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Option 1: The Fall of the Roman Republic 81–31 BC 
Question Answer Max 

Mark 
1 How far do the sources support the view that the senate failed to deal 

with the challenges facing the Republic throughout this period? 
 

[50] 

 Good answers should provide factual knowledge and evidence of the 
challenges facing the Republic during this period; answers should show 
knowledge of the ways the senate met the challenges in response to this 
question. 
Possible examples where the senate was challenged could include: 

 illegal/unconstitutional acts/behaviour e.g. Pompey’s special commands 
in 70s; consulship in 70; consulship of Caesar; the illegal consulship of 
Octavian; 

 the use of violence or military force to gain demands: e.g. Lepidus;  
Pompey in 70s and 60s; Catiline’s Conspiracy; use of veterans by 
Caesar; Clodius’ tribunate etc in 50s; the use of force and threats by 
Octavian and Antony; the civil war; 

 corruption and bribery: the corruption of the courts - failures of attempts 
to reform; corruption in provinces; political alliances e.g. the ‘first 
triumvirate’; the second triumvirate; 

 use of popular assemblies by magistrates for personal gain; manipulation 
of the constitution by individuals e.g. Pompey, Caesar, Crassus, 
Octavian etc;  

 the challenge of Sulla’s dictatorship and reforms: the senate’s role in 
their success or failure. 

 

 Reward use of sources supporting the factual knowledge: 
Plutarch Sulla 33- dictatorship; Tac. Histories 2.38 for a summary of the 
problems caused by Sulla, Pompey etc; Appian 1.100 reforms; 1.107 
Lepidus; 
Sallust Histories 2.98 Pompey’s letter to the senate 75 BC; consulship 
Appian 1.121; 
Cicero Verres 1 37ff courts; 
Plutarch Pompey 25, 30 Leges Gabinia, Manilia; 
Cicero de lege agraria 1.2ff Rullus land bill; 63 BC Catiline- Cicero and 
Sallust for the senate’s actions;  
Cicero Letters to Atticus 1.17/19 senate’s problems with equites, Pompey, 
Crassus etc cf Dio Cassius 37.49; 
Plutarch, Suetonius, Cicero, Velleius Paterculus - triumvirate and 50s 
leading to civil war. Cicero  for (biased) accounts of Clodius cf. Dio Cassius 
38 12-13; 
Suetonius the Deified Julius 76, 78-80 honours; 
Res Gestae for Octavian’s view of his challenge to the senate;  
Tacitus Annals 1.1-2 for a more cynical view. for other views Dio Cassius, 
Velleius Paterculus, Appian. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

AO1 
(20) 

 

 Responses to the question should develop the nature of the challenges and 
the effectiveness of the ways in which the senate dealt with them; answers 
should deal with the extent to which the evidence supports the view in the 
question.  
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Question Answer Max 
Mark 

 Answers might consider that the senate did act effectively or take an 
alternative view- reward well-organised arguments supported by factual 
knowledge and/or evidence; answers should present some attempt at 
evaluation of the sources in terms of the question; there should be some 
balance in the argument for the higher marks. Reward where the answer 
compares or contrasts the information and/or evidence. 
 

 
 
 
 

AO2 
(30) 
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Question Answer Max 
Mark 

2 How far was Julius Caesar typical of the politicians of this period? 
 
Answers to this question should make comparisons of Caesar with a range 
of other politicians; descriptions of Caesar’s career and/or general 
information about politicians without reference to other specific politicians is 
partially relevant. 
Detail of Caesar’s career is needed (although not every event and action - 
those which support the argument about ‘typical’) e.g. some of: 
 his route through the cursus honorum; 
 his use of political alliances - Pompey, Crassus; association with tribunes 

and his use of them; 
 his use of office to gain his goals; 
 his provincial commands; 
 use of bribery, violence etc; 
 his manipulation of popularity;  
 family connections and his use of them; 
 legal and illegal acts. 
Comparison can be made with any of the politicians of the period including 
those after his death. 
Answers should provide supporting evidence from the source material: 

evidence is plentiful for Caesar: Suetonius, Plutarch Lives; Sallust  Catiline 
53-54 (Caesar and Cato); Pliny the Elder NH 7.91-4 on Caesar’s qualities; 

• Velleius 2.33. Pompey’s ambition;  

• Caesar Civil War 1.9.1: reference to ‘dignitas’; 

• Letters of Cicero provide evidence of Pompey, Caesar, Cicero, and 
others at the time of the civil war; 

• Clodius’ activity is documented by Cicero, Dio Cassius (38. 12-13), 
Velleius 2.45; 

• Plutarch Crassus 7 for  a view of his political activity; 

• Cicero and Sallust for Catiline and his supporters. 
For higher marks answers should provide a range of information.  

