History - Exemplaf
pack - Paper1
(AO3)

(Summer 2018) B

Exemplar pack for GCE History (9HIO) - Paper 1 (covering AO3)




Contents

Introduction

Generic Mark Scheme - 9H101 AO3
Example 1 - (Question 5 from 9HIO 1H)
Student response to question 5 (9HIO 1H)
Example 2 - (Question 5 from 9HI0 1F)
Student response to question 5 (9HI0 1F)
Example 3 - (Question 5 from 9HIO0 1G)
Student response to question 5 (9HIO 1G)
Example 4 - (Question 5 from 9HIO0 1G)
Student response to question 5 (9HIO 1G)
Example 5 - (Question 5 from 9HIO 1C)
Student response to question 5 (9HIO 1C)



Introduction
General Examiner’s Comments

The exemplification that follows is designed to show the key features of the
generic mark schemes and what distinguishes the qualities of one level from
another. These examples are taken from different options. Additionally, the
Paper-specific principal examiner reports contain examples.

Assessment Object A03, which is examined in Section C of Paper 1 (9HIO01),
tests a candidate’s ability to analyse and evaluate historical interpretations,
using two secondary extracts containing differing views. The debate is expressed
in the specification content in terms of four key issues. Questions may relate to
one of these key issues or to more (including all four).

The extracts provided are about 350 words in total. The task requires students to
reach a judgement about the extent to which a view expressed in one is
convincing in the light of their own knowledge of differing views and of the
differences which they should analyse in the presented extracts. The highest
level requires students to display an understanding of the basis of the differing
arguments (for example, the criteria that are being used by the historians
themselves on which to base their claim or judgement). It also requires students
to take account of the differences when coming to a judgement. Reference to the
works of additional named historians is not expected, but students may consider
historians’ viewpoints in framing their argument.

The generic mark scheme identifies progression in with regard to three separate
elements or traits:

Bullet Point 1 refers to the interpretation and analysis of extracts. Weaker
answers are likely only to demonstrate comprehension of the extracts and
limited analysis of them by describing points within them that are relevant to the
debate. Stronger responses will demonstrate understanding of the issues of
interpretation raised in both extracts and be able to compare them, while, as
stated above, the best answers will show an understanding of the basis of the
arguments offered by the authors of both extracts.

Bullet Point 2 refers to the deployment of knowledge of issues related to the
debate. There is no mark awarded for AO1 in tis mark scheme, therefore
knowledge must be related directly to the debate raised in the extracts. While
the strongest responses will demonstrate evidence of knowledge which is directly
related to, and integrated with, the evidence and arguments raised in the
extracts, it is likely that weaker responses will only add knowledge to the
information in them in order to expand matters of detail.

Lastly, Bullet Point 3 relates to a candidate’s abilities to evaluate and reach a
judgement about the interpretations in the extracts. Weaker responses will come
to a judgement but one which is likely assertive, or which has little support. It is
probable that such a judgement will relate more to the extracts overall than to
the specific issues raised by them. Stronger responses however will clearly
demonstrate the understanding that the points of view in the extracts are
matters of interpretation and reach a supported overall judgement according to



their merits. The best will also provide evidence that the candidate understands
the nature of historical debate.

When coming to a mark, examiners place the response into a level for each of
the three Bullet Points, making a judgement as to how securely it meets the
criteria outlined in the generic mark scheme. Should it meet each of the criteria
in a single level, the mark awarded will be at the top of that level. Should it meet
the criteria for one or more of the Bullet Points less convincingly, however, the
mark will be adjusted downwards in the mark band for that level. However, it is
common for responses to meet different levels for each, or some, of the Bullet
Points. In such cases, examiners apply the ‘best fit’ approach adjusting the mark
according to the balance between the levels attained and how strongly the
response meets the criteria for each bullet point.



