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General comments
Once again most candidates for each option in Unit 1 appear to have been well prepared for the examination.
There was, as is to be expected, a wide variety of responses but, as indicated in the Reports for 2009, most
candidates approach the questions with some attempt to focus on the question set and to attempt an
analytical response. Considering the time limit for the examination it is commendable that candidates can
produce two well structured answers, with little evidence of mismanagement of their time. Interestingly,
most candidates answer the questions in the order in which they appear on the question paper even if they
are less confident with the first topic covered. However, there are some areas (discussed below) that
centres should consider when preparing their candidates for the Unit 1 examination.
The first two examination sessions of this new unit were complicated by the fact that a minority of students
did not write their answers on the pages allocated in the answer booklet. A minor redesign of the booklet
has, thankfully, eliminated this problem completely.
It is perhaps worth reminding centres that Unit 1 tests AO1(a) and AO1(b). AO1(a) is concerned with
the recall, selection and deployment of historical knowledge, and the communication of knowledge and
understanding of history in a clear and effective manner. AO1(b) tests the ability to demonstrate an
understanding of the past through explanation, analysis and making judgements (the objectives are printed
in full on page 10 of the specification). Examiners reported that candidates are becoming increasingly expert
in developing some form of explanation or analysis and can, with varying degrees of effectiveness, frame
their answer on the question. This skill alone, however, is not in itself sufficient to allow access to Levels 3
and above. The explanation must be supported and developed with a range of relevant and accurate material
which allows the points made to stand up effectively. While some candidates still rely on extended passages
of free-standing narrative, there were many whose limited or generalised knowledge, or even a considerable
amount of incorrect information, affected the quality of their answers overall.
A welcome development is that planning of answers was much more apparent during this session than
previously. Candidates should be encouraged to write brief but focused plans; some covered two pages and
reduced the amount of time available for the answer itself. Planning will not be effective, however, unless
candidates have studied the question and have understood precisely what is being asked of them. Answers
at Level 4 require the response to relate well to the focus of the question and to show understanding
of the key issues, and must be supported with a range of accurate relevant information. Once again, an
appreciation of the time span set in the question is vital, but this links with an understanding of the whole
question. This matter will be dealt with in greater detail in the reports on each question, but three examples
highlight this point. Question D6 asked ‘How far was Lenin responsible for the Bolsheviks’ growing hold on
power in the years 1917-24?’ The phrase ‘growing hold on power’ suggests that the period under discussion
is from the October/November coup of 1917 to Lenin’s death in January 1924, since Lenin and the Bolsheviks
did not exercise state power before this time. Several candidates, however, apparently saw the key words
‘Lenin’ and ‘1917’ and wrote extensively on the Provisional Government before ending up, briefly, on the
years to 1924. A few did not get beyond October/November. Many of the answers to C6 selected supporting
evidence more relevant to the abolition of the slave trade in 1807 than the abolition of slavery in 1833.
As indicated in 2009 there are also still many answers to F7 that confuse the hyper-inflation of 1923 with
the Wall St. Crash of 1929.
Some of the most effective answers are those which produce a succinct introduction clearly focused on the
question asked and four or more well focused, analytical and evaluative paragraphs, with a clear conclusion
answering the question asked. The long contextual introduction of the 45 minute essay is not necessary
for the extended answers of a 35-40 minute response. Introductions which show an understanding of
the contribution of the highlighted factor/event/individual/concept and refer to its relative importance
compared to other factors or relative success/significance give some indication as to whether the candidate
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has understood the focus of the question; as does some indication of the time span involved. The questions
require a judgement to be made but it is important that the conclusion sums up the argument made in the
body of the essay.
Several questions invited a consideration of economic factors in determining an outcome. It was clear,
across all six options, that many candidates are not comfortable addressing economic issues, and seemed
uncertain of just what constituted an economic factor or economic conditions. In some cases, notably
Questions B1 and C6, many simply ignored the given factor in the question in favour of other material
with which they were familiar.
As always, the quality of written communication can have a marginal effect on candidates’ attainment.
Written communication is an assessed element of Unit 1 and this is clearly outlined in the mark schemes.
Effective communication depends on a number of skills being deployed, and it is regrettable to record once
again that very many candidates do not use capital letters appropriately, fail to spell common historical
terms correctly, and do not shape their answer into appropriate and coherent paragraphs. Some only use
capitals for inappropriate abbreviations. Naturally, developed literacy skills are a whole centre issue, but it
might be worth pointing out to candidates that their communication will be taken into account, however
marginally, in determining their final mark.

Questions 1 and 2
There was only a handful of answers on Alfred the Great, mostly for Question 2. These tended to be quite
strong overall, with a good range of detailed information underpinning an analytical framework.

