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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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Option E
In general, centres prepare candidates in Option E very well indeed. Most candidates provide
sound factual knowledge with secure chronological awareness and many are able to combine
this with the clear analytical approach required at the higher Levels of the mark scheme.
Examiners comment on the quality of written communication and depth of knowledge of many
of the candidates, particularly in Topics E1 and E2 (although a significant number of candidates
who do both these topics seem to confuse the years in which Cavour and Bismarck were
appointed). However, in this examination session there were many well-prepared candidates
who were unable to access high-band Level 4 or Level 5 because of a failure to focus directly
on the question set. As suggested in the general comments, many candidates wrote responses
which seemed to be pre-prepared or were more suited to previous examination questions. It is
important that candidates are aware of the need to focus on the key words, phrases and dates in
the question set rather than write responses with detailed knowledge but generalised analysis of
concepts related to the Topic.

Topic E1 – The Road to Unification: Italy, c1815-70
This is a popular topic and the responses were evenly balanced between Q.1 and Q.2. Candidates
are very well prepared with both detailed factual knowledge and a good understanding of the
‘big questions’ involved in the process of unification.
Q.1. Most candidates were aware of the need to select relevant material appropriately
considering the lengthy time period and number of revolutionary outbreaks involved but were
not always able to deploy the material effectively. Some candidates followed a narrative
commentary whilst others chose to analyse the failures using a variety of different factors. Good
time management was vital in both cases with some narrative commentaries failing to reach the
1848-9 period and more analytical responses failing to provide appropriate accurate supporting
evidence. A significant number of responses were able to generalise about the strength of Austria
but were surprisingly lacking in support with little specific reference to Metternich, Laibach,
Troppau or the events of 1848-9. There was also much evidence of candidates writing responses
which, although adequately dealt with the failures of the revolutionaries, seemed pre-prepared
about obstacles to unification rather than directly focused on the responsibility of Austria. The
best responses were able to identify the strength of Austrian power throughout the period and to
compare this to other external factors and internal weaknesses using specific, relevant factual
supporting evidence. Some candidates suggested in the conclusion that Austrian interference
during the period ultimately created the seeds for the eventual unification of Italy in the decades
after 1849.
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Q.2 produced some very interesting and well-reasoned responses with examiners commenting
on the many thoughtful responses which engaged well with the question asked. Once again
candidates tended to approach the question either through a narrative commentary or through
a more analytical thematic approach addressing the territorial, political, economic, social and
cultural unity of Italy during the period. Those who provided a narrative commentary were often
very effective but many were unable to manage their time to reach 1861 or produced pure
narrative. In some cases chronological knowledge proved to be very insecure with the period
between Garibaldi’s success in Naples and the meeting at Teano particularly weak. There also
appears to be some confusion as to where and when the different plebiscites were held. There
were, however, some excellent answers which clearly showed the territorial consolidation within
the Italian peninsular during the period but questioning the ‘nationalism’ behind it and the
extent of political, economic and cultural unity.
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Topic E2 – The Unification of Germany, 1848-90
This is a popular topic with the majority of candidates being well-prepared. However, the
overwhelming popularity of Q.3 and the quality of the responses to Q.4 would suggest that the
candidates are less secure in their knowledge of the period 1871-90 which is covered in the
fourth bullet point of the specification. Candidates should be encouraged to revise adequately for
questions covering the whole time period.
Q.3 was by far the most popular question. Many candidates were well-prepared in terms of
factual knowledge, chronological security and understanding of the process by which Prussia
became the dominant state. However, this question, in particular, seemed to suffer from a failure
to focus directly on the question asked and many responses achieved high Level 3 or low-secure
Level 4 as a result. Many responses took economic factors to mean exclusively the role of the
Zollverein (too many candidates believe that it was created by Bismarck), the focus of a previous
question, or interpreted the question as being about the process of unification rather than
reasons for Prussian dominance. Some candidates took a narrative commentary approach which,
although at its best allowed candidates to analyse the emergence of Prussia from the ‘false
start’ of 1848-52 to dominance over the German Empire in 1871, resulted in many being unable
to cover the time period involved. The best answers were able to discuss the role of economic
factors in comparison to the political, military and international advancement of Prussia and
the growing weakness of Austria with some candidates able to manipulate the various historical
debates surrounding the Bismarckian concept of ‘blood and iron’ to considerable effect.
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Examiner Comments
The response has some understanding of the focus of the
question, attempts analysis and selects some relevant supporting
material but the essay lacks depth, organisation and a
paragraphed structure.
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Q.4 was answered by relatively few candidates. Those candidates who were secure in their knowledge
of the period were able to produce succinct responses clearly showing the methods used against
the socialists, the counter-policy of social welfare and an awareness of the role of anti-socialist
legislation in Bismarck’s downfall. However, there were a significant number of responses which
were only able to access low Level 3 due to a generalised understanding of Bismarck’s anti-socialist
legislation and social welfare reforms or Level 2 due to a lack of accurate knowledge (candidates
confused the attack on socialists with Kulturkampf and some even suggested that ‘attempts to
undermine the socialists’ was a factor in the process of unification concluding the response in 1871).
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Examiner Comments
This is a level 5 response. The answer has a clear introduction addressing
the question set and goes on to focus directly on the key issues showing an
explicit understanding of the key issues. Each paragraph is reasoned with
relevant and appropriate supporing evidenced and organised to create
discussion. The conclusions evaluate the discussion and reach a judgement.
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Topic E3 – The Collapse of the Liberal State and the Triumph of Fascism in Italy,
1896-1943
This is a popular topic and, although Q.5 was generally more popular, a significant number
of candidates answered Q.6. Candidates are generally well-prepared for this topic but there
is much variability in the quality of responses with many candidates being able to analyse
effectively but lacking the ability to select relevant supporting material, particularly in questions
concerning foreign policy.
Q.5. Most candidates were able to address the issues surrounding the consequences of First
World War on Italy well with knowledge of the indecision, events of the war, the ‘mutilated
victory’ and post-war economic problems. They were able to contrast/integrate these with the
long-term problems of the Liberal State, the rise of socialism and the methods of Mussolini and
the Fascist Party itself in the increasing popularity of the PNF. Some excellent answers were
able to focus explicitly on how the ‘disappointment’ with outcome of the war, particularly the
‘mutilated victory’ and the economic hardship, linked directly to the ideas and methods used by
the Fascist Party whilst making it clear that this support was growing slowly rather than creating
overwhelming support. Other responses focused on support from different groups in Italian
society.
