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General Introduction
It was pleasing to see a good standard of responses from candidates in the first
session of this new examination. The paper requires candidates to answer two
questions in one hour and 30 minutes. Many candidates managed to write at
considerable length in this time.
However, it was noticeable that a small number of candidates failed to complete their
second question. This was due to mismanagement of timing often as a result of
writing over long answers to previous questions. Centres should note that the amount
of space provided in the booklet for answers, is more than we would expect any
answer to take, not a recommendation of the amount candidates should write.
A general summary for improvement in the approach to question types (which are
common across the three options) may prove of benefit to centres and is given as an
introduction to each section.
Question (a) This was slightly better answered across in certain of the options, less
so in others even when fairly straightforward logic would determine the correct
sequence. Candidates need to have a thorough knowledge of the chronology of the
key events within each of their options, not just to ensure full marks on this question,
but also to improve their answers to subsequent questions. Detailed timelines would
help.
Question (b) Generally well answered. The best answers focused on consequence.
One paragraph will suffice although some candidates wrote at too much length and
wasted valuable time which may well have impacted on their time management.
Others focused on the event itself rather than its effect. A minority of students
attempted a narrative based response which either failed to address the question
altogether or required the response to be combed for relevance.
Question (c) Some very strong answers with candidates often able to give at least
two explain and analyse two causes. However some gave a narrative rather than
focusing on causation. Many achieved level 3 but not the top mark due to failure to
show how the cause led to the outcome. This can be done when moving from one
explained reason to the next or with a conclusion which highlights how the causes
combined to produce the outcome.
Question (d) In the main most candidates answered this question well, focusing on
the issue in the question and making several explicit references to the
source. However a number of candidates failed to make explicit use of the source
which should provide a fertile starting point. Others waded into the question as a
standard recall question. A considerable number achieved level 3 but not the top mark
for the same reason as the (c) question - the failure to explicitly show how the factors
combined to produce the outcome. Once again this can be done as the answer moves
from one factor to the next and/or in the conclusion.

1.
(a) Generally well answered.
(b) Generally well answered with a sound focus on either the War with
Denmark or the Battle of Sadowa.
(c) Some very strong answers which focused on the reasons for the failure
of the Frankfurt Assembly to achieve unification although few were able to
show how these reasons combined.
(d) Some candidates made very effective use of the source to explain how
Bismarck was able to bring about unification. The best candidates integrated
these with precise own knowledge.
2.
(a) Generally well answered
(b) Generally sound answers to either option on Garibaldi’s invasions.
(c) Generally well focused responses although some candidates wrote at
length about Cavour’s foreign policies.
(d) Generally sound answers with most candidates making explicit reference
to the source. Some were able to show how the factors combined to
produce the outcome.
3.
(a) Generally well answered.
(b) Some very strong answers especially on Bloody Sunday although a
number of candidates gave lengthy descriptions of Bloody Sunday with little
focus on effects.
(c) Generally well answered with a significant number of candidates able to
focus on reasons for failure. Some, however, gave very descriptive accounts
of each of the dumas with only explicit references to reasons for failure.
(d) Generally very well answered with candidates able to explain and
analyse a range of reasons for the growth of opposition to Nicholas II and
make effective use of and reference to the source. Many, however, failed to
show how these reasons combined to produce this opposition.
4.
(a) Generally well answered.
(b) Good focus on effects of both.
(c) Some strong answers with candidates able to explain, analyse and
combine at least two reasons. .
(d) Some excellent answers which explained, analysed and combined a
number of factors. However, some candidates did not go beyond the source
and others made little explicit reference to the source.
5.
(a) Generally sound answers.
(b) Some sound answers on the Kapp Putsch, by far the most popular
option, which focused on effects. However, a considerable number of
candidates described the causes and events of the Putsch with little explicit
focus on effects. Those that attempted von Schleicher knew little about his
period as Chancellor.

(c) Some very strong answers from candidates who focused on reasons for
changes in the position of women in Nazi Germany and were able to
combine these factors. However a significant number simply described what
happened to women in Nazi Germany and failed to focus on causation.
(d) Again some excellent answers which made effective use of the source to
explain and analyse how the Nazi Party changed in the years 1920-28 and
were able to combine these factors. However, a number simply described
the events of the 1920s, more especially the Munich Putsch and did not
focus on change. Others moved beyond 1928, to the widening appeal of the
Nazis as a result of the Depression of 1929.
6.
(a) Sound answers to this question.
(b) Too many descriptions of either the Anschluss or the Nazi-Soviet Pact
and not enough focus on the effects on international relations of either
event.
(c) Some candidates focused extremely well on causation and were able to
explain, analyse and even combine at least two reasons for Hitler’s success
in challenging the Treaty of Versailles. A number of candidates, however,
simply described what Hitler did. Others brought in the Anschluss and/or
the Sudetenland crisis which were both outside the remit of this question.
(d) This was very well answered with a significant number of candidates
making effective use of the source to explain, analyse and effectively
combine a number of reasons.
7.
(a) Not always well answered with a number of candidates placing the
assassination of Trotsky at the end of the period.
(b) Generally sound answers to both options although some candidates
gave very generalised effects on the purges themselves rather that the
purges of the armed forces.
(c) Very well answered with candidates able to explain, analyse and
combine at least two reasons for the survival of the Soviet Union.
(d) Generally very well answered with candidates able to develop and, in
some cases, combine, factors mentioned in the source.
8.
(a)Generally well answered although some did confuse the order between
the beginning of the Korean War and the Soviet invasion of Hungary.
(b) Some impressive answers on the effects of either event. However, many
candidates gave unnecessary details about the actual Soviet invasion of
Hungary of the Cuban missiles crisis.
(c) Some very good answers with candidates able to explain and analyse at
least two reasons and show how these combined to produce the outcome.
(d) Well answered. Most were able to make use of the source although not
always explicitly. A minority, however, saw this as a broad question about
worsening relations and brought in NATO, the Warsaw Pact and the U2
incident.

9.
(a) A mixed bag. Many believed that the Black Panthers were set up before
the assassination of Malcolm X.
(b) Generally well answered although too many candidates described the
causes and events of the Brown v Topeka case with only passing references
to the effects of the case.
(c) Generally very well answered with at least two explained, analysed and
combined reasons. A minority went beyond 1965 and explain the impact of
Black Power and the Black Panthers.
(d) Some very strong answers in which candidates developed two or more
reasons, combine them and relate them to the source. A minority described
the changes rather than focusing on why they took place.
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