Question 3
Many answers operated through the use of free-standing narrative. There was a wide range of material on
Hardrada’s intervention in the north, the battles of Gate Fulford and Stamford Bridge, and Harold’s swift
march back to London and from there to Hastings. The battle itself was often described at length, followed
by a brief comment which suggested that William’s victory demonstrated his military skills. Better answers
included contextual material on William’s rule in Normandy before 1066 (though this was not essential for
accessing any levels) and noted the successful logistical operation involved in transporting men, equipment
and supplies across the Channel. Much was made of the Norman use of cavalry, and the feigned retreat
was used to confirm the duke’s military ability. A number of other factors were often addressed, including
the papal banner. A few contrasted William’s abilities with Godwinson’s. The latter was considered to be
reckless in allowing the fyrd to disband, and in forcing his exhausted men into battle without good reason.
Many assumed that Harold’s army was much weaker than William’s; the length of the battle and the use of
housecarls might have suggested otherwise. It is important to note that the question asked about William’s
securing of the English throne. For most candidates, this meant winning the battle of Hastings, and there
was only scant reference to the march to London, the submission of the English nobility and the Christmas
day coronation.
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Examiner Comments
The introduction notes two factors, William’s strengths and Harold’s weaknesses.

Examiner Comments
A narrative section on Harold’s coronation and William’s response to it.
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Examiner Comments
Further narrative on the northern invasion, Gate Fulford and Stamford Bridge..
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Examiner Comments
No reference to William’s landing in England and establishing his position.
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Examiner Comments
There is a brief reference to the given factor here, that William showed military skill in
tempting Harold to meet him in battle.
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Examiner Comments
Reference to castles is not very clear, and might refer to the period after 1066.

Examiner Comments
Refers to the battle tactics of both sides.
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Examiner Comments
The answer includes a range of descriptive material which has some relevance to the question. However, the
given factor of William’s military skills is almost completely ignored, and other factors are not offered in any
depth. While there is some attempt to analyse the situation in 1066, material overall is narrative in form.
Mid Level 3.
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Question 4
There were too few answers to allow for a meaningful report

Question 5
Many saw the crisis in Church-state relations as simply a personality clash between two powerful individuals.
Accordingly there was a wide range of material offered on Henry’s early friendship with Becket, which
turned sour as soon as the latter because Archbishop of Canterbury. Their subsequent stormy relationship
was known, and some focused at unnecessary length on Becket’s murder in December 1170. Those who
went beyond personalities were able to demonstrate that the crisis was so bitter because so much was at
stake on both sides. For Becket, the maintenance of the ancient rights of the church was essential, which
led to inevitable conflict with a king determined to restore and reform both church and state.
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Examiner Comments
Sees the conflict in terms of personalities alone.

Examiner Comments
Notes Henry’s intentions to increase his power over the Church, and Becket’s early opposition.
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Examiner Comments
Considers the Constitutions of Clarendon and Church courts, but some unclear points and
weak development.
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Examiner Comments
Henry’s opposition to his Archbishop and Becket’s subsequent flight. Narrative form.
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Examiner Comments
Brief point on Becket’s murder.
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Examiner Comments
Understands the role of personalities, highlighting the problems which these caused throughout the answer.
However, relies to a great extent on narrative information which is not always very
extensive. Some explanatory focus: high Level 3.

Question 6
Several candidates failed to get an effective grip on the given factor, or on the question as a whole. Many
assumed that Richard was absent on the crusade at this time, and his sole contribution to the collapse
of English power was the excessive taxation he levied on the English. Better answers noted that, after his
release from imperial custody, the king spent the rest of his reign in France, where he found it increasingly
difficult to resist the growing power of Philip Augustus. Candidates were more assured on the role of John in
the loss of French territory. Few candidates had a good word to say about the king, and thus failed to note
that in 1200 Philip recognized John’s accession to the Angevin lands. Some noted that the loss of Normandy
was as much due to the strength of Philip’s military forces as it was to John’s misgovernment and the
growing alienation and hostility of his nobility.

Examiner Comments
Simple introduction which does not compare the roles of the two kings.
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Examiner Comments
Suggests that John’s military incompetence and poor judgement explain the loss of Normandy.

Examiner Comments
Aware of the importance of John’s refusal to do homage to Philip Augustus for Normandy.
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Examiner Comments
Blames John’s lack of money to finance the wars in France on Richard.

Examiner Comments
Notes John’s unpopularity, which was of his own making.
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Examiner Comments
Other factor considered: the growing power of the French monarchy.
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Examiner Comments
Aware of the lack of support given to John by the English nobility, who lost confidence in him
following his attempt to usurp the throne.