Generic Mark Scheme 9HIO1 AO3

Section C

Target: 403 Analyse and evaluate, in relation to the histoncal context, different wavys in
which aspects of the past have been interpreted,

Level | Mark

Descriptor

1]

Mo rewardable material,

1 1-3

Cemonstrates only lirmited comprehension of the extracs, seledting
some matedal relevant to the debate,

Some relevant contextual knowledge is included, with limited linkage to
the extracts,

Judgernent on the view is assertive, with little or no supporting
evidence,

Dernonstrates sorme understanding and atternpts analysis of the
gxtracks by descrbing some points within them that are relevant to the
debate,

Contextual knowledoge is added to informnation from the extracts, but
only to expand on matters of detail or to note some aspects which are
not induded.

& judgernent is given, but with limited support and related to the
extracks overall, rather than spedficissues,

Demonstrates understanding of the extracts and shows some analysis
by selecting and explaining some key points of interpretation they
contain and indicating differences.,

Knowledge of some issues related to the debate is included to linlk to, or
expand, some views given in the extracts,

& judgement is given and related to some key points of wiew in the
extracts and discussion is atternpted, albeit with limited substantiation .

4 13-16

Dernonstrates understanding of the extracts, analysing the issues of
interpretation raised within thern and by comparson of thern,
Integrates issues raised by extracks with those from own knowledoe to
discuss the views, Most of the relevant aspects of the debate will be
discussed, although treatrnent of some aspects ray lack depth,
Discusses evidence provided in the extracks in order to reach a
supported overall judgernent, Discussion of points of wiew in the
gxtracks demonstrates understanding that the issues are matters of
interpretation,

3 17-20

Interprets the extracts with confidence and discrimination, analysing
the issues raised and demonstrating understanding of the basis of
arguments offered by both authors,

Integrates issues raised by extradts with those from own knowledge
when discussing the presented evidence and differing arguments,
Presents sustained evaluative argument, reaching fully substanti ated

judgemnerts on the wiews given in both extracts and demonstrating
understanding of the nature of historical debate,




Example 1 (from 9HIO 1H)
Study Extracts 1 and 2 in the Extracts Booklet before you answer this question.

Question 5: In the light of differing interpretations, how convincing do you find
the view that the Thatcher government’s economic policies brought dramatic
improvements for Britain?

To explain your answer, analyse and evaluate the material in both extracts,
using your own knowledge of the issues.

Extracts for use with Section C.

Extract 1: From John Blundell, Margaret Thatcher: A Portrait of the Iron Lady, published
2008.

| In 1979, Britain was the sick man of Europe. Inflation was rampant, the unions
were out of control and the nationalised industries were under-performing,
unaccountable, and gobbling up billions of pounds in subsidies. Even the
French GDP was well ahead of the British. Radical policy solutions had been
dismissed. The British were told by all sides that what was needed was stability 5
not change.

18 years later Britain had jumped from 19th to 2nd place on the Organisation

for Economic Co-operation and Development rankings of economic

performance. It had become a nation of entrepreneurs with self-employment
doubling from 7% to 14% of the workforce. The group we call the middle class 10
had leapt from 33% to 50% of the population. Home ownership had also leapt

from 53% to 71%, ownership of shares by individuals had gone from 7% to

23% and astonishingly among trade union members from 6% to 29%. Days

lost to strikes had dropped from 29.5 million to 0.5 million, and tax rates were
slashed. Margaret Thatcher was the pivotal point of the rescue of a country. 15
She was the woman who woke up her nation and made it once again a world
leader and player.

Extract 2: From Keith Barlow, The Labour Movement in Britain from Thatcher to Blair,
published 2008.

| For the Thatcher Government’s objectives to be fulfilled a programme of
public expenditure cuts was needed, mainly in those areas which contributed
to what is known as the ‘social wage' Such measures included ending the link 20
between the basic state pension and earnings. Other measures included the
reduction and abolition of the earnings-related supplement to unemployment
and other benefits from 1982, and cutbacks in the provision of sick pay and
child benefit. Through these measures, the Government, on the basis of its own
criteria, could claim a success in the fight against inflation in the period 1980to 25
1984 together with a reduction in the Public Sector Borrowing Requirement®.
Rather than a deficit, there was, in fact, a public sector surplus in the financial
years 1987-88 to 1989-90. The social impact of these measures was evident.
The burden of taxation was shifted onto those on low incomes to the benefit
of those on high incomes. It was also clear that the 'welfare state] along with ki
those it was supposed to serve, was going to have to shoulder the main
burden of the Thatcher Government's economic strategy.

