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PE Report 8HI0 2B June 2017 

 

AS paper 2B, which covers the options of the German Reformation (2B.1) and 

the Dutch Revolt (2B.2) again saw responses from across the ability range.  

 

In general, candidates found Section A, the compulsory two-part source 

question, less challenging than last year. Fewer were not clear on what was 

meant by ‘value’ and ‘weight’ and this enabled more to analyse and evaluate the 

sources (AO2). In addition, the detailed knowledge that is required to add 

contextual material to support and/or challenge points derived from the sources 

was more focused this year. There were also fewer generic comments on the 

provenance of the sources and more which, taking their nature, origin and 

purpose into consideration, were able more effectively to evaluate the use of the 

sources to the enquiry in each question. 

 

Section B, the section in which candidates were given a choice of three essays 

in order to assess understanding of the period in depth (AO1), still tended to be 

done better. There remained few wholly descriptive answers with most 

candidates attempting to engage analytically with the demands of the questions. 

The majority of answers were soundly structured and clearly expressed. They 

also made some effort to come to a judgement. Lack of detailed knowledge of 

the material is still an issue for some as is a tendency not to engage fully enough 

with the specific focus of the question. Also, there appeared this year to be a 

significant number of answers which lacked balance in their response to the 

questions – candidates are reminded that, at this level, there is a requirement 

that the stated factor in essay questions is balanced by some development of a 

counter-case but in some answers, this was entirely absent. 

 

Question 1 (a) 

Most candidates were able to identify from the source the papal condemnation 

of Luther, his writings and supporters and many used their own knowledge to 

place this in the context of Leo X’s failure to respond adequately to the Lutheran 

challenge since 1517. There were some very good responses which were able to 

infer the worry in Leo’s tone, hence his need to offer rewards to capture Luther, 

and link this to the support Luther was getting from Frederick the Wise. Weaker 

responses, though aware of the historical context of the source, often 

paraphrased its content or were drawn into descriptions of Luther’s challenge 

without reference to the source itself or the enquiry. 

 

Question 1 (b) 

There were some very good responses to this question which convincingly placed 

the source in the context of the evolution of Luther’s ideas on justification by 

faith alone and so were able to come to a valid judgement about its weight to 

the enquiry. So, for example, many pointed out that, despite the dramatic tone 

of the source as Luther describes suddenly happening upon the true meaning of 



St Paul’s words, justification by faith was more likely to have been developed 

gradually both before and after the Tower Experience, in Luther’s debates with 

Eck for example. Many pointed out that this source was written many years after 

but the best answers placed this in the context of Luther’s age and infirmity or 

pointed out that, having perhaps lost the leadership of the Reformation, this may 

have been an attempt to restore his primacy. However, among weaker 

candidates and even among those who knew the historical context well, there 

was a tendency not to consider fully the content of the source – candidates are 

reminded of the need to make valid inferences from the source material which 

can be supported and developed in order to reach the higher levels. 

 

 

Question 2 (a) 

Most candidates were able to identify this source as hostile to Spanish rule and 

used their own knowledge to develop this with reference for example, to the rule 

of Alva and the Spanish Fury. Stronger candidates tended to have more detailed 

understanding of the Pacification of Ghent and were able to place the criticisms 

in the source in the context of Orange’s revolt and his attempts to create a 

unified response among the Dutch provinces. Weaker answers tended to develop 

only lightly the content of the source without attempting to analyse its value and 

a significant number clearly had no knowledge of the Pacification of Ghent. 

Candidates are reminded that, having been named in the specification, questions 

may be targeted at this document. 

 

Question 2 (b) 

Good answers to this question clearly identified Titelman’s role as an Inquisitor 

as a factor in assessing the weight of this source, many arguing that he may be 

exaggerating the threat of Calvinism to elicit firmer action from Margaret of 

Parma. They were also able to infer from the source’s content the growing 

strength and confidence of some Calvinists in the early 1560s and develop this 

with their knowledge of the Huguenot influx or the growth of hedge-preaching. 

Weaker candidates tended to take the source at face value and/or failed to use 

its evidence, an armed presence in the churchyard during Mass, to draw 

conclusions about the growth of Calvinism. There was also a tendency to write 

quite a lot about the details of the Iconoclastic Fury which was not the focus of 

this question. 

