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PE Report 8HI0 2B June 2016 

The new AS paper 2B, which covers the options of the German Reformation (2B.1) and 
the Dutch Revolt (2B.2) saw responses from across the ability range.  

In general, candidates found Section A, the compulsory two-part source question, more 
challenging. Some were not clear on what was meant by ‘value’ and ‘weight’ which 
hindered their ability to analyse and evaluate the sources (AO2). In addition, the 
detailed knowledge that was required to add contextual material to support and/or 
challenge points derived from the sources was sometimes absent. Some candidates 
therefore, spent considerable time adding knowledge to their answer that was only 
peripheral to the enquiry and did not help them with the task in hand. There were also a 
number of rather generic comments on the nature, origin or purpose of the sources 
which did not enhance candidates’ answers. 
Section B, the section in which candidates were given a choice of three essays in order 
to assess understanding of the period in depth (AO1), tended to be done better. Few 
produced wholly descriptive answers and most attempted to engage analytically with 
the demands of the questions. The majority of answers were soundly structured and 
clearly expressed. They also made some effort to come to a judgement. The most 
common weakness in this section was a lack of detailed knowledge of the material. 
Perhaps as a consequence, there was also a tendency among some not to engage fully 
enough with the specific focus of the question. Some students glossed over, or in some 
cases ignored, this which seriously impacted on their ability to attain higher marks 
however strong the remainder of their answer. 



Question 1 (a) 
Most candidates were able to identify the source as an example of the angry radicalism 
unleashed in the early 1520s and many used their own knowledge to link this to Luther’s 
challenge to clerical authority in the preceding period. There were some very good 
responses which were able to point out how many of the criticisms made by Storch may 
have drawn inspiration from Luther’s pamphlets of 1520 or his defiance at Worms even 
though he never intended his ideas to be taken so far. Weaker candidates tended to 
paraphrase the source and/or be drawn into assessing why the source was not valuable 
to the enquiry. It was clear also that knowledge of the Zwickau Prophets and the 
Peasants’ War was lacking for some. 

Exemplar 

Question 1 (a) 

This L2 answer demonstrates some understanding of the source material and adds some 
contextual knowledge in support of the inferences it draws but would benefit from 
closer attention to the information in the source and more detailed development of 
the points it makes. 
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Question 1 (b) 

There were some very good responses to this question which convincingly challenged 
Erasmus’ criticisms of Luther’s conduct of the Reformation in the early 1520s and so 
were able to come to a valid judgement about the weight of the source to the enquiry. 
So, for example, many pointed out that indeed Luther had sought the support of the 
authorities for his ideas but had been met with hostility and/or that Erasmus was 
blaming Luther for the social and political radicalism of the period which he famously 
condemned. More still pointed out that Erasmus was a moderate critic and that there 
many more hostile to Luther, from both sides of the argument. Weaker answers 
struggled to comprehend that Erasmus was criticising Luther’s methods rather than his 
ideas and lacked sufficient knowledge of developments in the early 1520s. Also, there 
were a number of rather generalised comments on the nature of the source, a private 
letter, which on their own, did not help assess its weight. 

Exemplar 

Question 1 (b) 

This answer shows some analysis by making valid inferences from the source material 
and supporting these with relevant and accurate knowledge. It attempts to weigh the 
evidence of the source by suggesting ways in which it may and may not be useful to the 
enquiry. It was given a top L3 mark. 
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Question 2 (a) 

Most candidates were able to identify this pamphlet as strongly critical of Alva’s rule in 
the Netherlands and used their own knowledge to develop this with reference for 
example, to the Council of Troubles and the Tenth Penny. Stronger candidates tended 
to have more detailed understanding of the period and were able to place the source in 
the context of Orange’s renewed challenge in assessing its value. Others commented on 
the source’s imitation of the Lord’s Prayer and inferred the religious motivation of the 
author. Weaker answers tended to paraphrase the source without attempting to analyse 
its value or were drawn into discussions of why it was not valuable to the enquiry. 

