
History: year 7: Unit 2 Why did William win the Battle of Hastings? 

Historical Knowledge:   Historical Skills: Written Communication: SPaG 
Assessment: Causation (Reasons why an event happened) Why did William win the Battle of Hastings? 

Why did 
William 
win the 
Battle of 
Hastings? 

Knowledge: 

I have listed facts about the Battle of 
Hastings.   

Historical Skill: 

I have mentioned one factor that 
helped William to win.  

Communication: 

I have written in structured sentences. 

 

Knowledge: 

I have picked at least 2 causes that 
helped William to win showing 
some historical knowledge. 

Historical Skill: 

I have attempted to answer the 
question asked. I am starting to 
explain how this helped William to 
win. 

Communication: 

You have included some basic 
History specific key words such as 
archers, fyrd and cavalry and have 
written in paragraphs. 

 

Knowledge: 

I have explained 3 causes using detailed 
historical knowledge. 

Historical Skill: 

My answer has a clear focus on the 
question and clearly argues which of the 
causes I think is the most important. 

I may have made links between at least 
2 factors. 

Communication: 

I have used sophisticated Historical 
language such as feigned retreat and/or 
infantry. Your paragraphs are well 
structured, and you have explained how 
the evidence chosen links to the point.  

Knowledge: 

I may have quoted the interpretation of at least 
one historian to support or disagree with my 
opinion. 

Historical Skill: 

I have made a clear judgment about which cause 
I think is the most important and explained why 
I think this in detail. 

Communication: 

I make complex links between the causes. I am 
using historical vocabulary and terms such as 
‘turning point’. 

  

 
What 
might this 
look like? 

E.g.  
The Battle of Hastings was in 1066 
William won because he was the best 
fighter. 
 

e.g.  
The Normans ran away and the 
Saxons chased them. This helped 
William to win because Harold's 
men followed. This was Harold’s 
mistake. 
 

The Normans cavalry pretended to 
retreat and the Saxon infantry chased 
them. This helped William to win 
because Harold's men followed which 
meant they lost the high ground and 
William’s cavalry were able to cut them 
down because of the height advantage. 
 
 

It could be argued that a turning point in the 
battle was when William’s troops feigned a 
retreat. This was an important reason because, 
once on level ground, Norman cavalry had an 
advantage of height over the Saxon fyrd they 
were able to cut them down. Had Harold trained 
his army more effectively they would not have 
disobeyed his orders. It could be argued that this 
is linked to William’s skill as a leader. He 
exploited Harold’s weakness. 

Key words and terms: 
 Turning point, planning, skill, leadership, luck, feigned retreat, fyrd, shield wall, archers, infantry, cavalry, huscarls, war horses, Senlac Hill,  

More ambitious 



 



History: year 8 Half Term 5: Slavery and Empire? 

    
Assessment:  Using the interpretations explain why some people have strong views about Edwin Colston’s statue?   
 

 Below expectations Working towards Excepted progress Above expected progress 
 Historical Knowledge: 

I have not included any 
Historical Knowledge in my 
answer.   
 
Historical Skills: 
I have re-written the 
interpretation’s in my own 
words.  
 
 
Written Communication: 
I have written in structured 
sentences. 
 

Historical Knowledge: 
I have included some generalised 
Historical Knowledge in my answer. 
 
Historical Skills: 
I have begun to show an 
understanding of the two different 
interpretations, and I have described 
one of them in more detail using 
some Historical knowledge. 
 
Written Communication: 
I have included some basic History 
specific key words or names such as 
Triangular Trade or the Middle 
Passage/General Bussa or The Akan 
Drum. I have written in paragraphs.  
 
 

Historical Knowledge: 
I have included detailed and specific facts in my 
answer. You may have focus on either Slavery or 
Empire.  
 
Historical Skills: 
I have understood the two different interpretations 
and I have explained why people have opposing 
views using my subject knowledge of Slavery and or 
Empire and have added a conclusion which 
summarises my thinking.  
 
Written Communication: 
I have used sophisticated Historical language such 
as interpretation, Empire, Colonisation, White 
privilege, or Paternalism.   
 My paragraphs are well structured, and I have 
explained how the evidence chosen links to the 
point.  

 
 

Knowledge: I have used carefully selected Historical 
facts in my answer which focus on Slavery and Empire. 
You may have demonstrated the links to show they 
are connected. 

Historical Skill: My answer is well argued throughout, 
and my conclusion explains my thinking and is well 
supported by the historical facts used.  

