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Introduction
It was pleasing to see responses of a decent standard from candidates attempting the 
new AS Paper 1G which covers Germany and West Germany, 1918–89. The paper is 
divided into three sections. Section A and Section B contain a choice of essays that assess 
understanding of the period in breadth (AO1) by targeting five second order concepts – 
cause, consequence, change/continuity, similarity/difference and significance. Section C 
contains one compulsory question that assesses the ability to analyse and evaluate historical 
interpretations (AO3) concerning how far Hitler's foreign policy was responsible for the 
outbreak of war in 1939. Candidates have to answer three questions – one from each 
Section.

Generally speaking, candidates found Section C more challenging mainly because some 
of them were not entirely clear about how to analyse and evaluate the extracts they were 
presented with.  Moreover, the detailed knowledge base required in Section C to add 
contextual material to support/challenge points derived from the extracts was also often 
absent. Having said this, although a few responses were quite brief, there was little evidence 
on this paper of candidates having insufficient time to answer questions from Sections A, B 
or C. 

The ability range was wide, but the design of the paper allowed all abilities to be catered for. 
Furthermore, in Sections A and B, few candidates produced wholly descriptive essays which 
were devoid of analysis and, for the most part, responses were soundly structured. The 
most common weakness in Section A and B essays was a lack of knowledge. It is important 
to realise that Section A and Section B questions may be set from any part of any of the four 
Themes, and, as a result, full coverage of the specification is enormously important.

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



4 GCE History 8HI0 1G

Question 1
On Question 1, stronger responses targeted the reasons for the lack of effective opposition 
to the Nazi regime in the years 1933–45 and included an analysis of links between key 
factors and a clear focus on the concept (causation). Sufficient knowledge was used to 
develop the stated factor (popular support for Hitler) and a range of other factors (e.g. 
the role of the terror state, the use of effective propaganda and the problems for groups 
and individuals in resisting the regime). Judgements made about the relative importance 
of popular support for Hitler 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 fairly simple, limited analysis of the reasons 
for the lack of effective opposition to the Nazi regime in the years 1933–45. Low scoring 
answers were also often off focus or essentially a narrative of the period under discussion. 
Where some analysis using relevant knowledge was evident, it was not developed very far 
(e.g. discussing one aspect of Hitler’s personal qualities as a leader). Furthermore, such 
responses were often fairly brief, lacked coherence and structure, and made unsubstantiated 
or weakly supported judgements.

This was the more popular question in section A. Candidates were well prepared for this 
question and there proved to be a number of ways of going about it. Stronger candidates set 
out clear criteria by which the answer could be tackled, while the weaker candidates tended 
simply to assume Hitler's popularity and assert this as a given. The example response 
offered here shows a structure which worked well.
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The response offers evidence on a range of key 
issues centred around the popular support Hitler 
enjoyed set against the terror and coercion used 
to enforce submission. Popular support is shown 
to be underpinned by economic improvement and 
the cultivation of the Hitler Myth, while coercion 
is explored by looking at the terror state and the 
legality of state terror. There is a good focus on 
the demands of the question throughout. There is 
a logical organisation and a clear argument. There 
could be a little more discussion and evaluation, 
but there is nevertheless a well developed 
explanation. This is a secure level 4 response.

Examiner Comments

Always plan your answer to make 
sure you meet the full demands 
of the question. This response is 
organised around the criteria that 
meet the needs of the question.

Examiner Tip
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Question 2
On Question 2, stronger responses targeted whether improved living standards were the 
main consequence of German economic policies in the years 1933–45 and included an 
analysis of links between key factors and a clear focus on the concept (consequence). 
Sufficient knowledge was used to develop the stated factor (improved living standards) and 
a range of other factors (e.g. the creation of a war economy, the exclusion of groups from 
economic life such as Jews and women, and the attempt to build a peoples’ community). 
Judgements made about the relative importance of improved living standards (and their 
limitations) 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 fairly simple, limited analysis of the consequences of German 
economic policies in the years 1933–45. Low scoring answers were also often off focus or 
essentially a narrative of the period under discussion. Where some analysis using relevant 
knowledge was evident, it was not developed very far (e.g. one aspect of changing living 
standards such as improved employment rates). Furthermore, such responses were often 
fairly brief, lacked coherence and structure, and made unsubstantiated or weakly supported 
judgements. 

Question 2 requires candidates to have knowledge and understanding of some economic 
data. Fewer candidates felt confident with this question. As a result the weaker candidates 
tended to describe economic features of the Third Reich and then assert the effects on living 
standards. Stronger candidates were able to evaluate living standards as a consequence of 
economic policy, and compare living standards to other economic outcomes. The example 
offered here offers one way of dealing with the question.