 

Question 3 

This were a large number of answers to this question but not all were sufficiently 

familiar with anti-clericalism and its causes. Good answers were able to identify 

religious causes, such as the behaviour of the papacy, the abuses of the clergy 

and humanist criticism of many Church teachings. They were able to balance 

these with consideration of economic causes, for example the financial demands 

of the church at a time of rising poverty for many, and the political, perhaps the 

absence of strong centralised leadership in the Empire which allowed the 

church’s demands to go unchallenged. Weaker answers however, touched lightly 



on the political and the economic causes of anti-clericalism and some were 

unfamiliar with the meaning of anti-clericalism, equating it with Lutheranism. 

 

Question 4 

This was a very popular question which elicited some excellent responses. 

Candidates were generally well prepared to evidence reasons for Luther’s 

declining influence, his condemnation of the Peasant’s Revolt, confinement to 

Saxony by his Imperial Ban and his questionable involvement in the Philip of 

Hesse bigamy scandal for example. Most were also able to balance this with a 

consideration of the continued importance of his writings and his influence over 

Melanchthon and others, notably over the negotiations at Augsburg and 

Regensburg perhaps. There were some very good answers which made nuanced 

judgements about the links between these factors and the pace, as well as the 

scale, of the decline of Luther’s influence. Conversely, a number of answers were 

unable to balance evidence of the decline of Luther’s influence with any evidence 

of its endurance. 

 

Question 5 

Many answers to this question were unable to evidence the significance of 

Charles’s victory in the Schmalkaldic War beyond asserting the importance of 

the victory at Muhlberg. Even though many of these responses went on to 

analyse effectively the reasons for Charles’ failure to defeat Lutheranism, a 

failure to consider sufficiently the stated factor in the question is unlikely to allow 

answers to reach the higher marks. The best answers knew the significance of 

Charles’ victory in destroying the Schmalkaldic League, capturing the likes of 

Philip of Hesse and being able to impose the Augsburg Interim. They were also 

able to analyse the reasons why this victory fell apart so quickly due to his 

demands over the Imperial League perhaps, or the imperial succession, and 

were able to place these in the context of more general reasons for Charles’ 

failure, his absences abroad during crucial periods for example. 

 

Question 6 

The better answers to this question were able to discuss in some detail the ways 

in which the activities of the nobility destabilised the government of Margaret of 

Parma during the 1560s. They were able to evidence the aims and tactics of the 

grandees like Orange, Egmont and Hoorn and the role of the nobility generally 

in rallying support in defence of the traditional liberties of Dutch government as 

part of this analysis. They then went on to look at alternatives, the inexperience 

of Margaret, the intransigence of Philip II and/or the growth and aggression of 

Calvinism in the period for example. Weaker answers lacked the knowledge, 

particularly of the stated factor, to come to a convincing conclusion and there 

was some lack of precision with regard to the dates in the question, several 

answers referencing Alva or the Sea Beggars.  

 

 

 



Question 7 

There were several very good responses to this question which confidently 

analysed the contribution of the Sea Beggars to Dutch opposition in this period, 

referencing their disruption of Spanish trade and communications for example 

or the way in which their capture of Brill and Flushing contributed to the success 

of Orange’s second invasion. Some also discussed the demerits of the Beggars’ 

contribution, their reputation for piracy for example, before looking at how Alva’s 

rule also contributed to Dutch resistance. Weaker answers knew relatively little 

of the Sea Beggars and were more comfortable detailing the Council of Troubles 

and Tenth Penny - this lack of balance cost them marks. 

 

Question 8 

Though the least popular essay question, answers to this question tended to be 

well done. Good responses were confident in their knowledge of Oldenbarnevelt’s 

contribution to Dutch independence in 1609, and balanced this with a range of 

alternative factors, for example scale of the Spanish decline or the growing 

economic strength of the United Provinces, before coming to a judgement. 

Weaker candidates tended to have little detailed knowledge of Oldenbarnevelt 

and hurried off to discuss other factors, especially the military contribution of 

Maurice of Nassau. While still relevant, they did not, as a result, meet fully the 

conceptual focus of the question. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Exemplars 

 

Exemplar 1 

This top L3 answer demonstrates understanding of the source material and 

adds some contextual knowledge in support of the inferences it draws. It 

provides reasoning for its assertion of value to the enquiry. 
 

