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INDICATIVE CONTENT FOR QUESTION 1 
 
NOTE: This content is not prescriptive and candidates are not expected to mention all the 
material referred to below. Assessors must credit any further admissible evidence offered by 
candidates. Each answer will be assessed on its merits according to the assessment grid as 
well as the indicative content. 
 
With reference to the sources and your understanding of the 
historical context, assess the value of these three sources to an 
historian studying the challenges facing the king in the period from 
1626 to 1637.  
 
Candidates are expected to demonstrate their ability to analyse and evaluate a range of 
source material with a high degree of discrimination. Source evaluation skills should focus 
on discussing the strengths and the limitations of the nominated sources. To judge utility, 
there should be consideration of the content and the authorship of the nominated sources to 
discuss reliability, bias, purpose and validity, as appropriate.  
 
Candidates will consider the value of the sources to an historian studying the challenges 
facing the king in the period from 1626 to 1637. Understanding of the historical context 
should be utilised to analyse and evaluate the strengths and limitations of the sources. 
Appropriate observations in the analysis and evaluation of the sources may include: 
 
Source A The general context associated with this source is the criticism of royal 


favourites. It shows that Eliot had written to a fellow critic of Buckingham, 
which underlines the challenges facing the Crown from disgruntled MPs. Eliot 
was a fierce critic of Buckingham, whom he blamed for the failure of English 
foreign policy, particularly the failed military campaigns against Spain. The 
source shows that Eliot believed that King Charles had been misled by 
Buckingham—a man lacking political skill and experience. In the source, Eliot 
is critical of the king for relying on a man who is suspected of Roman Catholic 
sympathies. Buckingham is a hated favourite whom the king should dismiss 
from the government. There is also a snide remark about Buckingham’s 
alleged close relationship with Charles’s French consort, Henrietta Maria, who 
was hated as much as Buckingham. It is apparent from the source that there 
was a toxic relationship between the Crown, royal favourites and Parliament 
in the mid-1620s. 


 
Source B The general context of the source is the dispute over ship money. In the 


source, Wogan is expressing his frustration at the Crown’s demands for the 
payment of ship money, including the sum that has been lost through no fault 
of the taxpayers of Pembrokeshire. Wogan informs the Privy Council of the 
hostility to the tax and the likelihood of armed insurrection if the king persists 
in his demand for its collection. Wogan takes the opportunity to link hostility 
toward ship money to more of the king’s hated royal prerogatives: the hatred 
of one has led to the demand for the abolition of the others. The specific 
historical context surrounding ship money and opposition to its collection is 
significant as it was a serious challenge to the authority of the Crown. The 
king needed to heed this opposition if he wished to avoid conflict. The source 
clearly highlights the challenges facing the Crown in the mid-1630s. 


 
Source C The general context is the worsening situation in Scotland. The report 


highlights the challenges that faced the king in managing Scotland and the 
impact of those challenges on royal authority north of the border. Balcanquall 
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was a cleric and the king’s commissioner in Scotland. He was a loyalist and 
was one of those entrusted with the task of implementing the religious 
changes in Scotland. The imposition of Laud’s Prayer Book angered the 
Scots who resented the imposition of English religious reforms. The source 
highlights the scale of the anger, which soon turned to violence. The specific 
historical context is the anti-royalist movement, which culminated in the 
Bishops’ Wars of the early 1640s. The report was likely commissioned when 
the king launched an inquiry into the cause of the Scottish rebellion. The 
author was an eyewitness to the events and recorded most of his 
observations soon afterwards. 


 
Overall, candidates will assess the value of the sources to an historian studying the 
challenges facing the king in the period from 1626 to 1637. They will be able to demonstrate 
that value through consideration of the content, provenance and tone of the presented 
sources with appropriate reference to the historical context linked to the sources. 
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UNIT 2 
MARK SCHEME QUESTION 1 


 
In general terms the responses will display characteristics of one of the six bands shown below. 
 
The table below gives advice on which band, sub-band and marks should be awarded to 
answers showing the appropriate characteristics.  
 
Band 6  
CHARACTERISTICS 
 
ASE OVER THE 
PERIOD SET 


Sustained and accurate analysis and evaluation of the given 
sources; full understanding shown of the specific historical 
context associated with the set enquiry; reaches a full and 
substantiated judgement regarding the value of the sources to an 
historian studying the development of a particular issue over the 
period set. 


B6S 30 The candidate provides accurate and sustained source evaluation using the 
content and attributions of each of the three sources, setting the response in 
the specific historical context and covering all of the period set in the enquiry. 
There is a substantiated judgement regarding the value of the sources to an 
historian studying the development of a particular issue over the period set.  


