
Examiners’ Report 
June 2022

GCE History 9HI0 1E



Edexcel and BTEC Qualifications

Edexcel and BTEC qualifications come from 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.

Giving you insight to inform next steps

ResultsPlus is Pearson's free online service giving instant and detailed analysis of your 
students' exam results.

See students' scores for every exam question.
Understand how your students' performance compares with class and national averages.
Identify potential topics, skills and types of question where students may need to develop 
their learning further.

For more information on ResultsPlus, or to log in, visit www.edexcel.com/resultsplus. Your 
exams officer will be able to set up your ResultsPlus account in minutes via Edexcel Online.

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.

June 2022

Publications Code 9HI0_1E_2206_ER

All the material in this publication is copyright

© Pearson Education Ltd 2022

2GCE History 9HI0 1E

https://qualifications.pearson.com/en/about-us/qualification-brands/edexcel.html
https://qualifications.pearson.com/en/about-us/qualification-brands/btec.html
https://qualifications.pearson.com/en/contact-us.html
https://qualifications.pearson.com/en/support/Services/ResultsPlus.html


Introduction

Once again it was pleasing to see candidates being able to engage effectively across the 
ability range in this 1E paper, Russia, 1917-91: from Lenin to Yeltsin. Candidates were 
generally well prepared and centres are to be commended for the wealth of knowledge that 
candidates deploy in their answers to breadth questions. Many of the responses were 
interesting and enjoyable to read.

The 9HI0 1E paper is divided into three sections. Both sections A and B comprised of a choice 
of essays – from two in each – that assess understanding of the period in depth (AO1) by 
targeting the second order concepts of cause, consequence, change and continuity, similarity 
and difference, and significance. Section C contains a compulsory question which is based on 
two given extracts. It assesses analysis and evaluation of historical interpretations in context 
(AO3). Candidates, in the main, appeared to organise their time effectively, although there 
were some cases of candidates not completing one of the three responses within the time 
allocated. A number of scripts posed some problems with the legibility of handwriting. 
Examiners can only give credit for what they can read.

Of the three sections on 9HI0 1E, candidates are generally more familiar with the essay 
sections, and in sections A and B most candidates were well prepared to write, or to attempt, 
an analytical response. Stronger answers clearly understood the importance of identifying 
the appropriate second order concept(s) that was being targeted by the question. A minority 
of often knowledgeable candidates wanted to focus on causes and engage in a main 
factor/other factors approach, even where this did not necessarily address the demands of 
the conceptual focus. On the whole, candidates were able to apply their knowledge and 
understanding in a manner suited to the different demands of questions in these two 
sections in terms of the depth of knowledge required: section A questions targeted a shorter 
period and section B questions covered a broader time span.

Candidates do need to formulate their planning so that there is an argument and a 
counterargument within their answer. Some candidates lacked sufficient treatment of these. 
The generic mark scheme clearly indicates the four bullet-pointed strands which are the 
focus for awarding marks and centres should note how these strands progress through the 
levels. Candidates do need to be aware of key dates, as identified in the specification, and 
ensure that they draw their evidence in responses from the appropriate time period.
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In section C, the strongest answers demonstrated a clear focus on the need to discuss 
different arguments given within the two extracts, clearly recognising these as historical 
interpretations. Such responses tended to offer comparative analysis of the merits of the 
different views. Higher scoring responses explored the validity of the arguments offered by 
the two historians in the light of the evidence; both from within the extracts and the 
candidates’ own contextual knowledge. Such responses tended to avoid attempts to examine 
the extracts in a manner more suited to AO2, make assertions of the inferiority of an extract 
on the basis of it offering less factual evidence or drift away from the specific demands of the 
question to the wider-taught topic.
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Question 1

On Q1, stronger responses were targeted on an analysis of how accurate it is to say that the 
nature of Soviet government under Lenin and Stalin was fundamentally similar. These high-
scoring answers offered reasonably even coverage between similarity (eg both used purges 
to remove ‘unreliable’ party elements; both used ‘class war’ terror tactics to consolidate their 
regimes; both controlled the mass media and other forms of propaganda such as the arts) 
and difference (eg the Stalinist system relied on a full-blown personality cult whereas Lenin’s 
regime did not; under Lenin’s government internal debates were permitted but, under Stalin, 
the party was reduced to little more than a ‘rubber stamp’ for the leader’s policies). A clear 
range and balance was evident here too (across the period, and arguing for/against 
‘essentially similar’) in order to examine and explore key issues. Judgements made about the 
similarity/difference of the nature of Soviet government under Lenin and Stalin were 
reasoned and based on clear criteria. Higher scoring answers were also clearly organised and 
effectively communicated.