Exemplar 

Question 2 (a) 

This L3 answer starts well by drawing valid inferences from the source and supporting 
these with accurate and relevant contextual knowledge. It also makes an attempt to 
evaluate the use of the source to the enquiry but gets drawn also into the limitations 
of the source which is not required in Question (a). 
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Question 2 (b) 

Good answers to this question clearly identified Orange’s mixed motives for returning to 
the Netherlands in assessing the weight of this source. Using his defensive language in 
combination with their knowledge of his previous conduct towards Spanish rule in the 
1560s and/or his only recent religious conversion, they were able to discuss in some 
detail the doubts harboured about his intentions even among those close to him. Weaker 
candidates tended to take the source at face value and to assume, simply because he 
was writing privately to his brother, that he must be sincere. There was also some lack 
of detailed knowledge of the issues raised in the source with regard to Orange’s 
religious and political demands especially. Some candidates simply described the course 
of the Dutch revolt hitherto, without focusing on the specifics of the enquiry. 

Exemplar 
Question 2 (b) 

This answer demonstrates some understanding of the source material and includes 
some sound contextual knowledge (though this is not always focused on the 
question). Its weakness is that it takes the source at face value and the comments 
made on utility are generic rather than about the specific purpose of the writer. It is 
an example of a borderline L2/L3 answer. 
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Question 3 

This was a popular question and most candidates framed an analytical response related 
to the success of Luther’s challenge in the year 1517-21. The better candidates focused 
at some length on the mistakes of Luther’s opponents and there were many detailed 
analyses of the failures of both the religious and political authorities to deal effectively 
with the growing severity and popularity of his challenge before considering a range of 
alternative factors. Such answers were also able to make links between these factors in 
coming to a judgement on the reason for Luther’s success, how for example, Leo X’s 
seeming complacency may be indicative of the reasons for the widespread 
anticlericalism in Germany which fed Luther’s success. Weaker answers however, 
touched lightly on the mistakes of Luther’s opponents before embarking on what often 
seemed like a rehearsed set of potential alternatives, often relating to the printing 
press. There was often little attempt to link these together and conclusions sometimes 
bore scant regard for the material previously produced. 

Exemplar 

Question 3 

This essay focuses clearly on the reasons for Luther’s successful challenge to the 
Church in the years 1517-21 and covers a range of potential factors in some depth. 
It is well organised and attempts throughout to evaluate the importance of the 
material introduced before coming to a judgement. However, it is less convincing in 
addressing the stated factor in the question, “the mistakes of Luther’s opponents”, 
and received a high L3 rather than a L4 mark. 
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Question 4 

There were only a handful of responses to this question which was focused on the 
extent to which Lutheranism had established doctrinal and institutional separation 
from the Catholic Church by 1530. Most struggled to come to terms with these 
demands and tended to describe the course of Luther’s challenge during the 1520s. A 
very small number had knowledge of the development of the schism in the 1520s 
either with regard to the development of Lutheran beliefs or how far reformed 
congregations had spread across Germany by 1530. 

Exemplar 

Question 4  
This response does not address the conceptual focus of the question and instead 
simply describes the course of Luther’s challenge to the Catholic church. Some 
relevant knowledge is included and an unsubstantiated judgement is reached but the 
answer remained in L1. 
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Question 5 

This was another very popular question and again, most candidates were able to frame 
an analytical response focusing on Charles V’s failure to combat Lutheranism by 1555. 
There were many very good answers who were able to analyse in some depth the way in 
which Charles’ problems outside Germany (in Spain or with the French and the Turks) 
directly impacted on his inability to muster sufficient strength to destroy Lutheranism at 
key points during his reign as Emperor. They were also able to make links between the 
various factors discussed and use these to come to a reasoned judgement, how far for 
example the extent not just of his inheritance but also his dynastic ambitions played a 
role in his failure, notably after the defeat of the Schmalkaldic League. Weaker answers 
touched lightly on Charles’ difficulties outside Germany or tended to lack chronological 
range on the matter, many not extending past Charles’ absence from Germany during 
the 1520s. There were also many candidates whose discussion of Charles’ failure lacked 
range and/or depth in their knowledge: they were able to identify potentially relevant 
factors, the role of some German princes for example, without building on them to 
construct a convincing response. 

Exemplar 
Question 5 

This answer shows only limited analysis of the features relevant to the question 
and is clearly lacking in both range and depth of relevant knowledge. Its 
conclusion has only limited substantiation. It was given a L2 mark. 
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Question 6 

This question had a range of responses. The better answers were able to discuss Philip 
II’s responsibility for the growing unrest in the Netherlands in some depth, detailing his 
seeming contempt for the traditions of government and his insistence on obedience 
especially with regard to religious matters. Some were also able to consider Philip’s 
responsibility for the decisions taken by Margaret of Parma and Granvelle as part of this 
analysis, before going on to look at alternatives, the responsibility of the Grandees or 
the growth and aggression of Calvinism in the period for example. Weaker answers 
lacked the knowledge to come to a convincing conclusion and there was some lack of 
precision with regard to the dates in the question, several answers referencing Alva or 
the Sea Beggars.  

