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Level 3 Classical Studies 2025
91396 Analyse the impact of a significant historical figure 

on the classical world

Credits: Six

Achievement Achievement with Merit Achievement with Excellence
Analyse the impact of a significant 
historical figure on the classical world.

Analyse, in-depth, the impact of a 
significant historical figure on the 
classical world.

Analyse, with perception, the impact 
of a significant historical figure on 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 of the questions in 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.

Do not write in the margins ( ). This area will be cut off when the booklet is marked.

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

SUPERVISOR’S USE ONLY

Draw a cross through the box ( )  
if you have NOT written in this booklet
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No part of the candidate’s evidence in this exemplar material 
may be presented in an external assessment for the purpose 

of gaining an NZQA qualification or award.
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score Marker commentary 

M5 

The candidate addresses the question by explaining how Augustus used 
conflicts to improve his reputation and secure power. The argument is clear 
but not consistently sustained; some sections become descriptive rather than 
analytical, and the conclusion largely restates points rather than synthesising 
them. 
 
There is some analysis of causes and consequences, for example, linking the 
Battle of Actium to Augustus’ portrayal as a defender of Roman values. 
However, the discussion often stops at explanation rather than exploring 
complexity or wider significance. The response mentions source limitations 
(e.g., Augustus’ bias in Res Gestae and Plutarch’s moral lens), showing 
awareness, but this is brief and does not develop fully into critical evaluation. 
 
The essay uses relevant primary sources (Res Gestae, Plutarch, Suetonius, 
Tacitus) and refers to Roman values like valour and Princeps. Evidence is often 
quoted without deeper interpretation or comparison of perspectives. Modern 
scholarship is absent, which limits historiographical depth. 
 
The response is logically organised with an introduction, body paragraphs, and 
conclusion. Paragraphs generally follow a clear pattern (conflict → impact on 
reputation → source limitation), though transitions could be stronger to 
reinforce the argument throughout. 
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