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Introduction
Once again, examiners reported that candidates coped well with the demands of the 
paper and that the overall standard of responses was most pleasing. The vast majority of 
candidates finished in the prescribed time indicating as in previous series that the allotted 
duration is adequate. 

As in January 2013, it is pleasing to note that the issue of volume in the (a) questions has 
been settled. The recommendation of previous reports that one or two sentences is suffice 
to gain a Level Two mark has been acted upon. Again, examiners noted not only a more 
measured approach to these questions but also more focused responses. 

This is welcomed and it is hoped that responses continue to improve in the coming series.

The approach to individual sub-questions is considered in the reports on each separate 
item, and examples are provided. Please note that on occasions, part answers are given 
as exemplification. A general summary of areas for improvement in the approach to some 
of the question types (which are common across the six options) may prove of benefit to 
centres. It is important for teachers to look at responses for all options in this report in 
order to consider the paper as a whole. Complete essays are included to indicate what can 
be achieved in this paper.

In Question (b), candidates need to discuss TWO points ONLY to move to the top of Level 
Two. This change in the Mark Scheme was mentioned in the last two reports and operated 
in January 2013. There were some candidates who still set out the response to include 
three developed statements and had achieved maximum marks at the end of the second, 
thus time was wasted. It is to be hoped that all Centres will respond to this change for June 
2014. 

As has been pointed out in all previous series’ reports, candidates should be aware that 
Question (c) will always be centred on causation. Therefore, key causal words should figure 
in any response. Candidates still drift too readily into a narrative and thus do not focus 
sharply on the demands of the question. Importantly, candidates must be careful to focus 
on the key question words and apply knowledge accordingly. In 4(c) and 6(c), candidates 
often produced responses on what they had anticipated, not what the question actually 
demanded. Please see comments later in the report.

The point made in previous reports about Question (c) still applies, namely that to reach 
Level Three, candidates need to prioritise and/or link causes. There continues to be 
improvement in this area but many candidates still assert links and prioritisation. Many of 
those who met the criteria for Level Three did so with some sophistication.

If dates and names are given in a question, they are there for guidance and should act 
as a trigger for recall. Some candidates ignored the dates/confused names and wasted 
time including irrelevant material. As was pointed out in January, it is dispiriting to see 
the now constant confusion with Nagy-Dubcek, Khrushchev-Gorbachev, Berlin in all its 
temporal appearances, the ubiquity of Stalin as the eternal leader of the USSR and the poor 
chronology around events concerning Cuba.
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Question 1 (a)
There was some confusion among candidates in attempting this question. The answer 
requires quite a specific focus on the relationship between the Ottoman Empire and Austria-
Hungary. This specific knowledge polarised responses to be either non-rewarded or accurate 
and focused. Most candidates who achieved two marks did so in a focused and concise 
manner and mentioned the fear of a resurgent Turkey due to the Young Turk Revolution. 

Many more students went on to mention the annexation of Bosnia-Herzegovina. Whilst this 
did occur in 1908 a significant proportion mentioned the annexation in the wrong context. 
Candidates commonly labelled the annexation as a response to pressure from Serbia, or 
demands for an independent Bosnia. This was not the reason for the annexation and as 
such was unrewarded. However, some candidates mentioned the annexation by Austria-
Hungary then, went on to discuss the consequences ie Serbian nationalism, Russian 
frustration, Ottoman anger and German involvement. 

A large number of candidates were somewhat off the mark discussing other Great Powers 
such as Italy.

This is a clear answer to the question. It 
is only two sentences long but is replete 
with sharp detail. This was awarded a 
Level Two mark.

Examiner Comments

When expanding answers be clear and do 
not repeat what has gone before.

Examiner Tip
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This response has good recall and is 
clearly focused. This was awarded a 
Level Two mark.

Examiner Comments

Try to use accurate vocabulary as this 
answer does.