You may have skilfully referred to one of the academic 
texts used in lessons or referred directly to one if of 
the Historians studied.  

Written Communication: My paragraphs are well 
structured, and I have explained how the evidence 
chosen links to the point and I have compared the two 
sources directly using connective such as in contrast, 
on the other hand or whereas.  

 
What might this 
look like? 

The Interpretation one 
says that it was a crime to 
pull down the statue. 
 
The other ones says that 
the Mayor wasn’t upset 
that the statue had been 
pulled down. 

Edward Colston’s statue was 
pulled down by Black Lives 
Matter protesters as Colston 
actively took part in Slavery. He 
ships would have carried many 
Africans over the Middle Passage 
at the end of which they were 
sold into slavery 

As the British Empire expanded the demand 
for labour increased. Many British people 
were not prepared to move to the colonies as 
the risks were too high. This led to the 
increased movement of African to the British 
colonies. The use of slavery helped to meet 
the demand for workers. Slaves were treated 
appallingly. It is easy to understand why some 
people felt angry that a statue was made of 
someone who participated in the enforced 
enslavement of their ancestors.  

Historian David Olusoga describes himself as a 
citizen of nowhere. This reflects his feelings 
about the British Empire. His opinion shows how 
strongly people’s feeling are about the 
controversy surrounding the British Empire. 
Many people support this view and feel that 
Statues like this one are no longer reflective of 
multi-cultural Britain or current British Values.  

Key words and terms:  Slavery, Empire, Colonisation, Akan Drum, Middle Passage, Emancipation, Rebellion, abolition, Auction/scramble, Plantation 

More ambitious 



 



Do you agree with William Brooks, a private in the British Army, that Sir Douglas Haig was a butcher (mainly to blame for what went wrong in the Battle of the Somme)? 

 

Assessment: Interpretation and causation (Reasons why an event happened) 
Do you agree 
with William 
Brooks, a 
private in the 
British Army, 
that Sir 
Douglas Haig 
was a butcher 
(mainly to 
blame for 
what went in 
the Battle of 
the Somme)? 

Lev 1-  1-3 marks Lev 2-  4-5 marks Lev 3-  6-8 marks Lev 2-   9-10 marks 
• You can state 

some of the things 
that went wrong 
in the attack. 

• You can list facts 
about Haig and 
the Battle of the 
Somme.  

• You have described/ 
explained in 
sentences & 
paragraphs one side 
of the argument. EG-
all Haig’s fault/not 
Haig’s fault 

• You use precise facts 
to do this. 

• You write a balanced 
account but with no or 
few specific facts.  

• You explain the part 
played by Haig in the 
things that went 
wrong and other 
things that were not 
Haig’s fault. 

• You use precise and 
fairly detailed facts 
to do this. 

• You write in 
organised 
paragraphs 

• You do all of the things in Lev 3 
 
And 
 

• Your argument is clear, direct and makes sense 
throughout your answer 

What might 
this look 
like? 

The soldiers were carrying 
so much equipment  
The barbed wire in front of 
the German trenches was 
not destroyed  
The Germans had orders 
not to give up any ground 
 

Part of the reason why the 
attack on the Somme was not 
a great success was because 
the soldiers were carrying so 
much equipment and had been 
ordered to walk across no-
man’s land. This was Haig’s 
fault 
Or 
It was partly Haig’s fault 
because the soldiers were 
given orders that meant that 
they were an easy target for 
the Germans. However, not 
everything that went wrong 
was due to what Haig did. 

It was partly Haig’s fault 
because the soldiers were 
given orders that meant that 
they were an easy target for 
the Germans. For example 
they were ordered to walk 
across no man’s land which 
meant that they were easy 
targets for the German 
machine gunners 
 
However, not everything that 
went wrong was due to what 
Haig did. For example………… 

Overall, I would say that whilst there were things that 
went wrong that Haig had little or no control over, I still 
agree with William Brooks that the decisions that Haig 
took were to blame for the things that went wrong. 
 
Firstly………… 
 
Secondly……… 
 
However, not everything was in Haig’s control. For 
example……. 
 
Overall I would say that…….. 

Key words and terms:  Artillery, infantry, cavalry, casualties, breakthrough, counter attack, defence, planes, rehearsals, Verdun, Somme, barrage, shrapnel, 
barbed wire, dugouts, however, whereas, furthermore, moreover, in conclusion 
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