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Introduction
General Comments
As in previous examination sessions the candidates for Option E were, in general, very well prepared
for each Topic studied. Candidates are increasingly aware of the need to answer the question asked
rather than write about the question themes in general but there is still some need to focus more on
the key words. Supporting evidence is generally secure but candidates often do not select the most
relevant or appropriate material, and there is still a disappointing lack of chronological awareness and
an apparent lack of confidence in using dates. At the lower Levels, however, there was a tendency
towards the description and explanation more appropriate to GCSE than has been seen before.
The scripts reﬂected the full range of levels. Most students wrote between three and five pages
for each answer, though a small number were unable to write more than a few Level 1 sentences
or paragraphs. The overwhelming majority of students followed instructions, writing their answers
on the appropriate pages and indicating the question number in the appropriate box. Legibility was
generally not an issue, and, where it was, this seems to have been about the colour and type of pen
used.
Students understood the questions but some key words and phrases were misread, misunderstood or
misinterpreted. Some candidates found difficulties with focussing directly on ‘economic grievances’
in Question 1 and ‘political problems’ in Question 5 apparently assuming that the question referred
to grievances and problems in general. As has been commented on before, many candidates find it
difficult to discriminate between political, economic and social factors or themes. Responses to the
very popular Question 6, in particular, often failed to focus on the key phrase of ‘growing power’
assuming that the question referred to growing support.
Most candidates were able to identify and evaluate at least some key points. However, some scripts,
especially for questions 7, 9 and 11/14, were conspicuous by an absence of appropriately selected
factual evidence. In such scripts, worthy points were often supported by very thin detail and
candidates of often resorted to repetition. As suggested above, however, there were more Level 3
scripts this session with a tendency towards adequate narrative supported by brief commentary. This
was particularly so in the case of Question 13 where Gustav Stresemann’s contribution was described
and commented on rather than analysed.
Some responses, although showing obvious evidence of knowledge, could only access Level 3 and in
many cases Level 2, particularly Question 7, because of a misreading of the time period referred to in
the question. For Question 1 some responses focused on the whole revolutionary period up to 1848-9,
some responses to Question 3 assumed an end date of 1871, many Question 6 responses only focused
on events up until 1922 and there were still problems, as noted in the summer, with knowledge of
the dates and chronology of World War II in Question 14. The most significant misreading of dates,
however, occurred in Question 7 where a significant number of candidates appeared to ignore the
dates 1931-36 completely in favour of a discussion of the event of the Spanish Civil War.
Future candidates might consider whether a generalised ‘prepared’ opening is an effective way to
focus on the question set with only 35 minutes available to plan and write a response. A large number
of answers began by repeating the question set, prefacing this with ‘To a certain extent I agree
that...’. Others declared that ‘many historians’ agreed with the point made in the question, but were
never able to substantiate their claim. Better answers avoided these approaches, producing their own
opening statement which usually suggested individual confidence and a personal viewpoint.
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It is highly recommended that centres read the reports and exemplification documents produced
for the other Options available in 6HI01. Please note: the majority of the exempliﬁcation scripts
related to this paper are to be found in the exempliﬁcation document for Option E.
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F1 The Road to Uniﬁcation: Italy, c1815-70
Once again this was a popular and well-taught Topic. Although there were more descriptive style Level
3 answers than have been seen in past sessions, candidates have very good knowledge and are wellprepared to answer questions on all aspects of the unification process.

Question 1
This was attempted by relatively few candidates. The best answers were able to refer to both the
general economic grievances which developed in Italy during the 1840s and more specific references
to the situation in Lombardy, Venetia and the Kingdom of the Two Sicilies; these were then balanced
against other relevant factors usually with some consideration of the different causes in different
parts of Italy. Some candidates, however, wrote about the causes of Italian revolutions in general or
wrote weak narratives of the events of 1848-9.

Question 2
This was by far the most popular question and was, in general, answered very well indeed with a
secure focus on the extent to which France was an obstacle to the unification process. Even Level 3
narrative responses showed a sound knowledge of events and were able to access the higher bands.
Most candidates were able to identify examples of both help and hindrance to create a well-balanced
answer. However, many responses chose to concentrate on the middle years of the time-period with
only a brief reference to the events in Rome of 1849 and a cursory mention of the withdrawal of
troops in 1870. There was no requirement to refer to other significant obstacles to Italian unification
but many were able to compare effectively. Too many candidates wrote whole essays referring to the
‘obsticles’ to Italian unification.
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F2 The Uniﬁcation of Germany, 1848-90
As with Italian Unification this is a popular and well-taught topic to which most candidates bring
detailed knowledge. There were, again, more descriptive answers than have been seen in the past but
the knowledge was usually secure and able to reach Level 3. Candidates show increasing awareness of
the inter-relatedness of the key factors involved in the process of German unification.

