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This report will cover the areas completed well across all questions and highlight areas that needed 
development.  Colour coded exemplar answers will be included – red text shows a grade 4/5 answer, green 
text shows what could be added in to achieve full marks. 

 
Crime and Punishment, c.500 – present day 

 
1) Look at the three sources below which show types of punishment over time and answer the 

question that follows. 
Source A 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

[A criminal being punished in the Early Modern period] 
Source B 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

[A criminal being punished in the 17th century] 
 

Source C 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

[Criminals being punished in the eighteenth century] 
 

Use Sources A, B and C above to identify one similarity and one difference in types of punishment over 
time.                                          [4] 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Crime and 

Punishment  

https://www.google.co.uk/imgres?imgurl=https://static1.squarespace.com/static/57eb49ecd482e9f4d478f454/t/58d6d9af59cc68feaa47a505/1490475444567/&imgrefurl=https://members.huntakiller.com/blog-articles/2017/3/25/public-hangings-a-fun-day-out-in-17th-century-england&docid=z9QTF8JlYrB9FM&tbnid=_aC8TCDCO-5bwM:&vet=10ahUKEwj378Kez9PeAhUHKsAKHZ_WAjcQMwhCKAQwBA..i&w=1000&h=437&safe=strict&bih=628&biw=1366&q=early modern hanging&ved=0ahUKEwj378Kez9PeAhUHKsAKHZ_WAjcQMwhCKAQwBA&iact=mrc&uact=8
https://www.google.co.uk/imgres?imgurl=https://i0.wp.com/www.whaleoil.co.nz/wp-content/uploads/2017/06/Pillory-and-Stocks.jpg?ssl%3D1&imgrefurl=https://www.whaleoil.co.nz/2017/06/people-named-shamed/pillory-and-stocks/&docid=Qr-0aWACP_SoIM&tbnid=H38XW1ShCmhX7M:&vet=10ahUKEwi8kobpz9PeAhUMJcAKHQhcCdEQMwheKAwwDA..i&w=642&h=700&safe=strict&bih=628&biw=1366&q=stocks and pillories&ved=0ahUKEwi8kobpz9PeAhUMJcAKHQhcCdEQMwheKAwwDA&iact=mrc&uact=8
https://www.google.co.uk/imgres?imgurl=https://www.exploringsurreyspast.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2012/03/Whipping_at_the_carts_tail_s.jpg&imgrefurl=https://www.exploringsurreyspast.org.uk/themes/subjects/crime/surreys_jps/5_bostock/&docid=PaOrbFCYvYx62M&tbnid=soLftcbcWDvy0M:&vet=10ahUKEwjtw6640NPeAhVLAsAKHSnqAnYQMwg7KAIwAg..i&w=195&h=228&safe=strict&bih=628&biw=1366&q=whipping carting&ved=0ahUKEwjtw6640NPeAhVLAsAKHSnqAnYQMwg7KAIwAg&iact=mrc&uact=8


There were some excellent answers to this question – the most successful answers used a clear structure 
(that clearly separated similarities and differences) and linked their comments to the topic of the question 
– it was very important that the similarities and differences picked out were focused on types of 
punishment as this was the topic of the question.   
 
Less successful answers didn’t focus on the topic of the question, and instead picked out more generic 
similarities and differences (e.g. purpose of / place of punishment not relevant to this question).  Some 
students did not use the content of the sources enough – you need to support your comments with info 
from the sources (in pictures / images you need to describe what is in the image). 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

One similarity between the sources would be 
that two of them show corporal 
punishments.  Source A shows a criminal 
being whipped at the back of a cart, and 
source C shows two criminals, one in the 
stocks and the other in the pillory.  These 
punishments are all examples of corporal 
punishment.   
 
The difference is that source B shows capital 
punishment.  There is a group hanging taking 
place with many people watching in the 
crowd.  Capital punishment is when the 
death sentence is used. 
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2) Study Sources D and E below and answer the question that follows. 
 
Source D 
 

 
 
 
 

[From a weekly magazine in 1868 following Reform Riots in Hyde Park.  Richard Mayne was the chief of 
the Metropolitan Police] 

 
 
Source E 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
[An eye witness account of The General Strike in 1926.  Harry Watson was one of the men on strike] 

 
 
Which of the two sources is the more reliable to an historian studying attitudes towards the 
Metropolitan Police force?                                                                [6] 
 
 
Teachers were pleased with the overall structure used by many students – a clear 2 paragraph plus 
conclusion structure was used well.  This meant that a definite judgement between the sources was made 
by many.  There was also a good range of supporting information about the Metropolitan Police used to 
support comments.  The most successful answers linked to the question = ‘this makes the source more / 
less reliable because…’ 
 
The biggest problems were in understanding the sources / captions and in mixing up ‘reliability’ and 
‘useful’.  Many misread source D and mistakenly thought it was written by Richard Mayne, when it was 
actually describing the police officers who worked for Richard Mayne (he was the chief of the Metropolitan 
Police).  There were some basic mistakes made – please see statements below which address these 
problems: 

 Useful / utility = how far the source helps you in finding out about the topic of the question (how 
much accurate info does it include?) 