Examiner Tip
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Question 1 (b)
Q1b(i) As always, candidates tackling this topic seemed to know it well and could discern 
valid features amid the complexities of Balkan interrelationships. Occasionally, responses 
became confused with events of 1908 but generally, features such as the expulsion of 
Turkey from Europe, Serbian expansion and the subsequent fears of Austria-Hungary were 
described with confidence. However, it should be noted that several less able candidates 
strayed into discussion of imperialism and colonialism which suggested some 
misunderstanding of these areas; and makes one wonder why this appeared a common 
error.

Q1 b(ii) This question was answered well with excellent knowledge displayed often to the 
exact dates when various countries went to war. It was wide ranging in scope so responses 
varied from quite detailed features as to what happened in the Balkans to the German 
predicament of having to fight a war on varied fronts. The real concern was the number of 
detailed narratives about the actual assassination – although not all of these were accurate. 
Occasionally, less able candidates got World War One and Two mixed up and strayed into 
discussions about the onset of the Cold War.
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This b(i) response looks carefully at the 
results and is clear in its development. 
Two points are made and the recall was 
good enough to move the mark to the 
top of Level Two.

Examiner Comments

Two developed statements are required 
to reach the top of Level Two - this 
stands as a good example.

Examiner Tip
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This response shows what a candidate 
can produce for such a question. It has 
coverage and analysis with a sharp 
focus. It was awarded top Level Two.

Examiner Comments
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Question 1 (c)
Candidates tackling this question generally answered it well with excellent knowledge about 
the naval race, events in Morocco, and Germany’s quest for empire, which were expected - 
but also Britain’s fears about German expansion. Some could even give figures to show how 
Germany’s industrial growth overtook that of Britain. The vast majority kept within the date 
parameters. Weaker responses tended to be more generalised and so lacked development in 
relation to the specific case. Many candidates could discern links and priorities so moved in 
to Level 3.
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This question looked at three areas and 
offered a discussion. There was some 
linking between the second and third 
paragraphs and so the response was 
awarded a Level Three mark.

Examiner Comments

Try to ensure that the connection 
between events is made obvious.

Examiner Tip
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This essay was awarded a Level Three mark 
- it has excellent recall, sharp focus and 
attempts to link and prioritise throughout. 
It is a very articulate response which shows 
sound understanding.

Examiner Comments
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Question 2 (a)
This response quite commonly yielded one mark as simple statements related to the loss of 
land, or the demilitarisation of the Rhineland. However, a number of developed statements 
effectively obtained 2 marks for justifying the demilitarisation of the Rhineland as a buffer 
zone to protect France against future attack. Another common, effective development was 
to explain how the creation of the Polish Corridor provided Poland access to the sea and 
divided Germany in two by isolating East Prussia.

A large sample mentioned that Alsace and Lorraine went to France and many were able to 
amplify this decision.

A minority, but a significant number nonetheless, discussed non-territorial outcomes eg 
military restrictions, or reparations. Fewer, but still a notable number, discussed the post-
1945 division into 4 zones of occupation. 

A standard response about Alsace-
Lorraine but the candidate mentions 
compensation and also the return of the 
area to France. Hence, this was awarded a 
Level Two mark.

Examiner Comments

This is the typical point/amplify approach.

Examiner Tip
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A sound response -one which gives 
the area and then amplifies the 
decision. Hence this was awarded a 
Level Two mark.

Examiner Comments

Remember to have a point of recall 
and then have additional information 
to expand on the point.

Examiner Tip
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Question 2 (b)
Q2b(i) The Treaty of Versailles is very well known and the vast majority of candidates 
realised the question was about the military terms not the others. Most answered the 
question very well, with reductions in the military and demilitarisation of the Rhineland 
featuring heavily. However some candidates made lists without developing the terms, for 
example in terms of their purpose or impact and so penalised themselves because pure 
recall alone cannot get into Level 2. Some even just wrote a list of bullet points without 
comment.

Q2b(ii) Examiners reported that hardly any candidates attempted this question and those 
that were seen had scant understanding of the work of either ICJ or ILO. Comments tended 
to be imprecise or vague. 

There is sufficient development in 
each paragraph to place this answer 
in Level Two.

Examiner Comments
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This candidate wrote more than was required. 
There are three delineated features and any 
two would have secured the top mark in Level 
Two. The Mark Scheme now specifies that only 
two developed features are needed. Thus, the 
candidate wasted time discussing three.

