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Level 2 Classical Studies, 2017
91203 Examine socio-political life in the classical world

2.00 p.m. Thursday 23 November 2017 
Credits: Six

Achievement Achievement with Merit Achievement with Excellence
Examine socio-political life in the 
classical world.

Examine, in depth, socio-political life in 
the classical world.

Examine, with perception, socio-political 
life in the classical world. 

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 ONE question 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 2–10 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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TOTAL

Achievement

04

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.













  

Achieved exemplar 2017 Classical studies 91203 

Subject: Classical Studies Standard: 91203 Total score: 04 

Q Grade 
score Annotation 

1 A4 

The candidate identifies the conflict as the civil war between Marius and Sulla, 
and the social/political change(s) as the setting of significant precedents such 
as the intensification of the Optimate/Populare rivalry and the use of 
proscriptions. The candidate examines the causes of the conflict on page 4 
through to page 5. The discussion is narrative heavy and is unsupported by 
evidence. A consequence (marching on Rome) is identified on page 5 and 
supported by secondary evidence. Rather than developing the idea, and 
potentially moving into Merit, the candidate continues to demonstrate general 
understanding. A primary source (Plutarch) is mentioned on page 5, but 
evidence is non-specific. A change is identified (Sulla’s reforms) on page 6 
and the candidate explains, in detail, the nature of the reforms, but the 
significance of these reforms are not explored in any real depth. 

 
  