[50] 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

AO1 
(20) 

 Answers must address the issue in the question of ‘typical’ indicating some 
of the similarities and differences between Caesar and other politicians; 
some answers may question whether there is a ‘typical’ politician and/or 
argue for a wide variety of political activity during the period; answers 
should attempt an evaluation of some of the evidence and its contribution to 
our understanding of the politicians; reward where the answer compares or 
contrasts the information and/or evidence. 
 

 
 
 
 
 

AO2 
(30) 
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Question Answer Max 
Mark 

3 Was Sallust correct in his view that moral decline was the cause of the 
political collapse of the Republic? 
 

[50] 

 (1) Answers to this question should include information and evidence either 
for or against the view expressed: 
Sallust Catiline 11-13; 36ff are representative extracts for his views about 
the influence of wealth and power; the damage done by Sulla and Pompey 
among others and so on.  
This is echoed by Livy Preface 9-10; 
Catiline’s supporters as examples of the decline: Sallust Catiline 14; Cicero 
in Cat II 10ff: 
 (2) Answers should consider other factors also for a balanced view: e.g. 

  Rivalries amongst politicians: Pompey would brook no rival (Caelius ad 
Fam 7.16; ad Att 8. 11) ; Ad Att 8.11.2 Cicero’s claims that Pompey 
aimed to have absolute power through military success; Sulla – Appian 
and Plutarch provide information on his aims and actions; Cicero Ad Att 
2.21 Pompey and Caesar – their rivalry; Caesar CV 1.4 Pompey’s 
jealousy; Plutarch Antony for Octavian and Antony rivalry; 

 The ambitions of individuals: Plutarch Crassus for his ambitions: love of 
glory (14); – triumvirate activated by love of glory and triumph (7); Plut. 
Caesar 13 : Cato’s - triumvirate would lead to war and an end of the 
Republic cf. Plut Pompey 47; 

 the corruption and manipulation in politics: Suet. The Deified Julius 18 
use of bribery for Bibulus; Velleius 2.44 (the first trumvirate); 

 the resort to violence: Clodius – Dio 38.12 on his laws of 58 BC; 
Suetonius DJ 19-20 Caesar’s consulship cf. Plutarch Caesar 14; 

 the weakness of parts of the constitution; illegal actions which 
undermined the rule of law e.g. Octavian’s consulship in 43 BC (Appian); 

 dominance of military roles/ importance of provincial commands: Pompey 
in 70s and 60s; Octavian and Antony in 30s; Res Gestae for a biased 
account; Appian Civil Wars 3. 

 
Some balance might be expected in terms of the relative importance of 
particular factors.  
Reward specific information and evidence, coverage of the period, although 
not all factors need to be included for higher marks. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

AO1 
(20) 

 Responses to this question should consider the issue in the question and 
offer a reasoned argument for or against the view; answers should assess 
the usefulness of the evidence in context. 
The analysis should develop the various factors which contributed to the fall 
of the republic and should discuss the evidence where appropriate for 
higher marks; reward where the answer compares or contrasts the 
information and/or evidence. 

 
 
 
 
 

AO2 
(30) 
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Question Answer Max 
Mark 

4 To what extent were individual politicians able to control decision-
making throughout this period? 
 

[50] 

 Answers to the question should include information on a number of 
examples of decision-making  and the extent of the involvement of 
individuals in them; answers should also use of a range of sources and their 
contexts, for example: 

 Sulla’s reforms (Plutarch Sulla 30 – 31 Sulla’s acts as dictator; Appian 
1.100); 

 Pompey’s military commands in 70s and 60s: Plutarch Pompey 13-14 
Pompey and Sulla; 17 – Lepidus and command in Spain; 25/30 Gabinian 
and Manilian Laws. 44- opposed by Cato;  

 Cicero and the Catiline Conspiracy: his role in the SCU (Sallust Catiline); 
the debate on execution: Sallust Cat. 52-3 Caesar and Cato; 

 political changes and demands: corruption in the courts (Cicero in Verres 
1); the tribunate; Rullus land bill (Cicero); Dio 37.49 – Pompey’s failure to 
gain demands on return from the East etc.; 55BC Crassus and Pompey 
consulship- control by the triumvirate; 

 Caesar’s consulship: control and manipulation of assembly Suetonius 
DJ; Dio Cassius 38; Plutarch  Caesar 14; 

