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Introduction

This June examination session produced a good range of attainment, and some truly 
impressive work. The best responses to part a) questions proved able to use the sources as 
a set, cross-reference evidence confidently and evaluate conflicting interpretations with an 
awareness of context, to establish a balanced judgement. In part (b) questions candidates 
were able to develop their arguments more fully through the integration of contextual 
knowledge with the source material. It should be noted that the most successful accessed 
the key themes through the sources initially and then proceeded to develop these themes 
through deployment of their own knowledge. The very best used this analysis to arrive 
at judgements that drew on, and sometimes reconciled, conflicting interpretations of the 
evidence. 

Although it was gratifying to see so many candidates handling source material with 
confidence and proficiency, there were, still, some recurring errors that undermined the 
quality of some candidates’ work. 

1.A significant minority of candidates chose to tackle the sources in part a) questions 
in sequence. Such an approach made detailed cross-referencing, the identification of 
similarities and differences, all but impossible and thus frequently limited the award to Level 
2 at best. Candidates should always look to tackle the sources as a set. 

2.Another common reason for poor performance in the (a) questions was the inability 
to understand and interpret the sources effectively. In some cases there was real 
misunderstanding but, more often than not, it was simply a case of careless reading. 
Although it is understandable that candidates will feel under pressure in examinations, they 
should, nonetheless, try to take sufficient time and care to clarify the task that they are 
undertaking and to equip themselves with secure understanding of the materials that they 
are given. Here making a plan may help to eradicate errors that stem from undue haste. 
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3.Most candidates are aware that, for part a) questions, it is essential to weigh up the 
evidence contained in a source in the light of its provenance. However, for the higher levels 
this should not be relegated to a discrete section of the response but should be integrated 
into the answer and applied directly to specific points contained within the source material. 

4. In part (b) questions, candidates at the lowest levels resorted to paraphrasing the 
sources with any reasoning limited to simple cross-referencing. For higher levels it is 
essential that candidates are able to deploy accurate and focused contextual knowledge to 
challenge or support the representations contained in the sources.

5. A number of candidates, despite recognising the importance of both source analysis 
and the deployment of contextual knowledge, limited their mark by taking the sources in 
sequence and in isolation, with only a brief comparative reference. Alternatively, others 
began from a base of wider knowledge, and developed arguments on this basis, using the 
sources as illustration. While many of these responses achieved good marks in AO1, they 
tended to offer only simple or barely developed reference to the sources, at L2 or at times 
L1 in AO2. The best responses used the sources and their own knowledge in combination, 
beginning with analysis and interpretation of the sources as a set to establish the core of 
the debate, before presenting support, development and evaluation from wider knowledge, 
to offer a balanced conclusion. Again, as for part a), the foundation of such high level 
responses lies in the initial planning.

6.Finally, candidates should remember that the source skills required for part b) questions 
are focused on AO2b not AO2a. A number of candidates still routinely evaluate the utility 
and reliability of the sources in part b). Such evaluation should only be employed where 
it assists a candidate in weighing up the strength of the representation contained in the 
source material. Speculation and generalised observations about the objectivity or otherwise 
of secondary historians serve little purpose.
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Question 1 (a)

Most candidates could access at least Level 2 for this question by identifying the basic 
challenge embedded in the sources and providing some supporting evidence. At the 
higher levels candidates, while recognising that the sources were not in agreement when 
apportioning blame for the Light Brigade’s disastrous charge, could still use the sources as 
a set to identify similarities in the assessment of Nolan’s character. Most responses included 
some references to the source attributions but these were occasionally rather generalised or 
dismissive (‘Source 1 is an obituary and is biased’). Higher performing candidates evaluated 
the conflicting views in the sources through careful consideration of source provenance.
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This  response clearly uses the sources as a set and presents some solid 
cross-referencing supported by relevant selection from the evidence. There 
is some valid comment on provenance but this is relegated to a separate 
paragraph towards the end of the response and would have be more 
effective if it had been integrated into, and applied to, the points raised 
through the source examination. Nonetheless, this is a strong answer and 
would be rewarded with a low Level 4. 

Examiner Comments
This  response clearly uses the sources as a set and presents some solid 

Examiner Comments



8 GCE History 6HI02 C

Question 1 (b) (i)

Most candidates recognised the debate embedded in the source material, although a 
sizeable minority were unable to reason from the evidence of the sources by deploying 
any meaningful contextual knowledge. However, many had an impressive range of own 
knowledge and used this as well as the attributions of Sources 4 and 5 to help evaluate 
the weight that should be attached to representations of Passchendaele presented by 
Groom and Haig. Revisionist historians are clearly making gains in the war over the High 
command’s reputation and a significant number of candidates balanced the blood and mud 
view of Source 4 with convincing arguments in support of Corrigan and Haig. The very best 
managed to weigh ‘achievement’ in the light of objectives.

An excellent succinct introduction was provided by the following candidate. Not only is 
the debate highlighted from the content of the sources but the attributions have been 
applied correctly to provide some sense of the weight that should be attached to the 
representations contained in the sources.