Weaker responses tended to be generalised and, at best, offered a limited analysis of the 
similarity/difference of the nature of Soviet government under Lenin and Stalin. Low scoring 
answers also often lacked focus on similarity/difference or were essentially a description of 
Soviet government during the period under discussion. Where some analysis using relevant 
knowledge was evident, it tended to lack range/depth (eg little coverage of Soviet 
government under Lenin or the later Stalinist period). Furthermore, such responses were 
often brief, lacked coherence and structure and made unsubstantiated or weakly supported 
judgements.

5 GCE History 9HI0 1E



6GCE History 9HI0 1E



7 GCE History 9HI0 1E



8GCE History 9HI0 1E



9 GCE History 9HI0 1E



10GCE History 9HI0 1E



This Q1 response secured high level 4 because it:

(1) attempts to focus on the similarities/differences regarding the 
nature of Soviet government under Lenin and Stalin;

(2) considers a range of features to develop the analysis eg the use of 
terror and control of the media;

(3) reaches a judgement in the conclusion related to the criteria 
developed in the analysis.

Ensure that you cover the whole time period of the question whether 
you are approaching the question thematically or chronologically.
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Question 2

On Q2, stronger responses were targeted on the extent to which the successes of Soviet 
economic policy outweighed the failures in the years 1921-41. These high-scoring answers 
gave reasonable chronological coverage and focused on both ‘successes’ (eg the NEP helped 
to improve living standards and dampen peasant opposition to the regime; the pre-war Five 
Year Plans turned the USSR into a modern industrial state; collectivisation successfully 
increased state procurements of grain to sell abroad) and ‘failures’ (eg by 1926 the NEP had 
barely reached 1913 production levels; collectivisation had a disastrous impact on 
agricultural production levels; Stalin’s Five Year Plans produced a skewed and distorted Soviet 
economy). There was some depth on the issue of ‘successes outweighed failures’, and a 
consistent analysis exploring the interaction and/or weighing of these factors. Judgements 
were well-reasoned and thus considered criteria. Stronger responses were also clearly 
organised and effectively communicated.

Weaker responses tended to offer limited knowledge or limited analysis of the extent to 
which the successes of Soviet economic policy outweighed the failures in the years 1921-41, 
or a narrative of the Soviet economy during the period under discussion. Where some 
analysis using relevant knowledge was evident, it was not developed very far or only offered 
one narrow aspect related to the demands of the question, eg the Five Year Plans. 
Furthermore, such responses were often brief, lacked coherence and structure, and made 
unsubstantiated or weakly supported judgements.
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This Q2, level 5 response possesses several strengths:

(1) it targets success and failure in Soviet economic policy in the years 
1921-41;

(2) sufficient own knowledge is brought in to assess the extent of 
success and failure eg growth under the NEP and Five Year Plans, poor 
quality products and the use of coercion;

(3) a reasoned judgement is reached in the conclusion based on the 
criteria developed in the analysis.
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A good conclusion does not just state the extent of success or failure 
but draws together the points made in the main body of the essay and 
shows the criteria used to reach a judgement.
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Question 3

On Q3, stronger responses were targeted on an analysis of the view that the Soviet 
leadership’s policy on the arts and culture remained remarkably consistent in the years 1953-
85 and were focused clearly on change/continuity. These high-scoring answers offered 
reasonably even coverage between ‘remarkably consistent’ (eg throughout this period, the 
Soviet leadership expected art and culture to serve the needs and objectives of the 
communist regime; Khrushchev, Brezhnev and Andropov all attempted to clamp down on 
non-conformist artwork; the Soviet leadership tried to preserve cultural conservatism in the 
musical arts, notably Khrushchev’s ‘permissible’ dances, Brezhnev’s promotion of traditional 
ballet and Andropov’s vetting of rock groups) and ‘not remarkably consistent’ (e.g. 
Khrushchev’s policies on art and culture zig-zagged between ‘thaw’ and ‘freeze’; from 1969 
the Soviet policy of compulsory psychiatric treatment to control and confine dissident artists 
was rapidly expanded; Brezhnev pursued policies on art and culture that placed greater 
emphasis on the achievements of the Stalinist period and the Soviet victory in the Second 
World War). Sufficient knowledge was applied to develop an analysis and there was a clear 
range and balance (across the period and arguing for change and continuity regarding the 
Soviet leadership’s policy on the arts and culture) in order to examine and explore key issues. 
Judgements made about change/continuity regarding the Soviet leadership’s policy on the 
arts and culture were reasoned and based on clear criteria. Higher scoring answers were also 
clearly organised and effectively communicated.

