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Introduction 
General Examiner’s Comments 

The exemplification that follows is designed to show the key features of the 
generic mark schemes and what distinguishes the qualities of one level from 
another. These examples are taken from different options. Additionally, the 
Paper-specific principal examiner reports contain examples. 

Assessment Object A03, which is examined in Section C of Paper 1 (9HI01), 
tests a candidate’s ability to analyse and evaluate historical interpretations, 
using two secondary extracts containing differing views. The debate is expressed 
in the specification content in terms of four key issues. Questions may relate to 
one of these key issues or to more (including all four).   

The extracts provided are about 350 words in total. The task requires students to 
reach a judgement about the extent to which a view expressed in one is 
convincing in the light of their own knowledge of differing views and of the 
differences which they should analyse in the presented extracts. The highest 
level requires students to display an understanding of the basis of the differing 
arguments (for example, the criteria that are being used by the historians 
themselves on which to base their claim or judgement). It also requires students 
to take account of the differences when coming to a judgement. Reference to the 
works of additional named historians is not expected, but students may consider 
historians’ viewpoints in framing their argument.   

The generic mark scheme identifies progression in with regard to three separate 
elements or traits:  

Bullet Point 1 refers to the interpretation and analysis of extracts. Weaker 
answers are likely only to demonstrate comprehension of the extracts and 
limited analysis of them by describing points within them that are relevant to the 
debate. Stronger responses will demonstrate understanding of the issues of 
interpretation raised in both extracts and be able to compare them, while, as 
stated above, the best answers will show an understanding of the basis of the 
arguments offered by the authors of both extracts. 

Bullet Point 2 refers to the deployment of knowledge of issues related to the 
debate. There is no mark awarded for A01 in tis mark scheme, therefore 
knowledge must be related directly to the debate raised in the extracts. While 
the strongest responses will demonstrate evidence of knowledge which is directly 
related to, and integrated with, the evidence and arguments raised in the 
extracts, it is likely that weaker responses will only add knowledge to the 
information in them in order to expand matters of detail. 

Lastly, Bullet Point 3 relates to a candidate’s abilities to evaluate and reach a 
judgement about the interpretations in the extracts. Weaker responses will come 
to a judgement but one which is likely assertive, or which has little support. It is 
probable that such a judgement will relate more to the extracts overall than to 
the specific issues raised by them. Stronger responses however will clearly 
demonstrate the understanding that the points of view in the extracts are 
matters of interpretation and reach a supported overall judgement according to 
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their merits. The best will also provide evidence that the candidate understands 
the nature of historical debate. 

When coming to a mark, examiners place the response into a level for each of 
the three Bullet Points, making a judgement as to how securely it meets the 
criteria outlined in the generic mark scheme. Should it meet each of the criteria 
in a single level, the mark awarded will be at the top of that level. Should it meet 
the criteria for one or more of the Bullet Points less convincingly, however, the 
mark will be adjusted downwards in the mark band for that level. However, it is 
common for responses to meet different levels for each, or some, of the Bullet 
Points. In such cases, examiners apply the ‘best fit’ approach adjusting the mark 
according to the balance between the levels attained and how strongly the 
response meets the criteria for each bullet point. 
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Example 1 (from 9HI0 1H) 

Study Extracts 1 and 2 in the Extracts Booklet before you answer this question. 

Question 5: In the light of differing interpretations, how convincing do you find 
the view that the Thatcher government’s economic policies brought dramatic 
improvements for Britain? 

To explain your answer, analyse and evaluate the material in both extracts, 
using your own knowledge of the issues. 
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Student response to question 5 from 9HI0 1H:  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

This comment on the 
origin of the extracts s 
superfluous in Paper 1, 
Section C. There are no 
marks awarded for A02 
in this question. 

 

 

 
 
 
Here, the candidate 
shows some 
understanding of Extract 
1 by describing points 
relevant to the debate. 
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Again, there is a limited 
understanding of the 
extracts here, but the 
point is lacking in 
development 

 

 

 

 
The judgement on the 
interpretation posed by 
the question is assertive 
with little supporting 
evidence. 

 

 

 

 

 

Examiner Comments 

This response was awarded a Level 1. 