Examiner Comments
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Question 2 (c)
Most candidates attempting this question understood the factors very well with knowledge 
about the Dawes Plan being particularly impressive and clarity about how the signing of 
the Locarno Treaties paved the way for membership of the League of Nations. The role of 
Stresemann was well understood, although few mentioned that he still wanted the terms of 
the Treaty reconsidered. Sometimes the Locarno treaties were confused with the Kellogg-
Briand Pact. Less able candidates almost inevitably wrote about Hitler with varying degrees 
of accuracy. The best candidates were able to prioritise well, showing for example how the 
Dawes Plan not only placed the German economy on a sounder footing but also showed the 
impact of the USA appearing to trust Germany with others following by example.

This is part of a response which was 
awarded a Level Three mark. Here 
the candidate discussed at length the 
Kellogg-Briand Pact in detail, showing 
how much depth can be included in a 
response.

Examiner Comments
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Question 3 (a)
Overall, this question yielded a degree of success for candidates, be it 1 mark or 2 marks. 
The most commonly rewarded responses discussed Mussolini’s desire for land, empire and 
sometimes to emulate the glory of ancient Rome. 

A good range showed an awareness of Mussolini’s existing African empire and how it made 
sense to obtain one of the few, available independent countries in Africa. 

A significant number of students also mentioned the Wal Wal incident of December 1934 
and the excuse it provided. 

Virtually all responses that alluded to Mussolini’s desire to distract Italians from the failure 
of domestic policies during the Depression demonstrated development and achieved 2 
marks. Likewise, candidates who outlined events in Manchuria often went on effectively 
to link events to the Abyssinian invasion and the anticipated response of the League.

A common response that was not rewarded was the desire to invade Abyssinia for 
resources, coal, iron, oil, etc. Some also spoke about population issues in Italy. These 
candidates were confused with events in 1931.

A clear response which offers the immediate cause with detail 
and further support. A Level Two mark was awarded.

Examiner Comments

A sound response focusing on Mussolini's wish to enlarge his 
African Empire - an initial statement is made which is then 
supported.

Examiner Comments
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Question 3 (b)
Q3b(i) Britain’s agreement with Poland was a difficult topic for many candidates with much 
confusion including some mentioning Polish migration as a factor. Few realised there were 
in fact two agreements, with that of 25th August specifying German aggression as a trigger 
for bringing the terms into play, and Polish commentators at the time widely regarded the 
treaties as useless. However, most understood the nature of the British guarantees and their 
limitations. Some confused these agreements with ’USSR taking over Poland and making it 
communist after the war’.

Q3b(ii) Far more candidates tackled this option and it was well answered with valid features 
including the decision to partition Poland and the buying of time featuring prominently. 
Occasionally, less able candidates confused it with agreements made with Italy and Japan.

This paragraph, from a response 
which scored maximum marks, neatly 
encapsulates the Nazi-Soviet Pact.

Examiner Comments
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This extract was taken from a response which 
secured top marks. In the paragraph, it clearly 
discusses the non-aggression aspect of the pact as 
well as the fate of Poland. The rest of the response 
focused on the motives of the two signatories.

Examiner Comments
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Question 3 (c)
Many candidates understood the focus of this question which was how and why Hitler was 
able to get away with his policies. Reasons included appeasement, sympathy with German 
aims fifteen years on when the Treaty of Versailles was widely regarded as unfair, revulsion 
at the idea of another war particularly just as countries were coming to terms with moving 
out of Depression, Hitler’s growing confidence as he interpreted sympathy for weakness, 
League of Nations preoccupation with events in Abyssinia, the Spanish Civil War et al. Other 
candidates concentrated more on what Hitler did without pointing their responses to how 
or why, thus penalising themselves as they lost the question focus. Less able candidates 
gave very vague and imprecise responses usually random examples of what they had learnt 
about Nazi Germany. However one strong response argued convincingly that Hitler could 
not have altered the Treaty of Versailles unless he had the support of the majority of his 
citizens.
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This response is an excellent Level 
Three - it has coverage, analysis and 
is able to link and prioritise.