However, many answers, although able to access high Level 3 and low-secure Level 4 did not
achieve the higher Levels because there was a lack of focus on the question asked. Some spent
too much time describing the Italian war effort rather than focusing on the ‘disappointment’ with
the outcome whilst others responded to this question in terms of Mussolini’s rise to power or the
failure of the Liberal State. Many answers merely stated that the territorial ‘disappointments’ of
the war led to an increase in support without explaining why. There were a significant number
of candidates who mentioned events which happened after 1922, particularly the Acerbo Law,
death of Matteoti and the Lateran agreements. There also seems to be a growing tendency to
assert that the north-south divide explains most of Italy’s problems during this period with little
evidence of reasoning.
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Below is a secure Level 4 answer:
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Examiner Comments
The response relates well to the focus of the question with a clear
understanding of a range of issues involved in increasing support
for the Fascist party. The ‘disappointment’ is discussed with other
factors and the conclusion begins to reach a judgement. The
organisation and use of supporting material is variable.
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Below is a low Level 4 response:
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Examiner Comments
The response relates well to the focus of the question with an
understanding of the key issues in the rising support for the
Fascist Party. The given factor and other factors are discussed
with adequate supporting evidence. However, the focus is not
always direct with elements suggesting an answer on the 'rise to
power'.
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Q6. produced some very interesting answers. The focus of the question was the success with
which Mussolini increased the international prestige of Italy. It was expected that most answers
would concentrate on the success with which this was achieved through his foreign policy.
However, there proved to be a variety of different responses with some candidates balancing
a discussion of foreign policy with comments on the role of Mussolini’s domestic policies in
enhancing Italy’s international prestige. Many candidates produced engaging responses with
well-reasoned discussion of the fluctuations in international approval of Mussolini’s actions.
There was sound discussion of early attempts to increase prestige in the Mediterranean and at
the international conferences of the late 1920s, the domestic ‘battles’, forays into Abyssinia
and Spain, relations with Britain, France and Germany in the 1930s and the final disastrous
period of the war to 1943. Some candidates followed the change over time through a succinct
chronological narrative analysis but many found it difficult to cover the whole period or showed
some chronological insecurity. In general, most answers were discursive and success depended
on the ability to provide appropriate and relevant supporting material. Some weaker candidates
focused solely on domestic policy and/or prestige in general.
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This is a Level 5 example of a foreign-policy driven response to Q6. The response does
not have an introduction but launches into an effective narrative analysis of Mussolini’s
intetnational relations with reference to prestige. The answers covers the whole
time period succinctly making pertinent point and showing change over time. The
changing patttern of the international repsonse to Mussolini is clearly evaluated in the
conclusion.
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E4 – Republicanism, Civil War and Francoism in Spain, 1931-75.
Candidates studying E4 are becoming more confident with the factual and chronological material
involved and it was pleasing to see more candidates attempt questions covering the Franco
period this session.
Q.7 was the most popular of the two questions and candidates used the material at their disposal
to produce some very interesting answers. In general, candidates were able to bring together
supporting material to discuss the political, military and territorial strengths of each side at the
beginning of the war alongside discussions of the nature of support both internally and externally.
The best responses were able to focus on the situation at the outbreak of the war itself providing
some detail on the support of the different sections of the military, support from foreign powers
and territorial strongholds. However, fewer candidates than might have been expected referred
to the German aid given to airlift the Army of Africa. Also there was a general assumption that
the Nationalists were potential stronger and more united at the outbreak because Franco was
already the clear leader when his position was initially less obvious. Weaker candidates tended
to explain the reasons why the Nationalists won the Civil War but were able to include enough
relevant material to achieve solid Level 3 answers.
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Below is a typical Level 4 response to Q.7.
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Examiner Comments
The response relates very well to the focus of the question in
that it attempts to address the position at the outbreak of the
war. There is an understanding of the key issues experienced at
the outbreak of war, with particular reference to the airlift from
Morocco. The answers discusses mainly the political and military
situation leading to some lack of range and depth.
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Q.8 was less popular but the responses generally showed a good understanding of the pattern
of change over time in Franco’s Spain. Almost all candidates were able to give some definition
of totalitarianism to establish extent and were able to refer to initial repression in the 1940s
and 1950s followed by some liberalisation through technocrats, economic policies and foreign
relations. Better candidates were able to discuss the nuances of totalitarianism as opposed to an
authoritarian regime and were also more aware of subtle changes over time with the continuous
control of information and the return to greater repressive measures in the early 1970s.
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Examiner Comments
This is a lower Level 5 response to Q.8. Although the supporting
material and coverage of the whole period is not secure enough
to reach the higher band there is a clear discussion of Franco's
rule in terms of totalitarianism as defined by the candidate.
There is a direct focus on extent.
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E5 – Germany Divided and Reunited, 1945-91
The quality of responses concerning this Topic on post-war Germany is very variable ranging from
extremely well-prepared candidates with excellent detailed knowledge to candidates with a very
insecure understanding of the chronology of events. The textbooks available for this Topic often
cover material which is useful for both AS and A2 units across a variety of boards and so it is
important that centres select supporting material for the 6HI01 specification carefully. In general
the Topic produces interesting responses which are often very engaging.
Q9. was by far the most popular choice and many candidates were clearly aware of the need
to determine the success of the West German economy during this period and whether it
really constituted an ‘economic miracle’. There were many well-reasoned answers with strong
supporting material however, most struggled to discuss the whole period to 1969. There was
clearly an understanding of the arguments for and against 1945 as being ‘Year Zero’, the role of
external and chance factors and the extent to which the West German economy was the built by
Adenauer and Erhard. Weaker responses often narrated the story of the recovery in the 1950s
with little judgement or seemed to be prepared only to answer a question required a comparison
with East Germany rendering much of the answer irrelevant.
Q.10 was both less popular and less well answered. There were generally two approaches with
candidates addressing the long-term reasons for the collapse of communism or focusing on
the events of 1989. Both approaches led to some interesting answers integrating the external
pressures from both the Soviets and the West with internal developments in East Germany. Most
candidates were aware of external factors but a few candidates stated that Gorbachev’s role
was a completely separate factor. There was a general weakness with knowledge of both the
chronology of events over the long-term, with some candidates confusing the Berlin Airlift, the
building of the Berlin Wall and the opening of the Wall, and the lead up to and events of 1989.

