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GCE History 6HI02 Option E
There were some very good responses to this examination, with a sizeable number of candidates able to 
combine effective source handling skills with focused deployment of accurate and relevant own knowledge 
to achieve marks at level 3 and above. It was encouraging to see that many of the issues which had been 
identified in the summer report as posing problems for students were no longer causes for concern. 
However, there were still some common errors which undermined the quality of students’ work and the 
purpose of the following comments is to offer some guidance for raising attainment. 

1. Some candidates continue to lose marks because they seem unaware of the skills that specific elements 
of the exam are addressing. Overall 3 assessment objectives are being addressed in the Unit 2 exam; part 
(a) addresses AO2a (analysis, cross-referencing and evaluation of source material) and part (b) addresses 
AO1 and AO2b (analysis and evaluation of how issues have been interpreted and represented, in relation to 
historical context). It is vital, therefore, that students appreciate the differences between these assessment 
objectives and understand which of the 3 AO’s is being tested in the two questions they are required to 
attempt.

2. The most common reason for low performance in the part (a) question was an inability to comprehend 
and interpret the source material effectively. Occasionally, this was the result of limited vocabulary. 
However, more often than not, it stemmed from rushed and careless reading. It is important that candidates 
take time to read the sources, both content and attributions, carefully and precisely. One of the key 
characteristics of high performing responses to part (a) questions is detailed cross-referencing and this, first 
and foremost, demands clarity and accuracy in source comprehension. 

3. One other area of confusion in the part (a) question surrounds the application of wider knowledge. 
Candidates cannot be rewarded for wider knowledge included in responses to part (a), since the questions 
target AO2 only. However, candidates should not ignore the historical context, or ‘pretend they know 
nothing’ outside the sources. At best, the placing of sources in a contextual vacuum may lead to a tendency 
to take them at face value and restrict responses to L1 or L2, or to speculation that is not focused on the 
defined enquiry. Therefore contextual awareness, especially an understanding of issues and attitudes, should 
be applied in order to help candidates:

See the implications of statements within a source and make inferences relating to the enquiry –

See the significance of the information given in the provenance of a source as a means of interpreting 
and evaluating the evidence offered by the source content. However, it should be emphasised that any 
references should be brief, and directly applied to developing arguments from the sources. 

Contextual knowledge therefore plays a role in enabling candidates to interpret and evaluate evidence in 
order to reach higher levels, but it cannot be rewarded by separate marks. A brief reference may be useful 
in explaining the implications of a particular piece of evidence or the significance of its provenance and 
therefore support higher level arguments within AO2. Longer passages of contextual knowledge are a waste 
of time and may actually lead the candidate away from the task – which is the analysis, interpretation and 
evaluation of evidence from the sources, in order to reach a judgement. However, candidates should not be 
discouraged from applying contextual awareness in handling the sources.
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4. For part (b) questions it is important that candidates appreciate what they are being asked to do. A Part 
(b) task focuses on combining and integrating evidence from sources with wider knowledge in order to 
evaluate a given statement or view, and develop a substantiated judgement on this basis. It, therefore, draws 
on a conceptual understanding that all historical judgements are, in fact, based upon interpretations. Thus, 
candidates should analyse the evidence of the source material to support and challenge the representation 
in the question. The sources should be approached as a set and there will be some cross-referencing 
of evidence between sources and/or between sources and contextual knowledge to develop relevant 
arguments. At higher levels, conflicting arguments will be evaluated by reference to context and provenance 
to attempt to establish an overall judgement. However, it is important here that candidates do not engage 
in formulaic or routine evaluation of provenance. Provenance need only be assessed where it helps to weigh 
up the quality of the evidence in relation to the claim under investigation. Thus, in the best responses 
discussion will proceed on the basis of reasoning from the sources and discriminating use of evidence that 
has been weighed and contextualised to examine conflicting arguments and reach a reasoned conclusion.

5.  Both part (a) and part (b) tasks are challenging, requiring candidates to engage in complex cross-
referencing and analysis. To meet the assessment objectives effectively requires careful preparation and 
it is noticeable that more and more of the higher performing scripts include substantial plans. It cannot, 
therefore, be stressed enough that thorough and detailed planning centred around the source material is a 
prerequisite for success in this unit.
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Britain in the Later 20th Century: Responding to Change
E1 – British political History, 1945-90: Consensus and Conflict. 	

Question 1(a) 

There were some very good responses to this question.  Most candidates used the sources as a set and, 
as a result, managed to highlight the similarities and differences in their assessment of Attlee’s political 
effectiveness.  The best responses were aware of the need to arrive at a judgement and made an attempt to 
weigh up the relative importance of Attlee’s qualities as adumbrated in the sources.  The very best employed 
the source attributions to assist in this evaluation, going beyond simple assertions of bias.  

