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6HI02
General Comments
There were many candidates who attained high levels in this examination, having demonstrated a good
range of historical knowledge, clear understanding of historical development and its related concepts. While
the option-speciﬁc comments set out below offer detailed reference and examples of student work, the
purpose of the comments that follow is to highlight problems experienced by students across all options,
and to suggest strategies for improving performance in the future.
Some candidates continue to create difﬁculties for themselves because they do not plan their time and do
not read the sources with sufﬁcient concentration.
The marks awarded for (a) and (b) questions indicate the amount of time that should be spent on each. The
best responses in both (a) and (b) tended to be based on analysing the sources as a set, with a sense of
context, to establish arguments that relate to the question. This approach allows the response to be sourcedriven, directed towards developing a judgement, as the question requires. It is therefore likely to score
highly because it is coherent and focused. A key point is that the analysis should be carried out before
the response is planned and written, so that the response is structured around points of argument, with
selective source reference offered in support. Candidates who base a response on the sources in isolation
are rarely able to cross-reference effectively and build a developed conclusion, sometimes running out of
time.
Under pressure, candidates sometimes overlook key words or connections within the source, which can
cause a serious misunderstanding that undermines a whole response. This is less likely if they habitually ask
themselves whether what they think the source is saying is logical and appropriate in the context of the
period to which it relates. Conﬁdence in reading and using historical sources is derived from regular and
ongoing use of historical texts for research. The essential skills of reading, comprehension, analysis and
making notes from a range of historical texts lay the necessary foundations for handling extracts from such
texts under examination conditions.
It is pleasing that the great majority of candidates avoided these basic pitfalls, and produced responses that
varied from competent to excellent. Most candidates achieved good L2 in at least one objective, thereby
demonstrating some knowledge and understanding of the period that they had studied, and the ability
to analyse and comprehend individual sources, at least at face value. The skills of inference and crossreferencing, however are required to reach the higher levels.
Broadly speaking, the performance descriptors related to the E/U boundary, as described in the Speciﬁcation,
page 233, indicate a secure L2 performance, and a candidate achieving good L2 in all three descriptors will
move beyond the borderline area.
Progression towards higher levels in objective AO2 depends on the ability to make developed inferences
from sources that have been cross-referenced as a set. Candidates who analyse sources into relevant points,
reason from the evidence and link points taken from more than one source are likely to achieve L3. Those
who also demonstrate the ability to apply provenance and contextual understanding to the evaluation
of such evidence are moving into L4. It is the ability to weigh the evidence in order to come to an overall
judgement that takes account of any conﬂicts, takes a response to the top of L4.
Progression in AO1 depends on the contextual understanding that is applied to the sources as a set,
in order to develop and explain their implications as relevant arguments, and on the deployment of
contextual knowledge to support, challenge and develop such arguments towards an overall judgement.
Examples of such progression are included in the option-speciﬁc comments below, but certain points are
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applicable across all options and may usefully be summarised here to highlight the ways in which candidate
performance can be improved.
Most candidates made some attempt to draw inferences from source material but weaker candidates
tended not to develop them. A developed inference requires the point to be clearly stated and supported
by some reference to the source material, and the connections between them made explicit. This can be
described, as in the AO2b mark scheme, as ‘reasoning from the evidence’ and the reasoning needs to be
explicit. It is the key difference between treating sources as information (L2) and treating them as sources of
evidence, which needs to be interpreted and explained.
Many candidates appeared to believe that pointing out agreement or disagreement between sources or
parts of sources meets the requirements of cross-referencing. There remains a widespread tendency for
candidates to analyse (or too often describe) the content of each source in turn, then try to draw out points
of comparison. This tends to lead either to responses that are overly long, or to comparisons that are brief
and general. The purpose of cross-referencing is to develop and bring out the implications of sources as a
set, on the basis that if they are used in combination they offer more understanding than can be developed
by considering them separately or cumulatively. Cross-referencing therefore requires sources to be
broken down so that comparisons can be drawn between points, rather than between whole sources.