Groom in source 4 presents a very traditional view of the battle of Passchendaele as one 
of ‘lingering deaths in the mud’ and a ‘military crime’. This is the human view of the battle 
as we would expect from a veteran who is recalling the event during the more anti-military 
1970s. By contrast Haig, unsurprisingly as commander-in-chief, argues the opposite by 
concentrating on the strategic achievements of the battle and not the individual suffering. 
Gordon Corrigan, in source 6, while acknowledging the number of deaths and the appalling 
weather conditions, largely agrees with Haig that the battle was a ‘genuine achievement’.  
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Question 1 (b) (ii)

This was the more popular of the part b) options. Most candidates appreciated the debate 
embedded in the source material with the more astute aware that Source 9 was slightly less 
fulsome in its support than Gregory in Source 7. An impressive number of candidates could 
deploy a wide range of accurate material to support or challenge the claims made in the 
sources. Many had detailed knowledge of the various regulations and edicts enforced by the 
government during the war (DORA and the Munitions of War Act being the most common) 
and could develop the source references to strike action with specific examples, with Welsh 
miners featuring heavily. Higher performing candidates recognised the need to examine 
labour relations and worker attitudes in the light of the changing fortunes of war.
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 This   response was typical of those operating on the borderline 
of Level 4. The candidate has a reasonable range of 
contextual knowledge and this is used in combination with the 
source material to present arguments both for and against the 
view in the question. However, some of the fi ner nuances of 
the sources are not picked up and the structure of the piece is 
a little disjointed. The candidate was awarded a low Level 4 in 
both assessment objectives. 

Examiner Comments
 This   response was typical of those operating on the borderline 

Examiner Comments
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Question 2 (a)

Most candidates could readily access the arguments from the sources for and against 
the contention in the question. However, at the lower levels, a sequential approach 
was invariably adopted and any comment on provenance was restricted to simple 
generalisations. Higher performing candidates recognised that the all three sources could be 
used both to challenge and support the contention and provided detailed cross-referencing 
to illustrate this. The very best used the source attributions and carefully applied contextual 
knowledge to weigh up specific points. Thus, some felt that the circumstances of the 
interview in Source 10 added weight to Mrs Jackson’s plea that she should be allowed to 
resume her ‘quiet and happy life’, while others placed the mob in Source 11 in the cultural 
context of late Victorian street protest.  
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This response was awarded a mark of 15. There is evidence of 
supported cross-referencing and the candidate has displayed some 
close textual reading of the source material. However, the attempts 
to weigh up the evidence in the light of the attributions, although, 
for the most part, sound, lack development and application. There 
is a strong conclusion which pushes the award to the top of Level 
3, although the inclusion of additional own knowledge in the last 
sentence is superfl uous.

Examiner Comments
This response was awarded a mark of 15. There is evidence of 

Examiner Comments
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Question 2 (b) (i)

Most candidates appreciated the debate contained in Sources 13 and 14. However, at 
the lower levels, there was some misreading of Kenney’s impressions of Arthur Balfour 
in source 15, with a number of candidates missing the significance of the last sentence. 
Those performing at the higher levels could use the sources to chart the shifting attitudes 
of the Conservative Party to female suffrage and use their own contextual knowledge to 
develop this line of argument. The very best recognised that support and self-interest often 
coincided.
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 This response is operating at the lower levels of attainment. 
Although there is an attempt, in the third paragraph, to reason 
from the evidence of the sources through cross-referencing, the 
quotations are used out of context. The candidate is also mistakenly 
focusing on AO2a rather than AO2b with misguided and unhelpful 
attempts to evaluate the reliability of the secondary sources. Finally, 
a distinct lack of contextual knowledge severely restricts the extent 
to which the representations in the sources can be explored. 

Examiner Comments
 This response is operating at the lower levels of attainment. 

Examiner Comments
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Question 2 (b) (ii)

This was the less popular of the part b) questions. All those who attempted the question 
appreciated the outline of the debate contained in the sources but a sizeable proportion 
relied exclusively on the source material to drive their analysis. Those performing at higher 
levels recognised that the advances adumbrated in Sources 17 and 18 did not necessarily 
translate into mass improvement, although they were also aware of the significance of 
shifting public perceptions. A minority, but nonetheless a significant one, could extend the 
themes raised in the sources with their own knowledge to present a focused and balanced 
analysis.  

591694/9
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591694/14

In this response, after an unfocused start dealing with suffrage 
not employment opportunities, the candidate presents a 
tightly argued and balanced analysis using source material 
and contextual knowledge in combination. Although the range 
and precision of own knowledge could be extended, there is a 
sophisticated examination of the claims made in the sources 
both in terms of practice and perception. The piece received 
marks of 18 for AO1 and 14 for AO2b 

Examiner Comments

In this response, after an unfocused start dealing with suffrage 

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

http://www.edexcel.com/iwantto/Pages/grade-boundaries.aspx
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