E6 – The Middle East, 1945-2001: The State of Israel and Arab Nationalsim
As with Topic E5 the textbooks which cover this period are generally written to cover a variety
of AS and A2 units across different boards it is, therefore, important to identify the relevant
supporting material which corresponds with the specification.
Q.11 was overwhelmingly the most popular question. Most candidates were able to explain
why Israel was so successful in surviving suggesting a variety of reasons such as national unity,
external military and diplomatic support, disunity amongst Arabs and military tactics and to
suggest which was the most important and/or the inter-relationship between the different
factors. The best answers were able to focus on and, in some cases, question the phrases ‘so
successful’ and ‘threats to survival’. Some candidates concentrated on explaining Israeli success
through a narrative commentary of the Arab-Israeli wars whilst others produced a multi-factored
answer. Most candidates are very well versed in discussing each of the Arab-Israeli conflicts
succinctly and as such are able to cover the time period well. However, the multi-factored
answers tended to struggle to produce the most relevant and appropriate supporting evidence
connected to a particular theme.
Q.12 appears to have been answered by very few candidates and, in general, seem to have been
very weak. A few responses showed an awareness of the role of Iran in Middle East relations
during the period 1979-2001 and/or were able to discuss differing reasons for instability such
as the Palestinian question, Iraqi policies, non-Iranian Islamist politics and external factors.
However, several answers also showed virtually no knowledge of events with Iran being mistaken
for Israel and the time period discussed finishing in 1979.
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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."

Mark boundaries
Grade

Max. Mark

A

B

C

D

E

Raw boundary mark
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60

50

40
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