 Cicero’s exile and recall: role of Pompey (Dio Cassius 38.30)/Clodius’ 
tribunate 58 BC; 

 the build-up to the Civil War: decision-making in Rome; example of the 
use of tribunes to control decision-making through the veto (Cicero 
Letters to friends - Caelius (11, 14); Caesar CW 1.1-5; 

 Caesar’s dictatorships; 

 Octavian and Antony – their success due to the control of armies – 
Suetonius Augustus 10-12; 2nd triumvirate/ Treaties of Brundisium and 
Tarentum; Antony’s action in the East;  

Reward specific information and evidence, coverage of the period, although 
not all issues need to be included for higher marks. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

AO1 
(20) 

 Responses to this question should discuss how far individuals might control 
decision-making using examples of specific decisions for highest marks; 
higher marks for a balanced analysis which deals with the extent in specific 
cases and makes some reference to different contexts in which politicians 
did and did not gain control of the situation;  
good answers should offer some attempt at evaluation of sources in support 
of their views; answers may discuss the limitations of the evidence where 
appropriate. Reward where the answer compares or contrasts evidence. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

AO2 
(30) 
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Option 2: The Invention of Imperial Rome 31 BC–AD 96 
Question Answer Max 

Mark 
5 How far do the sources support the view that the emperors extended 

their power and control over Rome and its people during this period? 
 

[50] 

 Answers should provide detail of the various ways in which emperors 
changed their powers and means of control and information showing varied 
levels of control by different emperors.  Reward factual information and 
source material specific to the question on a range of emperors, although 
not all need to be included; concentration on one emperor for the most part 
should be seen as partially relevant.  Examples could include:  

 Augustus’ powers within Rome and its administration: his control of corn 
supply, water supply, praetorian guard, vigiles; elections, entry to the 
senate, admin. roles; financial controls through coinage, taxes etc; 
control of judicial system; 

 instances where later emperors developed and extended these powers - 
areas to consider: Tiberius and the senate; Gaius’ autocratic approach; 
Claudius’ use of freedmen and the imperial bureaucracy; Nero’s use of 
his power in the latter part of his reign; Vespasian’s powers; Domitian 
and the senate, his use of  a ‘trusted’ group lessening the power of the 
senate as a whole;  

 constitutional changes: ending of election by assemblies; control of 
appointments and magistracies e.g. Domitian’s use of the consulship; 

 emperors’ power and control remains limited: shown by continued 
functioning of the magistrates and senate during the period: examples of 
the senate in decision-making; the rôles of other individuals in 
government;  

 times when emperors appear not to be in control: Tiberius and Sejanus; 
Claudius and his wives and freedmen; Nero in Greece and  the end of 
his reign; plots and mutinies against the emperors; 

 the different claims of emperors at different points in their reigns: they 
start by declaring freedom for the senate etc and gradually become 
autocratic; 

 the rôle of patronage in imperial appointments; control of means of 
popularity - games, food supply, employment. 

 Res Gestae cf. Dio Cassius, Suetonius and Tacitus for different 
accounts; also: 

 Tacitus Annals 1.15: popular elections end; 

 Various emperors : Suetonius and Tacitus Annals and Histories; 
e.g. Tiberius’ treason trials (Tac. Annals 6.18); Nero: Flavus’ 
comment Tac. Annals 15.67 and the Piso plot; 

 the different relations between emperors and different groups 
during their reigns; Claudius accused of taking legal and 
magisterial functions for himself (Tac. Annals 11.5; Nero begins by 
rejecting the Claudian model (Tac. Annals 13.4); Domitian asserts 
autocracy from the start (Dio 67.2/67.4); 

 Dio 60.1.4 – Claudius voted prerogatives of power cf Vespasian’s 
powers –inscription ILS 244); Tacitus Histories 4.3. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

AO1 
(20) 
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Question  Answer Max 
Mark 

 Answers should provide analysis of the sources supporting the issues and 
the extent of the growth in the power of the emperors over Rome, its 
institutions and peoples; answers may consider that Augustus established 
the basis and later emperors made their power more obvious rather than 
extending their control constitutionally;  answers might include some 
discussion of the evidence for the continued rôle of the senate and others, 
the times when emperors lost control or appeared not to be in control. 
Answers should show evaluation of the evidence and its limitations in 
response to the question. Reward answers where evidence is compared 
and/or contrasted. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

AO2 
(30) 
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Question Answer Max 
Mark 

6 To what extent did the emperors give the senate and individual 
senators an effective role in the administration of the city of Rome? 
 

