many
with the unwary being seduced by the opening sentence but not appreciating the significance the
next, where Royle concedes that the majority of the aristocracy fought for the King. Very few
appreciated the final sentence of the Royle extract and how this could be related to the issue
of class divisions in the Civil War. Many of the better answers made reference to contemporary
commentators such as Baxter and Clarendon and their observations on the proposition for
debate.

Question 8
Question 8 was almost equally popular amongst the Stuart entrants. Once again the proposition
for debate comes from the first extract and is in part contradicted by the second which stresses
Cromwell’s ‘godly agenda as the root cause of his political failure to achieve consensual
government. The third extract might be taken as supporting the second by inference but there
is an important reference to the Major Generals to be picked up upon and developed. Most
responses were aware of the parameters of this well known debate which was of course central
to the old Unit 6 Stuart option. There was plenty of additional knowledge supplied on the rule
of the Major Generals I 1655-56 and Cromwell’s troubles with his parliaments. The James Nayler
case figured prominently as an example of the clash between the political elite and Cromwell’s
religious idealism.
The following is an example of an effective introduction , perhaps more reliant on own
knowledge than the sources, but still indicating an awareness of where the first two extracts fit
into the debate and providing a broad general context and most important, as in every History
essay, focus on the question.
"Oliver Cromwell owed his position to that of the New model Army,
being first commander of the horse in 1645 and then Lord General of
the Army in 1650. As the Army’s power and influence rose so did that of
Cromwell. While Cromwell had been placed in power by the Army, he
ruled with the support of the military, which inevitably created conflict
between the Army and Parliament, one that Cromwell could not quell.
From source 10 we see that Cromwell ‘was the nominee of the soldiers’
through the Instrument of Government, a constitution that was only
signed by a number of senior officers and no civilians. However, there are
other factors that prevented Cromwell from achieving broad consent.
Firstly the brevity of Cromwell’s time as Lord Protector (five years), the
deep divisions that had opened during the Civil War. Royalists against
Parliamentarian,Puritan against Anglican and in many cases brother
against brother. Yet arguably the biggest factor that prevented Cromwell
from receiving the consent that he so desired was his radical religious
policy as source 11 shows"
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Grade Boundaries
Grade

Max. Mark

A*

A

B

C

D

E

Raw boundary mark

70

60

53

46

40

34

28

Uniform boundary mark

120

108

96

84

72

60

48
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