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(a) Suggested plan: in what ways did Cr’s religious priorities influence his 
political decision-making?  Explain using Sources & OK. 
      
Rough outline from OK of main points 

Need for Godly change 
Importance of political peace to enforce Godly    
      change 
Influence of Providence on policy 

• as sign of approval from God 
• as sign of incorrect policy 

 
Basic approach             

 
Plan outline                                                           OK support 

S1:  
religion does not really influence 
 Religion plays no part   (+ key phrase) 
 Power = more imp  (+ key phrase) 
 
 

 
 
Closing Ist PP 
Imposing MG’s 
Power wielded as Protector 

S2:  
religion does influence 
 Defeat seen as a sign/trial (+ key phrase) 
            
 
             
              more specific religious focus on later  
                 policies 

 
 
= Western Design  
    Origins of WD rooted in religious motives 
    Failure seen as sign from God 
     
      influencing setting up of MG’s 
         (eg Godly elements of their Instructions) 

S3: 
 religion does influence 
 Religion takes priority  (+ key phrase) 
            Constit change was to serve the need for a  
               Godly reformation  (+ key phrase) 
                       
             Would try other structures if need be to 
               achieve this  (+ key phrase) 
 
      
       But religion does not totally influence: 
             Political necessity meant Cr could only have  
             rel liberty if army enforced it. This might 
             hinder religious progress eg from  
             source 

 
 
Ist PP closed partly due to lack of religious  
    Progress 
MG’s set up to meet Cr’s religious motives 
 
Barebones support / Ist PP / MG’s / use of 
ordinances/consideration of the Crown) 
 
 
Need to keep army support: taxation  
opposition to policies in general/ rejection of 
the Crown 
 

OK:  
religion does influence 
  

 
Influence of Providence in period between end 
of 1st PP & MG’s 

• Signs 
• Western design failure 
• Vaudois massacre 

 
L3 approach 
Look for cross referencing of arguments: 
 
ie  S2 does 
    OK does 
    S3 agrees & does 
……………………………… 
    S3 does not 
    S1 agrees & does not             

 