 Reliability = how far you can trust the information in the source. 

 The source might look like it has lots of facts and figures (superficially useful), but is actually not 
very trustworthy = limited reliability. 

 A source might not be very detailed (might not be very useful), but could be very reliable.   
 An eyewitness account (from someone who was there) might have limited reliability because they 

are only aware of their own experience and they might not have an accurate impression of the 
wider event. 

 Just because someone was there, it does not make them automatically more reliable. 
 Just because a source is ‘from the time’ it does not make it automatically more reliable. 

Richard Mayne is the leader of an organised gang of ruffians who for some 

time have annoyed all respectable people by ‘playing at soldiers’ on various 

occasions in public places.  The miscreants wear helmets and commit other 

absurdities.   

The police started pushing from behind and they kept pushing and pushing 
us into the road.  This led to arguments and before we knew it the police 
were laying about us with their truncheons.  That caused more anger.  
There was a real explosion for about half an hour.  We had to hit back to 
defend ourselves from what the police were trying to do to us – there were 
quite a few broken arms as a result of the blows we were subjected to.   



 A source from an historian is very reliable because they will have researched the topic with a broad 
range of sources (that might not have been available to everyone at the time).  Their work will have 
been checked before publication.  It does not matter that they didn’t experience the event 
themselves = they are still a reliable source of information.   

 A source based on research can often be more reliable than a source based only on one person’s 
experience. 

 A source based on personal experience can be reliable in telling us about their point of view, but 
might not be accurate for the wider perspective.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Source D is from a magazine that describes the Metropolitan 

Police as ‘ruffians’ who were ‘playing at soldiers’.  It is 

showing a very negative view about the Metropolitan Police.  

Being from a magazine means that on the one hand it could 

be very reliable as it would be based on current information 

and would need to reflect public opinion in order to sell the 

magazine.  However, it could equally be exaggerated in 

order to appeal to the public (who were always supportive 

of the police generally) and sell more copies.  The purpose 

of the magazine is to entertain and inform which could lead 

to exaggeration making it potentially less reliable.  Overall, 

source D is not entirely reliable, mainly due to it having 

potential for exaggeration. 

Source E is an eyewitness account that describes someone’s 

experience with the police during the General Strike in 1926.  

He says that the police were aggressive and this caused 

anger.  He describes the police ‘laying about us with their 

truncheons’.  Harry Watson’s view is based on his own 

personal experience, which could mean it is very reliable for 

describing what he viewed.  However, given that Harry 

Watson was on strike, the emotion of the event could also 

mean that   it is reported with exaggeration.  Additionally, 

even though he was at the event, he can only report on 

what he saw which could be a small amount of the whole 

situation.  This means that his account might not be reliable 

for other areas of the General Strike.  Overall, we do not 

know what type of publication he was reporting his 

experience for meaning that we do not know how far he 

might have reason to exaggerate, or not, as we are not fully 

aware of the purpose of the source.  On balance, this source 

is reliable in telling us about his own experience, but there 

are limitations. 

Overall, Source E is the most reliable source.  This is because 

he is reporting his own experience without the intention to 

sell magazines – this makes him have the least motivation to 

exaggerate meaning that source is most reliable. 
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3) Describe typical crime in the Medieval period.         [5] 
 
For this question it was very clear where students had completed effective revision.  A good range of 
knowledge was seen in the most successful answers.  The more detailed answers received the highest 
marks. 
 
Less successful answers either had a limited range of knowledge, or included irrelevant / inaccurate 
information.  It is really important to clearly focus on the topic of the question – some students included 
info about Early Modern crimes (instead of Medieval) and some included info with too much focus on 
causes (rather than types).  Answers that entirely missed the topic / focus of the question were give 0 
marks. 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The most common type of crime in the 
Medieval period was theft.  People lived 
in poverty which meant some people 
turned to theft to survive.  Theft made up 
about 75% of all crime.  Some crime was 
violent – about 20% of all known crime 
committed was violent crime.  Other 
typical crimes were social crimes – for 
example not using the lord of the manor’s 
bread ovens, or not going to longbow 
practice.  It is difficult to know exact 
figures for Medieval crime as the ‘dark 
figure’ is larger than for other times – 
crime records were not as well / regularly 
kept so therefore the amount of 
‘unknown / unrecorded’ crime is higher 
compared to later times. 
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4) Explain why attitudes to the Bloody Code and capital punishment changed from the 1800s - 1965. 
               [9] 

 
There were some impressive answers to this question, that really showed a good explanation of the 
reasons why attitudes to the death penalty changed.  The very best answers covered the whole time 
period, with reasons relevant to the reform of the Bloody Code in the 1820s onwards, and reasons leading 
to the abolition of the death penalty in 1965.  There were some good examples of own knowledge used to 
support the reasons given.  Many students used a clear structure and the key words ‘reason’, ‘because’ 
and ‘this led to’. 
 
