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Introduction
There was a pleasing improvement in performance on this paper compared to that in the
January 2010 session. This is not surprising since candidates sitting this paper were doing so
after one year's study, rather than one term's, as had been the case in January. Assessment
standards remain constant through the two year period of study, but as centres will be aware,
the maturation level of candidates can play an important part in their performance.Equally
many centres may have used the opportunities provided by the January examination and Edexcel
guidance thereafter to reinforce their teaching on examination technique. Whatever the reason,
it was highly encouraging to see the candidates adapting to the new examination with few
difficulties.
Individual questions are discussed below, but there are several introductory points which should
be made before looking at the performance on those questions.
As stated in January, candidates should not concern themselves with the amount of space
allocatted to an answer. Edexcel centres will be aware that online marking requires candidates
to write within a given space. As a consequence more space is provided for each answer in the
booklet than is usually needed, thus allowing for error, large writing etc. As explained below, a
focused, concise response is usually more highly rewarded that a lengthy response which does not
directly address the issues at hand. So candidates should not concern themselves with 'filling up
the space'
Candidates should also realise that with the exception of Q1a, this paper tests their knowledge
and understanding of the period studied and their ability to select relevant detail from their
knowledge to answer the question set. So in preparation for this paper, it is vital to learn the
topic in detail, but in answering the questions, it is equally important to spend time considering
which information is to be used. Such reflection would save many candidates wasting their
efforts by writing on eg Stresemann's foregn policy or the treatment of Jews after 1939 (which is
actually 'off-specification').
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Question 1 (a)
Performance on this question was considerably better than in January. Most candidates scored well,
though a number of candidates disadvantaged themselves by writing at too great a length, identifying
three or four inferences, or considering the nature, origin or purpose of the source. This question
does not require source evaluation, but instead asks candidates to interpret the source content to
make one inference from what they are told - and to support that inference from the source.
Weaker candidates have difficulty differentiating between what the source actually says and
what we might infer from it. The example below clearly shows how this distinction can be
achieved. Nowhere does the source actually say women were 'controlled' the question can be
answered concisely and full marks achieved by focusing on identifying an inference and giving
support from the source. (Not the candidate's own knowledge). Such an answer scores full marks.
This answer contains one well-supported inference

Examiner Comments
Note that the answer begins with the inference
'women in Germany were controlled' and then
quotes/paraphrases the source for support.

Examiner Tip
As you can see from this example, top marks
can be gained by a concise, focused response.
There is no need to write at great length
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Question 1 (b)
This question provides the candidates with an opportunity to provide precise historical detail
on one topic or aspect of the specification. Candidates are rewarded for identifying a number
of statements or features and then adding support from their contextual knowledge. One wellsupported statement will be awarded 4-5 marks, depending on the quality of the support; two
supported statements will be awarded 5 to 6 marks.
It is entirely up to the candidates which features of the topic they choose to address. This might
be causes, events or consequences, for example. A good technique in answering this type of
question is to use terms such as ‘firstly’ and ‘secondly’. Such an approach reinforces the move
from one developed statement to another.
In this particular question candidates were asked about Nazi policies towards the young. The topic
was well-known and answers were generally good. Most candidates focussed on the impact of the
Nazi youth movements and the changes which took place to formal education in German schools.
This answer addresses two features, Nazi youth movements and the changes which took place to
formal education in German schools. The section of the answer given here shows clearly that two
features are being addressed

Examiner Comments
Although the answer is not well constructed, it does
contain sufficient information to gain a high Level Two
(there is more detail given outside the quoted area)

Examiner Tip
The answer would be more focussed if it stated that
'One feature was....' and then gave all the necessary
information before adding 'A second feature was...'
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Question 1 (c)
The focus of this question is consequence. Candidates are asked to explain the impact of an
event or policy, rather than just writing on that effect or policy itself. Weak answers tend to list
without providing supporting detail, but the majority of candidates are able to reach Level 2 by
supporting their statements with relevant contextual knowledge. One supported consequence
will be awarded 3-4 marks, depending on the quality of the support; two supported consequences
will be awarded 4-5 marks. Where improvement can be made is in establishing links between
the effects being explained, or in being able to give an overview of the impact of Stresemann's
economic policies. In doing this they move from Level 2 to Level 3.
This question highlighted a need for candidates to read the question with care to understand
precisely what they are asked to do. The question asked about economic policy, but some
candidates wrote about Stresemann's work in general, covering foreign policy as well.
Stresemann's foreign policy could be seen to have played an important role in creating an
environment in which his economic policies flourished, but most candidates did not choose to
make that link. As a result, the information they provided on foreign policy was not relevant.
The answer correctly identifies that the main areas for discussion are the Rentenmark, Dawes
Plan and Young

nalP
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Examiner Comments
Whilst more detail might have been provided, the answer reaches
the lower end of Level 3 by commenting (though superficially) on the
impact, rather than just the work, of Stresemann

Examiner Tip
Clear differentiation is established between the various
points by the use of 'firstly' and 'next'. This is good practice
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Question 1 (d)
This question focusses on causation. Candidates are not asked to give details of the event,
person or policy in the question. Instead they are asked to explain why something happened. As
in the previous question, Level 2 marks are awarded for identifying and supporting an answer
with contextual knowledge. One supported reason will be awarded 3-4 marks, depending on the
quality of the support; two supported reasons will be awarded 4-5 marks. Level 3 is reserved
for those that can then give a more sophisticated explanation of the importance of the reasons
given. Why were these reasons particularly important, was any one more important than the
others, is there a link between them? Candidates who could work at this level scored very high
marks on this question.
This answer provides a very good balance between the political, territorial and economic impacts
of the Treaty and their role in causing resentmennt in Germany

Examiner Comments
Each of the areas is well-supported and there is a good attempt
to link the causes to the outcome, particularly towards the end
of the answer. This takes it into Level 3. To score top marks,
however, a degree of prioritisation is necessary.