Examiner Comments
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Question 4 (a)
This response was a question that many candidates struggled with. The most common 
error was confusion with the Berlin Wall and events in 1961, the ‘brain drain’, etc. Thus, 
candidates spoke of up to 3 million refugees and Khrushchev and could not receive 
any reward. Another very common error was due to chronological confusion of events 
surrounding the decision. 

Many candidates also defined the blockade itself and this was not rewarded. 

The underlying cause of the blockade is quite simple and a number of rewarded candidates 
achieved at least 1 mark by outlining either Stalin’s desire to remove western influence 
and/or take control of all of Berlin. Development often cited the reason as the geographical 
location of Berlin behind the iron curtain. Other good responses spoke of the fear of future 
inequality and propaganda implications, Stalin’s desire to keep Berlin weak and Allied 
contravention of Potsdam.

However, it was clear that candidates commonly struggled to pinpoint this event and 
confused it with later developments.

This is a very full answer and could 
have been truncated. Though there 
is a misuse of a word, the meaning is 
clear and the recall ensured a Level 
Two mark.

Examiner Comments

Try to write to the point without over-
elaborating an answer.

Examiner Tip
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This response would have reached 
Level Two with the first sentence - the 
notion of combining zones and then the 
mention of the lack of consultation.

Examiner Comments
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Question 4 (b)
Q4b(i) Many candidates understood the Yalta Conference and were able to offer valid 
features particularly the decision to temporarily partition Germany and Berlin, the question 
of war criminals and reparations, the USSR’s promise to enter the war against Japan 
and the creation of UNO. Those factors relating to Eastern Europe were less confidently 
tackled in part because although the issue of spheres of influence were discussed, clear cut 
decisions were not really taken at Yalta beyond free elections etc. Inevitably perhaps, less 
able candidates confused Yalta with Teheran and Potsdam. Again, candidates should 
avoid simply listing terms; as such an approach tends to preclude developed features.

Q4b(ii) This question was well answered with issues relating to Churchill’s Iron Curtain 
speech and the Truman Doctrine being particularly well understood; Marshall Aid which was 
announced in 1947 was allowable so long as it was recognised that it did not actually begin 
until 1948. Some candidates tried to extend their answers to the Berlin Airlift and creation 
of NATO and the Warsaw Pact. This emphasises the importance of looking at the dates 
defining the question as many such responses did identify 1949 and 1955 as the timing 
of their chosen features. Overall however, knowledge within the question parameters was 
good.

This extract from a Level Two 
answer, discusses the notion of 
'spheres of influence' and the 
amplification immediately placed the 
response in Level Two.

Examiner Comments
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This response was awarded top Level Two. It develops the Truman Doctrine 
and then expands on the Marshall Plan. A good answer written with economy.

Examiner Comments
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Question 4 (c)

This question received mixed responses with some candidates showing excellent knowledge 
and identifying three valid reasons notably the repression of Rakosi, the impact of economic 
woes and the false dawn following de-stalinisation; ensuring that the response remained 
rooted in the notion of Soviet control. Some candidates were able to demonstrate how the 
example of some liberalism in Poland impacted on Hungary. However, many simply wanted 
to go through the causes of the Uprising without tailoring the information to the demands of 
the question. 

The vast majority seemed to understand the decision to leave the Warsaw Pact was a crucial 
tipping point as far as Khrushchev was concerned. Less able candidates often confused 
events in Hungary with those in Czechoslovakia or at least the names of the principal 
characters. Again, there was too much narrative of the Soviet invasion. 
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This essay was awarded a Level Three mark. 
It focuses directly on the question and tailors 
information at all times to the impact of Soviet 
control on Hungary.
In addition, it prioritises throughout the work 
and makes clear links.

Examiner Comments

Ensure that the demand/focus of the question 
is recognised and that information is targeted 
directly.