The candidate can then reassemble the points into an answer to the question.
An area of particular weakness seems to be the application of provenance, using the nature and purpose
of a source to evaluate the signiﬁcance and reliability of the evidence within it. Very few candidates failed
to mention provenance, and equally few were able to apply it effectively. Many candidates could identify
‘bias’, often quite accurately, but few were then able to make a reasoned judgement as to how far this
discredited the evidence within the source. Many simply discounted the problem by ﬁnding a matching
bias in other sources. Others assumed that the nature of a source dictated its value – newspapers were
generally deemed unreliable, private letters accurate. Some candidates had difﬁculty accepting that opinions
could be both sincere and objectively unreliable. There is also a tendency for candidates to see provenance
only in negative terms, and not to take into account that testimony which is unwitting or from a ‘biased’
source can provide very strong evidence if it runs against expectation. The key issue is that provenance
needs to be related to particular points within a source to demonstrate its effects on the quality of
the evidence in relation to the particular enquiry. In (a) questions, where candidates are dealing with
contemporary sources, this is often the means by which they can come to an overall judgement.
Candidates also offered some strange perceptions as to the value of historians’ interpretations. Some
candidates were aware of different ‘schools’ of historians, and often sided with one or other according
to their own preference. A few engaged in polemics to the point where their response was seriously
undermined. It is clear that the concept of reliability remains difﬁcult for many candidates, but most have
some idea of how to approach contemporary sources. However, historians’ views do not lend themselves to
explicit evaluation for ‘reliability’. The best candidates demonstrated an understanding that historians
offer views that are based on reliable research, but are nevertheless interpretations using evidence and
judgement. As such, they indicate possible explanations of the past, from which we can learn by comparing
the different interpretations, and evaluating them in the light of the evidence in order to develop our own.
Candidates will address this more fully in A2, especially in Unit 3. it is not expected that they will routinely
demonstrate a full appreciation of historical interpretation at AS level. However, those who understand
that historians’ views are interpretations, and that they can be both valid and varied, are likely to reach high
levels at AS as well as laying good foundation for further progress. In the context of the Unit 2 examination,
the historians’ sources often provide a structure for the (b) response as a whole. They allow conﬂicting
arguments to be established, evaluated against the other sources and the candidate’s contextual knowledge,
and used as the basis of a balanced judgement as required for L4. In doing this candidates can evaluate the
historians’ sources without speciﬁc consideration of ‘reliability’.
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In both (a) and (b) questions the best candidates offered an overall judgement drawn from
their preceding arguments. However an effective judgement cannot simply ignore the existence
of conﬂicting evidence, or describe differences before asserting a preference. The key to L4 is
recognition of different or conﬂicting interpretations and an attempt to weigh the quality of
evidence in order to judge between them or resolve apparent conﬂicts. In (b) questions candidates
could also assess historians’ judgements, such as the role and signiﬁcance of particular factors,
in the light of the evidence and their own knowledge. Some candidates offered these elements
within the body of their response, others in a developed conclusion. The best did both, pointing to
evaluation as they developed their arguments, and summarising the results in a direct comparison
at the end.
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Option E
Question E1
1a Most candidates were able to access at least Level 2 by recognising and exemplifying the basic contrast
between Source 3 (in favour of the contention in the question) and Sources 1 and 2 (against). However, it
was common for the sources to be tackled sequentially and, as a result, many responses failed to include the
detailed cross-referencing required for Level 3. Better responses picked up on the qualiﬁcation contained
in Macmillan’s speech in Source 3 that the good times extended to ‘most’ rather than all, and used this to
reconcile, at least partially, the conﬂict between the sources. Although nearly all candidates showed some
awareness that the sources reﬂected opposing political viewpoints, for many the application of provenance
did not extend beyond the simple assertion of ‘bias’. A few candidates, operating at the higher levels, were
able to arrive at a judgement by weighing up the evidence in the light of both political persuasion and date
of publication. Thus, the concern raised by Macmillan in the last few lines of Source 3 was seen to have been
realised by the time of the election and used for party political gain.

