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Introduction

It was pleasing to see many well-informed and well-written responses from
candidates on AS Paper 2A which covers the options: Anglo-Saxon England and
the Anglo-Norman Kingdom, c1053-1106 (2A.1), and England and the Angevin
Empire in the reign of Henry II, 1154-1189 (2A.2). The paper is divided into two
sections. Section A contains a compulsory two-part question for the option
studied, each part based on one source. It assesses source analysis and evaluation
skills (AO2). Section B comprises a choice of essays that assess understanding of
the period in depth (AO1l) by targeting five second order concepts - cause,
consequence, change/ continuity, similarity/difference and significance.

It is pleasing to note that in Section A more candidates understood what was
meant by ‘value’ and ‘weight’ in the context of source analysis and evaluation this
year. The detailed knowledge base required in this section to be able to add
contextual material to support/challenge points derived from the sources was also
more in evidence this series. However, a significant minority of candidates used
their contextual knowledge in isolation, rather than to illuminate what was in the
sources. Some candidates are still writing about limitations in question a and this
did impact on the length of part b for some candidates.

In Section B, few candidates produced wholly descriptive essays which were
devoid of analysis and, for the most part, responses were soundly structured. The
most common weakness in Section B essays was the lack of a sharp focus on the
precise terms of the question and/or the second order concept that was targeted.

It remains important to realise that Section A and Section B questions may be set
from any part of any Key Topic, and, as a result, full coverage of the specification
is enormously important. There was little evidence on this paper of candidates
having insufficient time to answer questions from Sections A and B.

The candidates' performance on individual questions is considered in the next
section.

Question 1(a)

Candidates generally understood the source although some seemed to
think that William was levying taxes rather than dispensing justice. Some
candidates were aware that William’s authority was strengthened twice
over — legally and financially. Some candidates did show some
knowledge, referencing, for example the Forest Laws, but many did not
and many did not draw inferences. Some candidates made the point that
the source itself was evidence of William’s authority — the fact that he
could commission Domesday Book demonstrating the level of his

power. However, the evaluation of provenance in many cases, consisted
of stereotypical comments and there are still candidates who devote a
large proportion of the answer to limitations which cannot be rewarded in
part a. Those candidates who focused on the value of the source and
developed and supported inferences achieved level 3.



Exemplar 1
This is a secure L3 response. It has inferences supported from the source and developed

from the candidate’s knowledge. There are some valid comments about the provenance of

the source, although these could have been developed further.
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Question 1 (b)

The source material was understood and candidates were able to select from it to address
the question. Responses to 1b tended to supported by well-selected knowledge, although
answers where the knowledge was not integrated with the source material and used to
support inferences and consider the weight that could be ascribed to the source struggle to
access level 3. The best responses were written by candidates who successfully made
reasoned inferences, evaluating the weight of the source in relation to the enquiry and
using contextual knowledge to illuminate limitations of what could be gained. Most
candidates who did not achieve Level 4 failed to do so due to making inferences that were
not fully developed or reasoned. Candidates often used accurate contextual knowledge was
but this was usually only included to confirm/challenge details rather than going the step
further to illuminate what could therefore be gained from the source. Some candidates
here did not discuss limitations of the source. A small number of candidates saw weight in
terms of content, i.e. crediting the source with weight where it indicated that the revolt was
a threat and arguing that parts of the source which suggested that it was not a threat with
less weight.



Exemplar 2

This is a secure L4 response. The response has reasoned inferences and shows an
awareness of the context and values of Norman society. There are some perceptive
comments on the seriousness of the threat and an attempt to ascribe weight to the source.









Question 2 (a)

There were a number of good answers and this year more candidates
focused specifically on ‘value’. Good answers developed inferences from
the source material and there were effective answers where candidates
integrated the source with their knowledge to argue for example that the
existence of Cartae Baronum could be regarded as evidence of Henry’s
determination to exert control over the nobility. Some candidates were
able to place Cartae Baronum in the context of a series of measures
Henry took to control his nobility. Where candidates did not reach Level
3, it was often the result of undeveloped inferences. Although Source 3
was generally understood some responses lacked development from the
candidates’ own knowledge and lacked inferences. There were many
examples of candidates arguing that the source had value because it
agreed with their own knowledge, but without the specific knowledge to
support the argument.



Exemplar 3

This is a good level 3 response. The candidate has a good understanding
of the purpose of Cartae Baronum and supports inferences from the
source with well selected knowledge. Valid comments are made on the

value of the source.






Question 2 (b)

There were some good candidate responses combing reasoned inferences
about Henry’s extension of control in Brittany, with contextual knowledge
and a good overall evaluation of provenance. However, most candidates
failed to reach Level 4 because answers tended to lack specific
knowledge. Some candidates had very specific knowledge of the
provenance of the source. However, there were candidates here who
asserted that the evidence must be reliable as it was written by a
clergyman, who, as a representative of God, would not lie. Candidates
need to develop a greater appreciation of the values of the medieval
period to assess the weight that can be ascribed to source material.



Exemplar 4

This is a secure level 4 response. It is underpinned by a knowledge of
Henry’s control in Brittany which is used to interrogate the source
material and interpret it in context. There are sufficient valid points made
on the weight of the source to achieve level 4 for evaluation.









SECTION B

In option 2A.1 all but four candidates answered Question 3. In option
2A.2 the most popular question was Question 8. Overall, a clear majority
of candidates were able to produce analytical responses and therefore
achieved at least Level 3. Most candidates demonstrated accurate and
relevant knowledge.

