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Overall, there were some very pleasing responses to the paper this year. In 

Sections A and B, the essay questions elicited a full range of answers. Most 

candidates were able to identify the conceptual focus of the questions and 

were able to harness a range and depth of evidence in coming to a 

judgement. In Section C, the majority were able to identify the 

representations outlined in the two extracts and use information from them 

to construct an answer though a small number completed their response 

with no or scant reference to them.  

 

Question 1 

The vast majority of candidates answered this question in Section A. Most 

demonstrated good knowledge of both the Second and Third Crusades with 

many opting to argue that the Second Crusade was more badly prepared 

than the Third which had significant resources at its disposal but was more 

impeded by political differences between the main protagonists and the 

premature death of Barbarossa. Poor preparation focused on the lack of 

supplies organised by Conrad III and Louis VII as well as the lack of ships 

to transport their armies leading to their disastrous journeys across the 

Anatolian plateau. The best answers were able to make a clear distinction 

between poor preparation and poor execution, particularly in terms of the 

leadership of Louis and Conrad. Other candidates included the increased 

unity of the Muslim world and poor relations with the Byzantine Empire. 

Weaker candidates struggled to define poor preparation as opposed to how 

the Crusades were carried out, while some had a slightly loose definition of 

the Third Crusade by including the events of the 1180s which moved 

outside of the focus of the question. Most candidates were able to write 

answers that attempted analysis but a number did end up writing sections 

which were quite descriptive or failed to give both crusades equal 

treatment. 

 

Question 2 

A very small number of candidates attempted this question and many 

struggled with the focus, the consequences of Baldwin’s consolidation of 

crusader territory. Most were generally lacking in detail of the castles of the 

first phase of the Frankish States with only a handful being able to talk 

about the issue with any specific examples. Some were able to discuss the 

establishment of lordships across the Frankish territories but several ended 

up discussing the significance of the Military Orders which at best can be 



argued to have begun in 1118 and even then to have been of marginal 

significance until 1129 meaning it was not relevant. 

 

Question 3 

The vast majority of candidates answered this question in Section B. Many 

were able to demonstrate impressive knowledge of the evolution of the 

spiritual rewards granted by Urban II and Eugenius III and the development 

of papal indulgences in the first half of the 12th century. There was also an 

awareness of the importance of Jerusalem and the increasing importance 

of pilgrimage in the devotional life of the western Latin world, especially to 

the Holy Land. In terms of alternative motivations candidates were able to 

provide a range of ideas such as a desire for land, with the idea of the 

‘disinherited younger sons’ often used, as well as the examples of 

Bohemond (Antioch), Baldwin of Boulogne (Edessa) and Raymond of 

Toulouse (Tripoli). Some candidates also explored the ideas of the 

development of chivalry as a motivation for crusading or political factors 

such as the wish to recapture Edessa. Weaker candidates tended to give 

very generalised answers that lacked precise examples, sometimes 

restricting their discussion to the First Crusade or making only passing 

reference to the Second. 

 

Question 4 

Only a few candidates attempted this question. These candidates generally 

showed good knowledge of Nur ad-Din and Saladin, but while candidates 

were able to discuss the importance of Jihad and the strategy of reuniting 

the Muslim world of Syria and Egypt, there was generally more description 

of what both rulers did, rather than a comparison. Most confined 

themselves to noting how far Saladin followed Nur ad-Din’s template, or 

how both could be argued to have used religious ideology for their own 

narrow political ends.  

 

Question 5 

Most candidates were able to demonstrate a good grasp of the origins of 

the Fourth Crusade. The majority were able to use the extracts and 

demonstrate understanding by identifying the key arguments both authors 

were making and their differences. Generally though, candidates tended to 

treat the extracts separately, rather than combine their insights to make 

comparisons and interrogate them as fully as they could. Candidates used 

the extracts as illustrative material before supplementing them with their 

own knowledge, and thus, constructed more conventional essays on the 

reasons for the Fourth Crusade’s failure, rather than evaluating the 



different interpretations and their validity. Some candidates failed to read 

Asbridge’s extract closely and believed he was arguing for an anti-Greek 

Venetian conspiracy rather than criticising the idea. Some candidates 

almost entirely ignored the extracts or only used one. Some candidates also 

attempted to evaluate the reliability of the accounts by making generalised 

points about the author’s intentions and the date of publication which 

weren’t at all helpful. In terms of knowledge, many candidates were very 

well informed about the policies of Innocent III and the progress of the 

expedition and its problems.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Exemplars 

 

Exemplar 1  

This L4 response considers a range of factors relevant to the question, 

soundly addressing the factor or ‘poor preparation’ for both Crusades. 

There is a range and depth of knowledge and a substantiated judgement 

is reached. 

 

 



 
 

 





 
 

 

 



 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Exemplar 2 

Here, the candidate has only a limited appreciation of the conceptual 

focus of the question. Some relevant material is used but it is lacking in 

range and depth and the judgement is weakly substantiated. It was 

awarded a low L2 mark. 

 

 
 





 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Exemplar 3 

This L3 answer is focused on the question but lacks sufficient attention to 

the Second Crusade and therefore does not fully meet its demands. 

Mostly accurate material is used and criteria are established for 

judgement while the argument is clear and proceeds logically. 

 



 
 

 



 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Exemplar 4 

This response does attempt to compare the leadership of Saladin and Nur 

ad-Din and uses some relevant knowledge before coming to a judgement. 

It was given a L3 mark. 

 



 
 





 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Exemplar 5 

This answer displays understanding of the debate contained in the 

extracts and uses own knowledge to expand upon and challenge the 

interpretation in Extract 1. However, its use of Extract 2 and its 

evaluation are substantially curtailed. As a result, it was awarded a top L3 

mark.  
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