Examiner Tip
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Question 5 (a)
This question was answered well with a significant proportion of candidates writing a 
number of well developed statements that linked to the sole, original statement. Dubcek 
was frequently mentioned as a reformer who threatened the stability of the eastern bloc, 
or was allowing too many freedoms hence, Brezhnev feared for the Warsaw Pact. These 
answers came in a variety of forms mentioning the liberal developments, some accurate 
comparisons with Hungry, ‘socialism with a human face’, concerns by Ulbricht and Gomulka. 
All were very impressive.

Common errors were often found in pockets amid overall understanding. Nagy or 
Khrushchev may have been inappropriately used but in many cases the rest of the 
development was so accurate that 2 marks were still rewarded. 

However, candidates did sometimes get Hungary and Czechoslovakia confused and where it 
was obvious that the candidate was discussing Hungary no marks were rewarded. Another 
error was when candidates spoke of Dubcek’s desire to leave the Warsaw Pact. Sometimes 
‘capitalism’ was used rather clumsily.

A minority spoke of the soviet desire to create a buffer zone and therefore were operating 
around events in 1948. Fewer, but still a notable number were very misguided and seemed 
very confused over the ideological sides drawn up after WWII.

This is a good example of a 
candidate making a point and then 
expanding it. This was awarded a 
Level Two mark.

Examiner Comments
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This is a very clear response which 
is articulate and uses good subject 
specific vocabulary. A Level Two mark 
was awarded.

Examiner Comments
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Question 5 (b)
Q5b(i) This was by far the more popular question of the two options.

The reasons for the building of the Berlin Wall were very well understood and responses to 
this question almost always reached Level 2. Besides the expected halting of migration and 
geopolitical jockeying with Kennedy, some candidates also mentioned the genuine Soviet 
fear of espionage and infiltration. Some even showed how the Wall eased tensions because, 
as a fait accompli, it largely stopped the ‘brain drain’ and the fissure in the Iron Curtain. 
Once again, there were those candidates who confused the Wall with the Berlin Blockade/
Airlift.

Q5b(ii) More able candidates generally answered this question. When they did answer, they 
seemed to have a good grasp of the USA and foreign communist parties disassociating 
themselves and some mentioned Yugoslavia and Romania. 
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This is a response that had three features 
- any two would have secured the top 
Level Two mark. Each paragraph contains 
good recall and clear development of a 
point. It was a pity that the candidate 
wasted time writing a third point which 
was not required.

Examiner Comments

Remember - only two features are 
required to reach top of Level Two.

Examiner Tip

This extract was a part of an answer 
which was awarded the top of Level 
Two. The extract discusses not only the 
governments of Western Europe but also 
includes reference to the Communist 
Parties of that area.

Examiner Comments
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Question 5 (c)
The Cuban Missile crisis is well known to the extent that many candidates strayed into 
too much narrative, relating the Crisis with varying degrees of accuracy. Robert Kennedy 
emerged in a hugely positive light. Having said this, in the vast majority of cases there was 
also enough valid reasoning in terms of why it was a flashpoint to attain at least Level 2. 
The most common reasons offered were Castro’s revolution and downturn in relations with 
the USA, Cuba’s growing trading relations with the USSR, the attempted invasion at the Bay 
of Pigs and Castro’s ensuing drift to the USSR for military protection resulting in the Cuban 
Missile Crisis. Many candidates still misunderstand the chronology, so typically the Bay of 
Pigs Invasion came after the discovery of missile sites or in some instances the discovery 
of the missile sites was the instigator of the whole process. It is worth emphasising the 
importance of clarity in terms of events because obviously getting them in the wrong order 
can seriously skew the response.

Candidates also tended to go beyond the question by examining the results of the Crisis, 
notably the withdrawal of US missiles from Greece and Turkey and the installation of the 
hotline. This is a topic which is generally so well known that candidates are tempted to tell 
us all they know at the risk of losing sight of the actual question. Notably, responses to this 
question tended to be longer than others – even the best responses often included detailed 
narrative within the reasons. Strong responses were able to discern links in terms of how 
the USSR were able to exploit the situation and the USA became more and more concerned 
about having a Communist neighbour with increasing links to the USSR; prioritisation 
too was well explained, often in terms of how one thing led to another as the situation 
escalated.

