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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 June 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 will 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. 

The approach to individual sub-questions is considered in the reports on each separate item. 
Examples are provided for the sub-questions. 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 order to 
consider the paper as a whole. 

The point above concerning Question (a) is welcome and it is hoped that responses continue 
to improve in the coming series.

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 and June 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. 

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 demands of the question and apply knowledge accordingly. In 4(c), candidates often 
produced responses on what they had anticipated, not what the question itself actually 
demanded. Please see comments later.

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 the two reports for 2013, 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.

In Question 5(a), large numbers of students claimed that the summit meeting was called as 
a result of the U2 Crisis. The meeting had, in fact, been planned for some time in order to 
discuss the crisis over Berlin.
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Question 1 (a)
Candidates were able to discuss the formation of the Balkan League, weaknesses of the 
Ottoman Empire and the desire to push the Turks out of Europe. Some wrongly discussed 
the 1908 crisis or moved to 1914 and the assassination.

The members of the League are mentioned, the 
aim is included as is the weakness of the Ottomans.

Examiner Comments

This is to the point and succinct, 
showing how much accurate detail 
can be included in two sentences.

Examiner Tip

Two brief sentences but linked and giving a 
sharp focus. This is a Level Two answer.

Examiner Comments

Maintain focus when answering, even 
when a short answer is needed.

Examiner Tip
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Question 1 (b)
Q1(b)(i)

Most candidates understood this alliance, identified its members and reasons for joining 
(and leaving) over time. Many understood in particular Germany’s desire to isolate France. 
The concept of mutual protection and security was particularly well described. Occasionally, 
less able candidates confused the members or described it as something to do with the 
ubiquitous Hitler.

Q1 (ii)

Most candidates described relevant features well particularly Bulgaria’s thwarted ambitions 
and Serbia’s growth in strength. Very few showed any confusion in answering this 
questions; the differentiation was in the depth of response.

This gives the membership with amplification and 
the aim and thus moves this to low Level 2.

Examiner Comments
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Though brief, the candidate offers developed 
points and was awarded Level 2.

Examiner Comments
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Question 1 (c)
Most candidates knew the Moroccan crises very well and could explain how that led to 
rivalry with Britain and Germany, from the strength of the Entente Cordiale to Britain’s 
mistrust of Germany’s naval and imperial ambitions. Relevant knowledge was impressive. 
Some however were directed more to Anglo-French friendship or Franco-German rivalry 
with the result that their answers began to lose question focus. Less able candidates tended 
either to write generally about British-German rivalries with little or no mention of Morocco 
or discussed imaginary German-Moroccan wars.

To secure a Level 2 mark, a developed argument must be 
offered. Here the candidate discusses the naval threat and 
it is sufficient to move the mark to low Level 2 – if a second 
argument were advanced then the mark would move to mid-
Level 2. A third argument would move this to the top of Level 2.

Examiner Comments

Ensure that three separate arguments can be offered.

Examiner Tip
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Question 2 (a)
Most were able to discuss the Allied blockade, food shortages and domestic problems. 
Some were able to highlight that Germany's allies were already signing armistices and thus 
placing additional pressures on Berlin.

The candidate develops the idea of the blockade and moves to Level 2.

Examiner Comments

Accurate detail about Germany's allies is included (Austria-Hungary 
signed on 3 November).There is enough development to move to Level 2.

Examiner Comments
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Question 2 (b)
Q2 (b)(i)

The vast majority of candidates understood the 14 Points, how Wilson hoped they would 
form the basis of a lasting peace settlement and how his hopes were thwarted. There were 
however some common misunderstandings even in otherwise good responses; Wilson 
was not an isolationist, nor did he seek an end to overseas empires in the mode say of 
Roosevelt. The 14 Points were pointed to Europe and European peoples except for xii 
about the post-war Ottoman Empire, which was rather vague. Many candidates confused 
self- determination with anti-colonialism and argued therefore that Wilson’s aims included 
forcing Britain and France to give up their overseas empires. Similarly, there was confusion 
about Wilson’s role in the formation of the League of Nations; many thought he rejected US 
membership.

Q2(b)(ii)

Comparatively few candidates attempted this question. Of those who did the responses 
were either excellent, attracting full marks or very limited particularly on the work of the 
Refugees Agency. Some weaker responses just wrote what they knew about the League of 
Nations, particularly in terms of its 1930s failures.

The idea of the League is mentioned as is its aim. 
It was enough to move the answer to Level 2.

