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Example candidate response – high 
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Example candidate response – high, continued 
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Paper 3 – Interpretations Question 

Example candidate response – high, continued 

 
 

Examiner comment – high 
 
Despite the extract focusing on perpetrators, it was very common for candidates answering this question to 
attempt to twist their answers in order to address the issue of the causation of the Holocaust. The extent to 
which this deflected the candidate from identifying the main interpretation in the extract was an important 
factor in determining the mark an answer achieved. This response was not significantly compromised. Its 
conclusion that the historian was a moderate intentionalist (because the extract talks about the legitimising 
role of the Nazi government) is not irrational, and, in any case, forms only a minor aspect of the answer. 
 
Unlike many answers, this essay understood the significance of the different groups within Police Battalion 
101 identified by the historian. In the main, the men were not genocidal killers by inclination, but were turned 
into ‘willing executioners’ by situational factors. This was the historian’s overall interpretation, and the answer 
argues this consistently and with detailed support from the extract. With the exception of the marginal 
material on the causation of the Holocaust, the answer is focused and relevant throughout. The fact that the 
answer demonstrates ‘complete’ understanding is clear to see, and it was therefore awarded a Level 5 mark. 
 
Mark awarded = 34 out of 40 
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Example candidate response – high, continued 

 
 

  

24 Cambridge International A Level History 9389  

 



Paper 3 – Interpretations Question 

Examiner comment – high 
 
This answer attempts to identify an interpretation of the causation of the Holocaust, which is not directly 
relevant, but moves quickly on to deal with the extract. The second paragraph the candidate shows they can 
identify and support an essential element of the interpretation. They state the historian’s view: that the men 
were not motivated by anti-Semitism, but were just following orders. The extract is then used to support this: 
for example, by quoting that their motivation was ‘conformity, peer pressure and deference to authority’. The 
third paragraph pursues the same approach with regards to the importance of the war, and again follows this 
with relevant support from the extract. 
 
The conclusion is not as well developed as the preceding parts of the answer, thereby illustrating how 
important it is that the conclusion should be consistent with what has been written before it. The idea that the 
‘main driving force’ for genocide came from the Nazis is not really the central idea of the interpretation (which 
is predominantly about the nature and motives of the perpetrators), and neither is the point about the Nazis 
using the situation of the war to legitimise their policies. If anything, these ideas are inferences/sub-
messages: they are in the extract, but are not the main focus of the interpretation. In effect, the conclusion 
raises doubts about whether the candidate has ‘complete’ understanding.   
 
Mark awarded = 32 out of 40 
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Example candidate response – middle, continued 
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Examiner comment – middle 
 
The issue in marking this answer was to pick out those parts that dealt with the extract from among the 
irrelevant and unfocused material. This candidate was significantly deflected into a consideration of how the 
extract related to the causation of the Holocaust, and since the main interpretation was not about this the 
answer could not, by definition, demonstrate either ‘complete’ or ‘sound’ understanding. However, by 
consistently arguing that the extract was functionalist in nature, the answer was able to illustrate some valid 
aspects of the interpretation, especially relating to the war. This was enough to earn it a good Level 3 mark. 
 
The second paragraph illustrates how the candidate was focused on Holocaust causation, and begins the 
process of supporting the conclusion that the historian must be a functionalist. In this and the following 
paragraph there are references from the extract to the war, but not to the nature or motivation of the 
perpetrators. Only in the fourth paragraph does the answer finally concentrate on the perpetrators, making 
some points from the extract. They did not draw out the importance of the different groups identified within 
the Battalion to the historian’s interpretation. The following paragraph then lapsed into writing about context, 
and lost sight of the perpetrators. 
 
At this point the candidate demonstrates how attempting to evaluate the extract will always be damaging to 
an answer. The historian is accused of overlooking evidence and of omitting other elements of the Holocaust 
from their account, none of which has any relevance to what the historian is actually arguing in this 
interpretation. Candidates will never be in a position to make informed criticisms of historians, and the 
question does not seek such evaluation. 
 
Nonetheless, the answer concludes by bringing together points which are valid and relevant about why 
perpetrators were able to commit such crimes, though even here the candidate asserts that the interpretation 
is functionalist in nature. 
 
Mark awarded = 23 out of 40 
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