10 GCE History 8HI0 1G



GCE History 8HI0 1G 11



12 GCE History 8HI0 1G



GCE History 8HI0 1G 13

The strength of this response is that it offers a decent 
range of criteria upon which a judgement can be made. 
The response covers reconstruction in the early years, 
autarky, the war economy, the welfare state and the 
war years. Therefore the time frame of the question is 
covered. The broad range has affected the amount of 
detail, but the candidate has taken opportunities to link 
these economic criteria to living standards in quite a 
thoughtful way. This has produced some discussion and 
evaluation. Not all the detail is accurate but it is organised 
and relevant and this allows the candidate to make a 
judgement. The conclusion is quite sophisticated and has 
level four quality. This is a secure level three answer.

Examiner Comments

When revising a question on the economy 
think of a simple way to remember some 
economic detail. You need good knowledge 
to make a secure judgement.

Examiner Tip
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Question 3
On Question 3, stronger responses targeted how accurate is to say that the role of German 
women continued to be that of wife and mother in the years 1933–89. These also included 
an analysis of relationships between key issues and a focus on the concept (change and 
continuity) in the question. Sufficient knowledge to develop the argument was demonstrated 
too (e.g. the importance of women in creating a ‘racially pure’ 1,000 year Reich under 
the Nazis, the retreat of the Nazi regime during the war which allowed women back into 
employment, and the continued expectations of women to be in the home during the early 
stages of the FRG giving way to better opportunities and increased equality by the end of 
the period). Judgements made about the role 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 fairly simple, limited 
analysis of the changing role of women in the years 1933–89. Low scoring answers were 
also often off focus (didn’t properly engage with change and continuity) or were essentially 
a description of womens' role during the period under discussion. Where some analysis 
using relevant knowledge was evident, it tended to lack range/depth (e.g. looking mainly 
at Nazi policies on women as home-makers). Furthermore, such responses were often 
fairly brief, lacked coherence and structure, and made unsubstantiated or weakly supported 
judgements.

The focus of this question is on change and continuity over time. This question was 
answered well on the whole and candidates were clearly well prepared. Quite a few 
candidates were prevented from reaching level 4 by making some elementary mistakes. 
Weaker candidates tended to spend too much time on the Third Reich. Descriptions of Nazi 
policy affecting women were then contrasted with women's status under the FRG. This does 
not meet the demands of the question. Many candidates were able to show change, but 
ignored the continuity side of the question. Stronger candidates were able to cover the time 
frame and deliver an analysis of change and continuity by paying attention to turning points. 
The example response offered here contains strong and weak elements.
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The candidate clearly does focus on change over 
time. The information supplied is mostly accurate 
and the essay is able to compare the role and status 
of women in the Third Reich with that of women 
in the FRG successfully. The response is organised 
and well written. There is less focus on continuity 
however, and this makes the overall argument less 
convincing. It means that key issues relevant to the 
question are not explored, which in turn points to 
insufficient knowledge being deployed and limited 
criteria by which to judge the question being used. 
This response is therefore judged to be in level 3.

Examiner Comments

To exemplify change and continuity 
over time, structure the essay 
around important turning points. 
Explain what changed and what was 
unchanged about the topic at each 
turning point. In your conclusion look 
at the whole time frame.

Examiner Tip
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Question 4
On Question 4, stronger responses targeted how far the stability of the Federal Republic 
of Germany was mainly achieved by avoiding the constitutional problems of the Weimar 
Republic. These included an analysis of the links between key issues and a focus on the 
concept (similarity and difference) in the question. In addition, sufficient knowledge was 
used to assess how far the stability of the FRG was achieved by avoiding the constitutional 
problems of the Weimar Republic (e.g. the proscriptions against extreme parties under the 
FRG, the constitutional differences with Weimar enshrined in the Basic Law, and the stronger 
government of the FRG made possible by avoiding the need for coalitions). Judgements 
made about the similarity and differences between Weimar and the FRG were reasoned 
and based on clear criteria, which often included a further comparison of economic factors 
and differences in the attitudes of other powers. Higher scoring answers were also clearly 
organised and effectively communicated. Weaker responses tended to be generalised and, 
at best, offered a fairly simple, limited analysis of the similarities and differences of Weimar 
and the FRG. Low scoring answers often lacked focus (didn’t engage with similarity and 
difference) or were essentially a description of some features of the two constitutions. 
Where some analysis using relevant knowledge was evident, it lacked range/depth  
(e.g. a description of proportional representation or article 48 of the Weimar constitution). 
Furthermore, such responses were often fairly brief, lacked coherence and structure, and 
made unsubstantiated or weakly supported judgements.