B6C 27 The response begins to show some characteristics of Band 6  
 
 
Band 5  
CHARACTERISTICS 
 
ASE 


Meaningful analysis and evaluation of the given sources 
involving valid evaluation of the content and attribution of the 
sources; understanding shown of the specific historical context 
associated with the set enquiry; reaches a valid judgement 
regarding the value of the sources to an historian studying a 
particular issue.  


B5S 25 The candidate provides accurate source evaluation using the content and 
attributions of the three sources, setting the response in the specific historical 
context and covering most of the period set in the enquiry. There is a valid 
and supported judgement on the value of all three sources to an historian 
studying a particular issue.  


B5C 23 The response begins to show some characteristics of Band 5. 


B5L 21 This mark can be used if there is understanding shown of the specific 
historical context of one source only. 
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Band 4  
CHARACTERISTICS 
 
GCX, V and/or U  


Clearly attempts an analysis and evaluation of the given sources 
in relation to the general historical context of the set enquiry with 
some evaluation of the content and attribution; a sound 
judgement is seen regarding the value to an historian of some or 
all three sources. 


B4H 20 The candidate is able to discuss the strengths and limitations of the three 
sources by focusing on their attributions, content and especially the general 
historical context. This is used to reach a reasoned judgement on value to an 
historian of all three sources. Occasional references to utility are acceptable. 


B4S 18 The candidate is able to discuss the strengths and limitations of the three 
sources by focusing on their attributions, content and the general historical 
context. A judgement on value to an historian is present on some or all of the 
three sources although some general comments on utility may be seen. 


B4C 16 The response begins to show some characteristics of Band 4 with the 
candidate discussing the general historical context. Mainly focused on 
UTILITY but with a limited reference to value.  


 
Band 3  
CHARACTERISTICS 
 
Mechanistic V, S&L 
and U  


Mechanistic and formulaic use of the content and attributions of 
the given sources to evaluate their utility and / or value; a limited 
judgement on the utility and / or value of the sources will be 
seen. Limited understanding of the historical context. 


B3H 15 The candidate is able to evaluate the three sources by focusing on their 
attributions and content. Any reference to the historical context will be 
limited. There is a mechanistic focus on evaluating the UTILITY and / or the 
VALUE of some or all of the sources. There is a limited judgement on all of 
the sources. 


B3S 13 The candidate is able to evaluate some or all of the three sources by 
focusing on their attributions and / or content. Any reference to the historical 
context will be limited. There will be a limited judgement on some of the 
sources. 


B3C 11 The response begins to show some characteristics of Band 3.  
This can also be used if only one source is attempted. 


 
Band 2  
CHARACTERISTICS 
 
TRAWL 


Mechanistic and formulaic use of the content and / or attributions 
of the given sources to show their strengths and / or limitations. 


B2H 8 The candidate discusses the strengths and/or limitations of all three sources 
by focusing on their content and / or attributions.  


B2S 6 The candidate discusses the strengths and/or limitations of some of the three 
sources by focusing mostly on their content.  
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Band 1  
CHARACTERISTICS 
 
COPYING / 
COMPREHENSION 


Copies or paraphrases from content or attributions of the given 
sources. 


B1H 5 The candidate paraphrases the three sources and/or attributions or offers 
plain narrative. 


B1S 3 The candidate copies from one or two of the three sources and/or 
attributions. 


  0 Use for incorrect answers 
 












Sticky Note

 
There is consideration of the general historical context of this source.  
  




Sticky Note

 There is some consideration of the specific historical context of the source.  




Sticky Note

 There is a valid  comment on the value of the source to an historian together with appropriate source evaluation.




Sticky Note







Sticky Note

There is some consideration of the specific historical context of the source.   




Sticky Note

 
Answers the set enquiry. The specific context of the source, including its value to an historian, is largely addressed.   




Sticky Note

There is some consideration of the specific historical context of the source.







Sticky Note

 Answers the set enquiry. A valid attempt has been made to address the specific context of the source, including its value to an historian.   




Sticky Note

Appropriate conclusion underpinned by a valid judgement. Secure band 5 response.
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UNIT 2


DEPTH STUDY 2


Royalty, Rebellion and Republic c. 1625-1660 


Part 1: The Pressure on the Monarchy and the Drift to 
Civil War c. 1625-1642


Answer both questions.


QUESTION 1


Study the sources below and answer the question that follows.