Where students struggled it was clear that a lack of knowledge held people back.  Some confused the 
Bloody Code with blood feuds.  Some ignored the structure and just described information about the death 
penalty – this really limited the marks given.  It is really important to focus on reasons, not just including 
events connected to the topic of the question.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

One reason that attitudes towards the Bloody Code 

changed was because executions were no longer seen as 

effective.  The idea behind public executions was to 

deter others from crime by frightening the large crowds, 

however these events were seen as days of 

entertainment.  This led to a change in attitudes because 

it was clear that the Bloody Code was not reducing crime 

rates so something else was needed. 

Another reason for changes in attitude towards the 

Bloody Code and capital punishment was because of a 

wider change in attitudes towards punishment generally.  

Following on from the work of reformers such as John 

Howard and Elizabeth Fry, the aim of punishment 

became more about reform, rather than just removing 

the criminal from society.  This led to a change in 

attitudes because it prompted debate about effective 

punishment and meant that prison became the most 

common punishment. 

A final reason for changes in attitude towards capital 

punishment was because of high profile death sentence 

cases where a miscarriage of justice was clear.  An 

example of this would be Derek Bentley, who despite not 

being the person to shoot and kill a police officer, was 

still executed for this crime.  Another case was Ruth Ellis, 

where although it was clear she had committed murder, 

public opinion felt this hadn’t been a pre-meditated 

attack and therefore a different punishment was more 

appropriate.  These cases led to a lack of trust in the use 

of capital punishment and contributed to the campaign 

to abolish it all together.   
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5) Outline how the causes of crime have changed from c.500 to the present day.                   [16] 
 
[In your answer you should provide a written narrative discussing the main causes of crime across the historical eras.] 
 

Marks for spelling, punctuation and the accurate use of grammar and specialist terms are allocated to this question.   [4] 
 
The most successful answers showed a really impressive subject knowledge, organised their writing into the correct 
chronological order, covered all the time periods equally and linked to the focus of the question (in this case, causes 
of crime and how these changed).  A clear focus on change and continuity is important for the highest marks, as well 
as comparisons about the scale of change between time periods. 
 
Where marks were limited it was because… 

 There was not enough knowledge included 

 Time periods were missed out / in the wrong order 

 The focus / topic of the question was missed (focused on types of crime, not causes) 

 No comment on change and continuity 

 No comparison or links between time periods 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The main cause of crime in the Medieval period was poverty (and this remained a key feature across all 

time periods).  The majority of the population were poor peasant farm workers, who were driven to 

crime through the impact of bad harvests.  Poverty could be made worse by taxation, disease and the 

impact of war.  The high levels of poverty meant that theft was the most common crime at this time.  

The harsh conditions of daily life, and access to farming equipment, has also been seen as a cause of 

violent crime in the Medieval period.  

The causes of crime started to vary more in the Early Modern period, meaning there was a lot of 

change at this point.  Religious changes started with Henry VIII’s Break with Rome and led to 

subsequent monarchs changing the official religion between Catholicism and Protestantism.  Religious 

changes led to more cases of heresy.  The religious changes also prompted political dispute with the 

monarch, sometimes causing treason (the Gun Powder Plot being a famous case that has religious and 

political motivation).  Poverty continued to be a cause of crime, with an increase in unemployment 

being the cause of a huge rise in vagrancy in the Elizabethan period.  Overall, the number of causes of 

crime increased during the Early Modern period, when compared to the Medieval period.   

The Industrial period saw the biggest amount of change in causes of crime when compared to other 

time periods.  High taxes led to an increase in smuggling in the 1700s, a crime that only decreases 

when taxes were lowered later in the period.  Industrialisation caused a range of crimes for different 

reasons – more trade meant more travel, meaning there were more opportunities for highway robbery 

as the increased use of roads encouraged even more people to travel.  Industrialisation also meant 

many changes in working conditions and in turn causes more cases of riot and rebellion (e.g. the 

Luddites or Swing Riots).  However, poverty was clearly still a significant cause of crime – high 

unemployment and a growing population meant many people were living in appalling conditions in 

rookeries.  This caused crimes such as pickpocketing, particularly in gangs of young children.  Overall, 

while there is some continuity in cause of crime from earlier periods, there is significant change in how 

people live at this time meaning there are significant changes in causes of crime, too.  