This focus of this question is on a comparative analysis (similarity and difference) of the 
stability of the Weimar Republic and the FRG and how their constitutional differences 
account for this. Stronger candidates were able to successfully compare the constitutions of 
the Weimar Republic and the FRG, and then consider other issues such as differences in the 
attitude of foreign powers to the two states, and differences in economic fortunes. Weaker 
candidates tended to treat the constitutional issues briefly and then went on to look at other 
factors. Stronger candidates offered good analysis of constitutional differences/similarities 
and then went on consider other factors.
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This response is an excellent analysis of the constitutions of the 
Weimar Republic and the FRG and the consequences for stable 
government. Analysis and support are both to level 4 standard. 
The knowledge is very good and the candidate successfully uses 
criteria - the role of the Chancellor and coalition government - 
to secure their judgement. A criticism would be that the broader 
reasons for stability, the economy and attitudes of foreign 
powers are left untouched. This response is at the top of level 3.

Examiner Comments
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Question 5
On Question 5, stronger responses were clearly focused on the extracts, and possessed 
the confidence and understanding to develop an extract-based analysis of how far war 
broke out in 1939 because of the miscalculations of European statesmen, other than 
Hitler. Higher scoring answers offered some comparative analysis of the two extracts, and 
used own knowledge effectively to examine the merits/validity of the views presented. 
Stronger responses were also focused on the precise question (whether war broke out 
in 1939 because of the miscalculations of other European statesmen), rather than the 
general issue of the outbreak of war in 1939, and put forward a reasoned judgement on 
the given issue, referencing the views in the extracts. Weaker answers tended to show 
some understanding of the extracts and attempted to focus on how far war broke out 
in 1939 because of the miscalculations of other European statesmen. Such responses, 
however, demonstrated limited development by relying on a basic ‘Hitler versus other 
European statesmen’ approach. At the lower levels, basic points were selected from 
the extracts for illustration and comparisons made between the two extracts were fairly 
rudimentary. Weaker candidates sometimes also relied almost exclusively on the extracts 
as sources of information, especially using extract 1 to elicit the failures of British and 
French governments in dealing with Hitler. Others made limited use of the two extracts 
and attempted to answer the question relying largely on their own knowledge. Moreover, 
in lower scoring responses, the candidate's own knowledge tended to be illustrative (e.g. 
just tacked on to points from the extracts) or drifted from the main focus of the question. 
Furthermore, these answers were often fairly brief, lacked coherence and structure, and 
made unsubstantiated or weakly supported judgements.

The majority of section C responses were in levels 3 and 4. Candidates were able to call on 
knowledge about the historiographical debate and accurately use terms like 'structuralist' 
and 'intentionalist'. Weaker candidates tended to pick out the surface features of the sources 
and not see them as interpretations, or used the sources to support their own points. 
Stronger candidates focussed on the clear differences in interpretation and were able to 
develop these using their own knowledge.
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This response focuses on interpretations from 
start to finish. The extracts are analysed and 
are appropriately cited. The candidate ues 
their own knowledge to develop the sources 
and to discuss and criticise them, with the 
controversy in mind. The integration of the 
candidate's own knowledge with the extracts 
is commendable. The conclusion is thoughtful 
and based on a discussion of the contending 
views. This is a secure level 4 response.

Examiner Comments

Although it is important to use terms 
like structuralist and intentionalist to 
assess the extracts, don't make the 
mistake of criticising the historian for 
what others in these camps might 
argue. Always look at what is in the 
extract. Highlight the interpretations 
and structure your answer around 
these so that a discussion is possible.

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

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

•	 Candidates paying close attention to the date ranges in the question

•	 Sufficient consideration given to the issue in the question (e.g. main factor), as well as 
some other factors

•	 Explain their judgement fully – this need not be in an artificial or abstract way, but 
demonstrate their thinking in relation to the concepts and topic they are writing about

•	 Focus carefully on the second-order concept targeted in the question

•	 Give consideration to timing, to enable themselves to complete all three question with 
approximately the same time given over to each one

•	 An appropriate level, in terms of depth of detail and analysis, as required by the 
question – e.g. a realistic amount to enable a balanced and rounded answer on breadth 
questions

Common issues which hindered performance:

•	 Pay little heed to the precise demands of the question, e .g. write about the topic 
without focusing on the question, or attempt to give an answer to a question that hasn’t 
been asked – most frequently, this meant treating questions which targeted other 
second-order concepts as causation questions

•	 Answer a question without giving sufficient consideration to the given issue in the 
question (e.g. looking at other causes, consequences, etc, with only limited reference to 
that given in the question)

•	 Answers which only gave a partial response, e.g. a very limited span of the date range, 
or covered the stated cause/consequence, with no real consideration of other issues

•	 Assertion of change, causation, sometimes with formulaic repetition of the words of the 
question, with limited explanation or analysis of how exactly this was a change, cause, 
of the issue within the question. 

•	 Judgement is not reached, or not explained

•	 A lack of detail
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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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