[50] 

 Answers should include some of the tasks/rôles/offices which senators were 
involved in during this period.   Sources should be included for the 
information and views on the effectiveness of the part they played.  Reward 
specific information and coverage of the period in response to this question, 
although not all rôles and emperors’ reigns need to be included for higher 
marks.  Note this is a question about the duties/ rôles/ tasks of the senate 
and senators not about the extent of its power.  
Information might include: 
 legislative: senatus consulta became law/senate committee; 

 as a court: trials under Tiberius, Nero, Domitian; 

 ‘senatorial’ provinces; 

 the cursus honorum: careers of senators (reward specific examples with 
higher levels); increase in number of magistrates (18 praetors under 
Flavians; 4 consuls per year; between 6 and 10 under Flavians etc); 

 posts: corn supply, roads, water supply, buildings, public works, temples, 
state treasury, praefectus urbi, military rôles, provincial commands etc; 
155 posts available in any year; 

 sources view of senate’s role and status e.g. Pliny Letters 8.14 subdued 
senate under Domitian; Panegyric 62, 68, 76; Tacitus’ and Tiberius’ 
comments ’ fit to be slaves’ (Annals 3.65). 

Sources for the Senate under Augustus 
Suet 35 – reduced to 600 (as censor); 2 meetings per month, encouraged 
more conscientious service; council of advisors; Suet. Aug. 54 : A. never 
punished anyone for showing independence of mind or for behaving 
insolently;  35 – encouraged to be more conscientious; council of the senate 
chosen by lot every six months; 37 A. devised new offices- public works, 
buildings, roads, aqueducts, Tiber, grain subsidy; 
 Velleius 2. 89  authority of the senate restored; 
 Dio 53.21.7 the senate continued to sit in judgement, transacted business 

with embassies;  
 RG 34 grants of powers and honours by the senate;  
 Tacitus 1.1-2, 19-10 sees it as servile and powerless; Tac. Annals 13. 28-

30 signs of a free country; the treasury’ history etc.; 
Lactor 8 contains inscriptions of individual senators, careers and roles + 
acts of the senate (see 30, 58, 62 for example);  
Suet. Claudius 16, 24: senate; Domitian 8,10; Suet. Tiberius 31 Freedom of 
the senate. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

AO1 
(20) 

 Answers to this question should address how far emperors did provide a 
rôle for the senate and the issue of effectiveness; answers should evaluate 
the evidence for the efforts of the emperors and the extent of senatorial 
rôles in administration: aspects of bias against emperors, the sources’ 
unreliability for various reasons e.g. Tacitus’ view of some emperors, the 
limitations of Suetonius’ biographies; reward evaluation where sources are 
compared or contrasted; there should be a balanced analysis of the extent 
of success/ aims of the emperors and range of the rôles undertaken. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

AO2 
(30) 
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Question Answer Max 
Mark 

7 ‘Despite the best efforts of the emperors of this period, they failed to 
establish the imperial cult in the city of Rome.’ How far does the 
evidence support this view of the development of the imperial cult 
during this period? 
 

[50] 

 Answers in response to this question should provide factual information and 
source material for the development of the imperial cult and the extent to 
which emperors made efforts to establish it in Rome during this period. 
Some knowledge of the political use of the cult and/or religion should be 
rewarded. There should be some attempt to consider at least three 
emperors. Information might include: 
 the different approaches by different emperors to the family: Tiberius- 

deification of Augustus, refusal concerning himself, Livia, and the imperial 
family; Gaius’ deification of sister;association of himself with the gods; 
extension of palace to the temple of Castor and Pollux etc; Nero’s 
association with Apollo; Titus deifies Vespasian, and sister Domitilla; 
Domitian deifies Titus and niece Julia; 

 the building of temples to deified members of the imperial family: temple 
to Julius Caesar by Augustus; temple of Augustus started by Tiberius; 
temples to Claudius, Vespasian; house of Domitian’s birth made into 
temple (Statius Silvae 5.1.8-9, Martial Ep 9.1) etc.; 

 References in literature to emperors associated with gods: Horace Odes 
3.5, 3.14, 4.5.33-6 (Augustus); Virgil Aeneid 6/8; Ovid Tristia 2.53-60; 
Pliny NH 2.17-1 Vespasian; 

 Creation of Augustales/ Lares Compitales in 7 BC and worship of the 
family/ genius; use of divi filius on inscriptions and coins; 

 rituals associated with emperors: e.g. wine poured in honour of Augustus’ 
Genius (Senate decree 30 BC); prayers for family; dedication of altars 
(Ara Pacis 13 BC, Fortuna redux 19 BC; AD 13 numen Augusti (Tiberius); 

 focus  in Rome on dead emperors and family members. 

