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Level 3 History, 2015
91436  Analyse evidence relating to an historical event 

of significance to New Zealanders

2.00 p.m. Friday 20 November 2015 
Credits: Four

Achievement Achievement with Merit Achievement with Excellence
Analyse evidence relating to an 
historical event of significance to New 
Zealanders.

Analyse, in depth, evidence relating 
to an historical event of significance to 
New Zealanders. 

Comprehensively analyse evidence 
relating to an historical event of 
significance to New Zealanders. 

Check that the National Student Number (NSN) on your admission slip is the same as the number at the 
top of this page.

You should attempt ALL the questions in this booklet.

Pull out Resource Booklet 91436R from the centre of this booklet.

If you need more room for any answer, use the extra space provided at the back of this booklet.

Check that this booklet has pages 2 – 11 in the correct order and that none of these pages is blank.

YOU MUST HAND THIS BOOKLET TO THE SUPERVISOR AT THE END OF THE EXAMINATION.
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Excellence

No part of the candidate evidence in this exemplar material 
may be presented in an external assessment for the purpose 

of gaining credits towards an NCEA qualification.























Excellence exemplar for 91436 2015 Total score 24 

Q Grade 
score Annotation 

1 8 Two causes and effects are described in detail. There is a high level of 
discernment demonstrated in this response. Evidence is used from 
multiple sources to synthesise an argument and the sources are 
compared and contrasted against each other, demonstrating excellent 
skills as a historian. Some of the effects described are in the 1940s – 
but the candidate has clearly linked them to Scrim’s actions in the 
1930s. A very thorough and insightful response. 

2 8 The candidate has evaluated Sources E, F and G well, explaining the 
different perspectives in depth. Discernment is demonstrated by the 
analysis of Source E, as the response examines several meanings 
behind the cartoon. Source F is contrasted with other sources (D) and 
the candidate has been able to discriminate between the views of the 
author and the reviewer, as well as contrasting modern views with those 
contemporaneous with Scrim. Source G is similarly thoroughly analysed 
with motivations and context established in depth.  

3 8 The candidate has thoroughly evaluated the issues of reliability and 
usefulness for all three sources. Each source has been picked apart for 
issues of bias, motivation, audience and other relevant subjects. While 
a very good response, it could still better recognise the limitations of 
each source and offer further options for an historian to overcome the 
limitations. 