*Public Sector Borrowing Requirement - the amount the government needs to borrow in
a particular financial vear




Student response to question 5 from 9HIO 1H:

SECTION C
Study Extracts 1 and 2 in the Extracts Booklet before you answer this question.

5 In the light of differing interpretations, how convincing do you find the view that

the Thatcher government’s economic policies brought dramatic improvements for
Britain?

To explain your answer, analyse and evaluate the material in both extracts, using your

own knowledge of the issues.
(20)

_ (:Q\\\ mﬁmm SONE, 1) 1 (R By |
ot e A vy Onur) OPTRDRG |
NN ~\§m D ek '\\\ﬁe\\m QIR 11vis comment o the
[N \m@w o) OO0 10 2008 |l SR e e ao
SO PO g e, YEraied oo SN
ofeViiRY sk

2| marks awarded for A02
S GO Wt \\wmm

in this question.
0 Rk oo, o Trolcher C>S o N/ \m%
Yoo g, (Mfm\ o v 08 Lﬂﬂhﬁ ,
‘\Q\\S \1\\!\ &Mﬁ W %'\f N \ @D\TOM Here, the candidate
Yty o e Tl g R, mmm\w ncereranding of Extract
Poose W © e W e B ke | | 2 by describing points
O ol pn HR i \w\\ '
Jovs el ey, TheRwe TR e O
D Aoeed wom I & 2% gl
WD N W O Qome, | om d\zso* W&‘L

on uw) D Vorskdg Brek Thku

- R 0 0 0
B P51 881 A02028




the Wk Soio.
110 2 4em m%mm\m Thatther R

oo The s Wb Thikhy o
0y, Wy e Qﬂm\ob ' The Radon 3 foodin
shetd oo Tk on N mowes God R -

1B mmmmm@omaomm

ool ond Voper Chowes VT qmds o8 i) Rodg

e 2

Wmm s
HORNL \N{‘\h AN, m Sun bom\my. ,,,,,,,,,,,
o He SHQ .&*éd\m ~she Wk i
s oy P Q(m\ﬂmx\l\y, W n b R\
eronyshe Wt Mmoo eber Shde” Huo Sh

N

[ povoged o o e dor rofes withood sy |

B L S

. 7

DD 0O 0 0 o
5§51 8 91 A0 2 1 2 8 Turn over »

Again, there is a limited
understanding of the
extracts here, but the
point is lacking in
development

The judgement on the
interpretation posed by
the question is assertive
with little supporting
evidence.

Examiner Comments

This response was awarded a Level 1.

Though the candidate shows some understanding of the arguments contained
in both extracts they are barely developed. There is also an absence of any
relevant contextual knowledge, even though it is clear that the candidate
understands the need for this. Finally, though a judgement is made, it is
assertive with little evidence provided to support it. As a result, it was judged
to have reached a low level 2 for the first Bullet Point in the generic mark
scheme, it was below baseline for Bullet Point 2 as there is no rewardable

material, and a level 1 for Bullet Point 3.

Taken together, the best-fit judgement for this response was a mark high in

the Level 1 mark band.




Example 2 (from 9HI0 1F)
Study Extracts 1 and 2 in the Extracts Booklet before you answer this question.

Question 5: In the light of differing interpretations, how convincing do you find
the view that the Reagan administration’s policies were an attack on the poor
which increased social division?

To explain your answer, analyse and evaluate the material in both extracts,
using your own knowledge of the issues.

Extract 1: From Anthony S. Campagna, The Economy in the Reagan Years: The
Economic Consequences of the Reagan Administrations, published 1994.

