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Introduction
The paper was divided into two sections: Section A was an In-Depth Study question, and 
Section B an Associated Historical Controversy question. As expected, there were far more 
entrants for E2 – A World Divided: Superpower Relations, 1944-90 than for E1 – The World 
in Crisis, 1879-1941

It was pleasing to see a good standard of responses in this examination series. Many 
candidates wrote insightful comments and very few candidates produced essays which were 
devoid of analysis. Unfortunately, some candidates continue to write too much generalised 
comment. As a consequence, their responses lacked precise analytical focus and detailed 
supporting evidence. Examiners want to see that candidates can use the sources and their 
own material effectively to answer the questions set.

The main weakness in responses which scored less well tended to be a lack of sufficient 
knowledge, rather than lengthy descriptive writing without analysis. The paper provided 
candidates with the opportunity to develop their essay writing and to include source 
material as and when necessary.

There appears to be an increasing tendency for candidates to analyse and produce 
judgements in the main body of the answer and have cursory conclusions. Candidates can 
indeed sustain arguments by these means and this approach does not, in itself, prevent 
access to the highest levels. However, in some cases, judgements on individual issues and 
factors tended to be somewhat isolated, and ultimate conclusions were either only partially 
stated or implicit. Consequently, candidates should be aware that considered introductions 
and conclusions often provide a solid framework for sustained argument and evaluation.

The answers of a minority of less successful candidates in Section A suggested that they 
lacked the detailed knowledge base required to tackle these questions and produced a 
catch-all commentary on the stipulated topic. The best answers to these questions – and 
indeed those on the 1879-1941 option - showed some impressive study of international 
relations and Cold war history, with students producing incisive, scholarly analysis.

When attempting the Section B questions, a small number of candidates engaged more with 
the general debate of the set controversy, rather than the specific demands of the question 
and source package. This was most evident on Question 7, although it was still a small 
minority. 

Centres should note that the amount of space provided in the booklet for answers is more 
than enough for full marks.

Although a few responses were quite brief, there was little evidence on this paper of 
candidates having insufficient time to answer both questions. 
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Question 1
Most candidates who attempted this question were able to discuss to what extent the 
system of European alliances was defensive in theory but offensive in practice. Weaker 
responses tended to offer: (1) a general survey of international relations in the years 
1879 to 1914 which lacked focus on the alliances; (2) a descriptive account of the key 
events leading to the crisis of 1914 which failed to analyse the role of the alliance systems; 
(3) a commentary on the formation and features of the major alliances which failed to 
address the defensive/offensive debate. Conversely, the best responses offered a sustained 
evaluation of the defensive/offensive nature of the European alliance systems across the 
whole period using an agree/disagree essay structure.
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This Level 2 response illustrates two typical weaknesses 
of low-scoring essays: (1) it relies heavily on general 
statements about the European alliance systems rather 
than relevant detailed analysis: (2) it is rather short.

Examiner Comments

To gain high marks on the Depth Study question 
you must have a sound subject knowledge. 
Check the specification for the key topics.

Examiner Tip
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Question 2
Quite a few candidates who attempted this question were let down by a lack of detailed 
knowledge about (1) the terms of the peace treaties concluded between 1919 and 1923, 
and (2) the precise aims of the victorious powers. Several responses offered sketchy or 
inaccurate accounts of both. Many of the weakest candidates relied on a simple description 
of the Versailles Treaty, together with a few basic references to some of the other treaties. 
The best responses were able to provide an assessment of how far the terms of peace 
treaties of 1919-23 met the aims of the victorious powers by referring to a range of relevant 
issues, including war guilt, the creation of the League of Nations, the dissolution of the 
Austro-Hungarian and Turkish Empires, national self-determination, selective use of Wilson's 
14 Points, and the self-interest of specific Allied powers.
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This candidate has produced a good Level 4 answer by 
offering detailed knowledge within a focused analytical 
structure. Care has been taken to focus on key allied 
aims and develop the argument across several treaties. 
Consequently the response has good range and depth. 

