
ExaminersReports; summary for each paper

Paper One, Medicine:

 Question 2a (how useful aresources…) manycandidates trapped in L2because they
focused on source content, failed to include contextual knowledge or offered
simplisticcommentson the provenance.

 (Question 2a) Manycandidatesapproached it ina formulaicway, through a
mnemonic includingachecklist of points, but offeringgenericcomment. AO3:
usefulness of the source; the effect of the provenance and the inclusion of relevant
contextual knowledge. Thesestrands arepresented asasingle bullet point, showing
that they areinter-related, therefore an approachwhich coversall three separately,
isunlikely to reach high marks.

 (Question 2a) Thestatement that the purpose of asource was ‘to inform’ isvery
generalised; when discussing purpose there needs to be someconsideration of the
intended audience and effect.

 (Question 2a) It isnot necessary to cover everyaspect of provenance (NOP),
important to explainhow aspectsof the provenance affect the usefulness of the
source.

 (Question 2a) Disappointing to seehow many candidatesassumed SourceAwas
automatically reliablebecause it wasaphotograph, or assumed it wasstaged for
propagandapurposes, and therefore unreliable.

 (Question 2a) Focuson assessing what is in the source rather than listingdetails that
arenot mentioned.

 (Question 2a) Practicallyall of the answerswhich needed extrapaper focused on
coveringsource content in detail and remained inL2, L3wereoften moreconcise
and focused on ‘how useful ’ the informationwas in light of contextual knowledge
and aspectsof provenance.

 (Question 2a) No requirement to compare the sourcesor to use them in
combination, no marksfor this. Candidateswho treated each source separatelywere
most likely to reach L3.

 Question 2b (follow-up source) seemsto be the question found most challenging.
 (Question 2b) The aim isfor candidates to show they know how historianswork.
 (Question 2b) Detailspicked out needs to be from the source, not provenance.
 (Question 2b) Nomarkscan be given if the candidatesquestion isnot linked to the
detail, or the overall enquiry.

 (Question 2b) Sourcemust bea specificprimarysource- history books, the Internet
and documentarieswereall unsuitable answers.

 (Question 2b) In general the simpleapproach wasmost effective.
 Question 3 (Explaindifferences/ similarities in different timeperiods) Most
candidates found thisquestion straightforward.

 (Question 3) In some cases the differencewasnot clearly identified, inother cases
the supporting informationwasunbalanced- simply stating that i t was ‘different’ in
the other time period.

 (Question 3) Some candidateswrote far toomuch; unnecessarywaste of time.



 In questions4, 5 and 6stimuluspointswill usually relate to aspectsof content rather
than directly indicatinga factor that should be included.

 If a question asksabout the nineteenth century, an answer based on the 1900sis
likely to score 0.

 Question 4 (Explainwhy…) Examinersnoted that some L3answerscontainedmore
detailed information thanmany L4answersbut stayed at L3because analysiswas
not developed.

 (Question 4) Some excellent answers treated thischronologically, but equally
excellent were those that treated it thematically; work of individuals, roleof science
and the roleof government.

 Question 5/6 (Statement and judgment) Important that candidates identify the key
theme in the question.

 (Question 5/ 6) Pleasing to see answersat L4 with asense of argument and
evaluation developing consistently throughout the answer and then in the
conclusion, explici t cri teriabeing applied to explain final judgement.

 (Question 5/ 6)Candidateswho reached L4realised that the topicprovides the
context but that there isaspecific focuson which a judgement should be offered.

 (Question 5/ 6)Many answersremained at aL3 because the judgement tended to be
simplya summaryof the two sidesof the issue and the decision that the statement
was ‘somewhat true’. At L4 thereshould be a sense of evaluation.

 (Question 5/ 6)Moreableanswersoften had aplan, showing that the argument was
though through before writingbegan.