Examiner Comments
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Question 2 (c)
While there was some excellent knowledge and understanding deployed about both 
economic and diplomatic treaties, and French and Belgian occupation of the Ruhr, less 
able candidates tended to turn this into either a response about the Treaty of Versailles or 
how Hitler’s foreign policy led to World War Two. Most however answered with confidence 
and were able to argue for prioritisation – how one treaty led to another until Germany 
became a trusted member of the European community again. The role of Stresemann was 
particularly praised.

This was part of a longer answer. The first paragraph discusses 
the Ruhr and how Franco-German relations worsened. It went 
on to discuss further changes with Locarno and Kellogg-Briand.

Examiner Comments

Three developed arguments move 
the mark to top of Level 2.

Examiner Tip
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Question 3 (a)
Candidates were able to explain the Nazi-Soviet Pact, a war on two fronts, issues of 
appeasement and putting right the wrong of Versailles. Naturally, Lebensraum and 
Grossdeutschland figured among many answers.

This looks at Hitler's policies, moving to Level 2.

Examiner Comments

This looks at the impact of the Treaty of 
Versailles and is able to explain the invasion.

Examiner Comments



12 GCSE History 5HA01 01

Question 3 (b)
Q3 (b)(i)

The vast majority of candidates answered this question well with confident knowledge 
about rearmament and the remilitarisation of the Rhineland – although even while asserting 
that ‘Germany was only marching into its own backyard’, assuming the actual region had 
been taken away from Germany after the Treaty of Versailles, so this was in fact an actual 
invasion to win back land. Many added the Anschluss which belonged in 3(b)(ii).

Q3(b)(ii)

Comparatively few candidates answered this question but overwhelmingly those who did 
were able to score 6 marks with excellent knowledge. Some went on to 1939 with the 
invasion of Czechoslovakia and Poland. Hitler’s foreign policy is very well known.

The candidate wrote about the Rhineland to secure Level 2 and the inclusion 
of a paragraph on rearmament moved the response to the maximum.

Examiner Comments

The first paragraph moved this to Level 2.

Examiner Tip
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Question 3 (c)
Most candidates were able to answer this question well, typically considering why the 
invasion took place, why the League’s response was weak, how Britain and France 
undermined the League further with the Hoare-Laval Pact, and how they all needed to keep 
Mussolini sweet lest he make an alliance with Hitler. Less able candidates showed varying 
degrees of confusion, sometimes writing about Japan and Manchuria, Hitler’s invasion of 
Abyssinia or Abyssinia’s invasion of Germany. Overall however, candidates scored highly on 
this question with many able to see links and/or priorities.
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Question 4 (a)
Some confused Comecon with Cominform but most recognised that it was the response 
to the Marshall Plan and discussed Stalin's desire to control the economies of the satellite 
states.

A sound developed statement which 
readily scores Level 2.

Examiner Comments

Ensure that when a point is made, it is amplified.

Examiner Tip

This rather lengthy response which secured a 
Level 2 mark. It does so after Line 6 – further 
explanation did not secure any more marks.

Examiner Comments

Write to the point. Additional material only 
takes valuable time away from the other, 
longer questions.

Examiner Tip
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Question 4 (b)
Q4(b)(i)

The vast majority of candidates understood that the Warsaw Pact was a response to NATO 
generally; although only a comparative few saw it a specific reaction to West Germany’s 
joining NATO in 1955. Again, most wrote about mutual protection and/or USSR control.

Q 4(b)(ii)

Hungary is very well known and the vast majority of candidates were able to describe at 
least two valid features. Occasionally responses emphasised de-Stalinisation at the expense 
of its impact on Hungary but generally this question afforded few problems.

Question 4 (c)
This was the most problematical question in terms of responses and the one possibly where 
candidates needed to read the question most carefully. Many responses seemed a general 
history of the start of the Cold War rather than in reference to events in Europe 1945-1947 
– so there was much about the Atom bombs, sometimes leading to an account of the arms 
race which left the question way behind, and various telegrams without any attempt to 
relate them to events in Europe or generalised accounts of the peace conferences without 
highlighting the tensions. The question was answered well by those who considered the 
tensions one might have expected from such a title – divisions over Germany, Stalin’s 
expansion in to Eastern Europe, the Iron Curtain Speech, the Truman Doctrine particularly 
in relation to Greece or even the Paris Conference in July 1947 in which the Marshall Plan 
was discussed to the disapproval of the USSR. Some wrote about events in 1948 notably 
the implementation of Marshall Aid and the Berlin Airlift (possibly the same candidates also 
wrote about this in Q5(b)(ii). However, some weaker responses were also very generalised 
and not linked to any hard information – such as 'Truman did not like Stalin', 'Stalin wanted 
to rule the world', 'Stalin wanted atomic bombs'.
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The candidate presented three arguments and focused on the question. 
There is some judgement and the response was awarded a Level 3 mark.

