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Introduction
Once again the current cohort of candidates were generally well prepared, answered two
questions without apparently experiencing difficulties with timing, and made a genuine attempt
to engage with the question. However, it was noticeable that even well prepared candidates
underachieved due to an increase in formulaic answers which did not directly address the specific
question asked or show explicit understanding of the key issues. The comments below are
intended to encourage both centres and future candidates to improve on past performance.
An important issue which was raised by many examiners this year concerns candidate
interpretation of the questions set. Many candidates appear to believe that all the questions on
the paper require them to consider the importance of a given factor in relation to a number of
other factors. It is important that centres impress on future candidates that this is not the case;
if it were, it would reduce the examination to a simple formula. The mark scheme requires an
essay to ‘present historical explanations and reach a judgement’ and this is achieved through
a variety of different question stems such as ‘to what extent’, ‘how accurate’,’ how far’,’
how significant’ and ‘why’. Although the majority of questions require an analysis of relative
importance not all of the questions do. Questions requiring the candidate to analyse relative
importance are indicated through the use of trigger words such as ‘main reason’, ‘key factor’,
‘primary reason’, ‘due to’, ‘responsible for’ and ‘explain’. Questions which do not refer to
relative importance require a balanced answer with a counter-argument giving reasons for and
against the given statement/factor. Questions which refer to ‘significance’ or ‘importance’
can often be addressed using either approach whilst ‘why’ questions do not require a counterargument (although this is often present in higher Level answers) but an overall judgement of the
different reasons put forward.
The following examples indicate how some students underperformed by misinterpreting the
question set:
Question A13: ‘How accurate is it to say that Lambert Simnel and Perkin Warbeck were both
serious threats to Henry VII’s security?’ Some saw this as an invitation to deal briefly with the
two pretenders before considering other threats to the king’s security, including the nobility, the
Yorkist rump and the taxation rebellions.
Question A14 : ‘How far did Henry VII’s financial policies strengthen the power of the monarchy?’.
Many candidates wrote about other ways in which the monarchy was strengthened.
Question D7: ‘How successful were the Five-Year Plans in transforming Russian industry in the
years 1928-41?’ Many dismissed the plans briefly before investigating the role of terror and the
purges in transforming industry.
Most candidates produced a readable answer with, at the least, some historical knowledge and,
at best, a sophisticated analysis. The analytical and evaluative answers at high Level 4 and Level
5 were impressive for their breadth and depth of knowledge, and by their sharp focus on the
question. However, a significant number of answers were less directly targeted on the question;
these seemed to be answering practice questions, or were a prepared response. As always, there
is evidence that candidates were not answering questions on the current paper, but those on
the previous one. This often leads to responses which ‘relate well to the focus’ (Level 4) but not
‘direct focus’ (Level 5) e.g. in Option E/F Question 5 candidates often referred to Mussolini’s rise
to power rather than growing support for the Italian Fascist Party. Now that there are ten sample
questions for each option (the four examination papers plus the sample questions) centres might
consider it appropriate not to use the most recently asked questions in trial examinations.
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A lack of both general and detailed chronological awareness is a growing concern. The
importance of covering the timescale in the question is still a discriminating factor between
candidates, and is dealt with in the reports on various questions. Candidates do need to be
aware of the importance of key dates in the topics studied and, quite simply, the order in which
events took place. A failure to understand why the dates in the question have been used led to a
significant number of candidates failing to cover the whole period set, and thus to miss out some
key events or developments, or referring to the wrong time period altogether.
Perhaps the most significant discriminator between different answers was the range and quality
of supporting information. It is impossible for a candidate to frame an analytical response if the
evidence offered in that answer is lacking in depth of development or is not directly relevant to
the question. The generic mark scheme makes clear that progression through levels depends on
the answer displaying two linked qualities; the strength of the explanation or analysis offered,
and the range and depth of accurate and relevant material.
Examiners are required to reach a judgement on the quality of communication before awarding
their final mark; it is an integral part of the mark scheme. Future candidates should be reminded
that slang and argot have no place in an AS History answer; that spelling, punctuation and
grammar may influence the quality of their argument; that it is worth learning how to spell the
historical terms used in the topics studied; and that abbreviations, and the absence of capital
letters, should remain in the realm of text messaging. It is also important to use correct terms
when referring to people of different races and cultures.
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Question 1
Candidates were familiar with the chronology of Viking raids over the period given, from
Lindisfarne in 793 to Ivarr the Boneless’ descent on Wessex in 870. Most were aware of the basic
Viking tactics, especially the importance of speed and surprise. However, some dealt with the
timescale as a single unit, and failed to differentiate between the raids carried out before 865,
which were usually summer raids, and after that date, when the nature of the attacks changed
significantly, as did the issue of mobility. Although the Great Heathen Army was mentioned, it
was usually to comment on the similarities with earlier raids. There was a good range of other
factors offered which explained Viking successes. The qualities of leadership displayed by Ivarr in
particular were contrasted with the weaknesses of Edmund of East Anglia and Burgred of Mercia.
The best answers were aware that the sheer size of the invasion of 865 pointed to a new type of
invasion, with the Vikings displaying their intention to settle.
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Examiner Comments
The question suggests a multi-causal approach, which is clearly flagged up in the
introduction, where the candidates suggests that four factors will be discussed. The
answer goes on to consider each factor in turn, supporting the points made with some
very well-chosen, detailed and accurate material. This is a sustained analysis, balanced in
its treatment of the key issues. The conclusion is not very effective, but nonetheless this
is clearly a secure Level 5 response.