Inevitably, the cuts made by Reagan administrations pitted the haves against the
have-nots. In their tax and spending policies, they favoured those who needed no
help, and turned aside from those who did. In effect, they polarised society and
began the policy of social division. Their opposition to public housing and welfare
(benefiting mostly inner city blacks) was seen as racist and fuelled the black versus
white chasm. Their ideas of federalism pitted states against localities, urban dwellers
against suburban. Their opposition to the Equal Rights Amendment and their
disregard for the needs of women, such as day-care centres that accompanied
women’s changing family roles, subordinated women in society. In general, their
continuous criticism of welfare recipients created an atmosphere of distrust and
suspicion about the non-working population from those who were employed,
especially the working poor.

It is possible to overstate the case here, but there is little doubt that deep divisions
were either created or made worse in the Reagan years. After all, the Reagan men
were out to challenge the prevailing sentiment about the role of government in
society, and it should, therefore, come as no surprise that they upset traditional
habits of thinking and alienated the affected groups.

Extract 2: From George Rising, Stuck in the Sixties: Conservatives and the Legacies
of the 1960s, published 2001.

In a presidential diary entry, Reagan denied ‘trying to undo the New Deal’. What he
wanted was to ‘undo the Great Society*. It was LBJ’'s war on poverty,’ he claimed,
that ‘led us to our present mess.’ Treasury Secretary Donald T. Regan also wanted to
reduce the cost of government, stating that these programmes were ‘expanding
every year, and in recent years they have become swollen.” Ronald Reagan superbly
capitalised on anti-welfare sentiment. Reagan maintained that he wanted to retain
the New Deal’s ‘safety net’ for the deserving poor. But he fiercely condemned those
people who manipulated the welfare system. For example, he frequently retold a
story about a ‘welfare queen from Chicago’ with ‘80 names, 30 addresses, and 12
Social Security cards,” whose ‘tax-free income alone is over $150,000.’ Similarly, he
often claimed that food stamps allowed ‘some fellow ahead of you to buy T-bone
steak,” while ‘you were standing in the checkout line with your package of hamburger.’
Reagan’s blistering attacks on ‘welfare queens’ and government handouts skilfully
exploited the politics of resentment. Such attacks inspired millions of working class
white males, many of them southerners, to vote Republican, a lot of them for the first
time.

*Great Society — the domestic policies of Lyndon Baines Johnson, which aimed to
eradicate poverty and social injustice




Student response to question 5 from 9HIO 1F:

SECTION C
Study Extracts 1 and 2 in the Extracts Booklet before you answer this question.

5 In the light of differing interpretations, how convincing do you find the view that
the Reagan administration’s policies were an attack on the disadvantaged which
increased social division?

To explain your answer, analyse and evaluate the material in both extracts, using your
own knowledge of the issues.

(20)
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Here the candidate
attempts some analysis
of Extract 1 though it is
limited in scope.

There is some contextual
knowledge added to the
point raised in the
extract to expand on
matters of detail.

Finally, the candidate
turns to Extract 2 but it
appears that time runs
out and, while there is
some comprehension,
there is little else to
reward.

Examiner comments

This response was awarded level 2.

This response was given a Level 2 mark. In each of the Bullet Points in the
generic mark 3 scheme, it meets the criteria for level 2 for its consideration of
the first extract; there is some understanding and attempted analysis of
Extract 1, some contextual knowledge added to the extract to expand matters
of detail and a limited judgement related to the material again, in Extract 1.
However, for Extract 2, there is little beyond a basic comprehension of some of
its content. Overall, this response merited an award of low Level 2.

10




Example 3 (from 9HIO 1G)

Study Extracts 1 and 2 in the Extracts Booklet before you answer this question.

Question 5: In the light of differing interpretations, how convincing do you find
the view that Hitler invaded Poland in September 1939 because he thought the

western powers would not intervene?

To explain your answer, analyse and evaluate the material in both extracts,

using your own knowledge of the issues.

Extracts for use with Section C.

Extract 1: From Karl Dietrich Bracher, The German Dictatarship, published 1971.

Poland was the last country where Hitler could claim to have legitimate
grounds to revise the terms set out in the Treaty of Versailles. After the
destruction of Czechoslovakia Hitler announced that the Danzig question had
to be solved. Hitler did not believe that the guarantee Chamberlain had given
to Poland in March 1939 had changed the European situation.

