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Example candidate response – high, continued 
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Example candidate response – high, continued 
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Example candidate response – high, continued 
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Example candidate response – high, continued 
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Example candidate response – high, continued 

 
 

Examiner comment – high 
 
The opening paragraph is excellent and indicates that there has been careful thinking and planning before 
the writing started. It does not give too much detail or spend much time ‘scene setting’. Instead it has a clear 
focus on the question and includes evaluation from the start. A very good range of relevant points are made, 
but with not too much detail early on. There is breadth and reflection in the impressive opening sections. The 
second paragraph is a good example of why this response did so well. The point about the early failings of 
the Republic is well made and backed up with well-chosen detail. There is a good level of comment 
throughout this section. The point about the impact of the war is well made, well substantiated and also 
relevant. The supporting detail about the role of Fascism in Central and Northern Italy, for example, 
demonstrates the right amount of knowledge and understanding for Level 5 in this ‘Depth’ paper. There is 
consistent evaluation throughout and this is well demonstrated in the critique of the Liberal Party towards the 
end of the essay. The candidate could have included some comment on Versailles. 
 
To achieve full marks, the candidate could have used their own judgement to identify and rank the key 
factor(s) according to importance. Otherwise, this answer fully deserved Level 5. 
 
Mark awarded = 26 out of 30 
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Example candidate response – middle 
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Example candidate response – middle, continued 
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Example candidate response – middle, continued 
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Example candidate response – middle, continued 

 
 

Examiner comment – middle 
 
This is a competent answer which shows a good grasp of the topic but does not quite do what the question 
asked, which was to evaluate the reasons for the collapse of democracy in Italy. Much of the focus tends to 
be on why Mussolini got into power, which is not quite the same thing, although some of the material is 
appropriate. There is too much listing of factors and virtually no reflection on what part they played in the 
collapse of democracy and, above all, why. The second paragraph contains relevant detail but only some 
evidence of evaluation or reflection. Much the same can be said of the paragraph dealing with the socialist 
threat. The detail is good but the point being made not is not always clear. Similar criticisms can be made of 
the sections on the rise of fascism and Mussolini himself. 
 
For higher marks there would need to be more evidence that the candidate had really thought about why 
democracy had failed. Which were the key reasons and why? Was it ‘doomed’ from the start or was it the 
incompetence of those in leadership positions? Did Mussolini merely give an institution in terminal decline a 
small push, or was his accession to power solely the result of his own brilliant efforts? There is no ‘right’ 
answer, but the question was looking for more than a list of factors which might be considered. 
 
Mark awarded = 19 out of 30 
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Question 10: International History, 1945–1991 
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Example candidate response – high 
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Example candidate response – high, continued 
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Example candidate response – high, continued 
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Example candidate response – high, continued 

 
 

Examiner comment – high 
 
This was an impressive answer. It started with minimal background and kept everything very precisely on the 
central issue of détente. There was a brief, fully focused introduction. Initially, there was perhaps a little too 
much focus on the detail and the central argument did get a little obscured. However, by the second page, it 
was obvious that there was a consistently analytical focus. The comments on the other ‘outside’ factors were 
very perceptive and clear, and the way in which supporting detail was utilised was excellent. Overall the 
grasp of the topic and the level of understanding were impressive. The point about the ultimate breakdown 
was typical: clear, well-made and well supported with detail. 
 
The objective of each paragraph and its key points were clearly stated and then the right level of supporting 
detail brought in. The ‘blame’ was spread wide, the Brandt issue being a good example of this. There was a 
good conclusion which did not simply repeat what went before. Arguably there could have been more focus 
on the impact of the election of Reagan. There could have been a little more use of sustained judgement as 
this would have helped to know exactly which factor the candidate felt was critical and why. Otherwise, this 
answer fully met the criteria for Level 5. 
 
Mark awarded = 29 out of 30 
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Question 12: International History, 1945–1951 
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Example candidate response – middle 
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Example candidate response – middle, continued 
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Example candidate response – middle, continued 
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Example candidate response – middle, continued 
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Examiner comment – middle 
 
This was a competent response. There was a fairly sound level of knowledge and understanding and grasp 
of the topic. The opening paragraph had a sensible analytical focus and tried to set out the issues quite well, 
but it lacked clarity. The point about ‘legality’ for example was not clear enough. More time spent on planning 
and ensuring that the answer was clear in the candidate’s mind would have helped.  
 
There is an attempt at a focused answer. It looks at the roles of Israel, France and the UK and then 
broadens out to consider other influences such as the World Bank and the USSR. However, there is little or 
no comment here and it is not related to the issue of Nasser’s responsibility. The answer seems to imply that 
it was not all his fault, but this is not clearly stated. The lack of certainty in this response is illustrated by the 
phrase ‘now we shall attempt to’. While the points about ownership of the Suez canal and the profits that the 
UK and France had made were valid in their own way, they were not linked to the question. 
 
To earn higher marks, the candidate needed to make a judgement about how far Nasser was responsible at 
a much earlier stage in the essay and develop this. More depth was also required. While there was some 
knowledge, understanding and analysis, there was just not enough of all three to gain a higher mark. 
 
Mark awarded = 20 out of 30 
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Question 10: International History, 1945–1991 
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Example candidate response – low 

 
  