Examiner Tip
The question covers a large chronology, so bear in
mind that the nature of Viking invasions was bound
to change over time.
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Question 2
The timescale, which encompassed the years before and after Edington, posed problems for
some candidates, especially perhaps those who failed to plan out their answer effectively.
Alfred’s role before 878 was not always well known beyond the Saxon success at Ashdown in
871. Most therefore concentrated on the post-Edington years, and often produced a secure
examination of Alfred’s leadership qualities. Answers mentioned the military and naval reforms
which were viewed as central to Wessex’s successful resistance, with better responses indicating
that success was not consistent even after the reforms. The development of the system of burhs
was well known, but the development of the navy and of coastal defences was sometimes glossed
over. A few candidates seemed perplexed by the concept of Alfred’s leadership. This led them
into considering matters such as legal and educational reforms which were not then tied to the
question.

History 6HI01A
10

History 6HI01A
11

History 6HI01A
12

History 6HI01A
13

History 6HI01A
14

Examiner Comments
There is some attempt to address a number of factors, both in the introduction and the
body of the answer. Alfred's leadership is considered between 871 and 878, but there is
little on this quality after Edington. The reforms of 878-99 are considered, though depth
of material is not very extensive. In particular, the answer states that the naval reforms
were unsuccessful, but does not explain this comment; and the suggestion that the burhs
were a success does not explain their failure in 892. Analytical and with some range and
depth of material: secure Level 4.
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Question 3
Although the given period covered less than one year, there were many candidates who were
unable to provide a balanced answer to both parts of the question. Some went into great detail
about the power of the Godwin family in the 1050s and 1060s and the emergence of Godwinson
as the most powerful man in England. His visit to Normandy in 1064 and the events of early
January 1066 were known, but by this point many had run out of time and compressed the rest
of the year into a few paragraphs. Others did the reverse, focusing their attention on the events
of September and October. Even when a balanced answer was offered it was rare to find one that
tried to integrate the two parts of the answer with a thematic approach which showed how some
factors applied both to Harold’s gaining the throne and then losing it. Better answers ranged over
the period given. These were aware of Harold’s controversial accession and coronation and went
on to provide an analysis of events which led to his defeat at Hastings. Some were confused over
what happened in the north in September 1066, believing that Godwinson fought at both Gate
Fulford and Stamford Bridge. The long marches north and south were described, though fewer
remarked that the Saxon forces were seriously depleted by early October. In explaining Harold’s
defeat at Hastings most displayed secure understanding of the role of William of Normandy
and the nature of his military forces. The Duke’s previous experience in northern France was
mentioned in his favour, though few noted Godwinson’s successful activities in Wales and
elsewhere.
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Examiner Comments
Both parts of the question are referred to in the introduction. The candidate refers to
Godwinson's obvious military skills as displayed in the 1050s against the Welsh and Scots,
and the victory at Stamford Bridge sealed his right to the throne. No mention is made of
Edward the Confessor, and it is only later in the answer that the rights of the Atheling
are referred to. William's military prowess is considered, and is set against some of
the mistakes which Godwinson made after Stamford Bridge, especially his decision to
demobilise much of the fyrd. The conclusion suggests that William's superior skills and
more advanced technology were responsible for Godwinson's failure. The answer contains
a wide range of relevant, accurate and detailed material, and there is a clear analysis
here which addresses the focus of the question. These qualities suggest a Level 5 award,
but organisation of material is not always well done, so low Level 5 is appropriate.