 Paper summary: Need asecure understandingof chronological periodsand terms
used in the spec, aswell as the term ‘century’. Need to understand the themes
within the spec; cause, prevention and treatment. Highest level studentsneed to
deploy precise detail. Not necessary to use stimuluspoints, but aim to cover three
separateaspectsof the question.

Paper two, AmWest:

 Question 1 (two consequences) Some candidatesprovidedmore detail than was
necessary.

 (Question 1) Tendency by somecandidates to give generalisationsfor aconsequence.
 (Question 1) Some candidatesmerely rephrased the sameconsequence for the
second one, they were only credited for one.

 Question 2Needs to be viewed assequence, cancover several yearsor amuch
shorter period.

 (Question 2) Narrativeconcept, with asense of beginning, development and end,
rather than three paragraphs that do not directly link.

 (Question 2) Candidatesdo not need to use stimuluspointsbut must show depth of
knowledge, shown in three discreet points in the narrative, although thisdoes not
mean they need to identify three different events.

 (Question 2) Centresare reminded that indicativecontent inmarkscheme doesnot
implywhat must be included, nor how candidatesshould structure their answers.



 (Question 2) Where extrasheetswere used, these responseswere not alwaysas
successful asmore conciseanswers.

 (Question 2) Candidatesshouldnot continue answers in aquestion space reserved
for another question, MUSTask for additional sheets.

 (Question 2) Overall structure of beginning, development and end was
demonstrated by the candidateswho attained L3, i t wasclear that candidates taught
to use language such as ‘consequently’, ‘which resulted in’ weremoresuccessful,
even if they hadmore limited knowledge.

 Question 3 (Explain the importance of Xon Y)Candidateswho addressed the
importanceof the factor raised in relation to development, produced L3responses
when supported by good knowledge and understanding.

 (Question 3) The responses that remained at L2often demonstrated knowledge
without explainingwhy it was important.

 (Question 3) Several candidateswrote the details in the formof anarrativewhich
made it difficult to complete the analysis required for L3.

Paper two, Elizabeth:

 Candidates receivean examination paper with two Tudor depth studies, candidates
need to ensure that they answer questions on the particular option for which they
have been entered. Therewasasignificant number who star ted answering the
wrong questions then crossingout andmoving to correct section.

 Anumber of candidatescontinued their answers in the spaces for the option they
had not studied rather than asking for extrapaper.

 Question 5b (Explainwhy) Therewasanover-reliance fromsome candidateson
content that wasonly obliquely relevant to the topic (I know it so I’ll wri teabout i t).

 Question 5c(statement and judgment) Important to note that stimuluspointswill
not necessarilybe presented in chronological order.

 (Question 5c) In themid-range knowledge wasusually accurate and quite detailed.
 (Question 5c) Tendency to continue adding causes(of Armada) rather than analysing
those already identified, of ten led to a ‘list-like’ outcome.

 (Question 5c) Answers that achieved highly in L3and in L4weremarkedon their
ability to group causes together and provide supported judgement.

 (Question 5c) Short plansareagood tactic to use for essay questions.

Paper three, Germany:

 Question 1 (two inferences)Nomarksavailable for simpleparaphrasing, or for those
who ignored the specific focusof the question.

 Question 2 (Explainwhy) Will always focuson causation, does not requirea
judgment/conclusion, or for the answer to priori tiseor show interactionof factors.

 (Question 2) Most successful candidatesshowed aconsistent analytical focus.
 (Question 2) Do not need to use stimuluspoints, but there isan expectation of depth
of knowledge shown by threediscrete points. Pleasing to see candidateshad



understood thisandmost answerswere clearlystructured in paragraphs; makingit
easy for examiner to identify three points.

 Question 3a (how useful aresources) No need to compare the two sources, some
candidates tried to determinewhich was ‘most useful ’which isnot the focusof the
question and therefore isnot rewardable.

 (Question 3a) Remember that judging utili tymay involve some commentsabout
reliability but answerswhich focussolely on thisaspect tend to be extremely
negative towards the source. Reliability canonly ever be asmall element of utili ty
because anunreliablesource can still be veryuseful.

