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PE REPORT I GCSE PAPER 1  

I t  was pleasing to see a good standard of responses from candidates 

in the third session of this exam inat ion. The paper requires 

candidates to answer two quest ions in one hour and 30 

m inutes. Many candidates managed to write at  considerable length in 

this t ime. 

However, it  was not iceable that  a small number of candidates failed 

to complete their  second quest ion. This was due to m ismanagement  

of t im ing often as a result  of writ ing over long answers to previous 

quest ions. Cent res 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 recommendat ion of the amount  candidates should write. 

A  general sum mary for improvement  in the approach to quest ion 

types (which are common across the three opt ions)  may prove of 

benefit  to cent res and is given as an int roduct ion to each sect ion. 

Qu est ion  ( a)  This was slight ly bet ter answered across in certain of 

the opt ions, less so in others even when fair ly st raight forward logic 

would determ ine the correct  sequence. Candidates need to have a 

thorough knowledge of the chronology of the key events within each 

of their  opt ions, not  just  to ensure full marks on this quest ion, but  

also to im prove their  answers to subsequent  quest ions. Detailed 

t imelines would help. 

Qu est ion  ( 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 t ime which may well 

have impacted on their  t ime managem ent . Others focused on the 

event  itself rather than its effect . A m inority of students at tempted a 

narrat ive based response which either failed to address the quest ion 

altogether or required the response to be combed for relevance.  

Qu est ion  ( c)  Some very st rong answers with candidates often able 

to give at  least  two explain and analyse two causes. However some 

gave a narrat ive rather than focusing on causat ion. Others focus on 

in what  ways or how rather than causat ion, more especially in opt ions 

5 and 9. 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.  

Qu est ion  ( d )  I n the main most  candidates answered this quest ion 

well, focusing on the issue in the quest ion 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 fert ile 

start ing point .  Others waded into the quest ion as a standard recall 

quest ion. A considerable num ber achieved level 3 but  not  the top 

mark for the same reason as the (c)  quest ion -  the failure to explicit ly  

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. Moreover, some approached the quest ions 

in opt ions 6 and 8 as how or in what  ways rather than as causat ion.  

1  (a)  Generally well answered.  

(b)  Generally well answered with a sound focus on either the Ems 

Telegram or the Bat t le of Sedan.  

(c)  Some very st rong answers which focused on the reasons why 

Prussia was able to defeat  Aust r ia in 1966 although few were able to 

show how these reasons combined. Some simply gave a narrat ive of 

the war.  

(d)  Some candidates made very effect ive use of the source to explain 

how econom ic factors encouraged unif icat ion. The best  candidates 

integrated these with precise own knowledge.  

 

2 . (a)  Very well answered  

(b)  Generally very good answers on either opt ion with the Orsini 

Bomb being by far the most  popular opt ion. 

(c)  Very well answered with candidates able to analyse and combine 

a number of reasons including Garibaldi’s st rengths as a leader and 

popular support  in Naples and Sicily .  

(d)  A number of very st rong 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 although a num ber of candidates had 

Wit te’s appointment  after the format ion of the Social Democrat ic 

Party.  

(b)  A number of very st rong answers especially on the Russo-

Japanese War.  

(c)  For the most  part  well answered with a signif icant  num ber of 

candidates able to focus on reasons for Alexander I I I ’ policy of 

repression.  

(d)  Generally very well answered with candidates able to explain and 

analyse a range of reasons for the growth of opposit ion to Nicholas 

I I . Many, however, failed to show how these reasons combined to 

produce this opposit ion.  

 

4  (a)  For the most  part  well answered.  

(b)  Very st rong answers on either opt ion.    



 

(c)  Some st rong answers with candidates able to explain, analyse and 

combine at  least  two reasons for the frequent  changes of 

government .    

(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 lit t le explicit  reference to the source. 

 

5 . (a)  Generally sound answers.  

(b)  Generally well answered on The Munich Putsch. However a 

number of candidates confused the Weimar Const itut ion with the 

Weimar Republic and wrote and wrote about  the ear ly unpopular ity of 

the Republic.  

 (c)  Some very st rong answers from candidates who focused on 

reasons such as the Rentenmark, the Dawes Plan and St resemann’s 

policies abroad. A small m inor ity wrote at  length about  the problems 

of 1923 especially the effects of hyperinflat ion and failed to focus on 

the years 1924-29.  

(d)  Generally very well answered with candidates making effect ive 

use of the source nd focusing on the Enabling Act , the police state 

and propaganda.  

 

6 . (a)   Sound answers to this quest ion.  

(b)  Generally very well answered on either opt ion.   

(c)  Generally sound answers which focused mainly on the reasons for 

German opposit ion to the Treaty of Versailles. Some saw this as a 

quest ion about  the reasons for the differences between the Big Three 

at  Versailles.  

(d)  This was very well answered with a significant  number of 

candidates making effect ive use of the source to explain, analyse and 

effect ively combine a number of reasons.  

 

7 . (a)  Mainly sound answers to this quest ion.  

(b)  Generally st rong answers on collect ivisat ion although less 

confident  on the Second Five Year Plan with some writ ing more about  

the First  Five Year Plan.  

(c)  Generally sound answers with candidates able to explain, analyse 

and combine at  least  two reasons for the Show Trials.  

 (d)  Very well answered with candidates able to make effect ive use of 

the source to explain, analyse and com bine a number of reasons why 

Stalin won the leadership contest .  

 

8 . (a)Generally well answered although some did confuse the order 

between Comecon and NATO.  

(b)  Some impressive answers on the effects of either event . However, 

a number of candidates did confuse Yalta with Postdam.   

(c)  Some very good answers with candidates able to explain and 

analyse at  least  two reasons and show how these combined to 



 

produce the outcom e. However, a number of candidates wrote t  

considerable length about  the per iod 1945-47, more especially the 

Long Telegram .  

(d)  Well answered. Most  were able to make use of the source 

although not  always explicit ly. A small number included the actual 

Cuban Missiles Crisis even though the quest ion ended in 1961.  

 

9 . (a)   A m ixed bag with a num ber of candidates believing that  the Ed 

Murrow programme preceded the Rosenberg t r ial. .  

(b)  Very well answered on either opt ion with an impressive focus on 

effects of either the ‘I  have  dream speech’ or NOW.  

(c)  Some impressive answers which focused well on causat ion and 

were able to explain, analyse and com bine at  least  two reasons. 

Some, however, descr ibed the events of the Watergate case rather 

than focusing on causat ion. 

(d)  Some very st rong answers in which candidates developed two or 

more changes, com bined them and related them to the source. A 

small num ber of candidates wrote at  length about  the changes in the 

1960s.  
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