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Section A 
 

General Comments 

 

Section A comprises three questions. Question part (a) focuses on Assessment Objective 1 

testing knowledge and understanding of the characteristics of the period studied. Question parts  

(b) and (c) address Assessment Objectives 3 and 4 with candidates asked to consider two 

historical sources and a modern extract before answering questions based on cross-reference 

and evaluation of a historical interpretation.  

 

In Question part (a) most candidates signpost their answer by beginning their paragraphs with 

‘one feature’ ‘a second feature’ etc. This is good exam practice and saves the examiner having 
to determine whether there are two features being addressed. Whilst detailed answers are 

encouraged, some candidates continue to write more than is necessary. Although there are two 

pages allocated for this answer, focused, concise responses can reach Level 3 in much less than 

one side and save valuable time for the higher tariff questions. 

 

In Question part (b) the majority of candidates demonstrate an understanding that they should 

be exemplifying agreement and difference (or disagreement) either by quoting or paraphrasing 

the sources. An increasing number of candidates are considering the extent of support but some 

of them are not providing rewardable support. It is not enough to repeat the areas of agreement 

and difference and then make a judgement of ‘partial’ agreement. Instead candidates should 
look for evidence of the depth of support or difference. How strongly is the case made in the 

source? Is there a difference in tone or overall message, as opposed to just detail?   

 

What is not required, however, is a consideration of the reliability of the individual sources. 

What candidates are asked to do is compare what the sources say, not whether what is said is 

trustworthy. 

 

Question part (c) asks the candidates to consider a historical interpretation and the extent to 

which they agree with it, based on what the sources and extract tell them and their own 

contextual knowledge. The most effective way of beginning to answer this question is to 

establish what it is the extract says about the given interpretation and consider whether it in 

any way contains contradictory information. If so, this should be used as part of the counter-

argument. Having said that, candidates should be careful about how they use the information 

in the extract. There is clearly a problem with arguing that the interpretation given in Extract C 

is correct because there is information in Extract C which supports it. Valid support for the 

interpretation must come from the two sources and the candidate’s own knowledge- as must 

evidence disputing what the interpretation says. 

 

Centres are reminded that to reach the highest marks candidates need to reach a judgement on 

the validity of the interpretation. Many candidates leave this aspect of their answer until a 

concluding final paragraph, but best responses are often those which state their position at the 

beginning of their response and follow it through in each paragraph.  

 

Centres often ask about common errors in candidates’ responses. Reference has been made 
above to some of those errors, but the below may provide a useful summary. 

 

• In Part ((a) candidates sometimes provide over-lengthy responses or fail to make it clear that 

they are providing information on two separate features. Judgements are often left to a 

short summary at the end. 



 

• In Part (b) candidates may show that there are similarities and differences in the sources, 

but fail to support their statements with information from the sources (though this is not 

possible where the suggestion is that one source says something which the other does not). 

Best answers sometimes explain similarity and difference but do not go on to consider the 

extent of the agreement/disagreement. 

• In Part (c) candidates sometimes fail to address both sides of the argument, or interrogate 

the sources/extract in sufficient detail to find support and opposition to the hypothesis. 

Contextual knowledge is not always used to support arguments, leaving responses as little 

more than a source/extract audit. Judgements are often left to a short summary at the end. 

 

Individual Questions 

 

There was a small number of candidates taking Paper 2BR and on Section A their responses were 

largely confined to The First World War (Question 1), Russia and the Soviet Union (Question 2) 

and the USA (Question 3).  

 

In Question 1 part (a), There was very impressive knowledge of Austro-Serbian rivalry, although 

some candidates allowed their knowledge to lead them to unnecessarily lengthy responses. 

Candidates who answered on anti-U-Boat measures also scored well, though some candidates 

wrote about the measures carried out by the U-Boats, rather than attempts to prevent their 

threat. Almost all candidates readily found similarity and difference in the use of poisonous gas 

in part (b), and generally supported their answers well from the sources. In part (c), there was 

some excellent analysis of the two sources and the extract to consider the effectiveness of gas 

in the war. Best answers provided examples of the effectiveness (or not) of gas in battles from 

their contextual knowledge or compared the effectiveness of gas with that of other new 

weapons, such as tanks. 

 

Candidate response 

 

This response scored in L4. It makes a judgement,which is supported throughout the response 

with reference to the sources and extract. Contextual knowledge is used to consider whether 

the impact of gas varied throughout the war and whether its impact was significant compared 

to other new weapons. 

 
 



 

 
 

 



 

 
 



 

 
 

 

In Question2 part (a), candidates found a wide range of different features to describe, ranging 

from the causes of the war to its main events and the reasons for the Bolshevik success. Whilst 

many candidates described opposition to the Tsar in the years leading up to the First World War, 

a small minority wrote on opposition to the Tsar during the war years and, in particular, in 1917. 

Such answered received little credit. In part (b) candidates readily found agreement and 

difference in the sources’ analysis of Trotsky and Lenin. Part (c) caused challenges for some 

candidates who struggled to come to a decision on whether Lenin or Trotsky made the greater 

contribution. There were many answers suggesting they were both very important in bringing 

about the Bolshevik Revolution. This was a perfectly acceptable judgement to make and where 

it was supported by references to the extract, two sources and contextual knowledge, high 

marks were awarded. 