 
 



 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Exemplar 2 

This answer shows some analysis of the source material by making valid 

inferences and supporting these with relevant and accurate knowledge. It is 

strong in its consideration of the limitations of the source to the enquiry, again 

using knowledge of the context to weigh the evidence and suggesting why it 

may and may not be useful to the enquiry. It was given a L4 mark though it 

would have benefitted from closer attention to the detail of the source content. 

 



 
 





 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Exemplar 3 

This L2 answer makes some inferences from the source material and supports 

them by considering why they add value to the enquiry. However, there is 

some inaccuracy also and contextual knowledge is slight and could have been 

used more effectively to support the inferences made. 

 

 

 
 



 
 

 

 

 

 



Exemplar 4 

This answer demonstrates some understanding of the source material by 

making undeveloped inferences but focus on the enquiry is sometimes lacking 

and knowledge of the historical context is weak. There is some consideration of 

the authorship of the source but this is not effectively applied in considering 

the weight of the source to the enquiry. It is an example of a L2 answer. 

 



 

 
 

 



 

 

 



 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Exemplar 5 

This essay provides some evidence of religious, economic and political causes 

of anti-clericalism during the early sixteenth century but focus on the question 

is often implicit and it does not clearly establish criteria in coming to a 

judgement. It was given a low L3 mark. 

 



 
 





 
 

 



 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Exemplar 6 

 

This answer identifies a range of relevant issues relevant to the question and a 

particular strength is its ability to make links between these in constructing its 

analysis. It clearly establishes criteria for judgement and throughout, its 

argument is clear, coherent and consistent. It was awarded a top L4 mark. 

 



 
 





 
 

 





 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Exemplar 7 

 

Though this essay addresses itself to Charles’ campaign against Lutheranism in 

Germany, its lack of depth in considering the stated factor, the significance of 

Charles’ victory in the Schmalkaldic War, means it was awarded a mid L3 

mark. 

 

 
 



 

 
 

 

 



 
 



 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Exemplar 8 

This answer makes only simple and generalised statements in answer to the 

question and its knowledge is sometimes wrong. It is an example of a L1 

answer. 

 

 

 



 
 



 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Exemplar 9 

This response does attempt to address the role of the Sea Beggars during 

Alva’s rule though it lacks some range and could have been more effectively 

addressed to the sustaining of opposition. Nonetheless, it does consider 

alternative factors in coming to a judgement and was given a L3 mark. 

 



 
 

 





 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Exemplar 10  

This L4 answer considers a range of key issues relevant to the question and 

displays sufficient knowledge to demonstrate a full understanding of its 

conceptual focus. It establishes criteria for judgement and reaches a reasoned 

conclusion. The argument is clear and coherent throughout. 

 



 
 





 
 

 



 



 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Based on the performance on this paper therefore, candidates are offered this 

advice: 

 

Section A 

 Questions can be asked on any element of the Key Topics in the 

specification 

 Read the sources carefully with regard to the specific demands of the 

questions 

 Prioritise making valid inferences relevant to the question using brief 

quotes to highlight your reasoning 

 Back up these inferences by adding relevant contextual knowledge from 

beyond the source to explain or expand  

 Move beyond generic or stereotypical comments on the nature, origin or 

purpose of the sources – look at the specific stance and/or purpose of 

the writer 

 In (a), avoid writing about the deficiencies of the source when assessing 

its value – concentrate instead on what it adds to the enquiry 

 In (b), be prepared also to make valid suggestions about the sources’ 

limitations when judging its weight to the enquiry  

 

Section B 

 Questions can be asked on any element of the Key Topics in the 

specification  

 This is a Study in Depth so it is vital to have precise and detailed 

knowledge of the issues to score well – you are required to have both 

range and depth in your answer to access the higher levels 

 Questions can be asked by targeting any of the five second order 

concepts – cause, consequence, continuity and change, similarity and 

difference, significance 

 Pay full attention to the stated focus of the question – aim to explain this 

fully before  considering alternatives to give the answer balance and 

enable you to come to a judgement 

 Be sure to respect the time frame in a question – make sure that the 

material you use is both relevant and covers the chronology as fully as 

possible 

 Try and show links between the issues raised in your answer, especially 

in coming to a judgement 
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