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 General comments
In general, examiners indicated that candidates were able to cope well with the paper and 
the overall standard of responses was most pleasing. Most candidates were able to answer the 
questions in their prescribed option within the Unit. Unit One requires candidates to answer nine 
questions in 75 minutes and the fi nal question in each option (Question c) frequently elicited 
sound, lengthy Level 3 responses. 

It is not easy to determine if time was an issue for candidates and examiners were asked to look 
for answers which seemed to be rushed/incomplete in the last question. It would seem that the 
allotted time was suffi cient. 

It was clear that some candidates answered Question 1(a) because it was the fi rst question in 
the booklet. They then remembered that Option 1 was not what they had studied and moved on 
after deleting the response. It is advisable that candidates actually see and look through a copy 
of the examination booklet well before the paper is taken in order to accustom themselves to its 
layout.

NB. It should be noted what was said in the Principal Examiner’s Unit 2 Report (February 
2010) about the space provided for answers - ‘Centres should note that the amount of space 
provided in the booklet for answers, is more than we would expect any answer to take, not a 
recommendation of the amount candidates should write. It is a necessary part of online marking 
to have answers fi t into the space provided.’ 

The approach to individual questions is considered in the reports on the separate options. An 
example from a candidate’s response in the examination is given for each question. Please note 
that, on occasions, part answers only are given as exemplifi cation, not full answers. However, 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 benefi t to centres.

• In Question (a), candidates tended to write at too great a length. It is suffi cient to make a 
simple point with some amplifi cation. This can be done in one sentence. On many occasions, 
candidates spent too much time here and could have saved time across the paper.

• The two questions in (b) provide the opportunity for candidates to show that they have a 
sound understanding of key facts around an important event in the specifi cation. Marks are 
awarded for providing factual support for statements made, with three supported statements 
marked at the top of Level Two. Candidates do need to ensure that they cover three discrete 
points because, on occasions, there was merely continued amplifi cation of one or two points. 

In Question (b), candidates need to focus on key points and these can be causes, events and 
consequences. There was clear evidence that many knew that three developed points had to 
be covered and they were clearly signposted for the examiner. Consequently it is very good 
examination technique for candidates to ensure that examiners were aware that separate points 
were being made by using such terms as ‘fi rstly’ ‘secondly’, ‘another way’.

Many candidates did respond by beginning with ‘one feature’ and then moved to ‘the second 
feature’. The best candidates tended to write in a more sophisticated manner.
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     Question 4(a) 

 In this question, candidates had to look at a decision made about Germany at the Teheran 
Conference. Here, there was much confusion and many candidates discussed decisions made at 
Yalta or Potsdam. However, some were able to offer the decision made about opening the second 
front, its timing and place. 

Examiner Tip

To gain two marks, you must make a point and then add to it. The 
best way to show that you are doing this is to use the words in 
the question as a starting place and then give the examiner the 
developed point. Why not say ‘One decision made about the war 
against Germany was…

Examiner Comments

The Second Front is mentioned and then developed by indicating 
the place and also the intended year. A Level Two mark was 
awarded.
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 Question 4(b) 

 (b)(i) This was the more popular of the two questions.
In this question, candidates were asked to describe the key features of the Berlin Blockade. 
Candidates were able to offer developed features and the question was well answered. However, 
there was some confusion with aspects of the Berlin Wall as many candidates especially 
highlighted economic and political refugee movement as a reason for the Blockade.

(b)(ii)
Here candidates had to focus on the key features of Cominform and Comecon. Those who did 
attempt this question did so well and were able to move into Level 2 with ease. There were some 
very good answers which explained Cominform’s role in French strikes in the winter of 1947 and 
were able to link both organisations to the Marshall Plan. 

Examiner Comments

The candidate was able to develop a point about the Soviet 
action and a second about the US reaction. This moved the 
response to mid-Level Two.

Examiner Tip

The question asks about the key features of the Berlin Blockade. A 
good way of beginning the answer would be ‘One key feature of the 
Berlin Blockade was…’
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Examiner Comments

The candidate makes a developed statement about each 
item and though not expressed in a sophisticated manner, 
the response reached mid-Level Two.

Examiner Tip

The question asks about ‘the key features of Cominform and 
Comecon’. Why not go straight into the answer by using the words of 
the question? A very effective way to start would be ‘One key feature 
of Cominform was…’
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 Question 4(c) 

 Part (c) questions test the candidates’ knowledge about the causes of the Hungarian Uprising. 
Many candidates were thoroughly grounded in the causes but examiners were struck by the 
confusion of names within many responses. Stalin was often seen as the man who sent in troops 
and Dubcek was hailed as the new liberal leader. Some candidates failed to focus on the question 
and wrote unnecessarily about the events of the Rising itself and its consequences. 
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Examiner Tip

An excellent way to make sure answers are focussed on the 
question is to begin with a clear emphasis using the title – ‘There 
was an uprising in Hungary because…’ This should ensure a sharp 
focus.

Examiner Comments

This response answers in a most articulate and 
sophisticated manner. It focuses directly on the question, 
links and prioritises and hence reaches maximum marks.
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       Question 5(a) 

 In this question, candidates had to look at the setting up of the ‘hotline’. Many could see the 
need for quick and effi cient communication and were also able to add the context of the Cuban 
Missiles Crisis. 

         

 

Examiner Tip

To gain two marks, you must make a point and then add to it. The 
best way to show that you are doing this is to use the words in 
the question as a starting place and then give the examiner the 
developed point. Why not say ‘One reason why the ‘hotline’ was 
set up…’?

