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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.

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

Check that this booklet has pages 2–23 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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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:  Classical Studies 
Standard:  93404 
Total score: 21 

Q Score Marker commentary 

1 07 

The candidate produced a clear, convincing argument. They 
utilised a fluent and engaging writing style. The approach to the 
question favoured Alexander’s concerns for the future of his 
empire but acknowledged arguments against any plans for the 
future. A wide range of knowledge, supported by primary sources, 
was clearly demonstrated. Appropriate reference was also made 
to relevant secondary sources. Overall, this was an analytical and 
sustained argument. 

2 07 

This response argued in a convincing and articulate fashion. The 
argument balanced the reality of death and the heroic ideal in a 
well-structured way. There is not only very good textual 
knowledge through the employment of a range of quotes but also 
integrated lesser-known figures into their argument to show wide-
ranging knowledge. The argument was sophisticated. 

3 07 

The structure in this response was considered and hinged on 
identifying three concepts then synthesising evidence from the 
sources provided to develop a coherent argument. The integration 
of the sources allowed for useful and apt comparisons. The 
response also showed a broad awareness of the context from 
which the sources were drawn. A good, balanced conclusion was 
also included.  
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