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Level 3 History, 2018
91438  Analyse the causes and consequences 

of a significant historical event

2.00 p.m. Wednesday 14 November 2018 
Credits: Six

Achievement Achievement with Merit Achievement with Excellence
Analyse the causes and consequences 
of a significant historical event.

Analyse, in depth, the causes and 
consequences of a significant historical 
event.

Comprehensively analyse the causes 
and consequences of a significant 
historical event. 

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

Write ONE essay in this booklet.

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

Check that this booklet has pages 2 – 12 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 Exemplar 2018 
Subject History Standard 91438 Total score 05 

Historical Event: The French Revolution 

Q Grade 
score Annotation 

 

M5 The candidate’s understanding of the quote is evident in their planning and a key 
word from the quote, ‘trivial’, is acknowledged in the introduction. Although a 
limited reference, it is evident that the candidate has taken a position on the quote 
indicating that an argument will follow. The event is not addressed in its own 
paragraph, but the time frame for the event is acknowledged in the introduction.  
The candidate discusses important causations: the division of the three estates 
under the Ancient Regime and French bankruptcy. A further long-term cause is 
briefly mentioned, the ‘Age of Enlightenment’, but the candidate argues that this is 
not more important than the other two because it was more relevant to the urban 
sector than the rural sector. The explanation for the exclusion of this cause shows 
some insight. 
The candidate outlines a limited argument in each paragraph that causes are 
serious and not trivial. Overall, whilst there is evidence of candidate engagement 
with the quote, it has not been addressed overtly and there is no clear discussion 
of the extent to which the candidate agrees or disagrees with the quote. However, 
this still meets the criteria for an M5 grade.   
Two valid consequences are identified and discussed: the rise of Napoleon 
Bonaparte and the long-term impact on the lives of French citizens. The 
candidate has made an attempt to argue the significance of these consequences 
by focusing on the long-lasting impact of these consequences beyond France and 
the French population. Further detailed supporting evidence for these key 
consequences would have been required to achieve a higher grade.  
The candidate returns to the quote in the conclusion, this time attempting to focus 
on all components of the quote but does so only briefly.  
Overall, the candidate has demonstrated a solid understanding of the causes and 
valid understanding of the consequences of the French Revolution, with some 
strong evidence to support key arguments but not consistently across the 
response. The candidate attempts to address the question, but the extent to 
which the causes were not trivial is not explained well. A more developed 
discussion as to the extent to which the causes were not trivial, and greater 
inclusion of supporting evidence, would have helped the candidate to create a 
more convincing argument and achieve a higher grade.  

 