Source A


My Lords, the arrears of Ship Money have been collected and lost by my predecessor, 
John Scourfield. He drowned in Oxfordshire on his way to London with the arrears of £45 
which lie at the bottom of the river Thames at Eynsham. The freeholders of the county 
cannot make good this deficit and, if pressed, would likely refuse to meet His Majesty’s 
demands. I must inform your Lordships that the tax is unpopular and is a cause of much 
discontent. The gentlemen of these parts are likely to resist any future demands for Ship 
Money unless it can be shown that the money collected is spent on the upkeep of the 
navy. Many do call for a Parliament to discuss the matter of Ship Money, Distraint of 
Knighthood, Forest fines and others of the King’s prerogatives.


[Sir John Wogan of Wiston, Sheriff of Pembrokeshire,
writing to the Privy Council about their demand for the payment of arrears of Ship Money (1635)]


Our honour is ruined, our ships are sunk, our men perished; not by the sword, not 
by the enemy, not by chance, but by those we trust. Enterprise after enterprise, at 
home and abroad, meets with disaster. They were all undertaken by that great lord, the 
Duke of Buckingham, who has exhausted and consumed the treasures of both King 
and subjects. The King must be made to realise that he cannot have this man in his 
government and retain the loyalty of his long-suffering subjects. The people hereabouts 
demand the Duke’s resignation or else Parliament might be used to encourage the King 
to dismiss him from royal service. The King has been mistaken in favouring the Duke 
whose affection for popery is well attested by those who have witnessed his friendship 
with the Queen. She favours him too well and is much disliked for her influence over the 
King.


[Sir John Eliot, MP and Vice-Admiral of Devon,
writing in a private letter to John Carvile MP, a fellow critic of Buckingham (1626)] 


Source B
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On 23 July 1637, being Sunday, the Service Book was begun to be read in St Giles 
Church, Edinburgh, where I was present with many of the King’s council, the archbishops 
and bishops, the magistrates of Edinburgh, and a great gathering of people. At first there 
appeared no sign of trouble, but no sooner was the book opened by the Dean, than a 
number of the meaner sort, most of them women, with clapping of their hands raised 
such a barbarous hubbub that nobody could either hear or be heard. The bishop tried 
to appease the tumult by reminding them of where they were and by calling on them to 
desist from that horrible disrespect. He was met with violence and, if the stool thrown 
at him had not been diverted, the life of that bishop would have been endangered, if 
not lost. The provost and bailiffs of the city council were forced to come down from the 
gallery and thrust out of the church these disorderly people. The outcries, rapping of the 
doors, throwing of stones at the windows by the crowd outside was so great that the 
bailiffs were forced to deal with the rage of the people.


[Walter Balcanquall, Dean of Durham and royal commissioner in Scotland,
writing in a report to the King about issues in Scotland (1637)]


With reference to the sources and your understanding of the historical context, assess the value 
of these three sources to an historian studying the challenges facing the King in the period
from 1626 to 1637. 	 [30]
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INDICATIVE CONTENT FOR QUESTION 2 
 
NOTE: This content is not prescriptive and candidates are not expected to mention all the 
material referred to below.  Assessors must credit any further admissible evidence offered by 
candidates.  Each answer will be assessed on its merits according to the assessment grid as 
well as the indicative content. 
 
How valid is the view that Charles I’s decision to recall Parliament 
in 1640 was motivated mainly by events in Scotland?  
 
Candidates are expected to show an understanding of how aspects of the past have been 
interpreted in different ways. Candidates will consider the provided material and use their 
own understanding of the historical context and of the wider historical debate in making their 
judgement regarding the validity of the view that Charles I's decision to recall Parliament in 
1640 was motivated mainly by events in Scotland. 
 
Candidates are invited to enter into a debate about whether it is fair to say that Charles I's 
decision to recall Parliament in 1640 was motivated mainly by events in Scotland. They will 
consider interpretations of this issue within the wider historical debate about the reasons why 
Parliament was recalled. Some of the issues to consider may include: 
 
Interpretation 1 This argues that Charles's decision to recall Parliament was largely 


motivated by events in Scotland. In analysing and evaluating this 
interpretation, candidates may argue that, given his status as a 
professional historian who specialised in Scottish political history, 
Stevenson's opinion of Charles’s motives for recalling Parliament is 
valid. He exudes a degree of confidence in his assertion that Charles I 
was mainly responsible for the recall of Parliament, albeit as a panic 
measure because of the violence of the developments in Scotland. 
The evidence suggests that after years of increasingly arbitrary rule 
Charles arrogantly believed that he could do as he wished. It is 
possible that the reason why Charles was panicked into recalling the 
hated Parliament was because he was taken by surprise by the 
scale of the anger against his religious policies. Charles needed to 
raise money to fund an army to confront the Scots: Parliament alone 
had the funds necessary to do this. 