Weaker responses tended to be generalised and often described aspects of the Soviet 
leadership’s policy on the arts and culture in the years 1953-85 with limited focus on how 
these policies demonstrated/did not demonstrate ‘remarkably consistent’ policies. Some low-
scoring responses devoted virtually all attention to one particular aspect (eg Soviet 
government policy on the arts and culture under Khrushchev), thus restricting range. 
Furthermore, such responses were often brief, lacked coherence and structure, and made 
unsubstantiated or weakly supported judgements.

18GCE History 9HI0 1E



19 GCE History 9HI0 1E



20GCE History 9HI0 1E



This Q3, level 3 response offers:

(1) some analysis of continuity/change concerning the Soviet 
leadership's policy on arts and culture in the years 1953-85 (but the 
candidate offers limited range and depth on Khrushchev and 
Brezhnev);

(2) mostly implicit criteria for judgement and a conclusion at the end 
that needs further development.
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When planning your answer to a support/challenge question, make 
sure you have a good balance of key points on either side of the 
argument or be prepared to argue support and challenge within each 
key point.
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Question 4

On Q4, stronger responses were targeted on an analysis of the significance of the Soviet 
regime’s attempts to improve the status of women in the years 1917-85. These high-scoring 
answers offered reasonably even coverage between ‘was significant’ (eg from the outset, the 
Soviet regime was committed to improving the status of women with decrees on marriage, 
divorce, abortion and equality in 1917-18; Soviet economic modernisation in the 1930s 
significantly increased the number of women in paid employment; Soviet expansion of 
higher education gave women greater access to universities and the professions – by the 
1960s 50 per cent of graduates were women and by 1985 a majority of doctors were female) 
and ‘was not significant’ (eg early Soviet attempts to improve the status of women had little 
real effect – the divorce decree backfired because men initiated most divorces, often leaving 
ex-wives with children and no financial support; Soviet economic modernisation resulted in 
most women working in relatively unskilled, low-paid manual jobs with poor promotion 
prospects; the Soviet regime often explicitly endorsed the female ‘double burden’, including 
Brezhnev’s pro-natal campaign and official criticism of ‘absent’ working mothers in the 1970s; 
the Soviet regime did little to promote women within the party or government mainly due to 
entrenched chauvinistic attitudes – by the 1980s only 4 per cent of the Central Committee 
membership was female). A clear range and balance was evident here too (across the period, 
and arguing for/against significance) in order to examine and explore key issues. Judgements 
made about the significance of the Soviet regime’s attempts to improve the status of women 
were reasoned and based on clear criteria. Higher scoring answers were also clearly 
organised and effectively communicated.

Weaker responses tended to be generalised and, at best, offered a limited analysis of the 
significance of the Soviet regime’s attempts to improve the status of women in the years 
1917-85. Low scoring answers also often lacked focus on significance or were essentially a 
description of the Soviet women’s lives during the period under discussion. Where some 
analysis using relevant knowledge was evident, it tended to lack range/depth (eg little or no 
coverage of the Soviet regime’s attempts to improve the status of women under Khrushchev 
or Brezhnev). Furthermore, such responses were often brief, lacked coherence and structure 
and made unsubstantiated or weakly supported judgements.
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This Q4, level 5 response possesses several strengths:

(1) it targets the significance of the Soviet regime's attempts to improve 
the status of women in the years 1917-85;

(2) sufficient own knowledge is brought in to assess the significance of 
the Soviet regime's attempts eg the level and nature of female 
employment and the Soviet record on women's rights and freedoms;

(3) a reasoned judgement is reached in the conclusion based on the 
criteria developed in the analysis.