Examiner Comments
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Question 3
This proved to be a very popular question. Most candidates were aware of the main features 
of, and the major developments under, peaceful coexistence. Consequently, the majority 
of responses offered some explanation of why peaceful coexistence failed to end the Cold 
War in the years 1953-61. Indeed, the strongest candidates demonstrated impressive 
range and depth by considering continuing ideological hostility, the accelerating arms race, 
increased superpower competition in the developing world, China's criticism of Soviet policy, 
and US-Soviet failure to resolve specific divisive issues (e.g. the future of Germany). Some 
weaker candidates went outside the date range, typically producing lengthy accounts of US-
Soviet relations under Stalin or the Cuban missile crisis of 1962. A few confused peaceful 
coexistence with 1970s détente..
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This Level 3 response is broadly analytical, and attempts 
to address the question, but offers limited detail and 
development. The candidate puts forward reasons which are 
not always clearly explained or precisely linked to the question

Examiner Comments

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

Examiner Tip
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This Level 5 response offers a sustained analysis 
with detailed support for the reasons put forward. 
Clear links are made to the question throughout and 
the answer is rounded off with an effective conclusion.

Examiner Comments
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Question 4
On this question, the majority of candidates were able to offer an explanation for the 
deterioration in Sino-Soviet relations which examined the impact of conflicting national 
interests and other key factors, such as ideological differences and personal rivalries. The 
strongest candidates also paid close attention to the date range (1958-69). Lower scoring 
responses tended to exhibit three main weaknesses: (1) an over-concentration on the 
Khrushchev-Mao era which ignored Sino-Soviet relations after 1964; (2) extensive accounts 
of Sino-Soviet relations between 1949 and 1957 (particularly Stalin’s relationship with Mao) 
which went far beyond setting the context; (3) extensive accounts of Sino-US ‘ping-pong’ 
diplomacy in the early 1970s which ignored the 1969 cut-off point.
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This candidate has produced a Level 4 answer by offering 
reasonable knowledge within a focused analytical structure. 
The argument has been developed in terms of three relevant 
categories - conflicting national interests, ideological 
differences and personal rivalries. Given the question, this 
is a very sensible approach. Greater range and depth, such 
as comment on conflicting national interests, would have 
pushed this response further into Level 4.

Examiner Comments

When answering a ‘stated factor’ question, make sure 
you consider the role of other factors as well to give 
your response range.

Examiner Tip
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Question 5
Most candidates who attempted this question were able to discuss the association 'with 
defeat and disillusionment' as a reason for the failure of the League of Nations and weigh 
the stated factor against others, such as the impact of the economic downturn from 1929, 
the actions of the revisionist states and American isolationism. Better responses integrated 
source material and candidates' own knowledge to develop an argument about the League's 
failure based on the issues raised by the extracts. These responses cross-referenced the 
sources extensively to support or challenge particular viewpoints in the process of reaching 
a judgement. Weaker candidates often relied almost exclusively on the source material and 
introduced very little own knowledge to develop a line of argument. In addition, some low-
scoring answers merely offered 'potted' summaries of each source (often with a little own 
knowledge included) which prevented cross-referencing and the development of a support/
challenge approach. A number of candidates did not fully understand the reference made to 
'defeat and disillusionment' in Source 1.
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This Level 3 response illustrates two common limitations 
in answers to the Associated Historical Controversy 
question. Although the candidate cross references the 
sources, the links are often superficial and only modest 
own knowledge is added to develop the argument. The 
extracts need to be more rigorously cross-referenced 
and more detailed own knowledge included.

Examiner Comments

When planning your answer, read through the 
sources carefully and list all the support and 
challenge points you can. This will help you to 
cross reference effectively in your essay. 

Examiner Tip
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Question 6
 On this question, the majority of responses were able to offer an explanation for the 
outbreak of war in September 1939 based on the competing views set out in the three 
sources. Most candidates could also draw on a sound knowledge of the key events leading 
to the Second World War. Once again, stronger candidates integrated cross-referenced 
source material with their own knowledge to put forward a substantiated judgement. Lower 
scoring responses typically adopted the ‘potted’ summary approach to the sources or else 
included little or no own knowledge. A few of the weaker candidates uncritically accepted 
the German responsibility viewpoint outlined in Source 6 (Karl Dietrich Bracher) and failed 
to consider properly the arguments set out in the other extracts.
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Here, the candidate has produced a Level 3 answer 
by taking some information from the sources and 
attempting to integrate a moderate amount of 
own knowledge to develop the argument. There is 
scope to offer more of both, and to cross reference 
the sources in a more systematic way.

Examiner Comments

During the planning stage, after you 
have identified the key issues raised by 
the sources, add your own knowledge 
to these points. That way you’ll find it 
easier to integrate the two elements in 
the actual essay. 