 
Interpretation 2 This argues that Charles was not responsible for the recall of 


Parliament and it was certainly not linked to events in Scotland. In 
analysing and evaluating this interpretation candidates may argue that 
Charles was not responsible for recalling Parliament—although it may 
have been recalled in his name and sanctioned by the power of the 
Crown—and that the real culprits were his advisers, Laud and 
Wentworth. This interpretation suggests that the reason why 
Parliament was recalled was due to events in Ireland. The fact that 
Parliament was recalled in 1640 before the Irish rebellion in 1641 
suggests that the author may be incorrect. However, the extract does 
focus on the potential for rebellion, which is valid given the rising 
tension in Ireland since the later 1630s. It should be noted that 
Perceval-Maxwell is a specialist in Irish political history and is not 
specifically focused on the political history of seventeenth-century 
Scotland. Some candidates may suggest that Perceval-Maxwell's 
opinion is less convincing than that offered by Stevenson.  
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Candidates may show awareness of the wider historical debate surrounding this issue, such 
as the nature of the events leading up to the recall of Parliament. The two interpretations 
represent varying views from national perspectives, but candidates should be aware of other 
interpretations such as that suggesting that the king’s advisers were partially, if not fully, 
responsible for the pressure to recall Parliament. Indeed, it may be argued that the real 
reason for Parliament's recall was financial: the king had run out of money and was unable 
to govern the kingdom effectively. The violent developments in Ireland and Scotland gave 
him the excuse he needed to persuade Parliament to be compliant in the face of a common 
enemy. 
 
Overall candidates will analyse both interpretations using their own understanding of the 
wider historical debate over this issue, offer an evaluation of the validity of the given 
interpretations and provide a judgement on the issue in the question of whether or not 
Charles I’s primary motivation for recalling Parliament in 1640 was due to events in 
Scotland.  
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UNIT 2 
MARK SCHEME QUESTION 2 


 
In general terms the responses will display characteristics of one of the six bands shown below.  
 
The table below gives advice on which band, sub-band and marks should be given to 
certain types of answer. The published mark scheme for Unit 2 question 2 also gives a 
similar breakdown and descriptors. 
 
Band 6  
CHARACTERISTICS 
 
ACX, WHD, OPI 


Sustained and accurate analysis and evaluation of the 
provided material in its historical context which is used 
effectively to show how and why different interpretations 
have been formed in relation to the set enquiry; sustained 
judgement seen regarding validity.  


B6H 30 The candidate fully integrates discussion of the context, authorship and 
content of the provided material together with knowledge and 
understanding of other possible interpretations of the set issue to reach a 
well-supported and convincing judgement. The candidate shows a 
convincing understanding of the wider historical debate and of why 
different interpretations have been formed with discussion of the context 
and authorship of the provided material.  


B6S 27 The candidate discusses the context, authorship and content, of the 
provided material together with knowledge and understanding of other 
possible interpretations to offer a substantiated judgement. The candidate 
explains why differing/different interpretations of the issue have been 
formed. 


 
Band 5  
CHARACTERISTICS 
 
ACX, WHD, OPI 


Meaningful analysis and evaluation of the provided material 
in its historical context to show how and why different 
interpretations have been formed in relation to the set 
enquiry; clear judgement seen regarding validity. 


B5H 25 The candidate discusses the content and authorship of both extracts to 
offer a clear judgement on the validity of the given interpretation; they 
show a clear understanding of other possible interpretations of the issue. 
The candidate shows a firm grasp of the wider historical debate regarding 
the issue.  


B5S 23 The candidate discusses the content and authorship of both extracts to 
offer a clear judgement on the validity of the given interpretation; they 
show clear understanding of other possible interpretations. The candidate 
indicates how and why interpretations are formed based on the content 
and especially the authorship of the extracts.  
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Band 4  
CHARACTERISTICS 
 
ACX AND GCX 
OPI 


Some valid analysis and evaluation of the provided material 
with some knowledge of other possible interpretations to 
reach a judgement on the specific enquiry; needs a 
reasonable grasp of the other possible interpretations (OPIs) 
and the context of the developments in the provided material. 
There may be some mechanistic comments on the 
authorship but this is not required. 


B4H 20 The candidate analyses and evaluates the provided material in its 
appropriate historical context to offer a valid judgement on the given 
interpretation together with other possible interpretations of the issue.  