If you use the key phrases from the question throughout your essay, 
this will help you to write a relevant, analytical response.
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Question 5

Stronger responses developed a clear extract-based analysis of the extent to which the USSR 
collapsed in 1991 because ‘reform produced crisis’. Such responses explored most of the 
arguments raised within the extracts (eg by 1989 the impact of Gorbachev’s reforms posed a 
serious threat to the USSR; Gorbachev was not prepared to jeopardise these reforms by 
forcibly suppressing nationalist movements; in the 1980s the Soviet economy was stagnating, 
a problem compounded by the unexpected fall in oil prices; nationalist politicians, sensing 
that Soviet authority was wavering, pressed for independence and national rights). 
Contextual knowledge was also used effectively to examine the merits/validity of the 
interpretations provided in the extracts (eg Gorbachev’s reforms divided the CPSU into 
factions with hardliners/moderates resisting change and radicals urging faster reform; 
glasnost discredited the Soviet system with revelations about the state of the economy and 
the extent of Stalinist terror; between 1981 and 1988 the real value of crude oil fell by 90 per 
cent, deepening the economic crisis in the USSR; Gorbachev’s belated attempts to create a 
new union in 1990-91 failed to halt the nationalists’ momentum). The best responses were 
able to note that nationalist resurgence and the role of Gorbachev were key elements of both 
extracts and develop the analysis using these links. These responses also came to a reasoned 
judgement on the given view, referencing the views in the extracts; this is essential to meet 
the requirement for bullet point 3 in the mark scheme.

Weaker candidates showed some understanding of the extracts but tended to select 
quotations or describe what was in the extracts. Quite often these candidates only read the 
first few sentences of each interpretation commenting mainly on Gorbachev’s attitude to 
reform from extract 1 and the state of the Soviet economy from extract 2. This meant that 
many responses failed to comprehend or analyse the material in the extracts relating to the 
actual reform process or the nationalist resurgence in the late 1980s. In addition, some 
candidates claimed that the extracts failed to mention Yeltsin. It is vital that candidates read 
and use all the material available to them in the extracts. In the weaker responses, contextual 
knowledge was mainly used to expand on the information already in the extract rather than 
to analyse the views being put forward by the historians. Examiners also noted that 
candidates were often unable to distinguish between the East European satellite states of the 
USSR and the Soviet republics. Weaker responses were also often limited in development, 
lacked coherence and structure, and made unsubstantiated or weakly supported 
judgements. Some candidates described and commented on both extracts with some 
discrimination but then suggested a completely different reason for the collapse of the USSR 
from their own knowledge in two or three lines at the end of the answer leading to a 
conclusion based on this evidence only.
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This Q5, level 5 response possesses several obvious strengths:

(1) it offers a clear understanding of the extracts and uses this to 
develop an analysis based on the two competing views;

(2) it uses own knowledge effectively to examine the merits of these 
views;

(3) it is focused on the precise issue (the USSR collapsed in 1991 
because 'reform produced crisis') rather than the general controversy 
concerning the fall of the Soviet Union;

(4) it offers a reasoned judgement on the given issue, which references 
the views given in the Brown and Edwards extracts.

Use the extracts as the basis for a discussion of the view in the 
question rather than just selecting and explaining some of the key 
points in the extracts.

37 GCE History 9HI0 1E



Paper Summary

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

Features commonly found in section A/B responses which were successful within the higher 
levels were:

Candidates paying close attention to the date ranges in the question.
Sufficient consideration being given to the issue focused upon in the question.
Candidates explaining their judgement fully.
Focusing carefully on the second-order concept(s) targeted in the question.
An appropriate level of knowledge, in terms of depth of detail and supported analysis, eg a 
realistic amount to enable a balanced and rounded answer on breadth questions.
Evidence of planning.

Common issues which hindered performance in section A/B were:

Paying little heed to the precise demands of the question, eg writing about the topic 
without focusing on the question or attempting to give an answer to a different question 
than the one that has been asked.
Answering a question without giving sufficient consideration to the given issue in the 
question, eg looking at other causes, consequences, with only limited reference to the 
issue/factor/key feature given in the question.
Failure to consider the date range as specified in the question.
Assertion of change, causation etc while using the formulaic repetition of the words of the 
question.
A judgement not being reached or explained.
A lack of sufficient supporting detail.

Features commonly found in section C responses which were successful within the higher 
levels are:

Candidates paying close attention to the precise demands of the question.
Thorough use of the extracts (though this need not mean using every point they raise).
A confident attempt to use the two extracts together, such as consideration of their 
differences, comparison of their arguments, or evaluating their relative merits.
Careful use of own knowledge; clearly selected to relate to the issues raised within the 
sources and confidently used to examine the arguments made.
Careful reading of the extracts.
Attempts to see beyond the obvious differences between sources, such as, consideration 
of the extent to which they disagreed, or where appropriate, an attempt to reconcile their 
arguments.
Confident handling of the extracts allied to a sharp focus on the arguments given, 
recognising the distinct skills demanded by AO3.
Evidence of planning using the extracts as the basis of the answer.
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Grade boundaries

Grade boundaries for this, and all other papers, can be found on the website on this link:

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