Examiner Comments
Aware of the lack of support given to John by the English nobility, who lost confidence in him
following his attempt to usurp the throne.
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Examiner Comments
A passage of unclear relevance on the northern earls and on Richard’s absence on the crusade.
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Examiner Comments
The answer is lacking in balance. John’s contribution to the loss of French territories is considered in some
detail, though there are some weaker passages and points of little relevance. Importantly, Richard’s part in the
loss of France is barely touched on. The candidate does not mention any of the king’s campaigning in France,
and appears to believe that Richard was always on the crusade. The answer is well written and has secure
range. However, so little is offered on one of the two kings in the question that the answer cannot get beyond
a mark at high Level 3.

Questions 7 and 8
There was a small entry for these two questions. Examiners noted that candidates had a fair amount of
detailed knowledge to deploy in their answers, but that this knowledge was not often used in an analytical
way. Some struggled with identifying the structure of English society in the fourteenth century for Question 7,
and few covered the growing mobility of the peasants or the effects of the plague on towns.
Question 8 was handled slightly better, with candidates able to deploy a range of information on several
factors. However, few appeared to know just what demands were made in 1381 beyond a cursory reference
to the poll taxes. Centres might like to discuss these demands in more detail with their students, noting
how they ranged from the relatively uncontroversial demand for an end to the poll taxes to revolutionary
programmes for restructuring society.
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Questions 9 and 10
There was only a handful of answers to these questions, almost exclusively on Question 9. Candidates were
diverted from the given factor of effective leadership by the more attractive description of the victories
at Harfleur and Agincourt, which were then attributed in a fairly simple way to Henry V’s leadership.
Some answers were self-limiting because some candidates were unable to get beyond 1422, apart from
mentioning that Henry VI’s minority made strong leadership impossible. Better answers, however, noted the
significance of both Henry and Bedford, while at the highest levels were those who could compare the two.
Most could bring in a further factor, the systemic weakness of the French monarchy at the time, but there
were few who made effective use of the Burgundian alliance, which proved so essential to the English
while it lasted.

Question 11
Many candidates appeared to be unsure of the demands of the question. Some finished their answers in
1455, while others chose either 1461 or 1471 as their finishing point. A few even assumed that Yorkist
victory extended through to 1483. 1461 is generally taken as the year of final Yorkist triumph, though
those who noted the final defeat of the Lancastrians after the readeption of Henry VI also gained credit.
Some were unable to define political mistakes, failing to refer to Margaret of Anjou’s use of the ‘Parliament
of Devils’ in 1459, or that the queen felt more comfortable in the midlands rather than in London. Many
realized that her hostility towards York contributed to the conflict, suggesting that her ineptness and
her husband’s incapacity were important factors in Yorkist success. Military mistakes were sometimes
exemplified with reference to St. Albans in 1455 and Northampton in 1460, and that the Lancastrians
did not capitalize on their victories in 1460 and 1461. A wide range of answers were offered, and some
very strong responses covered much of the indicative content in the mark scheme while offering strong,
individual analysis.

Examiner Comments
Simple statement on the question.
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Examiner Comments
Aware of some of the personal defects of Henry VI, including his poor military skills.
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Examiner Comments
Notes that some political weaknesses can be ascribed to Margaret of Anjou.

Examiner Comments
Notes Margaret’s mistakes after the readeption of Henry VI, and the defeat
at Tewkesbury.
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Examiner Comments
Another relevant factor: the military skills of Edward IV - but this point is
not expanded on.
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Examiner Comments
Origins of the conflict: unclear relevance.
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Examiner Comments

The answer shows some awareness of the weaknesses of Henry VI and the political mistakes made by
Margaret of Anjou; and there is some attempt to contrast these with Edward IV’s own abilities. There is some
focus on the question, and there are attempts at analysis, but the answer lacks balance. In particular, military
activity is almost entirely ignored. The analytical framework and supporting material allows for low Level 4.

Question 12
Candidates tend to treat Richard III with the same disdain which they show for king John. Several apparently
prepared answers were seen this session, focusing strongly on the usurpation and with unnecessarily
extended references to the princes in the Tower. Richard’s unpopularity was accepted by most, with only a
few noting that many nobles welcomed the king’s accession because they did not want a repetition of the
difficulties which the country had experienced during the minority of Henry VI. Few were able to comment
on the king’s domestic policies, and seemed unaware that there was much to commend in Richard’s
governance of the country. More might have been made of the introduction into government of so many
of Richard’s northern allies. Bosworth dominated many answers, but some were uncertain of the role of
leading nobles, notably the Stanley family, in determining the outcome of the battle. Other relevant factors
that were discussed included the significant level of support given to Henry Tudor, not only by disaffected
Yorkists but also by the French monarchy, which was concerned about Richard’s intentions towards them.
Several candidates misunderstood Henry Tudor; a few claimed that he could not speak English, while others
discounted him as a person of no significance at all before 1485. However, there were many fine answers
to the question, with candidates aware of the issues surrounding the question, and producing clear and
analytical responses which weighed up the importance of various factors in contributing to the end of the
Yorkist monarchy in 1485.
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Examiner Comments
Weak opening statement

Examiner Comments
Some categorisation here: the most important reason for Henry’s
success was French support.
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Examiner Comments
A securely made comment.
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Examiner Comments
Weak noble support for Richard.