Augustus: Suet. Augustus 52: no temples to himself in Rome; contrast Tac. 
Annals 1.10; Dio 51.20 start of emperor worship in the East; 

Gaius: Suet. Gaius 22, Dio 59. 28; Nero - coinage (Lactor 8); Domitian Suet. 
Domitian 13 Dominus et Deus cf. Dio 67.4; 

Tac. Annals 1.73: ref. to worshippers of Augustus; 

Tac. Annals 4.15/4.37 Tiberius’ views on the cult in the provinces; 

Lactor 18 for sources on the cult in the Empire/attitudes of emperors. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

AO1 
(20) 
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Question Answer Max 
Mark 

 Analysis for this question should address the issue of support in the sources 
for how far emperors attempted to establish the cult in Rome; answers 
should develop a balanced argument regarding the different approaches of 
emperors and whether any emperor encouraged the worship of himself, the 
family or individuals; answers should consider that deified members of the 
family were worshipped but not living ones. Reward answers which develop 
some appreciation of the political use of the cult by emperors and why it or 
religion was important to emperors. Reward answers which use the sources 
critically and discuss their limitations and bias towards particular emperors. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

AO2 
(30) 
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Question Answer Max 
Mark 

8 How consistent were the emperors of this period in their policies 
towards the city and its amenities? 
 

[50] 

 Answers to this question should include some of the building projects and 
improvements to the amenities by emperors during this period.  Evidence 
should be included for the analysis of the the consistency of policies, 
whether between emperors or the policies of individual emperors.  Reward 
specific information, coverage of the period, although not all emperors and 
amenities need to be included.  Concentration in detail on one part of the 
period is only partially relevant. Information on emperor’s actions might 
include: 

 amenities in the reign of Augustus e.g. his Forum, the Baths of Agrippa, 
Theatre of Marcellus (restored by Vespasian –Suet Vesp. 19); fire-
brigade/police; water supply and aqueducts; grain distribution; games 
provision (Res Gestae for most of this); 

 additional baths by Nero and Titus; Theatre of Pompey (restored partly by 
Tiberius); additional aqueducts by Gaius and Claudius; Vespasian’s 
restoration of the capitol; the Colosseum; Claudius’ concern for the grain 
supply, building of Ostia etc (Suet. Claudius 18-20; 

 Domitian’s works: (Suet. Dom. 5) : capitol, Forum of Nerva, a stadium, a 
concert hall, an artificial lake, Isis temple, (Suet. Dom. 13)– there are 
problems due to the action of removing his name from buildings on his 
death; Domitian’s changes to grain distribution etc (Suet. Dom. 7); 

 regulations to improve conditions: on street widths, heights of houses and 
insulae etc, e.g. Nero (Tac.  Annals 15.42); and in Titus’ reign; 

 the change in population and size of the city during the period and the 
subsequent needs of the city (e.g. Juvenal’s claims in Satire 3 about the 
amenities). 

Good answers should identify ‘policies’ or ‘aims’ on the part of the emperors 
for which the above is evidence. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
AO1 
(20) 

 Analysis in response to the question should address how consistent 
emperors were in their aims for the amenities, and in what they attempted to 
do; answers may question whether emperors did have policies as such or 
reacted to the situations as they arose; answers may consider that gaining 
popularity was the aim for most of the emperors most of the time; reward 
answers which argue that emperors changed their approach during their 
reigns; evaluation and interpretation of the evidence (archaeological and 
literary) should be provided in answers. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

AO2 
(30) 
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Option 3: Ruling the Roman Empire AD 14–117 
Question Answer Max 

Mark 
9 How typical of the provincial governors of this period was Pliny the 

Younger? 
 

[50] 

 Answers in response to ‘typical’ should include a range of governors and 
procurators who governed provinces during this period.  Specific examples 
should be included for the comparison/contrast with Pliny as governor of 
Bythinia et Pontus.  Reward specific information of Pliny’s acts as governor, 
his status, his tasks; highest level for detailed comparison  and coverage of 
the period, although not all aspects of his governorship need to be included 
for higher marks.  Concentration in detail on Pliny with general reference to 
‘governors’ is only partially relevant. Information for comparison with Pliny 
might include: 

 evidence for governors (senatorial and equestrian) and their rôles e.g. 
Tacitus Agricola and Pliny letters 10;  

 other evidence includes governors mentioned in Tacitus Annals, Agricola 
and Histories (e.g Suetonius Paulinus, Scapula et al in Britain, Corbulo 
and Paetus in Syria, Corbulo in Germany (Tac. Annals 11.18ff), Felix and 
others  in Judaea (Tac. Annals 12.54), Blaesus in Africa, Piso in Syria, 
previous governors of Bythinia etc); Vespasian’s governorship of Judaea 
(Josephus); inscriptions referring to governors; 

