
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

Examiners’ Report 

Principal Examiner Feedback 

 

January 2019 

WHI01/1C 

 

Pearson Edexcel International GCE 

In History (WHI0) Paper 1C 
 



 

Edexcel and BTEC Qualifications 

 

Edexcel and BTEC qualifications are awarded by Pearson, the UK’s largest awarding body. We provide 
a wide range of qualifications including academic, vocational, occupational and specific programmes 

for employers. For further information visit our qualifications websites at www.edexcel.com or 

www.btec.co.uk. Alternatively, you can get in touch with us using the details on our contact us page 

at www.edexcel.com/contactus. 

 

 

 

Pearson: helping people progress, everywhere 

 

Pearson aspires to be the world’s leading learning company. Our aim is to help everyone progress 
in their lives through education. We believe in every kind of learning, for all kinds of people, wherever 

they are in the world. We’ve been involved in education for over 150 years, and by working across 

70 countries, in 100 languages, we have built an international reputation for our commitment to high 

standards and raising achievement through innovation in education. Find out more about how we 

can help you and your students at: www.pearson.com/uk 

 

 

 

Grade Boundaries 

 

Grade boundaries for all papers can be found on the website at: 

https://qualifications.pearson.com/en/support/support-topics/results-certification/grade-

boundaries.html 

 

 

January 2019 

Publications Code WHI01_1C_1901_ER 

All the material in this publication is copyright 

© Pearson Education Ltd 2019 

 

 

http://www.edexcel.com/
http://www.btec.co.uk/
http://www.edexcel.com/contactus
http://www.pearson.com/uk


 

Principal Examiner Report 2019 January 

 

IA Level History (1C: Germany, 1918-45) 

WHI01: International Advanced Subsidiary 

It is important that centres take on board some generic comments which are based on 

the marking of the January cohort, and consider and apply these when preparing 

candidates for future examinations in this option. 

 WHI01 is both a study in depth and a study of interpretations, and it is necessary 

for candidates to do both, at all levels in the mark scheme, in order to score 

marks. Ignoring the stated view in the question, and merely writing information 

that may be relevant to the general focus of the question does not fully meet the 

criteria for Level 1, and consequently none of the other levels. Even at Level 1 the 

mark scheme expects simple or generalised consideration of the stated view in 

the question. Some candidates paid very little attention to the stated view 

(ignoring it completely or sometimes only referring to it in the conclusion) and 

narrated or described other information that was either relevant or not to the 

actual question. 

 In candidate responses, there was very little evidence seen of planning. As the 

examination is two hours long, implying that candidates might divide that time 

equally between the two essays they choose, it would seem sensible to devote 

some time (possibly no more than 10 minutes per question) to planning the 

structure of the answer to each question. That would hopefully ensure that when 

the answer is written the stated view is considered (Level 2, 3 and 4 all require, to 

varying degrees, understanding, analysis and exploration of the given view) and 

then other factors/views can follow, which will then allow the candidate to 

establish some criteria by which they are able to consider the importance, or not, 

of the given view and make some judgements. Those candidates who planned 

(this appeared on their examination script before they answered the question) 

invariably scored better than candidates who had not planned. Planned answers 

tended to score at the top of Level 3 and into, and including the top of Level 4, 

whereas unplanned answers meandered and judgements tended to be stated, 

rather than supported by valid criteria, and often achieved marks at the Level 2 

and Level 3 boundary or below. 

 The need to stress to candidates that in examination situations they must read 

the question carefully, and not take the question as an opportunity to write all 

they know about the topic, or answer a question they would have preferred that 

is near to the actual question, but not the actual question.  



 There was some evidence of candidates running out of time, but they were very 

few. Impressing the need to plan essays in the examination is surely the remedy 

to this problem. 

 

Option 1C Germany, 1918-45 

 Question 1 proved very popular, followed by question 3, question 2, and 

question 4. 

 In question 1 many candidates were able to consider whether the military impact 

of the Treaty of Versailles was the main consequence by comparing it against 

others. Many candidates challenged the stated issue and considered economic 

impacts to be more significant. Those that gave criteria for their judgement 

scored in the higher or highest mark band. 

 In question 2 some candidates were able to discuss the role of Nazi Party 

organisation in the survival of the Party in the years 1924-28, however, some 

candidates saw the question as an opportunity to write about the rise of the Nazi 

Party from the early 1920s, and narrate the role of Hitler. 

 In question 3 many candidates were able to consider the impact of the Enabling 

Act against other factors which allowed the Nazis to establish a dictatorship. It 

was the establishment of criteria for judgement which differentiated candidates 

in relation to marks 

 In question 4 (which was the least popular) saw some candidates write 

extensively about the period up to 1939, rather than focus on 1939 to 1945, 

which was the stated period in the question and the issue. Polices that started 

before 1939, but continued during the 1939-45 period were credited, but specific 

economic or control policies that were unique to the early 1930s were not 

relevant to the question. 

 The example below achieved a mark in Level three. It showed understanding of 

the issue, had knowledge but lacked some range and depth in places and there 

was an attempt to establish criteria for judgement but that was weak.  
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