Examiner Comments

This is a clear Level Two answer developing a contextualised 
issue.
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  Question 5(b) 
 In this question, candidates were asked to explain the key features of the Bay of Pigs invasion. 
Many of the answers were quite long and narrative, which sometimes blurred together what were 
actually distinct developed statements. However many candidates put signifi cant emphasis on 
the earlier events regarding Castro’s takeover; whilst connected, this really only relates to the 
question in terms of explaining why the plan for the Bay of Pigs went ahead but emphasis on 
the background detracted from relevant key factors in some answers. Also, there was a sizeable 
number of candidates’ responses which talked more about the resulting Cuban Missile Crisis, 
which again is relevant but not the specifi c focus of the question. Some candidates actually 
confused the Bay of Pigs incident with the Missile Crisis. 

(b)(ii)
Here candidates had to focus on the key features of the Soviet invasion of Czechoslovakia. 
There was some imprecision here and knowledge was not always secure. Dates and names were 
sometimes mixed with the Hungarian Uprising. 

Examiner Comments

This was seen as a developed view of the incident and was 
moved into Level Two.

Examiner Tip

The question asks about ‘the key features of the Bay of Pigs 
invasion.’Why not go straight into the answer by using the words 
of the question? A very effective way to start would be ‘One key 
feature of the Bay of Pigs invasion was.…’
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 Question 5(c) 

 Part (c) question tested the candidates’ knowledge about Berlin as a ‘fl ashpoint’ of the Cold 
War. The term ‘fl ashpoint’ is clearly signposted in the specifi cation. Some candidates did spend 
time discussing the Berlin Blockade in great depth and to the exclusion of the demands of 
the question. This is diffi cult to comprehend when the Option is ‘Berlin 1957-63’, and though 
students may have covered the Blockade in Option 4, alarm bells should have sounded because 
the Berlin Blockade had already been posed as a question in that particular option. 
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Examiner Comments

This was a sound answer which maintained its focus and began 
with a judgement. Other reasons were offered and the response 
was placed in Level Three.
The incorrect date was noted.

Examiner Tip

An excellent way to make sure answers are focused on the 
question is to begin with a clear emphasis using the title – ‘Berlin 
was a Cold War fl ashpoint in the years 1957-63 because…’ This 
should ensure a sharp focus.
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       Question 6(a) 

 In this question, candidates had to look at the USA’s boycott of the Moscow Olympics. For 
many this seemed alien territory. Some, despite seeing the Soviet invasion, had the idea that 
Afghanistan was an oil-rich nation full of other valuable resources. Others saw the USA not 
wanting to be beaten by a communist state, fear of Soviet cheating or misplaced the Moscow 
Olympics chronologically and explained that it was in reaction to the Soviet boycott of the Los 
Angeles Olympics. 

Examiner Comments

This answer began well but then drifted in its focus. It was 
awarded one mark. Time could have been better spent 
amplifying the invasion, not the Games.

Examiner Tip

To gain two marks, you must make a point and then add to it. The best 
way to show that you are doing this is to use the words in the question as 
a starting place and then give the examiner the developed point. Why not 
say ‘One reason why the USA boycotted the Moscow Olympics was…’?



27

History 5HA01

 Question 6(b) 

 (b)(i)
In this question, candidates were asked to describe the key features of the INF Treaty.

There were some sound responses here, where candidates were able to discuss the terms and 
also the wider ramifi cations of the treaty.

(b)(ii)
Here candidates had to focus on the key features of the collapse of the Warsaw Pact. Once again, 
candidates seemed generally comfortable with the role of Gorbachev and the collapse of the 
satellite states of the USSR, although not enough could give examples of states breaking away. 
A common error was anachronism with the collapse of the USSR however. Although the USSR was 
indeed in the process of collapsing (arguably from the late 1980s), many candidates put the fi nal 
collapse of the USSR as a factor in the collapse of the Warsaw Pact as if it did so after the USSR, 
and many even referred specifi cally to the attempted coup and even Yeltsin “rescuing” the USSR, 
despite the Pact being dissolved formally one month before the coup. 
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Examiner Comments

This answer offered not only some detail of the Treaty but also 
some wider diplomatic perspective. There were three discrete 
points, each developed, and hence top Level Two was awarded.

Examiner Tip

The question asks about ‘the key features of the INF Treaty'. Why 
not go straight into the answer by using the words of the question? 
A very effective way to start would be ‘One key feature of the INF 
Treaty was …’
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   Question 6(c) 

 Question (c) tested the candidates’ knowledge about why relations between the USA and the 
USSR changed in the years 1981-85. Knowledge was secure here and candidates were able to 
discuss Reagan and his hardline approach. Many saw 1985 as a key date but some then went 
on at great length about Gorbachev and his twin policies of glasnost and perestroika, covering 
events after 1985 and often within the USSR. Moreover, many failed to note the date and wrote 
about the various summit conferences after 1986. Once again, it is incumbent on candidates to 
look very carefully at dates whenever they are used in a question. Dates are always there for a 
distinct purpose and will signify a key event, hence candidates should have some awareness of 
chronology. 
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Examiner Comments

This response looked at the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan and 
developed the point about its impact on relations. There was a 
second point about the US' development of SDI. Thus two points 
placed this in mid-Level Two.

Examiner Tip

An excellent way to make sure answers are focussed on the 
question is to begin with a clear emphasis using the title – ‘One 
reason why relations between the USA and the USSR changed in 
the years 1981-85 is because…’ This should ensure a sharp focus.