 Though the candidate shows some understanding of the arguments contained 
in both extracts they are barely developed. There is also an absence of any 
relevant contextual knowledge, even though it is clear that the candidate 
understands the need for this. Finally, though a judgement is made, it is 
assertive with little evidence provided to support it. As a result, it was judged 
to have reached a low level 2 for the first Bullet Point in the generic mark 
scheme, it was below baseline for Bullet Point 2 as there is no rewardable 
material, and a level 1 for Bullet Point 3.  
Taken together, the best-fit judgement for this response was a mark high in 
the Level 1 mark band. 
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Example 2 (from 9HI0 1F) 

Study Extracts 1 and 2 in the Extracts Booklet before you answer this question. 

Question 5: In the light of differing interpretations, how convincing do you find 
the view that the Reagan administration’s policies were an attack on the poor 
which increased social division? 

To explain your answer, analyse and evaluate the material in both extracts, 
using your own knowledge of the issues. 

Extract 1: From Anthony S. Campagna, The Economy in the Reagan Years: The 
Economic Consequences of the Reagan Administrations, published 1994. 

 
Inevitably, the cuts made by Reagan administrations pitted the haves against the 
have-nots. In their tax and spending policies, they favoured those who needed no 
help, and turned aside from those who did. In effect, they polarised society and 
began the policy of social division. Their opposition to public housing and welfare 
(benefiting mostly inner city blacks) was seen as racist and fuelled the black versus 
white chasm. Their ideas of federalism pitted states against localities, urban dwellers 
against suburban. Their opposition to the Equal Rights Amendment and their 
disregard for the needs of women, such as day-care centres that accompanied 
women’s changing family roles, subordinated women in society. In general, their 
continuous criticism of welfare recipients created an atmosphere of distrust and 
suspicion about the non-working population from those who were employed, 
especially the working poor. 

It is possible to overstate the case here, but there is little doubt that deep divisions 
were either created or made worse in the Reagan years. After all, the Reagan men 
were out to challenge the prevailing sentiment about the role of government in 
society, and it should, therefore, come as no surprise that they upset traditional 
habits of thinking and alienated the affected groups. 

Extract 2: From George Rising, Stuck in the Sixties: Conservatives and the Legacies 
of the 1960s, published 2001. 

 
In a presidential diary entry, Reagan denied ‘trying to undo the New Deal’. What he 
wanted was to ‘undo the Great Society*. It was LBJ’s war on poverty,’ he claimed, 
that ‘led us to our present mess.’ Treasury Secretary Donald T. Regan also wanted to 
reduce the cost of government, stating that these programmes were ‘expanding 
every year, and in recent years they have become swollen.’ Ronald Reagan superbly 
capitalised on anti-welfare sentiment. Reagan maintained that he wanted to retain 
the New Deal’s ‘safety net’ for the deserving poor. But he fiercely condemned those 
people who manipulated the welfare system. For example, he frequently retold a 
story about a ‘welfare queen from Chicago’ with ‘80 names, 30 addresses, and 12 
Social Security cards,’ whose ‘tax-free income alone is over $150,000.’ Similarly, he 
often claimed that food stamps allowed ‘some fellow ahead of you to buy T-bone 
steak,’ while ‘you were standing in the checkout line with your package of hamburger.’ 
Reagan’s blistering attacks on ‘welfare queens’ and government handouts skilfully 
exploited the politics of resentment. Such attacks inspired millions of working class 
white males, many of them southerners, to vote Republican, a lot of them for the first 
time. 
 
*Great Society – the domestic policies of Lyndon Baines Johnson, which aimed to 
eradicate poverty and social injustice  
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Student response to question 5 from 9HI0 1F:  

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

There is some relevant 
contextual knowledge 
here but its links to the 
extracts are weak. There 
is no reward for A01 in 
Paper 1, Section C, thus 
Bullet Point 2 of the 
generic mark scheme 
requires linkage to the 
material in the extracts. 

There is some support 
given for a judgement 
here but its linkage to 
the extracts is limited. 
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Here the candidate 
attempts some analysis 
of Extract 1 though it is 
limited in scope. 

 
There is some contextual 
knowledge added to the 
point raised in the 
extract to expand on 
matters of detail. 

 

 

 

Finally, the candidate 
turns to Extract 2 but it 
appears that time runs 
out and, while there is 
some comprehension, 
there is little else to 
reward. 
 
 

 

 
Examiner comments 
 
This response was awarded level 2.  
 
