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Introduction 
 

It was pleasing to see candidates able to engage effectively across the ability range in this first 

post-Covid set of exams with A Level paper 2A which deals with 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 question which is based 

on two linked sources. It assesses source analysis and evaluation skills (AO2). Section B 

comprises a choice of essays that assess understanding of the period in depth (AO1) by targeting 

five second order concepts - cause, consequence, change and continuity, similarity and 

difference, and significance. Candidates appeared to organise their time effectively and there 

was very little evidence of candidates being unable to attempt both answers within the time 

allocated. A minority of scripts posed some problems with the legibility of handwriting; 

examiners can only give credit for what they can read. 

 

In Section A, the strongest answers were able to develop reasoned and supported inferences 

based on the sources. Such responses evaluated the sources thoroughly in relation to the 

demands of the enquiry on the basis of both the contextual knowledge that was on offer and 

through an awareness of the nature, origin and purpose of the source. The question requires 

candidates to use the sources ‘together’, but it is not a requirement to use them ’together’ 

throughout the response. There was some evidence of some candidates attempting to do this. 

Depending on the sources, it was not always possible to do this convincingly, and some 

candidates engaged in some superficial argument and analysis as a result. Some candidates 

used their contextual knowledge to describe events in great detail, rather than using it to 

illuminate and to discuss the sources. This sometimes resulted in candidates not dealing with the 

sources adequately. In other cases, it was clear that, despite Advance Information, some 

candidates had insufficient contextual knowledge to deal effectively with the sources. 

 

In section B it was clear that most candidates had a secure knowledge base, but this was not 

always effectively used to address the specific focus of the questions posed. Stronger answers 

clearly understood the importance of identifying the appropriate second order concept that was 

being targeted by the question. Weaker candidates either engaged in a narrative approach that 

made links to the question in the conclusion or shaped their responses analytically but lacked 

sufficient substance and accurate contextual knowledge to support the arguments that they 

were making. Candidates are encouraged to ensure that they take the most appropriate 

approach to answering a question. Candidates should always aim to show the links between the 

issues raised, not merely to present a list of factors. Candidates need to be aware of the 

chronological parameters of questions and to ensure that they write across the chronology. Not 

all candidates have a secure understanding of what is meant by 'criteria' in terms of bullet point 

3 of the mark scheme. Some candidates note in the introduction to the essay that they are 

naming the criteria that they plan to use, when in actual fact they are referring to the issues or 

the factors that will be discussed in the response. 'Criteria' in bullet point 3 of the mark scheme 

refers to the basis on which candidates reach their judgement, not the issues that are discussed 

in the process of reaching that judgement. 

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



Question 1 

Option 2A.1 has a larger entry than option 2A.2 and hence the majority of candidates answered 

this question. This question attracted a wide range of answers with many responses meriting 

secure level 4 and level 5. Most candidates were able to analyse Source 1 in the context of their 

own knowledge with many challenging the description of Tostig in the source in the light of his 

actions in Northumbria and the uprising they provoked. The description of Harold Godwin on the 

other hand was more often accepted at face value despite most candidates identifying the 

limitations of the source dedicated to Queen Edith. The treatment of Source 2 was much more 

varied. Although most candidates reiterated the provenance of the source identified in the source 

caption, fewer candidates were able to deploy their own knowledge to explain or support 

inferences or challenge matters of detail in this source. Some candidates were able to identify the 

previous involvement of Harold Godwin in Wales or to provide any details of the Godwins’ 

campaign in 1063, but many did not draw upon this knowledge. Almost all candidates used the 

sources to address the question and there were fewer examples of candidates answering the 

question based entirely on their own knowledge than had been seen in previous years. On the 

other hand, a small but significant number of candidates were able to analyse the sources with 

very little contextual knowledge. Such candidates however were unable to progress beyond Level 

3. In general, this question was reasonably well attempted. 
 



 



 



 



 



 



 

 

 
 

This is a top level 5 response. It interrogates the evidence and deploys contextual knowledge 

effectively to illuminate and discuss the limitations of the sources. There is a real sense of 

interpreting the sources in the light of the values and concerns of Anglo-Saxon society. The 

evaluation of the source material is secure and the section where the two sources are used 

together to corroborate the evidence and consider the claims is very well focused. 

