
 

 

 

 

 

 

Examiners’ Report 

Principal Examiner Feedback 
 
Summer 2022 
 

Pearson Edexcel  

In GCE History (8HI0/2F) 

Paper 2: Depth study 

Option 2F.1: India, c1914-48: the road to 

independence 

Option 2F.2: South Africa, 1948-94: from 

apartheid state to ‘rainbow nation’ 
 

 

 

 



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 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Summer 2022 

Publications Code 8HI0_2F_2206_ER 

All the material in this publication is copyright 

© Pearson Education Ltd 2022 

 

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


Introduction 

 

It was pleasing to see candidates able to engage effectively across the ability range in this first 

post-Covid set of exams at AS Level Paper 8HI0/2F which covers the options India c1914-48 

(8HI02F.1) and South Africa 1948-94 (8HI0/2F.2). The latter option attracted more entries than 

the former. The paper is divided into two sections. Section A contains a compulsory two-part 

question for the option studied, each part based on one source. It assesses source analysis and 

evaluation skills (AO2). Section B comprises a choice of essays that assess understanding of the 

period in depth (AO1) by targeting five second order concepts – cause, consequence, 

change/continuity, similarity/difference and significance. 

 

In common with the previous series, candidates tended to find Section A more challenging than 

Section B.  Some candidates were still not clear on what was meant by ‘value’ and ‘weight’ in the 

context of source analysis and evaluation. Candidates are reminded to read the information 

given about the source and think about the value, rather than repeating rote phrases.  

Performance in Section A was aided by the detailed knowledge base that many candidates 

demonstrated, although the contextual material was not always used so successfully to 

support/challenge points derived from the sources.   Most candidates did use their time 

effectively and, although a few responses were quite brief, there was little evidence on this paper 

of candidates having insufficient time to answer questions in both sections. The ability range was 

diverse, but the design of the paper allowed all abilities to be catered for. Furthermore, in 

Section B, most responses had an analytical focus and there were very few that were wholly 

descriptive essays which were devoid of analysis and, for the most part, responses were soundly 

structured and demonstrated a secure knowledge base. Many Section B essays were of a high 

standard.  

 

The candidates’ performance on individual questions is considered in the next section. 

 

 

Q1a 

The majority of responses dealt reasonably well with the content of the source, successfully 

identifying Gandhi’s response to the Communal Award based on what the source said. 

Candidates clearly understood the value of a letter written by Gandhi in the circumstances 

outlined in the caption. 

Q1b 

Understanding of the source was generally solid. For many candidates, the focus tended to be 

on content and on limited evaluation of this being ‘from the time’ or simply factually accurate in 

terms of political opinions. A number of candidates did not fully consider the limitations of the 

source and generally little weight was placed by candidates on Hoare’s characterisation of Indian 

views.  

 



 
 



 
 



 
 



 



 
 

This effective response meets the demands for level 3 in part a, and level 4 in part b. In both 

parts of the question, it demonstrates understanding of the sources and it draws out supported 

inferences that are rooted in an accurate context. It shows a sense of the values and concerns of 

the society from which each source is drawn. It is slightly weaker in both responses in its 

handling of the third bullet point 

 

Q2a 

The content of the source was generally well used by candidates to discuss and explain how and 

why the Muldergate scandal affected the trustworthiness of the Botha administration. Many 

responses were able to use this to link to contextual knowledge of the impact of international 

opinion through the provenance of the source with some of the higher-level responses able to 

tease out the link to a debate on their application. However, some responses focused almost 

entirely on content and struggled to ascertain which elements of contextual knowledge to bring 

in. 

Q2b 



Most responses were able to use Mandela’s position effectively to set out why he would respond 

in the way that he did to Botha’s offer of freedom, but some seemed less certain of what the 

offer had been, even with the information in the paper. A sizeable minority of responses 

described aspects of Mandela’s incarceration and his position before 1961 in the ANC without 

building it toward evaluations of value.  

 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 
 

This is an excellent example of a response that score level 3 in 2a and level 4 in 2b and was 

awarded full marks. It engages fully with the question, showing a secure understanding of the 

sources and developing inferences and evaluation supported by strong contextual knowledge. 