Examiner Comments
The following response demonstrates a good Level 4. There is a clear focus on the contention in the
question and a detailed attempt to draw out both the areas of agreement and disagreement through
precise cross-referencing, using the sources as a set. Although there is a misidentiﬁcation of the newspaper
in source 2, the source attributions are, nonetheless, applied in conjunction with relevant contextual
knowledge to weigh up the strength of the sources as evidence. The concluding paragraph does attempt,
albeit without absolute conviction, to arrive at a judgement. The close textual reading that the candidate
displays, picking up on the use of ‘most’ by Macmillan and the signiﬁcance of ‘productivity’ in Source 2, is a
further common feature of high scoring work.
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1bi This was the more popular of the two choices in part b and there were many good responses with
candidates displaying an impressive grasp of the aims and achievements of the Labour governments under
Attlee. Most candidates could successfully use Sources 4 and 6 as vehicles to display their own knowledge
in favour of the view in the question, with many able to deploy detailed material covering welfare reforms,
housing and nationalisation. Although, nearly all recognised that Source 5 presented the counterview,
only a few could, to any signiﬁcant extent, develop the themes raised or provide any further material to
balance the otherwise rosy picture of the Attlee years painted by Sources 4 and 6. The problems with
nationalisation, the deﬁcit in the balance of payments, the extension of rationing, and the shortfall in
housing and the limitations in social and welfare reform were all valid areas for inclusion. Better responses
were able to develop the reference in source 6 to ‘the shattered post-war world’ to arrive at a deﬁnite
judgement by evaluating the extent and limitations of the Attlee government’s achievements in context.
It was pleasing to see, particularly in a question where so many candidates possessed such an in-depth
understanding of the topic, that there were very few instances of own knowledge being deployed without
reference to the source material.

1bii The question was focused on the achievements of the ﬁrst two Labour governments under Harold
Wilson. Most candidates were able to use the sources to access the basic conﬂict between failings in
economic policy and successes in social legislation, although only a few recognised the satirical nature of
the caption to the Daily Telegraph cartoon. In direct contrast to the wealth of detail displayed in responses
to question 1bi, only a minority of candidates could develop, to any signiﬁcant extent, the issues raised in
the source material for this question. This meant that although many responses achieved top levels for AO2,
the overall mark was depressed as a result of low performance in AO1. Those responses that did provide
additional material usually focused on Wilson’s mishandling of the economy and labour relations, with
devaluation, the failure of the National Plan and the rejection of ‘In Place of Strife’ all featuring. Only the
very best could provide a balanced response by citing and exemplifying progressive social and educational
reforms. The very best recognised that Labour’s successes and failures in this period could be attributed to
broad social and economic trends, the growth of permissive attitudes and the legacy of Stop-Go policies, as
well as speciﬁc actions on the part of the government.

Examiner Comments
The following response, although a little imbalanced, clearly highlights many Level 4
characteristics. The sources are used throughout and ‘reasoning from the evidence’, a key
feature of the very best answers, is achieved through cross-referencing between sources and
integrating own knowledge with source material. There is a wide range of accurate, relevant and
developed own knowledge and a substantiated judgement is reached based on both the source
material and the candidate’s understanding of the topic. The response merited top marks for
use of source material (AO2). Although three marks were deducted for the limited attention
paid to the counterview, the overall quality of the analysis still ensured a secure mark in the
Level 4 bracket for AO1; 21/24 .