Hitler thought the guarantee to Poland was pure bluff. On April 28 he ended
the German-Polish Non-Aggression Pact and the Anglo-German naval
agreement; he now demanded a passageway through the Polish Corridor. His
moves followed the same pattern as 1938, and he ordered the plans for the
attack on Poland on September 1, 1939. Hitler had told his top military leaders
in May that Danzig was only an excuse for further expansion. He claimed that
Lebensraum and achieving a guaranteed food supply for Germany were his real
motives.

Hitler had good reason to be optimistic. Even though the Western powers
had begun to produce armaments on a greater scale, they still wanted
appeasement.

Extract 2: From Gordon Craig, Germany 1866-1945, published 1978.

With the conclusion of the Nazi-Soviet Pact, which struck the Western capitals
with the force of a thunderbolt, Hitler's preparations for the next phase of his
eastern plan were complete. Had Hitler wanted to achieve his objectives by
negotiation he could have done so. The Poles were now clear on the reality
of their position and were eager for an arrangement. But Hitler did not want
another Munich. He declined the advice of other European leaders, including
that of Mussolini.

Ciano, the Italian Foreign Minister, asked Ribbentrop, Hitler's Foreign Minister,
what Germany wanted from Poland. He was informed: ‘We want war'
Ribbentrop was of course merely reflecting the thoughts of Hitler. At this
point in his career no triumph seemed satisfactory to Hitler unless it involved
devastating military force.

Hitler calculated that, if Western states intervened, it would give him the
opportunity to destroy them and clear the way for the greater war against
Russia that would fulfil Germany's destiny. Hitler was not surprised when
the British and French governments responded to the invasion of Poland by
declaring war on Germany.
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Student response to question 5 from 9HIO 1G:
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There is understanding
of the extract here,
together with some
analysis as the
candidate selects and
explains some key
points of interpretation.
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Though it is not
developed far, there is
some contextual
knowledge here linked
to an issue of debate
included in Extract 1.

Though this appears to
be a point made from
the candidate’s
knowledge of issues
related to the debate, it
is essentially a

summary of Extract 2.

A judgement here is
related to key points in
the extract.

12
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Again, the candidate
selects some key points of
interpretation from the

- | éextracts.

Here, there is a
demonstration of the
awareness of the
differences between the
two extracts.
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A judgement related to
some key points in the
extracts is given here, and
discussion is attempted.

In the conclusion,
judgement is given related
to some key points of view
in the extracts. There is
some attempt to discuss the
major features of the debate
and to substantiate the
conclusion drawn.
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Examiner comments
This response was awarded level 3

This response reaches Level 3 for each of the Bullet Points in the generic mark
scheme. The candidate does demonstrate understanding of the extracts and is
aware of their differing interpretations. Also, some attempt at analysis is
undertaken by selecting and explaining key points of these interpretations.

It is lacking some range and depth of knowledge related to the issues of
debate covered in the extracts but overall, it does satisfy the criteria for L3 for
Bullet Point 2 of the generic mark scheme. Lastly, a judgement is given which
is clearly related to key points in the extracts and partly substantiated. Overall
this achieved a mark high in the L3 mark band - the slight weaknesses in
Bullet Point 2 being offset by the relative strength of Bullet Point 3.

15



Example 4 (from 9HIO 1G)

Study Extracts 1 and 2 in the Extracts Booklet before you answer this question.

Question 5: In the light of differing interpretations, how convincing do you find
the view that Hitler invaded Poland in September 1939 because he thought the

western powers would not intervene?

To explain your answer, analyse and evaluate the material in both extracts,

using your own knowledge of the issues.

Extracts for use with Section C.

Extract 1: From Karl Dietrich Bracher, The German Dictatorship, published 1971.

Poland was the last country where Hitler could claim to have legitimate
grounds to revise the terms set out in the Treaty of Versailles. After the
destruction of Czechoslovakia Hitler announced that the Danzig question had
to be solved. Hitler did not believe that the guarantee Chamberlain had given
to Poland in March 1939 had changed the European situation.