Exemplar 

Question 6 

This essay clearly attempts to analyse matters relevant to the question and includes 
mostly accurate and relevant knowledge. It is also well organised. However, it lacks 
depth generally, especially with regard to Philip II’s actions, and its judgement is brief 
and lacking in conviction. It was given a low-mid L3 mark. 
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Question 7 

This attracted only a small number of responses and most were poor. Rather than 
consider the significance of Parma in the recovery of Spain’s position between 1577 
and 1584, most described, in general terms, the course of the Dutch revolt in this 
period. 
Exemplar 

Question 7 

Though this answer appears to have an analytical focus, is clearly organised and 
attempts to reach a judgement, it badly lacks relevant knowledge and relies instead on 
vague assertion. It was given a L1 mark. 



 

Item: 8HI0_2B_Q07

(Response: 1 of 1)

DocID: 0408000885286

(Page: 1 of 8)

8HI0 2B - 8HI0 2B - 06/06/2016 11:33:10 Page 122 of 153



 

Item: 8HI0_2B_Q07

(Response: 1 of 1)

DocID: 0408000885286

(Page: 2 of 8)

8HI0 2B - 8HI0 2B - 06/06/2016 11:33:10 Page 123 of 153



 

Item: 8HI0_2B_Q07

(Response: 1 of 1)

DocID: 0408000885286

(Page: 3 of 8)

8HI0 2B - 8HI0 2B - 06/06/2016 11:33:10 Page 124 of 153



 

Item: 8HI0_2B_Q07

(Response: 1 of 1)

DocID: 0408000885286

(Page: 4 of 8)

8HI0 2B - 8HI0 2B - 06/06/2016 11:33:10 Page 125 of 153



Question 8 

There were many good answers to this question which focused very well on Spain’s 
increasing difficulties and how these impacted directly on its ability to deal with the 
Dutch revolt. Such responses included detailed examples from across the time frame of 
the question, for example how the unsustainable ambitions and financial problems of 
the Spanish monarchy required the diversion of Parma’s forces during the campaign 
against England in the 1580s and caused the successive mutinies of Spanish troops in 
the early seventeenth century. They then went on to consider a range of alternative 
factors, the impact of Maurice of Nassau particularly or the growing economic strength 
of the United Provinces, before coming to a judgement. Weaker candidates tended to 
have little detailed knowledge of Spain’s position during this period and were far more 
comfortable discussing other factors in the success of the Dutch revolt. While still 
relevant, they did not, as a result, meet fully the conceptual focus of the question. 

Exemplar 

Question 8 

This answer satisfies all the criteria for a L4 mark. It sustains an analysis of the issues 
raised in the question, is impressively detailed throughout with a range of specific 
examples to illustrate the points made and establishes valid criteria in coming to a 
judgement. As a result, it was given full marks. 
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Based on the performance on this paper therefore, candidates are offered this advice: 

Section A 

• Questions can be asked on any of the Key Topics in the specification

• Read the sources carefully with regard to the specific demands of the questions

• Avoid paraphrasing the sources – instead make valid inferences relevant to the question

• Back up these inferences by adding relevant contextual knowledge from beyond 
the source to explain or expand

• Move beyond generic or stereotypical comments on the nature, origin or 
purpose of the sources – look at the specific stance and/or purpose of the 
writer

• In (a), avoid writing about the deficiencies of the source when assessing 
its value –concentrate instead on what it adds to the enquiry

• In (b), be prepared also to make valid suggestions about the sources’ 
limitations when judging its weight to the enquiry

Section B 

• Questions can be asked on any of the Key Topics in the specification

• This is a Study in Depth so it is vital to have precise and detailed knowledge of 
the issues to score well – you are required to have both range and depth in your 
answer

• Questions can be asked by targeting any of the five second order 
concepts – cause, consequence, continuity and change, similarity and 
difference, significance

• Pay full attention to the stated focus of the question - explain this fully 
as well as considering alternatives

• Be sure to respect the time frame in a question – make sure that the material you 
use is both relevant and covers the chronology as fully as possible

• Try and show links between the issues raised in your answer, especially in 
coming to a judgement
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