This response was given a Level 2 mark. In each of the Bullet Points in the 
generic mark 3 scheme, it meets the criteria for level 2 for its consideration of 
the first extract; there is some understanding and attempted analysis of 
Extract 1, some contextual knowledge added to the extract to expand matters 
of detail and a limited judgement related to the material again, in Extract 1. 
However, for Extract 2, there is little beyond a basic comprehension of some of 
its content. Overall, this response merited an award of low Level 2.  
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Example 3 (from 9HI0 1G) 

Study Extracts 1 and 2 in the Extracts Booklet before you answer this question. 

Question 5: In the light of differing interpretations, how convincing do you find 
the view that Hitler invaded Poland in September 1939 because he thought the 
western powers would not intervene? 

To explain your answer, analyse and evaluate the material in both extracts, 
using your own knowledge of the issues. 

 

 

 



12 
 

Student response to question 5 from 9HI0 1G:  

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
There is understanding 
of the extract here, 
together with some 
analysis as the 
candidate selects and 
explains some key 
points of interpretation. 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Though it is not 
developed far, there is 
some contextual 
knowledge here linked 
to an issue of debate 
included in Extract 1. 
 
 
 
 
 
Though this appears to 
be a point made from 
the candidate’s 
knowledge of issues 
related to the debate, it 
is essentially a 
summary of Extract 2. 
 
 
 
 
A judgement here is 
related to key points in 
the extract. 
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Again, the candidate 
selects some key points of 
interpretation from the 
extracts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Here, there is a 
demonstration of the 
awareness of the 
differences between the 
two extracts. 
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A judgement related to 
some key points in the 
extracts is given here, and 
discussion is attempted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
In the conclusion, 
judgement is given related 
to some key points of view 
in the extracts. There is 
some attempt to discuss the 
major features of the debate 
and to substantiate the 
conclusion drawn. 
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Examiner comments 
 
This response was awarded level 3 
 
This response reaches Level 3 for each of the Bullet Points in the generic mark 
scheme. The candidate does demonstrate understanding of the extracts and is 
aware of their differing interpretations. Also, some attempt at analysis is 
undertaken by selecting and explaining key points of these interpretations.  
 
It is lacking some range and depth of knowledge related to the issues of 
debate covered in the extracts but overall, it does satisfy the criteria for L3 for 
Bullet Point 2 of the generic mark scheme. Lastly, a judgement is given which 
is clearly related to key points in the extracts and partly substantiated. Overall, 
this achieved a mark high in the L3 mark band - the slight weaknesses in 
Bullet Point 2 being offset by the relative strength of Bullet Point 3. 
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Example 4 (from 9HI0 1G) 

Study Extracts 1 and 2 in the Extracts Booklet before you answer this question. 

Question 5: In the light of differing interpretations, how convincing do you find 
the view that Hitler invaded Poland in September 1939 because he thought the 
western powers would not intervene? 

To explain your answer, analyse and evaluate the material in both extracts, 
using your own knowledge of the issues. 
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Student response to question 5 from 9HI0 1G:  

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

Here the candidate 
demonstrates 
understanding of Extract 
1 and analyses the 
issues of interpretation 
raised in it.  

Knowledge is integrated 
with the issues raised in 
the extracts to discuss 
this interpretation 
though it lacks depth 
and development. 

It is clear that the 
candidate is aware that 
the issues raised in the 
extract are matters of 
interpretation. 
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Moving on to Extract 2, 
the candidate 
demonstrates 
understanding of the 
differences of 
interpretation with 
Extract 1.  

Again, some 
knowledge is 
integrated to discuss 
the views. 

 

 

 

The difference in 
interpretation are 
highlighted by analysis 
of the two extracts 
here together with 
some similarity but 
there is little discussion 
of the issues 
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Here, the candidate attempts to 
introduce more of their own 
knowledge of the issues to the 
debate. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
This knowledge is linked to the 
view in Extract 2 though it 
would have benefitted from 
greater depth and 
development. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Lastly, the candidate utilises 
the evidence from the two 
extracts to reach a supported 
judgement. It is again clear, 
through this discussion, that 
they are aware that the issues 
are matters of interpretation. 
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Examiner Comments 

This response was awarded level 4.  

This response achieved a Level 4 mark for each of the Bullet Points in the 
generic mark scheme. The candidate clearly understands the different 
arguments put forward in the two extracts and analyses them to show the 
issues they raise.  
 
There is also some own knowledge integrated with discussion of the key issues 
within the extracts – even though this lacks depth and could have been utilised 
still further to discuss the issues under debate, it still meets the L4 criteria 
(though not quite as convincingly as for the other two Bullet Points). As for 
Bullet Point 3, the response comes to an overall judgement on the merits of 
the debate between the extracts which is supported by the evidence selected 
from them.  
 