Question 3
Very few candidates attempted this question. A few candidates misread the end date of the question
leading to poor responses but several candidates produced analytical and well thought out answers
which were interesting to read and achieved the higher Levels. There was some good discussion of
the concept of ‘progress’ and the extent to which the revolutionary years created the foundation for
future events.

Question 4
This was overwhelmingly the most popular question for this topic. There were some narrative-led
responses and a significant minority which mentioned the three significant wars brieﬂy but failed to
discuss their contribution. It is vital in teaching both ‘unification’ topics that the chronology of events
is made clear, as weaker candidates often make valid analytical and explanatory points but confuse
the events. Many responses showed a very good understanding of how the different factors inﬂuencing
the unification were inter-related. The best were able to suggest, with supporting evidence, that the
military success of Prussia was only possible through its economic superiority over Austria combined
with the diplomatic machinations of Bismarck. However, many responses were unable to move out
of Level 4 because of the generalised and, often assertive, nature of the comments about the way in
which factors were inter-related. It is not enough to say that there was no ‘blood shed without iron’
there needs to be supporting evidence focused on the comparative significance of the given factor.
The very best answers also referred to the specific territorial and political gains made at each point of
the unification process, for example, the creation of the North German Confederation in the wake of
Austrian defeat.
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F3 The Collapse of the Liberal State and the Triumph of Fascism in
Italy, 1896-1943
This is a very popular topic which results in responses reﬂecting the whole range of levels available.
It has been a pleasure to see candidates increasingly willing, able and confident enough to tackle
questions on the 1896-1914/5 period; it is now only rarely that responses to these questions focus on
Mussolini. Many candidates do, however, continue to make insecure statements about the number of
Prime Ministers who governed Italy over this period. Many of the textbooks refer to the period from
1870-1914/15 as whole and it may be necessary to identify specifically the situation in 1896 at the
beginning of the course rather than refer to general statements about the post-unification Liberal
State.

Question 5
Although not as popular as Question 6, a considerable number of responses were answered on the
pressing political problems of Liberal Italy. Most candidates were able to identify the general, if not
specifically political, problems facing Italy in the 1890s and to describe and comment on the response
of Liberal government or to comment on the situation in 1914. However, fewer were able to combine
these together to create an evaluation of the extent to which the problems had been solved. The best
answers were able to focus on political problems such as the lack of representation, inﬂuence of the
elites, challenges of nationalism and the consequent rise in socialism, determine the extent to which
governments, particularly those of Giolitti, were able to deal with them and reach a judgement as to
the situation in 1914 as Italy decided whether, and on whose side, to go to war.
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F4 Republicanism, Civil War and Francoism in Spain, 1931-75
This is an increasingly popular topic within centres and candidates are becoming more confident in
writing about very complex situations. However, there is still a tendency for many of the weaker
responses to assume that every question set on the topic that refers to the period before 1939 is
about the Spanish Civil War itself. Many candidates clearly find it, understandably to some extent,
difficult to distinguish between republican government in the years before the outbreak of the war
and Republican forces during it. This is a topic for which a strong chronological foundation needs to
be created and those candidates who do master it produce some very interesting and often thought
provoking answers.

Question 7
This question gave the candidates the opportunity to discuss the long term opposition to Republican
government by elements of the army and the dissatisfaction with the Popular Front government in
1936 which led to the rebellion in July in relative comparison to other factors. Although the early
months of the Civil War have some relevance to the question the time period specified was that of
1931-36 and it was focus on this period which was rewarded within the mark scheme. A significant
number of candidates did not recognise the key themes in the question at all except as a simple
Republican versus Nationalist battle and focused wholly on the Spanish Civil War itself. Responses in
which there was little recognition of the period before 1936 often only achieved Level 1 or Level 2
whilst a few were written in such a way as to achieve low Level 3. Candidates who did focus on the
years 1931-36 often wrote generalised answers with much detail about church reforms and political
in-fighting but little about the opposition of the army except the dislike of the initial army reforms.
There were, however, also a significant number of very good scripts at Level 4 and above that were
able to deal admirably with not only the complexity of the chronology but gave detailed information in
supporting evidence. Some responses suggested that an underlying distrust of republican government
was evident throughout the period, and that pro-republican politicians did attempt to divide and rule
the army hierarchy, but despite spreading them far and wide geographically significant army generals
were able to use this to their advantage in the planning to overthrow the Republic in the spring/
summer of 1936.
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Question 8
This question was designed to allow a discussion of the situation in which Franco left Spain on the
occasion of his death and the extent to which the ‘nature of Franco’s provision for a successor’ and
the ‘role of Juan Carlos to 1975’, as stated in the content clarification, was a success. Dealing with
the very end of the topic this was focused on a very specific period of time but it was expected
that candidates would deal with this by a consideration of Franco’s legacy and why a monarchy
was acceptable to Spain at the time. This was exactly how the small number of candidates who
attempted the question responded to it; the majority of responses clearly met the requirements of
the mark scheme. It did not require a detailed description of the events following Franco’s death
or a need to question the extent to which it was ‘so successful’. However, any candidates who were
able to use this in their analysis were clearly rewarded. Most candidates were able to give a variety
of relevant and, often very interesting reasons, as to why they felt the immediate transition to
monarchy was so successful; there was a clear sense of the nature of Franco’s legacy, the traditional
role of the monarchy in Spain and the popular need for a new style of government. The responses
were differentiated mainly through the amount of explanation, development and supporting evidence
candidates were able to provide for their analysis.