 (Question 3a) Provenance of source wasoften dealt with on ageneric level and this
isonly likely to gainmarksat L1.

 (Question 3a) Candidatesoften commented on thingssuch asaphotograph being a
‘snapshot in time’ or that the technology tomanipulate photographsdid not exist
then so it is trustworthy; these statements too basic to be considered analytical, also
they aredemonstrably untrue.

 (Question 3a) Inattempting to analyseutili ty manycandidateshave obviously been
encouraged to describewhat ismissingand this led to some answerswhich could
only bemarkedat L1. Primary focus should be to judge utili ty of what is there, not
what isnot there.

 (Question 3a) No requirement to comparesources; wastes time.
 Question 3b (what is the differencebetween two interpretations) L2 wasachieved
when the candidates indicated aclear differenceof view and supported it with detail
from the extracts.

 (Question 3b) Candidates’ success in 3d isinfluenced by how well they identify the
viewsgiven in the interpretations.

 Question 3c(why are the interpretations different) Candidates found thisquestion
morechallenging. It wasnot possible to substantiate reasons for differencebased on
where and when the interpretationswere published.

 (Question 3c) Onlyone reason, substantiated, is required to get into L2.
 (Question 3c) Successful candidateswereable to show anunderstanding of why
historianshave come to different conclusions, or have different emphases.

 (Question 3c) Successful candidatesselected one of the above approachesand
evidenced their reasoningwith specificsupport from the interpretations.

 (Question 3c) Those who stayed in L1did not fullyunderstand the question. A
troublingnumber of candidatesmerely repeated what had been said in 3b.

 (Question 3c) Asignificant minori ty of candidatesattempted to speculate as to the
backgroundmotivations of the historianswhich isnot a requirement of thisquestion.
Those who did this tried to use the date of the interpretation, the ti tleof the book or
the nature of the interpretation. Candidateswho did thisstayed in L1.

 (Question 3c) Candidatesshould appreciate that historians legitimatelyhave
differencesof view and come to different conclusions.

 (Question 3c) The interpretations need to be treated differently than the sources,
and without reference to the provenance.



 Question 3d (How far do you agree with interpretation 1 / 2) Strongest answers
focused clearly on the interpretations, coming to asubstantiated judgment.

 (Question 3d) Candidateswho focused exclusivelyon one interpretation and their
own knowledge were lesssuccessful than those who considered the alternative
views fromboth interpretations.

 (Question 3d) There isno expectation that both interpretationsaredealt with in
equal measurebut both should be dealt with explici tly.

 (Question 3d) The use of contextual knowledge isan important element in this
evaluation, i tmust bepreciselyselected to support the evaluation and not just used
to display aspectsof the topic.

 (Question 3d) Strongest answerswereable to show how the differencesof view in
the two interpretationswere conveyed in reaching their overall judgments.

 (Question 3d) Lesssuccessful candidatesshowed an awarenessof the gist of the
interpretation but did not analyse it effectively.

 (Question 3d) Successful candidateswere able to pick apart the detailsof the
interpretation and show how these detailswerevalidusing their own knowledge.

 (Question 3d) Themost successful candidatesused preciseevidence to support both
interpretations.

 (Question 3d) Only ahandful of candidateswereable to successfully address the
strand of L4which requirescandidates to ‘indicatehow the differenceof view are
conveyed’, beyond the selection of information. These differencesmaybe conveyed
through, for example, language or tone, or pointsof emphasis. ‘Best-fi t’marking
meanscandidatescan get into a L4even if they wereunable to do this.

 (Question 3d) Most impressive aspect of SPaGwas the use of specialist terms.
 Paper summary: In question 3a focuson linking the provenance to the content of the
sources. When analysing the reasonsfor the different views in the interpretations
focuson their content- candidatesshould not be concerned with the book ti tle, the
author or type of publication.