There is a clear understanding that that these issues are matters of historical 
interpretation to be evaluated on the strengths of their arguments. Overall 
therefore, it was awarded a high L4 mark. 
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Example 5 (from 9HI0 1C) 

Study Extracts 1 and 2 in the Extracts Booklet before you answer this question. 

Question 5: In the light of differing interpretations, how convincing do you find 
the view that the Glorious Revolution ‘transformed the relationship between King 
and Parliament’? (Extract 1 Line 5) 

To explain your answer, analyse and evaluate the material in both extracts, 
using your own knowledge of the issues. 
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Student response to question 5 from 9HI0 1C:  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Straightaway, the 
candidate 
demonstrates a 
confident grasp of 
the arguments 
contained in the two 
extracts. 

With reference 
first to Extract 2, 
the candidate then 
analyses the 
issues raised, 
clearly 
demonstrating 
understanding of 
the basis of its 
arguments, here 
concerning the 
lack of precision of 
the Declaration of 
Rights. 
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Here, well selected 
knowledge is integrated 
with the evidence from 
Extract 2 to discuss the 
merits of the argument.  

 

 
Here, the candidate clearly 
shows appreciation of the 
basis of the arguments 
used by the authors. 

 

 

 

 
The analysis of the 
interpretation in Extract 2 
is sustained here with a 
discussion of another 
aspect of its evidence. 
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The evidence of the 
extract is analysed 
confidently before own 
knowledge of the context 
of the debate is again 
added to develop the 
discussion of its merits. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
In starting to consider the 
arguments in Extract 1, 
the candidate is clearly 
aware of its differences 
with Extract 2 
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Once more, the evidence 
of the extract is handled 
with confidence and 
discrimination and is 
integrated fully with the 
candidate’s own 
knowledge. This can be 
seen through the 
candidate’s comments on 
the evidence and their use 
of own knowledge to 
evaluate its merits This is 
a clear feature of L5 
responses 
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The discussion and 
evaluation is sustained 
by considering another 
aspect of the evidence 
of Extract 1. 

 

The judicious use of 
own knowledge, firmly 
linked to the evidence 
in the extract, is again 
clearly apparent. 

 

 

 

 

 

Through the discussion 
of the evidence of 
Extract 1, the candidate 
begins to draw 
conclusions with regard 
to the merits of the 
arguments of the two. 
 



27 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Yet another aspect of the 
evidence of Extract 1 is 
discussed fully with the 
support of the candidate’s 
knowledge. 

Here, the candidate again 
clearly shows appreciation of 
the basis of the arguments 
used by the author. 
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Following a sustained, 
evaluative argument, the 
candidate reaches a fully 
substantiated judgement on 
the merits of the arguments 
in both extracts. 
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Here, it is clear that the 
candidate has a full 
understanding that the 
extracts presented are 
interpretations of the past 
and shows a clear 
awareness of the nature of 
historical debate. 
 

Examiner Comments 

This response was awarded level 5 

This response fully justified full marks, satisfying each of the Bullet Points in 
the generic mark scheme at L5. A feature of this answer is its confident 
handling of the evidence in both extracts, and its sustained analysis of 
different aspects of the issues under debate. It clearly shows appreciation of 
the basis of the arguments offered by both authors. Using detailed knowledge, 
chosen to examine the merits of the arguments with discrimination, the 
candidate carefully considers the differences between the interpretations of the 
Glorious Revolution as if they are the ‘third historian’ in the room, evaluating 
them continually. Lastly, a fully substantiated judgement is reached with the 
candidate responding to aspects of the arguments in Extract 2 and qualifying 
them as occurs in historical debate. It should be noted that this is a standout 
example of a L5 response and that a candidate may achieve a L5 mark without 
producing a response of such quality. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 


	Examiner comments
	This response was awarded level 2. 
	This response was given a Level 2 mark. In each of the Bullet Points in the generic mark 3 scheme, it meets the criteria for level 2 for its consideration of the first extract; there is some understanding and attempted analysis of Extract 1, some contextual knowledge added to the extract to expand matters of detail and a limited judgement related to the material again, in Extract 1. However, for Extract 2, there is little beyond a basic comprehension of some of its content. Overall, this response merited an award of low Level 2. 