B4S 18 The candidate analyses and evaluates the provided material in its 
historical context to offer a judgement on the given interpretation; the 
candidate shows understanding of other possible interpretations.  


B4C 16 The candidate begins to analyse and evaluate the provided material to 
offer a judgement on the given interpretation; they show awareness of 
another possible interpretation.  


 
 
Band 3  
CHARACTERISTICS 
 
AUTH GCX  


Mechanistic focus on the authorship and content of the 
provided material to identify and compare interpretations; 
some awareness of the general context; any judgement will 
be limited. There may be some mechanistic comments on 
the authorship of the provided material. 


B3H 15 The candidate attempts to consider the provided material to identify 
and compare different interpretations and offers a limited judgement on 
the validity of the interpretation presented in the question.  


B3S 13 The candidate attempts to consider the content of the provided material 
to identify different interpretations; they offer a ‘bolt-on’ judgement on 
the validity of the interpretation presented in the question.  


 
 
Band 2  
CHARACTERISTICS 


Mechanistic and formulaic use of the content of the provided 
material only. 


B2H 8 The candidate attempts to consider the content of the provided material 
to show differences between the two presented interpretations and 
provides a limited judgement on validity. 


B2S 6 The candidate begins to use the content of the provided material to 
identify some of the differences between the presented interpretations. 
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Band 1  
CHARACTERISTICS 


Copies or paraphrases from the content of the provided 
material. 


B1H 5 The candidate offers basic comprehension and paraphrasing of the 
content of the provided materials. 


B1S 3 The candidate offers basic comprehension or copying from the content of 
one of the provided materials. 


 0 Use for incorrect answers 
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Sticky Note

 There is a valid consideration of the two interpretations.   




Sticky Note

 There is some consideration of the authorship of the interpretations but it fails to properly to address how and why they differ.   




Sticky Note

There is a limited consideration of the interpretation in its general historical context.
  
 








Sticky Note

 
There is some consideration of the interpretation in its appropriate historical context.   








Sticky Note

 
There is a hint of another interpretation in the extract.  




Sticky Note

 
There is a basic consideration of another possible interpretation.   








Sticky Note

Valid judgement. The response is worthy of Band 4 but lacks the necessary skill-set to achieve Band 5.
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QUESTION 2


Study the extracts below and answer the question that follows.


Interpretation 1


Charles I did not decide to recall Parliament: his ministers did. In truth, it was the impact 
of events in Ireland that motivated the recall of Parliament. The King and his ministers 
feared Irish Catholicism, and the rising tension in Ireland was thought to be a serious 
threat to the peace and stability of the kingdom. Charles was persuaded to believe 
that a recalled Parliament might be able to help pacify the Irish by force of arms. A fully 
equipped and well-funded army would deal with the Irish question once and for all. The 
Protestant landowners in Ireland were agitating for war and they brought pressure to 
bear on their aristocratic relatives in England. The King reluctantly agreed to follow the 
advice offered by the very men responsible for the crisis in Ireland: Laud and Wentworth. 
Wentworth believed that he could manage a potentially hostile Parliament by appealing 
to their sense of patriotism and their common fear of Roman Catholicism.


[Michael Perceval-Maxwell, a revisionist historian and specialist in Irish political history,
in his textbook, The Outbreak of the Irish Rebellion 1641 (1994)] 


Historians have made different interpretations about the reasons for the recall of Parliament in 1640. 
Analyse, evaluate and use the two extracts above and your understanding of the historical debate to 
answer the following question:


How valid is the view that Charles I’s decision to recall Parliament in 1640 was motivated mainly by 
events in Scotland? 	 [30]


END OF PAPER


Charles I’s decision to recall Parliament in 1640 was a panic measure brought on by 
developments north of the border. Enraged by the King’s religious policies, the Scots 
resented what they saw as royal interference in their affairs. Charles was the unwitting 
tool of his ambitious advisers, Wentworth and Laud, who between them pushed for 
reforms in Scotland because it served their personal interests. The impact of Laud’s 
religious reforms was significant because his imposition of the Prayer Book led to the 
Scots declaring war on their own King. It is likely that Charles did not fully comprehend 
the scale of the bitter opposition his meddling had caused. The violence of the Scottish 
reaction pushed the King into recalling an institution he despised. Charles was caught 
between two potentially destructive forces; to defeat the one he needed the financial 
power of the other. A recalled Parliament would assist him in funding an army to crush 
the Scots.


[David Stevenson, an academic historian and specialist in Scottish political history,
in his book, The Scottish Revolution 1637-1644 (1973)] 


Interpretation 2
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