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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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Merit

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.















 

  

 

 

Merit exemplar for 91436 2015 Total score 14 

Q Grade 
score Annotation 

1 M5 This response explains two causes and effects. Scrim’s large audience 
and that he was Labour-leaning are explained as the causes and the 
government jamming and subsequent election are the causes. This 
response runs the causes and effects together somewhat, and a better 
response would have differentiated them more clearly. An M6 response 
would specifically use evidence in support of generalisations.  

2 M6 The candidate establishes that there the risk of being well known is that 
people may become very opinionated about a person and then explains 
the perspective of two different groups. The perspective of Michael Field 
is identified as being a modern one, however the level of understanding 
demonstrated is quite straightforward and does not come close to 
reaching the ‘discerning’ requirement for E7. The explanation of the 
Labour parties’ view is better than that of Michael Field as it establishes 
some context to the perspective. Both perspectives are sufficiently in-
depth to reach M level and the use of specific evidence is pleasing.  

3 A3 The candidate correctly establishes that there are issues of reliability 
with H, but dismisses the source as having no usefulness to an 
historian. Source I is incorrectly assessed as being very reliable and 
from a “neutral standpoint”, but correctly as useful regarding Scrim’s 
experiences with the air force. The candidate makes an interesting 
comment about the nature of Source J as ‘advertising’, and correctly 
identifies some bias towards Scrim, but again dismisses the source as 
not unreliable and nor useful. On balance, this candidate has shown 
enough understanding for an A3, as they have correctly identified 
issues of usefulness and reliability for the sources, as well as incorrectly 
identifying other issues. 

 

 

 

 