Examiner Tip
Whenever you have to deal with a two-part
question such as this one, remember to plan both
parts of your answer.
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Question 4
This was a popular question which prompted a wide range of responses. At the lower level were
those who failed to target ‘transformed’ but considered ‘impact’ instead. Other weaker answers
failed to define what they understood as ‘the English people’. Some only included the peasants
in their answer, thus failing to appreciate the significant changes to the ruling elite in both state
and Church. Even so, it was surprising how few referred to the feudal system in their answers,
while many who did so seemed unsure of what feudalism actually was. Stronger answers referred
to William’s imposition of Norman control, especially the building of castles as local garrisons,
and the fierce suppression of rebellions, especially in the north in 1069-70. The impact of forest
laws on everyday life was well known, as were religious changes which affected parish life.
Some of the best answers considered the evidence of demographic change and land ownership
which was illustrated in the Domesday Book. There were some answers which tried to frame an
argument around the idea that nothing had really changed as a result of the conquest; these
were almost inevitably difficult to sustain and were not persuasive.
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Examiner Comments
In considering 'how far' the answer considers features of both change and continuity.
Change is highlighted by comparing the harrying of the North with the relative peace
of the Confessor's reign. The forest laws and the introduction of the feudal system are
mentioned, but their impact is not addressed in detail; but the answer is clearer on the
introduction of new men in both Church and state. The candidate goes on to consider
elements of continuity, notably the retention of the legal system, the shires and the
central administration of the government. In the conclusion the candidate stands back
and tries to weigh up the significance of both change and continuity, and decides that
the latter is more important. The answer attempts to analyse developments after 1066,
and maintains a focus on the question. Supporting material is accurate, but is not evenly
balanced and developed throughout the answer. While supporting material is adequate
rather than extensive, the overall shape of the answer and the direction of the argument
results in a high Level 4 award.

Examiner Tip
Always think about the wording of questions
before you begin your answer. Here, 'the English
people' refers to all different classes, not just the
peasantry.

History 6HI01A
28

Question 5
As with Question 3, the key to success was the ability to frame a balanced answer to both
parts of the question. For some the allure of Henry’s troubled relationship proved too strong,
and their answers dealt exclusively with this aspect of the king’s reign; and few could resist
providing extensive detail on Becket’s death. Others dealt only with the king’s reforms in
government and law. While there were plenty of references to legal reforms, many were unaware
of the significance of the Constitutions of Clarendon and Northampton, but focused instead on
the inquest of sheriffs. Balanced answers dealt with both Church and state, sometimes with
impressive detail on legal and financial reforms and the nature of Henry’s quarrel with the state
rather than simply with Becket. The best answers placed Henry’s reign into context, noting that
the anarchy of Stephen’s reign and the impact of the conflict with the Empress Matilda meant
that strong action was required to restore royal power. This explained the resumption of royal
lands and the powerful assault on baronial privileges which had mushroomed under Stephen.
Many candidates were very well informed and could frame a secure analysis which accessed the
highest mark levels.
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Examiner Comments
Much of the answer makes effective use of the anarchy of Stephen’s reign, which
highlights the problems which Henry faced and explains the king’s successes and failures
in attempting to restore royal power over Church and state. Three points are dealt
with concerning power over the state; restoring royal authority over the aristocracy;
improving the state of royal finances and stabilising the currency; and increasing respect
for, and confidence in, the legal system. Each point is supported by a good range of
detailed and well-chosen evidence which allow the points made to stand up effectively.
Henry’s relations with the Church focus on the Constitutions of Clarendon and the bitter
relationship with Becket; again, well developed material. The conclusion is not entirely
convincing; there could have been a little more development here in weighing up matters
of success and failure. However, this is a clear analysis of the reign, with only a few
omissions (notably the inquest of sheriffs and its significance). Low Level 5.
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Question 6
Many candidates set their own question. The state of royal finances in the reigns of both Richard
and John was rarely referred to in more than general terms and with little supporting evidence.
Some saw the weaknesses of royal finances as a legacy of Richard, and thereby ignored John’s
policies. Having dismissed the question of finance in a paragraph or so, candidates turned to
other factors which led to the growth of opposition to John. These were known in greater
detail, especially the loss of territory in Angevin France and John’s failed campaigns against
Philip Augustus. Some were sidetracked too far into the scandals of John’s reign, with detailed
comments on the murder of Arthur and of the king’s growing reputation as a sexual predator.
Most were aware of the interdict of 1208, but failed to link this to the question of growing
opposition. It is surprising that many of those candidates who provided a detailed overview of
baronial and clerical opposition failed to mention their triumph with Magna Carta in 1215. The
best answers were sharply focused on John’s reign, and weighed up the relative importance of
factors which led to the growth of opposition to the king without becoming overwhelmed by
detail on the king’s personal shortcomings.