Hitler thought the guarantee to Poland was pure bluff. On April 28 he ended
the German-Polish Non-Aggression Pact and the Anglo-German naval
agreement; he now demanded a passageway through the Polish Corridor. His
moves followed the same pattern as 1938, and he ordered the plans for the
attack on Poland on September 1, 1939. Hitler had told his top military leaders
in May that Danzig was only an excuse for further expansion. He claimed that
Lebensraum and achieving a guaranteed food supply for Germany were his real
motives.

Hitler had good reason to be optimistic. Even though the Western powers
had begun to produce armaments on a greater scale, they still wanted
appeasement.

Extract 2: From Gordon Craig, Germany 1866-1945, published 1978,

With the conclusion of the Nazi-Soviet Pact, which struck the Western capitals
with the force of a thunderbolt, Hitler's preparations for the next phase of his
eastern plan were complete. Had Hitler wanted to achieve his objectives by
negotiation he could have done so. The Poles were now clear on the reality
of their position and were eager for an arrangement. But Hitler did not want
another Munich. He declined the advice of other European leaders, including
that of Mussolini.

Ciano, the Italian Foreign Minister, asked Ribbentrop, Hitler's Foreign Minister,
what Germany wanted from Poland. He was informed: ‘We want war’
Ribbentrop was of course merely reflecting the thoughts of Hitler. At this
point in his career no triumph seemed satisfactory to Hitler unless it involved
devastating military force.

Hitler calculated that, if Western states intervened, it would give him the
opportunity to destroy them and clear the way for the greater war against
Russia that would fulfil Germany’s destiny. Hitler was not surprised when
the British and French governments responded to the invasion of Poland by
declaring war on Germany.
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Student response to question 5 from 9HIO 1G:

SECTIONC
Study Extracts 1 and 2 in the Extracts Booklet before you answer this question.

5 In the light of differing interpretations, how convincing do you find the view that
Hitler invaded Poland in September 1939 because he thought that the Western
powers would not intervene?

To explain your answer, analyse and evaluate the material in both extracts, using your
own knowledge of the issues.
(20)

/ﬂAquWv@wMinHJmfwf

/@

ok

wWW%mehM m#expwlw

M Weskeon poners would g oy Moo

QWQAJU- PO{ML ‘SDVW“,?VJV (-/U{Amw jl‘{u

%ﬁmmﬁwiwmff{d{wwﬂém&

CO\”MM w)% Yo Westem [Oomm Uespoviae

4o f‘{;m WNVOs oY o‘g Po‘[-cva 1929 . '

Al ﬁmwvﬁwicw&w

QAML’- COWAN ACAAG (Oeom»-r-e (BUJ‘GWM (N‘—NJ Foosu,

%Hl W&M*Eﬁ Ctprbw»\pm»} o Has r\MuM

OW\WW\ WBW“OWMWWZ HM mem '{.o

peace ok oll mLMWWN}U

M&WWUD {O%wap Haek Pooce (artn

‘Om/m Cl/uwwdawﬂw OVHTM l/twcﬁe {'r\ﬁw

WHMJ W}WV‘" cw«cﬂ Froas QP,@LMMAU&Q)\)«Q

w the WLJ/({MLN c«mmé@ Yot 4,
Hu&w WWucM) FS Po@wo A [%0[ (oewmy_ \N«

20

\
- A 0 0 T 0 0 O
P 5 1 8 8 4 A 0 8

Here the candidate
demonstrates
understanding of Extract
1 and analyses the
issues of interpretation
raised in it.

Knowledge is integrated
with the issues raised in
the extracts to discuss
:this interpretation
though it lacks depth
:and development.

H

‘It is clear that the
:candidate is aware that
‘the issues raised in the
§extract are matters of
ginterpretation.

§

3
§
¢

§
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Moving on to Extract 2,
the candidate
demonstrates
understanding of the
differences of
interpretation with
Extract 1.

Again, some
knowledge is
integrated to discuss
the views.