Examiner Comments

The following response illustrates this approach.  Although the references to the source attributions 
could be extended they are, nonetheless, used to evaluate the strength of the evidence contained in 
the sources and, in the penultimate paragraph, reconcile an apparent conflict.  In addition to this, the 
candidate has approached the sources as a set throughout and has employed close cross-referencing 
to present elements which challenge and corroborate the contention in the question.  A judgement 
has been reached, a key characteristic of a level 4 response, and although this is rather brief is does 
logically follow on from the preceding analysis.  This is, conceptually, a sophisticated response and 
displays the range of qualities required for level 4.  It received a mark of 18/20.
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Question 1(b)(i) 

There was an even split between the two options for the part (b) question.  There was an impressive 
level of own knowledge displayed in response to question 1b(i) with many candidates able to deploy this 
understanding in an effective and focused manner.  Most, however, were keen to argue the case in support 
of the contention in the question, with only the very best able to present some semblance of balance by 
developing the  references in Source 6 to successes and achievements. Some candidates were tempted 
to dismiss Source 4 out of hand as no more than electioneering rhetoric; biased frequently being used 
as a synonym for worthless.  However, a pleasing proportion of responses recognised the importance of 
reasoning from the evidence and, while appreciating the subjective nature of election manifestos, weighed 
the evidence by cross-referencing with Dutton’s analysis in Source 5 and their own contextual knowledge.  
The very best displayed a firm grasp of the context of the times and assessed the achievements alluded to in 
Source 6 in the light of the financial crises, both domestic and international, that Heath’s government faced.

Examiner Comments

The following script was awarded Level 4 for both Assessment Objectives.  There is a clear focus 
throughout on the claim in the question and a good range of accurate and relevant own knowledge is 
deployed to support the analysis.  The sources are used to identify issues relevant to the enquiry, and 
these issues are then  weighed up in the light of the evidence of the other sources and the candidate’s 
contextual knowledge.  Thus, after an opening paragraph in which the basic debate is rehearsed, the 
candidate uses  Source 4’s allegations of economic mismanagement  as a platform to present the 
argument in favour of the contention in the question.  This is supported firstly by the candidates 
own knowledge (U-turn and rising inflation), secondly through cross referencing with Source 5 (‘all 
the vital indicators continued to move in the wrong direction’) and finally with a focused evaluation 
of the validity of the representations contained in the sources. This integration of source analysis 
and historical knowledge, in which the focus is firmly on evaluating the claim in the question, is the 
hallmark of high performing responses.  The candidate continues in the same vein for much of the 
rest of the script, although there is a misdirected and somewhat formulaic attempt towards the end 
to evaluate Source 6 through its authorship which does nothing to advance the evaluation of the 
representation of Heath’s government.  Nonetheless, for the most part, the source material is explored 
and evaluated effectively and the response was awarded 14/16 for AO2b.  For AO1 there is depth, range, 
focus and integration but a slight lack of balance, with Heath’s successes being dealt with somewhat 
abruptly.  Thus, a mark of 21/24 was awarded. 
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Question 1(b)(ii) 

Most candidates were able to utilise the sources to develop the conflicting claims in the question, although 
those operating at lower levels failed to pick up on the nuances in the sources. The more perceptive cross-
referred the provenance of Source 9 with the content of Source 8 to highlight the role the rhetoric of 
electioneering might have played in promoting the concept of a ‘Thatcher Revolution’.  Most candidates 
could develop the references to the economy (Source 8) and state (Source 9) to explore such areas as 
monetarism,  privatisation, welfare and employment practices, with the very best able to deploy an 
impressive range of accurate and relevant contextual knowledge.  Similarly, the privileging of consequence 
over cause in Source 7 was developed in many responses, with a pleasing number of candidates showing an 
admirable grasp of the drift from consensus from the 1970s onwards.  There was a tendency among weaker 
candidates, however, to use the reference to Thatcherism in the question as an excuse to produce lengthy 
descriptions of Conservative policy from 1979-90 with very little attempt to make any connection with 
either the representations in the source material or the claim under discussion.  By way of contrast, the 
very best responses demonstrated the ability to analyse the sources in depth and in context to establish 
conflicting arguments, and then draw on wider knowledge to develop and evaluate them to establish an 
overall judgement.

Examiner Comments

The following script is typical of candidates operating at level 2 for both assessment objectives.  
There is an awareness that source material needs to be integrated into the analysis but no 
attempt is made to interrogate the evidence.  Although selection is valid, content is taken at face 
value, with any relevance to the representation contained in the question left implicit at best.  
Some relevant own knowledge is deployed with a generalised understanding of Thatcherism 
displayed, but the arguments presented fail to go much beyond description or assertion.
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E2 – Mass Media, Popular Culture and Social Change in Britain Since 
1945

Question 2(a)

