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Scholarship 2025
Art History

Time allowed: Three hours 
Total score: 24

ANSWER BOOKLET

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

Answer THREE questions from Question Booklet 93301Q: ONE from Section A, ONE from Section B, 
AND the compulsory question from Section C.

Write your answers in this booklet. Start your answer to each question on a new page. Carefully number 
each question.

Check that this booklet has pages 2–27 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.
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SUPERVISOR’S USE ONLY

Draw a cross through the box ( )  
if you have NOT written in this booklet
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OUTSTANDING SCHOLARSHIP EXEMPLAR

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.

















Outstanding Scholarship 
 

Subject:  Art History 
Standard:  93301 
Total score: 21 

Q Score Marker commentary 

1 06 

The mature and confident response (used Kollwitz work to 
challenge the given statement) demonstrating high-level 
visual analysis and extensive knowledge while maintaining a 
clear focus on the question. More development of context 
would have enhanced the result further. 

6 08 

An original approach contrasting an interesting combination of 
works (classical, graffiti, and a photograph), made for a 
comprehensive and mature discussion. Visual analysis was 
highly developed, demonstrating perception and 
understanding, and comprehensive knowledge was evident. 

7 07 

A sophisticated response interpreting the text and further 
developed interpretation of the actual text could have carried 
this to an 8. The critical response was well-supported by 
analysis of relevant evidence, and some originality was 
evident in the qualification of the author’s ideas in David and 
with Kandinsky. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 