The difference in
interpretation are
highlighted by analysis
of the two extracts
here together with
some similarity but
there is little discussion
of the issues
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Here, the candidate attempts to
introduce more of their own
knowledge of the issues to the
debate.

This knowledge is linked to the
view in Extract 2 though it
would have benefitted from
greater depth and
development.

Lastly, the candidate utilises

1 the evidence from the two

extracts to reach a supported

{ judgement. It is again clear,
{ through this discussion, that

they are aware that the issues

{ are matters of interpretation.

Eﬁje&,a,w:,a {/\D. bvhww , V{m)f

t,‘;vM/\ PM ) \O\SQ W&M*jg

19




Examiner Comments
This response was awarded level 4.

This response achieved a Level 4 mark for each of the Bullet Points in the
generic mark scheme. The candidate clearly understands the different
arguments put forward in the two extracts and analyses them to show the
issues they raise.

There is also some own knowledge integrated with discussion of the key issues
within the extracts — even though this lacks depth and could have been utilised

still further to discuss the issues under debate, it still meets the L4 criteria
(though not quite as convincingly as for the other two Bullet Points). As for
Bullet Point 3, the response comes to an overall judgement on the merits of
the debate between the extracts which is supported by the evidence selected
from them.

There is a clear understanding that that these issues are matters of historical
interpretation to be evaluated on the strengths of their arguments. Overall
therefore, it was awarded a high L4 mark.

20



Example 5 (from 9HIO 1C)

Study Extracts 1 and 2 in the Extracts Booklet before you answer this question.

Question 5: In the light of differing interpretations, how convincing do you find
the view that the Glorious Revolution ‘transformed the relationship between King
and Parliament’? (Extract 1 Line 5)

To explain your answer, analyse and evaluate the material in both extracts,
using your own knowledge of the issues.

~

Extracts for use with Section C.

Extract 1: From John Miller, The Stuarts, published 2006.

The refusal to grant William sufficient revenue for life was the key decision of
the Revolution. Although William was voted the civil list for life in 1698, he still
had to come to Parliament each year for money for the army and navy. His
financial dependence on Parliament was much greater than that of Charles IL.
It transformed the relationship between King and Parliament. Parliament now
met every year for several months. But 1689 also marked the start of a slow
and subtle process whereby monarchs found it harder and harder to use their
traditional powers. Those powers were to some extent reduced by legislation.
The Triennial Act of 1694 forced the king to call a general election at least once
every three years. The Act of Settlement of 1701, besides excluding Catholics
from the throne and settling the succession, imposed restrictions on a future
foreign king that showed the resentment of many MPs against their current
Dutch king. He was not to appoint any foreigner to office, or engage England
in a war involving any continental territory, or even leave the country, without
Parliament’s consent. But most constraints under which monarchs laboured
owed less to legislation than to the practical difficulties of working with
Parliament.

Extract 2: From Steven C A Pincus and James A Robinson, What really happened during

the Glorious Revolution?, published 2011,

Contemporaries and subsequent commentators have all noted that from 1689
parliament met every year. The post-Revolution parliaments also had a much
larger set of legislative achievements. The average parliamentary session in the
years after 1689 passed over twice the number of statutes than had sessions
before the accession of William and Mary. Nevertheless, it is difficult to argue
that the changes contained within the 1688 Revolution constrained the Crown
to call parliament more regularly, let alone annually. The Declaration of Rights,
that document so central to the Revolution Settlement, merely stated that
'Parliaments ought to be held frequently and permitted to sit’ Even this was no
new development, as many contemporary commentators were well aware,

The Revolution Settlement was no more innovative with respect to financial
accountability since financial oversight measures had been introduced
previously in 1624, 1644 and 1667, After 1688 the government chose, but was
not required, to provide the House of Commons with an annual estimate of
its expenditure, though the Commeons did create a statutory commission of
accounts in 1691,

10

20

25

30

21



Student response to question 5 from 9HIO 1C:

SECTIONC
Study Extracts 1 and 2 in the Extracts Booklet before you answer this question.