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Question E2
2a This question proved to be challenging for many candidates who found it difﬁcult to argue against
the contention in the question. Those operating at Levels 1 and 2 took the sources at face value and were
able to match only surface details. Thus, the fact that Sources 10 and 11 were taken from newspapers was
matched with the reference to the Observer in Source 12 to construct a case in support of the role of the
press. Only a few could develop, to any great extent, the importance of the informant in the uncovering
of the scandal, with fewer still recognising the fact that all three sources could be used both to support
and challenge the contention in the question. Equally, only the very best were able to use effectively the
source attributions or relevant contextual knowledge to evaluate the strength the evidence presented. This
was particularly surprising given that the topic is one of the two named case studies in the clariﬁcation of
content. The very best were, however, aware of the symbiotic relationship that existed between media and
whistleblower and appreciated that the evidence of both Dalyell (Source 10) and Ponting (Source 12) could
have been shaped by self-interest.

Examiner Comments
The script below provides a good example of a typical Level 2 response. The sources are taken in
turn with cross-referencing largely restricted to the matching of surface detail. Although there is
recognition in the conclusion that a judgement needs to be made this is neither developed nor
supported. One ﬁnal feature which is commonly found in responses at this level is the assumption
that the sources are one-dimensional, that they must be either for or against the contention in the
question. The failure to recognise the complexity of all three sources combined with the lack of
attention given to the attributions keeps this response in the Level 2 bracket; 9/20.
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2bi Many candidates displayed a good chronological grasp of the development of race relations in Britain
in the post-war era. There were frequent references to the Windrush, the Notting Hill Riots, the Race
Relations Acts and Powell’s ‘Rivers of Blood’ speech. However, many candidates found it difﬁcult to integrate
this contextual understanding with the source material and were clearly struggling to extend their own
knowledge to material encompassing the role of television. Although candidates should be able to locate the
topics covered by this option in their social and cultural contexts it is important that their focus in tackling
questions remains ﬁrmly on the role of the mass media. Thus, better responses for this question were able
to cite speciﬁc examples of television programmes that attempted to tackle, successfully or otherwise, the
issue of race relations, with Love Thy Neighbour, Till Death Us Do Part, Mind your Language and Big Brother
featuring prominently. A number of candidates viewed the sitcoms in simplistic terms and argued that they
simply reinforced racial stereotypes. However, an encouraging number of candidates looked to distinguish
between the ironic intentions of the scriptwriters and the less sophisticated reading of the viewing public
and here an understanding of the social and cultural context became all important. There was a tendency
among some to include evidence from other areas of the mass media. Thus, the inﬂuence of Rock’n’Roll
music or the importance of ﬁlms such as East is East, Bend it like Beckham and My Beautiful Laundrette
frequently made an appearance. Such references were valid as part of the cultural context but candidates
should be aware that top marks can only be awarded to those whose responses are clearly directed on the
exact focus of the question; in this case television. The best answers extended the debate established in the
source material with precisely selected own knowledge to explore the role of television as a shaper of, or
mirror on, popular attitudes.

2bii This question elicited a wide range of responses. Many candidates based their responses almost
exclusively around the source material, with own knowledge restricted to brief assertions based on
anecdotal or personal experience. Not only did this lead to depressed marks by dint of a poor score in AO1
but it also impacted on performance in AO2 with the source material almost invariably being interpreted
in a very superﬁcial manner. Thus, although the basic conﬂict between Sources 16 and 17 was recognised
by nearly everyone, the complexity of the bar chart in source 18 and the signiﬁcance of the fact that Nie
(Source 17) was citing the conclusions of ‘one of the earliest surveys examining the social consequences of
the internet’ were frequently ignored. However, by way of contrast, an encouraging of number responses
displayed a ﬁrm grasp of the development of internet technology and its social and cultural implications,
and could interrogate the sources in this context.

Examiner Comments
The following two responses are illustrative of these two approaches. The ﬁrst is largely sourcedriven, with any reasoning from evidence limited to the simple cross-referencing of information.
Although there is a brief paragraph based on own knowledge, the material it contains is used in
isolation from the sources and lacks clear focus. The lack of wider contextual understanding has,
therefore, resulted in this candidate being penalised in both AO1 and AO2. The script was awarded a
Level 1 for AO1 and Level 2 for AO2.
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