TIP 



 

Justify comments on the reliability of the sources by drawing upon their content. 

 

 
Question 2 

 

The range of answers to this question was more limited than that of question one. Most candidates 

were able to analyse both Sources 3 and 4, many having useful contextual knowledge of the 

reasons for and consequences of, the Inquest of the Sheriffs 1170. The use of Source 3 was more 

varied with much emphasis on the date of the source and the nature of gossip. Most candidates 

however were able to use source 4 to identify the focus of the inquiry and the issues to be 

examined by the Inquest of Sheriffs. Fewer candidates identified the fact that the inquest's 

inquiries extended beyond sheriffs to include bailiffs, archbishops bishops abbots, barons etc. 

Most candidates were successful in using the two sources together, many using them to compare 

the validity of the official order in Source 4 with the court gossip in Source 3. Surprisingly, very few 

candidates picked up on the exaggerated language used in Source 3 and really used it to consider 

the validity of the claims made in the source. The best evaluations, achieving in level 4 and level 5, 



commented not only on the provenance of the source but justified comments on the weight of the 

evidence by applying them to the evidence in the source. 

 



 



 



 



 
 

This is a level 4 response. It analyses the source material and is very clear over the claims made by 

the writer of source 3 and the more factual details that can be drawn from Source 4. The candidate 

has developed a number of reasoned inferences that are developed by well-selected contextual 

knowledge. Good examples of this can be seen on p.2. One area for improvement that would help 

to move this response into level 5 would be to reach a judgement on the weight that can be placed 

on the sources. It does consider the pros and cons of Source 3 but does not reach a judgement on 

the weight that can be placed on it, and the evaluation of Source 4 is limited. 

TIP 
 

Remember to use the sources to explore the claims being made by the writer and to consider how 

valid they are. 

 



 
Question 3 

 

This question, the most popular for option 2A. 1, produced a number of excellent answers which 

examined the impact of forest laws together with the harrying of the north, the feudal system 

and changes in land ownership and the manorial system, nucleated villages and the reduction of 

slavery. The majority of candidates focused on forest laws and castles. There was some excellent 

knowledge of the forest laws and their impact displayed, but also many answers where 

knowledge of this change was limited and answers relied more on exploring alternative features. 

In addition, some higher achieving responses focused their comments on the building of castles 

on the question, identifying the significant psychological impact of castles on the Anglo Saxon 

population in the surrounding areas and the role of castles as both protectors and controllers of 

that same population. Most answers on castles however ignored the fact that the majority were 

built in towns not villages and simply described their construction. Changing patterns of trade 

following the Norman conquest were discussed by a number of candidates but fewer were able 

to relate these comments to the question. The issue of slavery demonstrated the greatest 

confusion and there were some significant examples of anachronism. A significant number of 

candidates were uncertain of the nature of 11th century slavery and argued that the return of 

slaves to villages would lead to increased racial tensions and others referenced the slave trade in 

Bristol. There were some issues in selecting castles as a change to investigate where some 

candidates demonstrated a poor understanding of the geography of 11th century England, 

adopting a very London centric view in which significant centres of population such as Exeter, 

Lincoln and even York were regarded as villages. The most frequently mentioned evidence which 

candidates used to demonstrate the impact of castles on villages was the often-repeated 

statement that a large number [estimates varied from 120 to 230] of houses were demolished in 

Lincoln to build a castle while claiming that Lincoln [one of the four largest cities in the 

Doomsday survey with a population of over 5000 in 1087] was a village. It would be helpful to 

candidates in studying this aspect of the course to have very clear definitions of towns, villages 



and hamlets. Although some candidates used the feudal system effectively to consider 

significant changes, many showed an extremely limited knowledge of the feudal system. This did 

limit opportunities for insightful analysis and evaluation. It should also be noted that the 

question focus was on changes introduced by the Normans. Answers that focused heavily on 

the continuities were not well focused.  

 





 



 





 
 

This is a secure level 5 response. It has sustained analysis and does consider the relative 

significance of factors. It establishes valid criteria for judgement. It does occasionally wander 

into pre-Norman material but has a good range and depth of factors which it explores and 

reaches a well-supported judgement in the conclusion. 