 

Q3 

Approximately equal numbers of candidates tackled questions 3 and 5. Most candidates knew 

the impact of the First World War on India, but a number of them struggled to link that to the 

question of whether Britain was able to reinforce its control. Narratives of events dominated, 

with the conclusions serving to link the knowledge deployed to the question asked. However, a 

sizeable minority of responses were analytical throughout and made valid, if weak, links to the 

question and between factors meaning that, on the whole, the responses were strong and able 

to access the higher levels.  



 



 



 



 



 

This response achieves a level 3/4 borderline mark. Although it is quite descriptive in its 

approach, it does have some range and always links that description back to the focus of the 

question. 

 

Q4 

Insufficient candidates tackled this question to comment meaningfully. 

 

Q5 

Approximately equal numbers of candidates tackled questions 3 and 5. Most responses were 

able to focus on the question set. Responses were evenly split between those that focused on 

the role of Mountbatten and the Labour government and those that focussed on sectarian 

violence as alternatives to the role of the Second World War.  



 



 



 

 

This response achieves mid-level 3. It discusses some aspects of the impact of the Second World 

War and goes on to consider the role of Mountbatten, although this is not always convincingly 

argued. It lacks some range of explanation and has not left sufficient time to write a conclusion. 

Tip 

Aim to leave enough time to write a conclusion to draw your differing explanations together 

 

Q6 



This was the most popular choice of question in this section and candidates were clearly very 

knowledgeable about both the powers of the state and other factors that weakened the anti-

apartheid movement in this period. The majority of responses understood the focus of the 

question. Narratives were very rare, with most candidates able to develop an analytical 

approach. 

 



 



 



 



 



 



 

 

A very secure level 4 response. This answer covers a range of issues that are generally linked to 

the question. The line of argument is well-supported by contextual knowledge. 

 

Q7 

This was the least popular question in this section. Insufficient candidates tackled it to make 

valid comments. 

 

Q8 

This was the second most popular question in this section. Responses here tended toward a 

two-sided argument of Biko’s importance contrasted with ‘other factors’. Many candidates were 

able to effectively discuss the impact of Biko in terms of galvanising domestic opposition versus 

the apparently limited immediate impact. Some very impressive answers were seen, with clear 

evidence of secure planning. 



 



 



 



 



 



 

 

An exceptionally strong answer, that thoroughly deserved to be awarded a mark at the top of the 

level.  

 

Paper Summary 

Based on their performance on this paper, candidates are offered the following advice: 

Section A 

Value of Source Question (1(a)/2(a)) 

• Candidates must make valid inferences rather than merely paraphrase the source 



• Be prepared to back up inferences by adding additional contextual knowledge from beyond 

the source 

• Move beyond stereotypical approaches to the nature/purpose and authorship of the source, 

e.g. look at the specific stance and/or purpose of the writer 

• Avoid writing about the deficiencies of the source when assessing its value to the enquiry. 

Weight of Source Question (1(b)/2(b)) 

• Candidates should be prepared to assess the weight of the source for an enquiry by being 

aware that the author is writing for a specific audience. Be aware of the values and concerns 

of that audience. 

• In assessing weight, it is perfectly permissible to use contextual knowledge to 

support/challenge statements and claims made in the source 

• In coming to a judgement about the nature/purpose of the source, take account of the 

weight that can be given to the author’s evidence in the light of his or her stance and/or 

purpose 

• In assessing weight, it is perfectly permissible to assess reliability by considering what has 

been perhaps deliberately omitted from the source. However, simply stating that a source is 

limited because it does not cover certain events or developments does not establish weight 

since no source can be comprehensive. 

 

Section B 

Essay questions 

• Weaker responses lacked range and sometimes depth – candidates should have sufficient 

supporting evidence 

• Pick out three or four key themes and then provide an analysis of (for e.g.) the target 

significance mentioned in the question, setting its importance against other themes rather 

than providing a description of each 

• Pay careful attention to key phrases in the question when analysing and use them 

throughout the essay to prevent deviation from the central issues and concepts 

• Try to explore links between issues to make the structure flow more logically and the 

arguments more integrated. 
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