F5 Germany Divided and Reunited, 1945-91
This topic had very few entrants and the responses were either very secure in their knowledge or
understanding or very weak descriptive answers.

Question 9
Very few responses covered the whole of the time period involved. The best answers were able to
show how the inﬂuence of the USSR both in political and economics changed over time and that East
German inﬂuences were also very significant in themselves. Most answers were limited to Level 3
as they focused almost wholly on the period from 1949 to 1961 or referred to the period from 1945
through to the 1950s.

Question 10
There were even fewer responses to this question and those candidates who did respond tended to
concentration not on the period of re-unification but on the downfall of the East German government.
A few very good answers were able to compare the role of Helmut Kohl with external inﬂuences in the
international community.

History 6HI01 F
10

This is an examples of a low Level 5 response that shows direct understanding of the focus of the
question, very good coverage of the time period required and compares with other factors.
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Examiner Tip
This is a clear introduction which focuses on
the question and suggests a variety of factors.
However, it could have been made more relevant
with some reference to the significance of the
beginning and end dates of the question, brieﬂy
putting the inﬂuence of the Soviet Union into some
context with some evaluation of the extent of
inﬂuence.
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Examiner Comments
Whilst not a necessarily well developed introduction it does explicitly
state how the response will be developed and is clearly focused
on the question asked with reference to more than one factor. The
first paragraph is focused on an aspect of Soviet inﬂuenced - clearly
engaging with the given factor. This is followed by further development
of the given factor with reference to events across the time period with
some reference to the USSR’s attempt to inﬂuence events towards the
end of the period. The answer then goes on to develop two alternative
strands of inﬂuence - the leadership of the GDR over the time period
and the inﬂuence of the FRG - which is described as an external factor.
The response suggests that these may have been of greater significance
towards the end of the period. Although the development of the Soviet
inﬂuence may have led to a less clear development of the other
factors there is an explicit understanding of the key issues and enough
evaluation to warrant a low Level 5 mark. In particular, the whole
period is given coverage.
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F7 The Middle East, 1945-2001: The State of Israel and Arab
Nationalism
A small but significant number of centres enter for this topic. Candidates invariably attempt questions
set which cover the time period before 1979. Those candidates who attempt to address the later
period often produce responses with weak analysis and detail and are often confused chronologically.
A significant number of candidates appear to mistake Iran and Iraq for each other. Centres should be
aware that the nature of the specification is such that questions can be asked across the whole time
period and across time periods covered by individual bullet points; a lack of preparation for the period
after 1979 could result in candidates being unable to meet the high Level 4 and Level 5 requirements
of the mark scheme.

Question 11
This was the most popular of the two questions. Although a chronological analytical approach can
result in high Level answers, with the number of wars and the time-scale needed to be covered
candidates who write such responses often run out of time; a thematic approach using the discussion
of different factors is usually more effective. Most candidates were able to discuss the effects and
inﬂuence of foreign intervention with the very best responses showing a clear understanding of the
changing circumstances over time. However, some of the weaker answers became confused between
outcome and causation.

Question 12
There were very few responses indeed. Those that did attempted to show how Iraqi actions were
connected to different events in the Gulf between 1979-2001 with references to the Iran-Iraq war,
the invasion of Kuwait and the resultant Islamist response to the western presence in the Gulf region.
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F7 From Second Reich to Third Reich: Germany, 1918-45
The vast majority of candidates entered for Option F study Topic F7 and one other Topic. As a result
the scripts reﬂect ability at all Levels. Candidates appear to have a good general knowledge of the
period but often need to provide more relevant and detailed supporting evidence to justify the
analytical and explanatory statements made. There were a large number of scripts that failed to
achieve above Level 3 with a tendency towards description and assertion rather than analysis and
discussion. The very best scripts, however, provide balanced analysis and an acute awareness of
change over time. Once again there is still evidence that candidate knowledge of the fourth bullet
point in the specification, which covers Germany during World War II, is very insecure resulting obvious
inaccuracies which can only place responses in Level 2.