Most answers were clearly structured, with an introduction, a main body
of several paragraphs and a conclusion. Most candidates also avoided
mixing up major points in a single paragraph. This allowed them to
develop clear arguments and the presence of a conclusion promoted
judgment/evaluation. However, a noticeable minority of candidates
avoided judgement by concluding that all factors were equally important
(though the word equal/equally was rarely used) and sometimes this was
also indicated in rather non-committal phrases at the start of answers,
such as “Henry was most definitely somewhat responsible...” [Q8}.

Question 3

This was the most popular question, with more than two-thirds of the
answers scoring at Level 3 and Level 4, though Level 4 responses were
not common. There were some very good responses displaying strong
analysis of the key features and the links between them, some candidates
also prioritised the factors they discussed in order to reach a clear and
justified conclusion. This was mainly supported by detailed knowledge.
Those who did not reach level 4 failed to do so mainly due to lack of
depth on the issues discussed and some tendency towards description
rather than analysis. Knowledge was strongest in this answer, with a
range of factors discussed, such as the professionalism of the Norman
army, the effects of the battle of Stamford Bridge, and the feigned
retreat(s). Some candidates did not access the higher levels because
they did not focus on the wording of the question or because they wrote
more generally about the various battles of 1066.



Exemplar 5

This is a level 4 response. The candidate has a good knowledge of the
events and applies this effectively to address the question. The given
factor is addressed in some detail and additional factors including the
quality of the armies, Harold’s mistake and luck are discussed in order to
reach a judgement. Criteria are established and applied to reach the
judgement and the answer is well-organised and coherent throughout.
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Question 4

There were only two responses to this question and they were weak
answers. The key issue was the limited focus upon towns and trade and a
more generic response on changes introduced by the Normans.

Question 5

There were only two responses to this question. Although candidates
knew something about the division of the Anglo-Norman territories,
candidates struggled to keep the answer within the time frame of 1087-
95 and included the conflict between Robert Curthose and Henry I and the
Battle of Tinchebrai which was out of period.

Question 6

Fewer candidates answered this question than the other essays on Henry
IT but the majority of those who did accessed level 3. Candidates used
valid knowledge, particularly with regard to Henry’s policies and
campaigns in Wales. Many candidates did struggle with the second order
concept similarity/difference and wrote two standalone accounts with
limited comparison. This type of question does benefit from planning
before writing.



Exemplar 6

This is @ mid L3 response. The answer benefits from some good
knowledge and focus on Henry’s policies. The comparison is more limited
and it is not until the second part of the answer that the second order
concept is addressed, hence this achieves L3 but does not access L4.









Question 7

Although there were some well-focused responses to this question, many
candidates did not achieve above level 2 because they addressed this as a
causation question and discussed who was to blame for the breakdown in
relations between church and state. To achieve highly on this question
candidates needed to concentrate on the success/failure of Henry’s
policies and reach judgements about how accurate it is to say that
Henry’s policies were a complete failure in respect of the Church.



Exemplar 7

This is a low L3 response. The candidate does attempt to focus on
consequence and makes some valid points about the relationship between
Henry and the Pope, the lack of control over church courts and the
coronation of Young Henry in the process of coming to a judgement.
However, the consequences of the quarrel with Becket are not developed
meaning that this lacks the range necessary for level 4.









Question 8

This was the most popular question in 2A.2 and more than two-thirds of
candidates achieved marks within L3 and L4. Candidates displayed a
range of knowledge with most discussing Henry’s bestowal of titles,
though not authority, on his sons and the roles of Eleanor of Aquitaine
and Louis VII. The role of particular English nobles and the King of Scots
was rarely discussed. A number of answers mentioned, in a general
fashion, the ways in which Henry’s actions through the years had
alienated the barons, but without mentioning particular individuals and
their specific motives. The most effective answers debated the
responsibility of Henry II against the alternative reasons and developed
valid criteria which were used to reach a supported judgement.



Exemplar 8

This is a secure level 4 response. The answer has precise focus on the question
and the second order concept. A range of detailed knowledge is applied
effectively to discuss the key issues and reach a supported judgement. There is
a logical argument running throughout the answer.
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Based on the performance of this paper, candidates are offered the following advice:

Section A

Section

A careful reading of the sources is needed so that the issues raised are clearly identified

You must ensure that you draw out inferences, but these should always be directly linked to
the source and not driven by contextual knowledge

You should consider the nature, origin and purpose of the source

Do not merely restate what the provenance says — think about how it can be used to address
the question. In a, this requires a consideration of how it adds value and in b, this requires
considering value and limitations

Contextual knowledge should be used to support the answer, not to drive it, and should be
made relevant to the enquiry

Question 1a and 2a do not require a consideration of the limitations of sources

It is unlikely that weight can be assessed by listing all the things that a source does not deal
with.

Spending a few minutes planning helps to ensure the second order concept is correctly
identified

Candidates must provide more precise contextual knowledge as evidence. Weaker
responses lacked depth and sometimes range

Candidates should avoid a narrative/descriptive approach; this undermines the analysis that
is required for the higher levels

Candidates need to be aware of key dates as identified in the specification so that they can
address the questions with chronological precision

Candidates should try to explore the links between issues in order to make the structure of
the response flow more logically and to enable the integration of analysis.
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