 evidence for procurators and their rôles e.g. Classicianus, Catus in 
Britain (Tacitus Annals 14); inscriptions; references in Pliny Letters 10; 
Philo Against Flaccus; 

 the use of the army – inscriptions of various minor rôles; the centurion 
who caused the Frisii revolt in AD 29;  

 length of governorships: Tiberius used lengthy periods (Tac Annals 1.76, 
80); 

 corruption: Junius Silanus in Asia (Tac. Annals 3.66f); Cordus (Tac. 
Annals 3.70f); Piso in Spain (Tac. Annals 4.45); Domitian’s reduction of 
corruption (Suet. Dom. 8) and control of administration (e.g. Lactor 18. 
No.126); Pliny Letters 2.11 - prosecution of Marcus Priscus. 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
AO1 
(20) 

 Responses to this question should address the issue of ‘how typical’ and 
how far the evidence is reliable; answers for ‘typical’ might compare Pliny to 
equestrian governors/procurators/other senatorial governors. Evidence from 
Pliny’s letters and other sources should be interpreted and evaluated for the 
various aspects of the governor’s rôle; e.g. the special nature of Pliny’s task 
and evidence, the rôle of Trajan, his view of his role; the issues with other 
evidence e.g. Tacitus’ biography of Agricola, Tacitus’ bias towards and 
against certain governors e.g. Corbulo, Paulinus; for highest levels this 
should be compared/contrasted with evidence for other governors.  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

AO2 
(30) 
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Question Answer Max 
Mark 

10 How far do the sources help us to assess the extent to which Roman 
rule was welcomed in the provinces? 
 

[50] 

 Answers to this question should include some of the evidence for attitudes 
of provincials towards Roman rule during this period.  Examples of sources 
should be included for the analysis of the evidence.  Reward specific 
information and source material, coverage of the period, although not all 
parts of the empire need be included.  Concentration in detail on one part of 
the period or one province is only partially relevant. Information might 
include: 
 
Evidence for rule being welcomed 
 Tacitus Agricola 21; the temple to Claudius; the Forum at St Albans; 

Chester pipe; establishment of towns e.g. Chichester, London, Silchester 
during the period; the Cogidubnus inscription and reference in Tacitus; 
Cartimandua (Tacitus); archaeological evidence of Roman lifestyle, 
religion, etc being taken up during this period; inscriptions (Lactors 8/18) 
indicating the attitudes of elites and their contributions;  

 growth in numbers of provincials in senate: Gauls in reign of Claudius 
(Tacitus Annals 11.23-25 and inscription of speech); Spanish and African 
senators (Lactor 8 inscriptions) by Trajan’s reign; 

 imperial cult: Temple to Gaius at Miletus; of Claudius in Britain; Tiberius 
in Spain (Annals 4.37-8); Pliny’s use of Trajan’s statue among other gods 
(Letters 10. 96); inscription regarding the cult, evidence from Pliny 10. 52, 
100 oath to Trajan; 70 Shrine to Claudius; Architecture at Aphrodisias; 
forms of worship (Roman or local?); 

 the evidence for use of Roman innovations in provinces/romanisation – 
coinage, trade, development of new types of crops and goods; the use of 
Latin; styles of architecture; types of entertainment etc; 

Evidence for rule not being welcomed 
 resistance and revolts – the reaction of the Trinovantes to the temple at 

Colchester; Boudicca’s revolt Tac. Annals 14.33f;  the Jews’ reaction to 
Gaius’ statue in their temple and revolt of AD 66 (Josephus); later revolt 
in Trajan’s reign; Frisii; Sacrovir and Florus; Civilis revolt; evidence of 
coins artefacts; 

 the evidence for continued local practices/ lifestyles: difference between 
East and West may be considered: local systems in use (e.g. councils in 
Eastern cities); local judicial and financial management (Pliny Letters) 
etc; 

 evidence of continued local religion practices and beliefs; 
 lack of/limited romanisation. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

AO1 
(20) 

 Analysis should include some discussion of the extent of the welcome and 
the sources for this; answers should consider the limitations of the evidence 
by Romans for attitudes of provincials; the extent to which Roman rule was 
welcomed by different groups within provinces e.g. elites, the ordinary 
citizens, kings etc, should be developed in better answers; answers may 
differentiate between the East and the West; answers should consider how 
far the evidence can be used to create a reliable picture through evaluation 
and interpretation of both literary and archaeological material.  
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Question Answer Max 
Mark 

 This may include evaluation of the fact that most of the evidence of attitudes 
by provincials is written by Romans (in Britain, for example) but not all 
(Josephus  about the Jewish Revolt); it may also include some analysis and 
evaluation of archaeological evidence and coins. 
 