Examiner Tip
When asked to give reasons,
always think about which of those
reasons were the most important.
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Question 2 (a)
Questions 2a and 2b are ‘process’ questions. Candidates are asked to select one of two questions
requiring them to explain ‘how’ a particular event, policy or trend occurred. As in earlier
questions, candidates are required to identify ways and to support them with relevant contextual
knowledge. One supported statement will be awarded 3-4 marks, depending on the quality of the
support; two supported statements will be awarded 4-5 marks.
Candidates answering Q2a had little difficulty identifying the Reichstag Fire as an opportunity for
Hitler to take control and the use of the Enabling Act and Night of the Long Knives to reinforce
that control. There was significant irrelevant biobraphical detail on van der Lubbe, but generally
this question was well-answered.
This answer identifies the Reichstag Fire and Night of the Long Knives as the steps to power
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Examiner Comments
Some explanation is given on how these helped Hitler
come to power, but it is superficial and undeveloped.
Consequently, the answer remained in Level 2

Examiner Tip
To reach Level 3, answers should make clear and supported links
between the statement being made and the general outcome.
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Question 2 (b)
Question 2b was less popular and some of those candidates who answered it wandered into a
discussion on the treatment of Jews after the introduction of the Final Solution. Those who
wrote within the correct time span concentrated on the Nuremberg Laws and Kristallnacht. Best
answers identified how in this period the position of Jews deteriorated from being integrated in
German society to abused and isolated non-citizens.
This answer addresses the two main factors involved in limiting the rights of the Jews, the
Nuremberg Laws and Kristallnacht.

Examiner Comments
Both factors are supported from contextual knowledge and
the candidate has been able to demonstrate that change took
place. Consequently the answer is marked at Level Three.

Examiner Tip
When answering a 'change' question candidates should not just provide the necessary
historical information, but should explain how that information shows a change.
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Question 3 (a)
Questions 3a and 3b are, in effect, ‘essay’ questions. Candidates are asked to select one of two
questions requiring them to explain the relative importance of a number of factors linked to
causation or effect. It is extremely important that candidates are aware of how they should test for
relative importance. In this question some candidates simply provide detail about the given, or their
own, factors. Such an approach will not result in high marks. If there is an explanation of how the
factors helped bring about the stated outcome, then such an approasch may result in a mark at the
top of Level 2. Where no such explanation is given, low Level 2 or Level 1 marks will be awarded.
Candidates need to be aware that the cannot reach Level 3 without prioritising the factors given
(ie they cannot score more than half marks on this question). Equally, they should be aware that
relative importance comes from comparing the importance of two or more factors. Explaining that
‘ x was the most important because it had this impact’ is not addressing relative importance, but is
merely reinforcing the explanation given in Level 2. Where candidates can explain why, for example,
the growth of unemployment was more important than the fear of communism in winning support
for the Nazis,then Level 3 marks are awarded. Where three or more factors are compared, or an
understanding of the causal web created by all the factors is shown, then Level 4 is achieved.
The answer below has been trimmed for space reasons. The missing text explains how each factor
contributed to the growth of of support for the Nazis. On its own such an answer would have been
awarded at top Level 2 mark.

Examiner Comments
The final paragraph takes the answer into Level 4. Not
only is relative importance considered, but the candidate
shows clearly how the factors worked together.

Examiner Tip
Candidates should try not to stop their explanation when
all four factors have been covered. Top marks come with
an analysis of the comparative importance of those factors
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Question 3 (b)
Question 3b was significantly less popular than Question 3a, but those candidates who did
attempt it were able to explain the reasons why the given factors were a problem for the Weimar
Republic. They often found it difficult, however, to prioritise those problems. Where this was
done well, it was usually by establishing that the French Occupation of the Ruhr had a greater
long-term impact.
This answer addresses the given factors but also includes reference to other factors - a perfectly
valid approach
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Examiner Comments
There is a very superficial attempt to establish the importance
of the Treaty of Versailles at the end of the essay, but it is not
sufficient to take the answer out of Level 2.

Examiner Tip
Candidates should try not to stop their explanation when
all four factors have been covered. Top marks come with an
analysis of the comparative importance of those factors
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Grade Boundaries
Grade

Max. Mark

A*

A

B

C

D

E

F

G

U

Raw mark boundary

100

38

34

30

26

22

19

16

13

0

Uniform mark scale boundary

100

90

80

70

60

50

40

30

20

0

A* is only used in conversion from raw to uniform marks. It is not a published unit grade.
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