This extract, from a Level Three answer, 
makes a point about the importance of 
the Cuban-Soviet friendship and sees 
how it is difficult to divorce the reasons 
behind the notion of a 'flashpoint'.

Examiner Comments
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Question 6 (a)
This was a question that was answered confidently and with sufficient development in many 
cases. Many candidates commented on retaliation for the US Moscow boycott of 1980. 
Some developed points further relative to events in Afghanistan. Overall, responses yielded 
success. When candidates went wrong, it was because they did not develop the statement 
adequately.

Sometimes, increased tensions were directly linked to relevant events and Chernenko’s 
decision. For example, a few candidates wrote about Grenada, or CIA support for the 
Mujahideen. 

A number of candidates who failed to score usually did so because they wrote a generalised, 
imprecise comment about the capitalist west and the communist east not getting on.

Virtually all candidates attempted a response. Some developed their response to discuss the 
Friendship Games, or the Liberty Bell Classic, or the number of countries that boycotted.

This was an interesting answer which gave not only the official 
Soviet reason but then went on to offer another interpretation 
of the decision. It was awarded a Level Two mark.

Examiner Comments

This response was awarded a Level Two mark - it looks at the 
context of the 1980 boycott.

Examiner Comments
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Question 6 (b)

Q6b(i) Candidates answering questions of détente in the 1970s seemed either to know it 
very well or else not at all. There were many excellent responses with detailed knowledge of 
SALT 1, the joint Apollo-Soyuz mission and the Helsinki Agreements. However, there were 
also imprecise accounts of various treaties relating to the 1960s and 1980s, USSR invasion 
of Afghanistan and Reagan’s ‘Evil Empire’ speech. Again, it is important to bear in the mind 
the dates in the question.

Q6b(ii) While SDI was generally well known it is important to recognise that it was a theory 
– it was never actually put into operation. Some candidates asserted that it was, in fact, 
put into place. Within this scenario there were also various flights of fancy from Death Stars 
to satellites bombarding Earth with nuclear weapons – suggesting some confusion with 
various science fiction films of the period. Having said this, many candidates understood 
that if it was a bluff it worked - because the USSR knew it could not compete.

This extract from a response shows mention of the Helsinki 
Agreements. It was sufficiently developed to place the response 
in Level Two. It required a little more focus on the detail 
concerning US-Soviet relations to ensure a top level mark.

Examiner Comments
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This extract put SDI into some context 
and mentions the notion of 'claimed' 
thus understanding the nature of the 
issue.
It was from a Level Two response.

Examiner Comments
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Question 6 (c)
Many candidates understood the relationship between Gorbachev and Reagan well 
and wrote with confidence of the various summits which culminated in the INF Treaty, 
Gorbachev’s reforms which Reagan welcomed and which saw the groundwork for the ending 
of the Cold War. Gorbachev’s motivation was particularly well understood in terms of the 
weakness of the USSR – and many candidates understood that the USA were also seeking 
solutions.

Less able candidates were inclined to over-generalise in their responses to this question 
– the protagonists liking each other, their wives getting on and putting pressure on their 
husbands to reach agreements and 'Gorbymania'.  Such comments often rarely rose beyond 
the level of simple statements and in some cases were irrelevant. Equally some wrote about 
the ‘Evil Empire’ speech, the Soviet Invasion of Afghanistan which were not only out of 
period but negated the whole point of the question.
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This response shows what can be achieved in this paper. It 
is an essay which has focus, presents a case and gives much 
substantiating material. It was given a Level Three mark.

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

• It is important that Centres look at the full report to consider the paper as a whole.

• In sub-question (a), candidates need to consider the concept of the developed point to 
reach Level Two.

• In responses to sub-question (b) candidates need now offer only two developed points 
to reach the top of Level Two. 

• In sub-question (c), which will always be a causation question, reasons must be 
advanced in order to move to Level Two and in order to reach Level Three, there must 
be clear links and/or prioritisation.

• If dates and names are given in the question then these are guides and aids which 
should be used appropriately.

• Understanding chronology is crucial and in most instances, questions will only ask for an 
analysis of a brief period. Candidates must learn the correct sequence of events.
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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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