Examiner Comments
The introduction might have been structured more clearly, but it does hint at factors other
than financial weakness which caused opposition to John to grow during his reign. The state
of royal finances is dealt with very effectively. The problems inherited from Richard I are
explained, along with opposition to John’s attempts to raise money through taxation in 1202
and 1206. There is a good section with developed support on John’s character, focusing on the
king’s cruelty towards noble families and individuals, notably Arthur. The loss of Angevin France
is explained, partly through the parlous state of royal finances, partly through the excellent
leadership displayed by Philip Augustus. The answer thus displays some of the qualities which
are usually associated with a Level 5 award. However, the whole of John’s reign is not covered.
There is no reference to the growing hostility of the barons, especially from 1213, which led to
John’s humiliation at Runnymede in 1215, when his unpopularity was reflected in Magna Carta.
More importantly, the king’s relations with the Church, notably the interdict of 1208 and John’s
excommunication in 1209, are not addressed. Since the answer lacks balance overall, a midLevel 4 award was made.
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Examiner Tip
No dates are given in this question. You should
therefore assume that the whole of John's reign
needs to be considered, including the Baronial
Rebellion and Magna Carta.
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Question 7
Many answers were unable to place the Black Death within a secure social and economic
context and could thus only muster a number of generalised comments. Some mentioned the
1315 famine, but could not link this material to the outbreak of 1348-49. The state of the
English economy in the early 14th century was known only in outline. Candidates could refer
to the growth of towns and cities, but did not go on to examine the importance of the growth
of coastal towns, nor the significance of insanitary conditions and overcrowding. Some, who
appeared to struggle with sufficiently precise knowledge were forced to pad out their answer
with irrelevant information. They combined their answer with an evaluation of the effects of
the plague, including the Statute of Labourers and the Sumptuary Laws, and were thus straying
into answering Question 8. Better answers were aware of some features of social and economic
conditions and noted the role played by other factors in the devastation caused by the Black
Death. Few noted the return of troops involved in the conflict in France, but there were some
excellent comments on the limited state of medical knowledge at the time and the exotic
attempts to fend off the plague.