Most candidates were able to access at least Level 2 by recognising and exemplifying the basic contrast 
between Source 11 (in favour of the contention in the question) and Sources 10 and 12 (against).  However, 
it was common for the sources to be tackled sequentially and, as a result, many responses failed to include 
the detailed cross-referencing required for Level 3.  Better responses picked up on the nuances contained in 
Sources 10 and 12 and used these to reconcile, at least partially, the conflict between the sources.  Others 
pointed to the very fact that Gilligan resigned and the BBC felt obliged to convene an emergency meeting 
as evidence of wrong-doing. Although nearly all candidates showed some awareness that the sources 
reflected the viewpoints of the two opposing sides in the scandal, for many the application of provenance 
did not extend beyond the simple assertion of ‘bias’.  The very best used the source attributions to weigh up 
the evidence and arrive at a judgement as to ‘how far’.  Thus, some saw Gilligan’s continued defence of his 
actions, even at the moment of his resignation, as proof of the sincerity if not the accuracy of his viewpoint . 

Examiner Comments

The following script is typical of many responses at borderline level 2/3. Solid comprehension 
of the source material is shown and there are some useful inferences made, (for example the 
suggestion on page 1 that the ‘unscripted’ nature of Gilligan’s report could be used to exonerate 
the BBC), and a brief reference to the provenance of Source 12 towards the end. However, these 
are not developed sufficiently to push the mark higher in the levels and do not act as a corrective 
to the candidate’s decision to explore the sources in sequence rather than as a set.  Such an 
approach makes almost impossible the detailed cross-referencing and examination of similarities 
and differences required for solid level 3 and higher. 
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Question 2(b)(i)

This was the slightly less popular of the options.  Most candidates could access the debate through the 
conflicting interpretations presented in the sources.  However, fewer could exemplify and develop the issues 
identified in the sources through the deployment of relevant contextual knowledge.  There were some 
misdirected attempts to argue in favour of the contention by citing the ‘New Wave’ of British cinema in the 
1950s.  Others made up for a lack of familiarity with post-1980 cinema  by deploying relevant contextual 
knowledge on the shifting cultural and socio-economic make-up of Britain, and this did receive some credit.  
Better responses used the sources as a platform to investigate the relationship between British society and 
the film industry from the 1980s onwards and could illustrate this analysis with a range of specific examples 
(East is East, Bend it like Beckham and Trainspotting being the most frequently cited).

Examiner Comments

The following response, although short, does display some of the qualities of a level 4 script.  There is, 
for example, a strong passage, beginning at the bottom of the first page, where accurate (if limited) own 
knowledge is deployed in combination with Source 15 to challenge the interpretation presented in Source 14.  
Throughout the piece, the claim in the question is kept at the forefront of the analysis and a concerted effort 
is made to assess the conflicting interpretations through an admixture of relevant contextual knowledge 
and evidence contained in the sources.  However, engagement with the claim is limited by the brevity of the 
answer and so the candidate was awarded a high level 3 for both assessment objectives.
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Question 2(b)(ii)

Most candidates could use the basic contrast between the interpretations presented by Sources 16 and 18 
as a platform to explore the validity of the contention in the question.  However, Source 17 was less well 
used with a sizeable minority of candidates failing to pick-up on the all important distinction being made 
by Kazinn about the band being leaders rather than initiators of new trends and movements.  At the lower 
levels, responses focused largely on the Beatles’ role in fashion and music.  Higher performing candidates, 
however, identified  and developed the key political and social issues raised by Inglis in source 18, supporting 
their arguments with relevant contextual knowledge.  It was pleasing to see an encouraging number of 
candidates attempt to weigh up the evidence in the sources in the light of the representation rather than 
through formulaic comments about reliability.  Thus, Lennon’s dismissal of the Beatles’ impact was viewed in 
the context of the group’s split while the very fact that  books about the band (Sources 17 and 18) were still 
being published over three decades after its peak was used as evidence of significance.

Examiner Comments

The following script displays many of the characteristics of high performing responses.  The sources 
are used in the introduction to establish the debate and they are then explored as a set to support 
the representation in the question by identifying the Beatles as role models.  This line of reasoning 
is supported through careful selection from Sources 16 and 17 combined with valid contextual 
knowledge of the development of youth culture in the 1960s.  Source 18 is used as a platform to 
develop the contention further by exploring the group’s role in promoting political change. Some 
attention is paid to the counter-argument through close scrutiny of the source material but there is 
a lack of relevant own knowledge here.  Over all, the candidate has displayed an excellent grasp of 
the skills required for part (b) responses.  The use of source material is focused and sophisticated and 
was awarded a high level 4 mark.  For Assessment Objective 1, there is a clear awareness displayed of 
some of the key issues but a lack of depth and balance pushes the mark back to the top of level 3.
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6HI02 E Statistics

Mark Ranges and Award of Grades

Maximum Mark (Raw) Mean Mark Standard Deviation 

60 35.6 9.2

 

Grade Max. Mark A B C D E 

Raw boundary mark 60 44 39 34 30 26

Uniform boundary mark 100 80 70 60 50 40

% Candidates 19.3 38.5 61.1 76.9 88.1
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