Tip 
 

This question focuses on significance. To address it effectively, you need to establish criteria for 

judgement. 

 

 

 



Question 4 
 

Question 4 was probably the question which received the most effective answers , receiving the 

largest proportion of level 5 answers. Even the weaker candidates displayed a secure grasp of 

mostly accurate and relevant knowledge to support their understanding of the question. Most 

candidates considered the rebellions in Maine, Robert Curthose’s actions and Philip I's ambitions 

to expand his territory and his support for rebels against William I. Many candidates were able to 

identify criteria by which to arrive at a judgement and a significant number were able to achieve 

a sustained judgement. A small number of weaker answers focused entirely on the actions of 

William I in completing his conquest of England in particular the harrying of the north, only a few 

of whom were able to relate their comments to the question. Overall, this question was very well 

answered. 

 



 



 



 



 



 
 

This is a top level 5 response. It has good range and excellent depth of knowledge that is 

deployed effectively to address the question and reach judgements. The criterial developed is 

valid and the relative significance of the different causes is established. 

Tip – 
 

In causation questions, a brief plan helps you to focus on the second order concept and reach 

supported judgements. 

Question 5 
 

This was the most popular question in option 2A. There were a range of answers to this 

question, but most candidates were able to identify the significance of the Constitutions of 

Clarendon and Becket’s rejection of them. Many candidates evidenced a clear understanding of 



the events leading up to and consequences of, the Constitutions of Clarendon, a small number 

however focused almost exclusively on the clash of personalities between Becket and Henry II, 

basing their arguments entirely on their opinions of the characters. Most candidates however 

were able to examine the reasons for and the actions of both the king and the archbishop. 

Several particularly impressive level 5 answers were able to contextualise the disputes between 

Henry and Becket within the ongoing challenging relations between church and state in 12th 

century England. This question was generally well answered. 

 



 



 



 



 
 

This is a level 5 entry response. It has explicit focus on the question and sufficient support. It 

establishes a line of reasoning which is valid. The section on the Constitutions of Clarendon is 

not as effective as the exploration of other reasons. 

Tip 
 

This is a causation question. The most effective answers consider the given cause in some depth 

and compare it to alternatives to reach a judgement on whether it is the main, and therefore 

most important, reason. 

 
Question 6 

 

This question prompted a number of effective answers. Some candidates took a broad approach 

and surveyed the reasons for determining Philip’s culpability while others went into very 

impressive detail on each occurrence of hostility with Philip, Henry the Younger, Richard, Geoffrey 

and John. A very popular counter argument was that Henry caused his own downfall by his refusal 

to name Richard as his heir and properly authorise control of his territories to his sons. A common 

error was to regard this as a causation question rather than a consequence question and to focus 

analysis on the most important reason rather than evaluate the relative significance of the 

consequences of the deaths of Young Henry and Geoffrey in explaining the collapse of power in 

the Angevin Empire. It is also important to note the date range in the question. Some candidates 

devoted much space in their answers to the Great Rebellion which was not relevant to this 

question and could not be rewarded. 



 



 



 



 



 
 

This is a level 5 response. It has a secure range and sufficient knowledge to support the argument. 

It considers both the ways that the deaths strengthened as well as weakened Henry’s control of 

his empire. 

Tip 
 

Consequence questions do differ from causation questions. Remember that you are looking at 

impact. 



Paper Summary 
 

Based on their performance on this paper, candidates are offered the following advice: 
 

Section A 
 

• Candidates should aim to draw out reasoned and developed inferences that go beyond 

comprehension and summary of the sources 

• Candidates should read the caption carefully so that they can make full use of it when 

evaluating the sources 

• Contextual knowledge should be used to illuminate and discuss what is in the source, 

rather than provide an answer to the enquiry. Long descriptions of linked events are 

unlikely to gain any credit 

• Candidates should make use of the sources together at some point in the answer but are 

certainly not required to do this all the way through the answer. 

 

 
Section B 

 

• Candidates should not assume that every question will require a factor/other factors 

approach 

• Candidates must provide precise contextual knowledge as evidence. Weaker responses 

generally 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 rather than merely present a list 

of factors. 
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