Examiner Comments
The introduction is not a strongly focused one, though it does suggest that existing social
and economic conditions weakened the population in some ways. The body of the answer
is more effective. Five clear points are made; climate change; animal diseases, notably in
sheep; growing taxation; England’s participation in wars; and intermittent famines. All these
factors are linked in some way to the physical condition of the people, leading the candidate
to conclude that the population would find it difficult to resist the onset of the plague in
1348. The conclusion briefly refers to other factors, which might have been considered more
extensively, notably the state of the towns. The answer does make an attempt to analyse the
situation in the years surrounding 1348, and supports points with a good range of information.
Links between some factors and the impact of the Black Death are not very secure, such as the
effects of taxation, and thus the answer lacks balance in places. There is an analytical focus on
the question, with secure supporting information. Level 4.
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Examiner Tip
Although the timescale for this option is 1348-81,
you are required to have contextual knowledge of
the period before the Black Death arrived.
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Question 8
There were many good answers to the question, perhaps because it was open to a successful
approach which dealt with the given and other factors. Candidates were aware of the changed
economic circumstances after 1350 and of the growing resentment among labourers at
government attempts to return to the status quo of 1347. The poll taxes came in for extensive
comment, with many noting that the tax of 1380 was perhaps the trigger for the Peasants’ Revolt
of 1381. Candidates are becoming increasingly aware of the growth over time of ideas of social
equality, which led to demands for the abolition of titles and the confiscation of church and noble
land. The influence of John Bull in this respect was well known. Only a few noted the impact of
the Hundred Years War on England’s economy and society.
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Examiner Comments
The opening paragraph notes the effects of the Black Death on the size of the population, but
fails to establish a convincing link between the plague and a growing sense of equality. The
candidate notes the impact of fiscal policy on people, notably the exactions made to fund the
French war. The poll taxes are noted, but supporting detail here is not secure. The anger felt
by many peasants and labourers towards the Statute of Labourers and the Sumptuary Laws is
made clear. The conclusion suggests that it was a number of separate factors which led to the
outbreak of the revolt of 1381. Thus the answer is attempting to frame an analysis because it
does understand the focus of the question. However, the range of factors is limited, and, most
importantly, the factual material offered, while accurate, lacks depth in its development. The
answer thus displays the qualities of a mid-Level 3 answer.
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Question 9
For many candidates the weakness of French royal power was explained exclusively through the
insanity of Charles VI, and few could resist pointing out the king’s intermittent belief that he
was made of glass. Better answers noted the personal weakness of Charles VI but also considered
the significance of the feud between Armagnacs and Burgundians which had degenerated into
open civil war by 1414. Royal disarray led to the murder of John the Fearless and Burgundy’s
decision to ally with the English. In considering other factors, the focus of many answers was
inevitably on Henry V. The strong qualities of kingship which he displayed were linked to his
successful leadership of his armies. Most suggested that his victory at Harfleur was achieved by
his own skill, and failed to note that the French had failed to send troops to support the town.
The reconquest of Normandy was well known, but few went on to note Henry’s displomatic skills
displayed in negotiations with both the Emperor and the French. More might have been made of
the importance of the Treaty of Troyes on the subsequent development of Anglo-French relations.
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Examiner Comments
The answer is sharply focused on the question. The introduction links royal power to other
factors, though not all the points subsequently addressed are mentioned here. There is an
extensive and detailed section on Henry VI’s personal failings, especially his failure to lead the
country in war, and the impact this had on the growth of noble factions. Financial problems are
also dealt with in depth, with an impressive array of material. The losses in France from the
late 1440s are highlighted, along with the growing independence of the nobility; and there is a
secure commentary on the power and ambitions of Richard Duke of York. The introduction and
conclusion might have been more extensive and targeted to the question, and the divisive role
of Margaret of Anjou could have been expanded on. Nonetheless, this is a secure analysis of the
situation in England in the years before 1455 which shows real understanding of the key issues
surrounding the outbreak of conflict in 1455, and deploys a wide range of detailed information.
A secure Level 5 answer.
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Question 10
There were too few answers to allow for a meaningful report.

Question 11
Some explained the outbreak of conflict in 1455 simply in terms of the leading personalities
involved. Many dealt at some length with the personal and political weaknesses of Henry VI,
effectively contrasting his weak kingship with that of his father. Some considered the role of
Henry VI only within the context of his many favourites, without going on to investigate the
importance of this factor, especially on relations between York and Somerset. The role of
Margaret of Anjou was also well known, especially her attempts to control the government of the
country during her husband’s increasingly frequent bouts of insanity. York was the third leading
personality which most candidates considered (there was much less confusion than last year
between Richard of York and Richard of Gloucester). Knowledge of the service he had provided
to the king was often impressive, and many appeared to sympathise with his claim, if not to the
throne, then certainly to involvement in government. An answer which focused exclusively on
personalities could access Level 3, or low Level 4 is supporting information was strong. Better
answers went beyond the leading personalities to consider other reasons for the outbreak of
conflict. Candidates are becoming well versed in the local noble conflicts, especially between
the Nevilles and Percies, and their contribution to unrest and instability. Many referred to the
financial weakness of the Crown, and to the devastating impact of the defeat at Castillon in 1453
and the collapse of Lancastrian France. At the highest level were knowledgeable and detailed
responses which evaluated the relative significance of a range of relevant factors.
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Question 12
Most candidates for Option A6 preferred Question 11 but there were many strong answers to
Question 12. Some referred to the problems which Edward had faced in the 1460s and noted
that his victory over Henry VI and the death of the two leading Lancastrian claimants had
strengthened his own position considerably. The chaos surrounding the readeption was quickly
dispelled and candidates noted the development of largely effective royal policies at home and
abroad. Central to most discussions was the restoration of royal finances, with detailed discussion
of the use of the Chamber and the importance of parliamentary grants. Answers also noted the
re-establishment of order, whether through sheriffs and JPs or through the skilful deployment
of loyal nobles around the country. The significance of Gloucester’s role in the north was well
known, including his taming of Scotland. A few candidates answered both Questions 12 and 14
and used more or less the same information in both answers; this approach is not recommended.