Examiner Tip
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Question 7
Most candidates found this question accessible. Overall, the sources were used effectively 
and appropriate own knowledge was included to develop the argument. Having said this, 
candidates were generally more confident when discussing the role of specific individuals 
such as Stalin, and ideology, and less confident when assessing the impact of superpower 
misjudgement and misperception. Stronger responses offered a sustained analysis based 
on the cross-referencing of the extracts and the integration of source material and own 
knowledge. Low-scoring candidates tended to exhibit two main weaknesses of: (1) relying 
on a memorised perspectives essay (covering the orthodox, revisionist and post-revisionist 
interpretations) which was inadequately linked to the sources provided; (2) poor or non-
existent integration of source material and own knowledge.
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This low Level 5 response possesses several 
strengths. The candidate uses the sources provided, 
together with own knowledge to assess the relative 
importance of a range of factors - Stalin’s own 
errors, US economic interests and ideological 
differences. This integrated approach is then rounded 
off with a clear judgement in the conclusion. 

Examiner Comments
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Question 8
This proved to be a highly popular question. Many candidates made good use of the 
sources and their own knowledge to develop a confident line of argument about the relative 
importance of Soviet economic and technological inferiority in bringing the Cold War to 
an end. The strongest candidates offered a sustained source-led analysis with impressive 
range and depth. Many in this category provided extensive cross-referencing of the sources 
to emphasise, for example, how economic and technological issues influenced the actions 
of Reagan, Gorbachev and East Europeans in the 1980s. Weaker candidates tended to 
produce: (1) a memorised 'end of Cold war' essay (often surveying the triumphalist, 
ideationist etc. perspectives) which was inadequately linked to the sources provided; (2) a 
'potted' source by source commentary with little or no cross-referencing which prevented 
the development of a support/challenge approach.
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This Level 4 response integrates source material 
and the candidate’s own knowledge to good effect. 
The key arguments in the sources are identified, 
examined and extended (with own knowledge) to 
develop the argument. The conclusion also makes 
a clear judgement about the relative importance of 
Soviet economic and technological inferiority.

Examiner Comments
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Paper Summary
Based on their performance on this paper, candidates are offered the following advice:

In-Depth Study question

• Candidates must provide more factual details.

• Candidates need to ensure their subject knowledge conforms to the specification. Weaker 
responses usually lacked range and/or depth of analysis.

• Stay within the specific boundaries of the question – for example, some candidates 
explored issues outside of the relevant time periods.

• Candidates would benefit from planning their answers more effectively.

• Candidates need to offer an analysis not provide a descriptive or chronological account. 
However, many candidates produced answers which were focused and developed 
appropriately.

• Some candidates need to analyse key phrases and concepts more carefully.

• Some candidates could have explored links and the interaction between issues more 
effectively.

Associated Historical Controversy question

• It is suggested that the students who perform best on Section B tended to be those who 
read the sources carefully, accurately and critically; recognised themes and issues arising 
from the sources, then used these to address the question.

• Some candidates potentially limited themselves by closing off potential areas of enquiry 
by seeking to make the evidence of the sources fit the contention in the question 
without full thought to the issues within the sources, or by using the sources to illustrate 
arguments without relating evidence to other sources or own knowledge.

• Candidates need to treat the sources as a package to facilitate cross-referencing 
and advance a convincing line of argument. Many weaker candidates resorted to 
'potted' summaries of each source which failed to develop a support/challenge approach.

• Candidates need to integrate the source material and their own knowledge more 
effectively to substantiate a particular view. Weaker responses were frequently too reliant 
on the sources provided and little, or no, own knowledge was included.

• Candidates should avoid memorised 'perspectives' essays and base their responses on 
the issues raised by the sources instead. The Associated Historical Controversy question 
is an exercise in interpretation not historiography.

• That said, there were very few really weak responses. The impression was that the 
substance of the source at least enabled candidates offer some development and 
supporting evidence. In such cases though, candidates often struggled to extend issues 
with own knowledge, or really analyse the given views.

• There was also a correlation between those candidates who reviewed all sources in their 
opening paragraph and high performance. Whilst a telling introduction is not essential, 
the process of carefully studying the sources to ascertain how they relate to the 
statement in the question prior to writing the main analysis, allows candidates to clarify 
and structure their arguments.
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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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