During the modern period, changes in technology and transport have led to changes in the causes of 

crime.  The increase in car ownership has led to a wide range of crimes including drink driving, driving 

without insurance or speeding.  Developments in computers and the internet have created new crimes 

such as hacking, but also changed how existing crimes are committed (for example, fraud).  While 

these are big changes in the causes of crime, they are not as significant as the scale of change in the 

Industrial period.  Religion has again become a cause of crime as it has been a motivation for some to 

commit terrorism.  As stated before, poverty is still a cause of crime in the modern period.  The 

influence of the media has made this worse meaning that social pressure is a part of poverty at this 

time.   

Overall, there has been a significant amount of change in the cause of crime across all time periods.  

The time period with the largest amount of change was the Industrial period.  The key area of 

continuity is that poverty has been a consistent feature of the causes of crime across all time periods.   
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6) A - Describe two main features of life for people living in the East End of London in the late 
nineteenth century.            [8] 

 
Many students used a clear 2 paragraph structure and there was good general awareness of the conditions 
in poor areas of large towns / cities in the late nineteenth century.   
 
The biggest issue with answers was that comments could have been describing any town or city, but the 
question asks specifically for the East End of London.  It is essential that specific examples are used that are 
linked to the East End (see revision resources on the website to help with this).   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

One feature of life for people living in the East End 

of London was appalling living conditions created 

by overcrowding.  One million people lived in the 

East End in the 1880s and it was 4+ times as 

densely populated compared to other regions.  

There were mix of social and racial groups in the 

East End (for example, Jews who emigrated to 

London) which created more tension in 

overcrowded areas.  The living conditions created 

by overcrowding also caused a lot of disease – the 

death rate in the East End was more than 50/1000 

which was double the rest of London.   

Another feature of life for people living in the East 

End of London was high levels of unemployment.  

The amount of paid work varied from day to day 

and many people ended up in workhouses.  Job 

opportunities could come in sweat shops, the 

slaughterhouse or the docks.  For many women 

living in extreme poverty, they had no choice but to 

turn to prostitution.  All the issues above resulted 

in the rookeries of the East End suffering very high 

crime rates.   
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6) B - Explain why crime in the East End of London led to significant developments in policing and 
social welfare in the later nineteenth century.                    [12] 

 
This question proved a real challenge for many students and it was clear that there was a general lack of 
effective revision here.  The better answers included a range of general information about changes in 
policing and some students used evidence from the Jack the Ripper case and changes in policing that 
occurred following this.   
 
The main problems were: 

 Irrelevant information, especially in terms of the time period.  Comments about the establishment 
of the Metropolitan Police were not relevant as the question is about the later 1800s only. 

 Very limited range of information (see revision resources on the website). 

 Too much focus on the Jack the Ripper case – the site study (Q6a and 6b) is about the East End 
generally, not a study about that one case). 

 Not enough focus on changes and developments in policing and social welfare. 
 
 

There were some significant developments in policing at the end of 

the 19th century.  These included the use of criminal profiling, mug 

shots and facial measurements to construct drawings of potential 

suspects.  Police investigating the Jack the Ripper murders tried a 

range of techniques including using plain-clothed officers – this 

shows they were aiming to improve their methods throughout.  

There were also changes in social welfare in the late 1800s – some 

rookeries were demolished and replaced with the world’s first 

council housing.  Charitable organisations were set up and street 

lighting was introduced.  Improvements in police and better living 

conditions resulted in a decrease in crime rates in the East End of 

London. 

One reason for developments in policing generally was the overall 

crime rate in the East End rookeries, because this meant that change 

HAD to happen.  This led to the wider establishment of police forces 

across London, including the East End from the later 1850s onwards.  

Prior to the Metropolitan Police had covered just a 15 mile radius of 

the city and many officers had been reluctant to even patrol the East 

End. 

Another reason for these changes was the Jack the Ripper case.  The 

difficulties of the case meant they had to try a large range of possible 

strategies meaning that developments were made in policing 

generally, as mentioned above.   

A third reason for development in the late 19th century was the role 

of the newspaper media around the Jack the Ripper murders, which 

also helped to improve social and living conditions in the East End.  

This was because the case was widely reported on, including details 

of the deprivation in the area (the playwright George Bernard Shaw 

said that Jack the Ripper did more to raise the profile of the terrible 

conditions in the rookeries than any social reformer).  This 

highlighted the need for support and help and motivated the social 

changes mentioned above.   
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