Question 13
There were many strong answers to this question. The best candidates deployed a wide range of
information on both Simnel and Warbeck, noted Henry’s response to both, and concluded with
an investigation of which threat was the more serious. Foreign policy considerations featured
highly here, especially the inflexible opposition of Margaret of Burgundy, the diplomatic games
played by other rulers, and changing attitudes in Ireland and Scotland. There were some very
thoughtful conclusions on the nature of each threat, though some students hedged their bets
by equivocation and some muddled thinking. At all levels of attainment accurate supporting
material was mostly deployed, though some thought Simnel was impersonating Edward V,
and others were confused about the link between Warbeck and the Cornish rising. Although
candidates knew the details, some produced answers which were driven by information rather
than analysis. Some placed an incorrect interpretation on the question, and were driven into
largely irrelevant material on other risings, such as the Northern and Cornish rebellions, and
other minor Yorkist attempts to overthrow Henry VII.
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Question 14
There were two distinct approaches to this question, with some retaining a focus on financial
policies, while others sought to compare financial policies to other methods used by Henry to
strengthen the power of the monarchy. The better answers kept to financial policies. These were
well known by many candidates, who could deploy an impressive amount of detail on a wide
range of financial matters. The transfer of authority from the Exchequer to the Chamber was
assessed, and its impact on royal income was understood. The restoration of Crown lands was
linked to both a rise in income and of royal power. Henry’s policies towards the nobility were
well known, with most candidates aware that bonds, recognisances and loans not only increased
income but also established the king’s growing power over the nobility. A few commented that
these exactions had become so severe that there was the genuine threat of a noble rebellion at
the end of Henry’s reign. Strong candidates noted that the significant increase in income allowed
the king to become increasingly independent of parliament in the later years of his reign. Those
who considered other factors which influenced royal power often referred to foreign policy and
dynastic marriages, including treaties concluded with France, Spain and Scotland. However, few
had sufficient supporting evidence to make these points stand up.
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Examiner Comments
The answer considers a number of ways in which the state of royal finances influenced the
power of the monarchy. The change from the Exchequer to the Chamber is noted, though its
significance could have been developed with reference to the role of important officials. The
use of bonds in the king’s dealings with the nobility is known but could have been strengthened
with some examples; and references to patronage are not very clear. Noble policy as a whole is
addressed, with some links established to financial policies as a whole; and the French pension
is noted as a long-term benefit for the king. The answer overall is focused on the question and
considers several key issues. Supporting material is accurate, though uneven in quality in parts
of the answer. There has been some attempt to address the question of ‘how far’, though this
might have been stronger if the answer had investigated some contrary evidence. For example,
the financial burdens placed on the nobility almost triggered a revolt at the end of Henry’s
reign, while other taxes underlay the Northern and Cornish risings, which represented a real
threat to royal power. The analysis and supporting information point to a secure Level 4 award.
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In conclusion, as one of the examiners commented in their final report, "Able candidates wrote
articulately and coherently and demonstrated a logical mind as well as good linguistic skills.
Weaker answers were characterised by poor sentence construction, spelling and poor writing
shills, which was a limiting factor in some answers where candidates clearly knew their history
but struggled or failed to produce a coherent readable response."

Grade Boundaries
Grade
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