5 In the light of differing interpretations, how convincing do you find the view that the
Glorious Revelution ‘transformed the relationship between King and Parliament?
{Extract 1, line 5)

To explain your answer, analyse and evaluate the material in both extracts, using your
own knowledge of the issues.
(20)

Barh the extrach Aart tonghchag e
abnut  Jhe kot po phidh  Fhe (o s
Loevelub ova Prtdachormes  Fhe rélad) one hup be fvera
M a0d  pactramen? . Exbact [/ by
Mille  diguto +Ahat 1 srda  frdasjermad,
Rt juat by the [egea lakien  pamed ' ths
lean ok, but  abio by At pfonanical
Lorrbrpunds  Kidd ores Auon. Hovtres exbact
a éy Pincus aad . Loboren o Ahat
Fhe  years  of [O1t - 1649 prowoled 4+He

I:"/L.ﬁ.ryc . “ay of jbreﬁ:.;t_f;a.

Eibract 1 Jhesn rhas  Mdda-ittrie ~Ae
Lint  procenee Frbbhen Me  seroluber dere
liomlt d ci  ierme o cAange. Lobinaen
dagd  Pinewn loy  +hat M;{‘ayﬁ 17
may At Add  mure. pachamend  if
had no ral  obligabien to, on. e
Declontion _of . Lights had  caid yactament
Qught  fo. bt salies i [reguantly” Thas

Straightaway, the
candidate
demonstrates a
confident grasp of
the arguments
contained in the two
extracts.

With reference
first to Extract 2,
the candidate then
analyses the
issues raised,
clearly
demonstrating
understanding of
the basis of its
arguments, here
concerning the
lack of precision of
the Declaration of
Rights.
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Here, well selected
knowledge is integrated
with the evidence from
Extract 2 to discuss the
merits of the argument.

Here, the candidate clearly
shows appreciation of the
basis of the arguments
used by the authors.

The analysis of the
interpretation in Extract 2
is sustained here with a
discussion of another
aspect of its evidence.
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The evidence of the
extract is analysed
confidently before own
knowledge of the context
of the debate is again
added to develop the
discussion of its merits.

In starting to consider the
arguments in Extract 1,
the candidate is clearly
aware of its differences

with Extract 2
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Once more, the evidence
of the extract is handled
with confidence and
discrimination and is
integrated fully with the
candidate’s own
knowledge. This can be
seen through the
candidate’s comments on
the evidence and their use
of own knowledge to
evaluate its merits This is
@ clear feature of L5
responses
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Yet another aspect of the
evidence of Extract 1 is
discussed fully with the
support of the candidate’s
knowledge.

Here, the candidate again
clearly shows appreciation of
the basis of the arguments
used by the author.
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Following a sustained,
evaluative argument, the
candidate reaches a fully
substantiated judgement on
the merits of the arguments
in both extracts.
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Examiner Comments
This response was awarded level 5

This response fully justified full marks, satisfying each of the Bullet Points in
the generic mark scheme at L5. A feature of this answer is its confident
handling of the evidence in both extracts, and its sustained analysis of
different aspects of the issues under debate. It clearly shows appreciation of
the basis of the arguments offered by both authors. Using detailed knowledge,
chosen to examine the merits of the arguments with discrimination, the
candidate carefully considers the differences between the interpretations of the
Glorious Revolution as if they are the ‘third historian’ in the room, evaluating
them continually. Lastly, a fully substantiated judgement is reached with the
candidate responding to aspects of the arguments in Extract 2 and qualifying
them as occurs in historical debate. It should be noted that this is a standout
example of a L5 response and that a candidate may achieve a L5 mark without
producing a response of such quality.
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	Examiner comments
	This response was awarded level 2. 
	This response was given a Level 2 mark. In each of the Bullet Points in the generic mark 3 scheme, it meets the criteria for level 2 for its consideration of the first extract; there is some understanding and attempted analysis of Extract 1, some contextual knowledge added to the extract to expand matters of detail and a limited judgement related to the material again, in Extract 1. However, for Extract 2, there is little beyond a basic comprehension of some of its content. Overall, this response merited an award of low Level 2. 