 

Candidate response 

 

This response scored in the top level. Similarity and difference were both identified, explained 

and supported from the sources. The candidate also considered the extent of the support, 

concluding that the sources agree more than they disagree and that there was only to a ‘hint of 
disagreement’. 
 

 

 



 

 
 

 



 

 
 

 

 

In Question 3 part (a) the majority of candidates answered on the Ku Klux Klan and 

demonstrated an excellent understanding of its organisation and work. Surprisingly, hire 

purchase was less well-known and a substantial number of candidates included buying ‘on the 
margin’ and its role in bringing about the Wall St. Crash in their responses. This was not really 

what examiners were looking for. Responses to part (b) revolved around similarity and 

difference in terms of Long’s power and popularity, with best answers noting a distinct 
difference in tone between the sources. It was surprising that some candidates believed Source 

B was agreeing with Source A in calling Long a dictator. In part (c) most candidates saw Long as 

a viable threat to Roosevelt because of the influence he held in Louisiana. Others argued that 

his approach was too dictatorial and his support too localised to be a serious threat. Examiners 

were most impressed with the candidate who argued that Roosevelt won the 1936 election with 

twenty-seven million votes, so a potential six million did not pose a genuine threat. 

 

 

Candidate response 

 

This response scored in L3. Two features were identified and supporting material was provided 

to demonstrate a good understanding of the period covered. 

 

 



 

 
 



 

 
 

 

 

 

Section B  

 

General Comments 

 

Section B focuses on Assessment Objectives 1 and 2 with an emphasis on change and causation.  

 

Question (a) asks candidates to explain two ways in which an aspect of a country’s history in one 
period was different from (or similar to) another period. 

Question (b) asks candidates to consider the causes of change. Most candidates are very much 

at ease with this type of question, though once again this year, many responses gave the reasons 

for change but did not explain why those reasons brought about the change.  

 

Question (c) asks candidates to consider the extent of change or the causes of that change. 

Sometimes this is phrased as the extent to which an event or development might have been the 

key turning point. To score highly in part (c) candidates need to produce high quality explanation, 

support their explanation with contextual knowledge and reach an overall judgement which is 

sustained and supported. 

 

Common Errors 

 

A summary of common errors is as follows: 

 

• In Part (a) candidates sometimes respond in a way which fails to make comparisons, thus 

leaving the response as two separate, unrelated paragraphs. 

• In Part (b) candidates sometimes provide unnecessary detail instead of restricting their 

answer to explaining causes. !nswers often don’t explicitly state why the cause led to the 

stated outcome. 

• In Part (c ) candidates may answer well on the given topics, but fail to bring a third topic into 

their answer. Candidates sometimes fail to provide an explanation of how the hypothesis 

may be supported and opposed. Judgements are often left to a short summary at the end 

and do not always include a consideration of the extent to which the candidate agrees or 

disagrees with the hypothesis. 

 
 
 
 



 

Example Responses 

 

This report provides an example of a top response for each of the three question sub-parts. In 

Section A examples have been provided from the three most popular options in the expectation 

that centres will be able to apply the approach shown in each example to their own chosen 

option. In Section B examples are from Medicine and China. 

 

 

Individual Questions 

 

Answers in this section were confined to Medicine (B2) and China (B4). 

 

In Question B2 part (a) responses tended to focus on the more specific nature of provision in 

measures introduced by the Liberals, particularly in relation to children. Candidates also wrote 

on how the philosophy of laissez-faire had largely been abandoned by 1911. Part (b) was well-

answered with candidates giving explanations about the importance of war work, in particular, 

in raising the profile of women. Some candidates wrote at length about the contributions of 

Nightingale and Garrett-Anderson, though did not always make their contributions relevant by 

explaining the importance of their legacy. Both c(i) and c(ii) produced strong responses with 

candidates showing a good understanding of the importance of the germ theory and the work 

of Lister, but at the same time appreciating the importance of other contributions. 

 

Candidate response 

 

Although not fault-free, this response was marked at L4. The candidate was able to explain the 

importance of Lister, but also to juxtapose his work against other developments in surgery at 

the time. 

 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Although some candidates wrote on agriculture instead of industry, Question B4 part (a) 

produced some excellent responses demonstrating an understanding of Deng’s adoption of 
capitalist practices and an acceptance of private profit as a motivating factor. The reasons for 

the Communist victory in the Civil War were very well-known with most candidates focusing on 

the treatment of the peasants and general discontent with Chiang Kai-shek. C(ii) was the more 



 

popular of the part (c) questions and candidates argued impressively that. whilst there were 

important changes under Mao, negative attitudes to women and the authoritarian nature of 

government continued. Some candidates did not note that the end date of the question was 

1976 and included material from after that date. Candidates who answered part c(i) found 

plenty of examples of continuing foreign influence within China throughout the period and the 

self-interest demonstrated by foreign powers. 

 

Candidate response 

 

This response scored at the top of L3. Although not as precise as it might be, two differences are 

clearly explained and explicit comparisons made. 

 

 



 

 
 



 

 
 

 

 

Candidate response 

 

This response scored at the top of L3. Two reasons for the Communist victory are discussed and 

how those reasons contributed to the given outcome is explained. 
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