Question 13
This was by far the most popular question. Most candidates were able to outline or describe some of
Stresemann’s contributions and were aware of his significance in the ‘golden years’. However, many
of the response appeared to be more in the style of GCSE responses and, in particular, there seemed
to be a significant number of scripts which did not attempt to balance his responsibility with anything
more than a few references to the underlying economic problems which his policies may have caused.
There was very little discussion of alternative reasons for Weimar’s years of stability. At AS level
also candidates should show be able more knowledge of Stresemann’s political offices moving from
Chancellor to Foreign Minister. A large number of candidates seemed to be under the impression that
Stresemann was responsible for the social welfare schemes introduced in Weimar Germany in the later
1920s. As in previous sessions some candidates are still confused as to when hyperinﬂation occurred
and when unemployment began to grown. The very best responses were able to evaluate with
confidence, and security of knowledge, Stresemann’s contribution in both economics and diplomacy
and balancing it with the underlying issues that his policies in turn created and other factors that
helped to bring security.

Question 14
There were very few responses to this question. Many of the responses appeared to be confused as to
the time period involved and many evaluated the success of Nazi economic policies up to the outbreak
of war. Some candidates were able to discuss a variety of factors which contributed to the defeat of
Germany but they were often imbalanced with references mainly to economic problems with a brief
mention of other factors or vice versa. The chronology of the war was often confused and there was
some assumption that the 4 Year Plan began during the war itself. A very small number of responses
confused the Second World War with the First World War. The best answers were able to show how
although apparently organised to go to war in 1939 the German economy was not able to cope with
the requirements of ‘guns and butter’ and that German war production was slow to adapt. Once ‘total
war’ policies did begin to gather pace the growing competitive edge of Germany’s enemies and other
factors put Germany in a difficult position. Candidates who were able to evaluate the failings of the
Nazi economic policies in comparison to other factors and come to a reasoned judgement achieved at
the higher Levels.
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This is a Level 5 answer. It is focused on the question directly, shows explicit understanding of the key
issues and reaches a judgement through evaluation.
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Examiner Tip
This response has a good contextual introduction
and a conclusion that reaches a judgment based on
the argument put forward in the body of the essay.
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Examiner Comments

The opening paragraphs develop a separate point with reference to
Stresemann and stability. Each paragraph is developed with supporting
evidence showing awareness of change over time. The response shows
balance with reference to other factors which are also developed.
These could have been more developed with more balance but it is
clear from the judgement in the conclusion that the candidate is of the
opinion that everything is connected to Stresemann.
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This is a low Level 5 answer which directly focuses on the question and creates a balanced answer by
acknowledging Stresemann's role but also questioning the degree of stability he brought and suggesting
an alternative reason.
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Examiner Tip
Always try to use the opening sentences of
paragraphs to create a discussion of the question
asked - give an opinion, show comparative
relevance etc.
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Examiner Comments
This answer is focused directly on Stresemann's responsibility. It has
relatively few paragraphs but each paragraph about Stresemann has a
clear integrity - it makes a point, establishes Stresemann's significance
and then questions it. When addressing another factor it establishes
the political problems which existed before 1924 and shows how they
less of a problem. The other factor could have been more strongly
developed but this is still a high Level response.
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This is an example of a low Level 4 answer. If it had been completed the conclusion suggests that it
would have been a high Level response.
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Examiner Tip
This is a good example of the importance of
bringing an answer together with a conclusion
even if you have not finished. The conclusion
outlines the argument and comes to an integrated
judgement.
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Examiner Comments

This essay is not completed leading to an imbalance in the discussion of
the essay but it does provide a good example of how a discussion of the
failure of Nazi economic policy could be used to produce an integrated
discussion of the reasons for the defeat of Germany in war.
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This is an example of a high Level script - the first answer is a Level 5 response whilst the second is a
high Level 4.
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Examiner Comments
Both responses address the question directly and create a discussion
through the opening sentences of each paragraph and establish a
judgement in the conclusion. The second response is well focused but
has some areas of insecurity putting it at the top of Level 4.
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Page Summary
Overall, once again, however, centres should be commended for the preparation and obvious
enthusiasm with which they approach the Topics; the knowledge of candidates is more tailored to the
themes each year. The best responses are analytical, detailed and reach interesting, well-supported
judgements.
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Grade Boundaries
Grade boundaries for this, and all other papers, can be found on the website on this link:
http://www.edexcel.com/iwantto/Pages/grade-boundaries.aspx
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