Examiner Comments
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Question 5 (a)
As mentioned in the introduction, large numbers of candidates saw the summit as a 
consequence of the U2 Crisis. It had been organised some time before and was, of 
course, ruined by the U2 Crisis. Some were able to discuss the issue of Berlin and the 
ultimatum given by Khrushchev.

A level 2 mark was awarded. Berlin is cited 
and there is amplification of the reason.

Examiner Comments
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Question 5 (b)
Q5(b)(i)

Cuba is very well known and most answers here were confident and well able to describe 
more than two features. However, some focussed too much on US-Cuban tensions rather 
than USSR-Cuban friendship. Hence there was rather a lot particularly on the Bay of Pigs 
itself rather than its impact of Cuban-Soviet relations.

Q5(b)(ii)

Overwhelmingly, candidates wrote about the Berlin Wall, although many too considered 
the summits in which Khrushchev demanded US troops withdraw and Kennedy’s visit in 
1963; some even discussed the Checkpoint Charlie standoff which was possibly the most 
dangerous clash of all. (One issue is that historians now increasingly believe Khrushchev 
was very reluctant for the Wall to be built; it was in fact Ulbricht and Honecker asserting 
their independence from the USSR who insisted.) Less able candidates tended to write 
about the Berlin Blockade and Airlift, transplanting them into the 1960s.
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Question 5 (c)
Most candidates knew this topic very well, with typical answers going on from the 
dissatisfaction with Communism that worried Brezhnev to the reforms of Dubcek which 
worried him even more, to the fear that Czechoslovakia would leave the Warsaw Pact 
leaving a gap in the buffer zone, and that this might spread to other countries and the 
opprobrium Brezhnev faced as a result of the invasion. Some answers strayed too far into 
the solutions – the invasion, the Brezhnev Doctrine etc. Generally, this was answered well 
with most candidates able to make either links or priorities. Less able candidates inevitably 
confused Czechoslovakia with Hungary. Many also believed Dubcek was about to leave the 
Warsaw Pact; what exercised the Russians was the fear that he would or that the reforms 
would get out of control and they would leave despite Dubcek’s assurances. 

One issue found was that, even stronger candidates used East European leaders 
interchangeably, with Stalin being particularly ubiquitous but also Khrushchev appearing in 
1968 here and also in the 1980s in Q6.
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The candidate offers three arguments and though 
the judgement is a little mechanistic it is enough 
to place the answer in Level 3.

Examiner Comments
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Question 6 (a)
There was some confusion over disarmament, SALT 1 and SALT 2 but most were able to 
develop points about human rights, security or international terrorism.

Though not explained well initially, the response looks at 
security and develops with the idea of European borders being 
finally settled. A Level 2 mark was awarded.

Examiner Comments
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Question 6 (b)
Q6(b)(i)

As always, Gorbachev material is known very well, and this question presented 
comparatively few problems except to ensure information about glasnost and perestroika 
as related to the question. The conferences were well known and INF understood. There 
were a lot of features to choose from and most candidates wrote in excess of two. Less 
able responses tended to write of the friendship between the wives, ‘Gorbymania’ unrelated 
to any events or the domestic policies alluded to above without relating them to the 
question.

Q6(b)(i)

Most candidates understood how the end of the Cold War made the Warsaw Pact redundant 
although there was some emphasis on how countries ceased to be Communist rather than 
reference to START etc. It was possible less able candidates did not know quite what to 
write about here – although most managed at least one valid feature.
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The candidate covers some issues, develops points and does try 
to answer the question. A level 2 mark was given.

Examiner Comments
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The candidate looked at the domestic and foreign policies of 
Gorbachev and maintained focus on the question. Developed 
statements were offered and maximum marks were given.

Examiner Comments
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Question 6 (c)
The vast majority of candidates answered this question very well, often with valid links 
and prioritisation. The topic is very well known – and there is lots to write about, from 
Afghanistan, the Carter Doctrine to Reagan, the Olympic Boycotts, the Evil Empire Speech, 
increased defence expenditure and SDI. Knowledge and understanding is generally excellent 
on this topic and Q6(c) always seems to attract a higher proportion of well structured, well-
argued Level 3 answers than earlier questions.
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There is a clear attempt to answer the question and there is 
judgement throughout the response. Three areas are discussed 
and the judgement placed this in Level 3.

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 for sub-question (b) candidates need 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. It is not asking too much that candidates learn the correct 
sequence of events.

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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