Examiner Comments
Role of the nobles at Bosworth: little specific detail.
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Examiner Comments
The role of the Stanley family.

Examiner Comments
Further development on the limited support which Richard had among the
English nobility.
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Examiner Comments
Mistakes made by Richard at Bosworth.
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Examiner Comments
Summary comment below.

Examiner Comments
The answer considers four relevant factors: French support for Henry Tudor; the lukewarm attitude of the
English nobility towards Richard; Richard’s errors at Bosworth; and the role of the Stanleys. There is thus
an analytical approach, which suggests Level 4; however, in places the quality and range of support is not
extensive, and there are some unbalanced passages overall. Low Level 4.

Question 13
Candidates were clearly more comfortable in dealing with the nobility than with the commoners
in answering the question. Most were aware of the measures against retaining and the use of bonds,
recognisances and attainders in order to ensure that the nobility stayed within the law. Specific examples
of dissident nobles were given, but overall numerical evidence on such matters would have added much
to the evaluation of this policy. Some took Henry’s actions to be evidence of a sustained anti-noble
policy, and failed to note that the king relied on both the nobility and the gentry to maintain the peace
in the provinces; while few saw the significance of the Council of the North and the Council of Wales. In
considering the commoners many were aware of the increased powers given to Justices of the Peace, but
few mentioned the operation of the law courts, especially the assizes and the quarter sessions and the
centralized courts established in London. At a high level were those candidates who evaluated the extent
of Henry’s success, noting that the usurper of 1485 had been transformed by 1509 into a king who passed
on the throne peacefully and without opposition to his son.

Question 14
At lower levels of attainment were candidates who described some features of Henry’s foreign policy and
stated simply that these features increased his power in England. Better answers came from those who
considered the four countries named in the clarification of content and tried to assess the significance of
each one. Most noted Henry’s relationship with Spain, though for many Medina del Campo was concerned
solely with the marriage of Arthur and Catherine. A few did not go beyond 1489, and thus failed to
appreciate the significance of Arthur’s death and the deterioration of Anglo-Spanish relations in the early
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16th century. Relations with France were well known, with effective links to Henry’s power assumed by
the granting of the royal pension. Several dealt with Burgundy exclusively through the trade war and failed
to notice the importance of Margaret of Burgundy’s support for the pretenders Simnel and Warbeck. Most
answers considered Scotland, usually through the dynastic marriage of 1504. Only a few appreciated that

Examiner Comments
Suggests that Henry’s foreign policy weakened his power in England.
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Examiner Comments
On Medina del Campo, the answer refers only to the marriage alliance.
The final sentence in the paragraph is unconvincing.

Examiner Comments
Notes Henry’s difficulties with both France and Scotland over Warbeck - again, with
a poor final sentence.
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Examiner Comments
Discusses the French invasion of 1492 and its significance in financial terms.
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Examiner Comments
Relations with Scotland. The marriage alliance is noted, but not the treaties of 1497 and 1502.

Examiner Comments
Burgundy: some relevance, but not well developed overall.
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Examiner Comments
The conclusion makes some attempts to address questions of power.
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Examiner Comments
The answer sustains a focus on the question, considering the four countries mentioned in the clarification of
content. There is some range here, and an attempt in places to assess the impact of foreign policy on domestic
power, though the points made vary in quality. Analytical approach with sufficient supporting material for
mid Level 4.
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6HI01/A Statistics
Mark Ranges and Award of Grades
Maximum Mark (Raw)

Mean Mark

Standard Deviation

40.2

8.4

60
Grade

Max. Mark

A

B

C

D

E

Raw boundary mark

60

47

42

37

33

29

Uniform boundary mark

100

80

70

60

50

40

20.8

47.1

68.5

83.2

92

% Candidates

GCE History 6HI01/A
43

Further copies of this publication are available from
Edexcel Publications, Adamsway, Mansfield, Notts, NG18 4FN
Telephone 01623 467467
Fax 01623 450481
Email publications@linneydirect.com
Order Code US022863 January 2010
For more information on Edexcel qualifications, please visit
www.edexcel.com/quals
Edexcel Limited. Registered in England and Wales no.4496750
Registered Office: One90 High Holborn, London, WC1V 7BH