 
 

AO2 
(30) 
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Question Answer Max 
Mark 

11 To what extent does the evidence support the view that the Empire 
was financially well-managed during this period?  
 

[50] 

 Answers to this question should show some knowledge of the financial 
system of the Empire including the distinction between the private wealth of 
the emperor and the state finances supervised by senators; answers should 
provide a range of evidence; reward specific examples of good or bad 
management in Rome and provinces with highest marks; very good 
answers might identify local and central management.  Information might 
include: 

 the ways in which the emperor’s wealth and the state finances became 
inter-linked; 

 rôles of procurators, equestrians and freedmen in the organisation; 

 sources of income: taxes (in money and goods); confiscations from trials 
etc; mines and quarries; conquests; sale of assets by emperors (e.g. 
Trajan at the start of his reign) etc; 

 areas of expenditure by emperor and state; 

 information on the financial management of emperors: Tiberius left a 
balance of 2,700 million HS (Suet. Gaius 37; 2,300 million/3,300 million 
HS Dio 59.2); his good management (Tac Annals 4.6); Gaius is 
supposedly bankrupt; Claudius appears to have few financial worries - 
large expenditure and reduced taxes (Dio 60.4, Suet. Claudius 20-21, 
Tac.Annals 11.11-12); Vespasian’s restoration of financial stability - new 
and increased taxes (Suet. Vesp 16, 23); Titus’ expenditure on games, 
Colosseum, relief of Pompeii etc; Domitian’s increase in military pay; 

 claims of good/bad financial management by sources: Suet.Dom. 12; 
Nero 30-32 wastefulness; Gaius 37-8 extravagances; 40 new taxes; 
Tiberius  46 meanness; 32 comment on raising taxes (cf Dio 57.10.5); 34 
reduced expenditure; Nerva’s commission on finance (Pliny Letters 2.1 
inheritance tax); 

 actions by  Rome to solve financial problems: Trajan’s remission of tax 
for Egypt after bad harvest; Trajan’s alimenta scheme; Nero’s reform of 
coinage; 

 mismanagement: revolts due to taxation: Florus and Sacrovir (Tac. 
Annals 3. 40-46); The Frisii (Tac. Annals 4.72-74); Judaea AD 66; 
corruption of governors/procurators; corruption of local officials (Pliny 
Letters ); Agricola’s measures to correct problems with taxes. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
AO1 
(20) 

 Discussion for this question should focus on the extent of support from the 
evidence and on the quality of financial management for good answers; 
answers should include evaluation of the evidence in terms of the question 
with specific examples in support of the argument; good answers should 
provide some balance with examples of both good and bad management 
with a general argument about the evidence; answers should have a focus 
on the reliability of the evidence; reward answers which compare and 
contrast material. 

 
 
 
 
 

AO2 
(30) 
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Question Answer Max 
Mark 

12 The security of the Empire depended entirely upon the army during 
this period.’ How far would you agree with this view? 
 

[50] 

 Answers to this question should provide specific information and sources on 
the role of the army and its contribution to the security of the empire; 
answers might provide specific information of other factors which provided 
security; coverage of the period should be rewarded; concentration upon 
one aspect/ part of the period should be treated as partly relevant. 
Information might include: 
The Army: 
 dealing with specific revolts; 
 the defence of frontiers - dealing with incursion of tribes e.g. in Germany, 

the Danube area, Britain (Wales and Scotland); against the Parthians in 
the East; 

 conquest aimed at securing frontiers; 
 pacification and romanisation; 
 distribution in strategic areas and camps for security and control: 

beginnings of the limes system; role in the communication system e.g. 
building roads etc. 

Other Factors: 
 diplomacy: e.g. Nero’s treaty with Parthia; Tiberius’ preference for 

diplomacy;  
 divide and rule approach: support of some tribes in Germany and Danube 

e.g. arrangements by Domitian with Decebalus; 
 Romanisation: support for and use of élites, spread of citizenship; 

imperial cult in the East and the West. 

Evidence might be used from: 
 Tacitus Annals 14 30ff (Boudicca etc); 15. 29-30 (Corbulo in Parthia); 

11.16ff,12.26 (problems in Germany); 11.23ff (Gauls in the Senate); 2.26 
Tiberius diplomacy 

 Dio Cassius for Claudius’ invasion of Britain; Domitian and Trajan in 
Dacia; Trajan in Parthia; Dio Cassius 68.17 Trajan; 

 Suetonius Lives provides some information;Domitian 6; Dio Cassius 67. 
3-6 (Domitian); Dio Cassius 68 6ff Trajan); evidence of Tacitus’ Agricola; 

 Archaeological evidence of forts in the Agri Decumates; road building; 
spread of citizenship and support by élites (e.g. Cogidubnus inscription). 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

AO1 
(20) 

 Responses to this question should include some analysis of the contribution 
the army made to security; there should be some discussion of ‘entirely’ in 
good answers. Answers might consider the contribution of other factors and 
make comparisons with the role of the army to provide a balanced 
discussion. Answers might include analysis of how far the evidence is 
adequate to judge the contribution of the army and/or the other factors. 

 
 
 
 
 

AO2 
(30) 
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A2 Classics Marking Grid for units AH3–AH4 (F393 and F394): AO1 

Characteristics of performance Recall and deploy relevant 
knowledge and understanding of 
literary, cultural, material or 
historical sources or linguistic 
forms, in their appropriate contexts 

20 

 Recall and application of subject knowledge and sources; 
 Relevance to question/topic; 
 Understanding and application of sources and evidence; 
 Understanding of concepts and/or context. 

 
Level 5 18–20 

 A very good range of detailed factual knowledge; 
 Fully relevant to the question; 
 Well-supported with evidence and reference to the sources; 
 Displays a very good understanding of concepts and contexts of events and/or sources.  

 
Level 4 14–17 

 A good range of detailed factual knowledge; 
 Mostly relevant to the question; 
 Mostly supported with evidence and reference to the sources; 
 Displays a good understanding of concepts and contexts of events and/or sources. 

 
Level 3 9–13 

 A range of basic factual knowledge; 
 Partially relevant to the question; 
 Partially supported with evidence and reference to the sources; 
 Displays some understanding of concepts and contexts of events and/or sources. 

 
Level 2 5–8 

 Limited factual knowledge; 
 Occasionally relevant to the question; 
 Occasionally supported with evidence;  
 Displays some understanding of concepts and contexts of events and/or sources. 

 
Level 1 

0–4 

 Little or no factual knowledge; 
 Rarely relevant to the question; 
 Minimal or no supporting evidence;  
 Displays minimal or no understanding of concepts and contexts of events and or 

sources. 
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A2 Classics Marking Grid for units AH3–AH4 (F393 and F394): AO2 (a and b) 
(a) Analyse, evaluate and respond 

to classical sources (literary, 
cultural, material, historical or 
linguistic), as appropriate 

(b) Select, organise and present 
relevant information and 
argument in a clear, logical, 
accurate and appropriate form 

30 

 Analysis; 
 Interpretation and evaluation; 
 Organisation and argument;  
 Communication of ideas; 
 Accuracy of writing and use of specialist vocabulary. 

 
Level 5 

26–30 

 Thorough analysis of evidence and issues leading to coherent judgements; 
 Thorough interpretation and evaluation of the sources and/or evidence; 
 Very well structured response with clear and developed argument;  
 Fluent and effective communication of ideas; 
 Very accurately written with a range of specialist vocabulary accurately used. 

 
Level 4 

20–25 

 Good analysis of evidence and issues leading to some coherent judgments; 
 Sound interpretation and evaluation of the sources and/or evidence; 
 Well structured response with clear argument;  
 Mostly fluent and effective communication of ideas;  
 Accurately written with some specialist vocabulary accurately used. 

 
Level 3 

14–19 

 Some analysis of evidence and/or issues with some judgements; 
 Partial interpretation and/or evaluation of the sources and/or evidence; 
 Structured response with some underdeveloped argument;  
 Generally effective communication of ideas;  
 Mostly accurate written with specialist vocabulary sometimes accurately used. 

 
Level 2 

6–13 

 Occasional analysis of evidence and/or issues with little attempt at judgement; 
 Limited interpretation and/or evaluation of the sources and/or evidence; 
 Poorly structured response with little or no argument; 
 Occasionally effective communication of ideas;  
 Occasionally accurately written with specialist vocabulary rarely used or used inappropriately. 

 
Level 1 

0–5 

 Very superficial analysis of evidence and/or issues; 
 Little or no interpretation and/or evaluation of the sources and/or evidence; 
 Very poorly structured or unstructured response; 
 Little or no effective communication of ideas;  
 Little or no accuracy in the writing with little or no specialist vocabulary. 
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