Qualification
Accredited

A LEVEL

Examiners’ report

HISTORY A

H505

For first teaching in 2015

www.ocr.org.uk/history


http://www.ocr.org.uk/subjects/history/

A Level History A - Y223/01 - Summer 2019 Examiners’ report

Contents
T 1o T 15 Tox o o USSR 3
Paper Y223/0L1 SEIIES OVEIVIEW ......cceieeeiiiiiiae e eeee ettt a e e e e e e eeetaa e e e e e e eeeeetaa s e eaaeeeeestennaaaeeeaeeeesnnnnnaaaaeeaenees 4
L@ 10 1= 1S3 1o ) o 1 ) 5
QUESTION L (10) .ttt s 6
QUESTION 2 () 1ttt s 8
L@ 1011 1o o 2 (o ) I 9
vl Y
Would you prefer a \
DOC Word version?
w____

Did you know that you can save

this pdf as a Word file using Acrobat
Professional?

Simply click on File > Save As Other...
and select Microsoft Word

(If you have opened this PDF in your browser you will ‘e \\

need to save it first. Simply right click anywhere on the ‘ o0
page and select Save as. .. to save the PDF. Then open _

the PDFin Acrobat Professional.)

We value your feedback
If you do not have access to Acrobat Professional there We'd like to know your view on the

% 9 . . duce. By clicki h
are a number of free applications available that will also [ Soupees WEpIOgHE . By dng on e

icon above you will help us to ensure that

\convert PDF to Word (search for pdf to word converter). ) our resources work for you.



https://www.surveymonkey.co.uk/r/ZL5Z53B

A Level History A - Y223/01 - Summer 2019 Examiners’ report

Introduction

Our examiners’ reports are produced to offer constructive feedback on candidates’ performance in the
examinations. They provide useful guidance for future candidates. The reports will include a general
commentary on candidates’ performance, identify technical aspects examined in the questions and
highlight good performance and where performance could be improved. The reports will also explain
aspects which caused difficulty and why the difficulties arose, whether through a lack of knowledge, poor
examination technigue, or any other identifiable and explainable reason.

Where overall performance on a question/question part was considered good, with no particular areas to
highlight, these questions have not been included in the report. A full copy of the question paper can be
downloaded from OCR.
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Paper Y223/01 series overview

Y223 is one of twenty four Units for the revised A Level examination for GCE History. This unit tests an
extended period of History of about one hundred years through a short answer essay and a traditional
essay. The paper contains two questions, each having two parts, a short answer essay and a traditional
essay and candidates have to answer both parts of one question.

To do well on the short essay question (a), candidates need to consider the significance or importance
both issues, factors, individuals or events mentioned in relation to the question. Having analysed or
explained both they must reach a supported judgement as to which is the most important or significant.

To do well on the traditional essay candidates need to address the issue in the question, using detailed
supporting knowledge. In order to reach the higher level, candidates will need to assess the issues they
discuss and reach a supported judgement, at least in the conclusion.

Candidates who did well on this paper Candidates who did less well on this paper
generally did the following: generally did the following:

e Considered only one of the issues or
discussed one in a superficial way.

¢ Produced a judgement that was not supported
and was therefore assertion or a judgement
that did not follow logically from the response.

e Were unable to use their knowledge to
address the issue in the question.

e Showed a poor understanding of the major
issues relevant to the essay.

e Were unable to support their answer with
relevant or accurate material.

¢ Did not focus on the precise wording of the
guestion.

e Made unsupported comments about issues
which were no more than assertions.

e Gave equal consideration to the two issues in
the short answer essay.

o Reached a developed and supported
judgement as to which issue was more
significant or important.

o Linked their knowledge of the issues to the
focus of the question.

¢ |n answering the essay question candidates
discussed at least two issues in depth.

e The supporting detail was both accurate and
relevant to the question set, not just the topic.

¢ Reach a supported judgement about the issue
in the question.

e Make a series of interim judgements about
the issues discussed in relation to the
guestion.
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Question 1 (a)
1 (a) Which of the following was a greater reason for growing tensions over Germany 1955-19617

(i) The rearmament of the Federal Republic of Germany (FRG) and its inclusion in NATO
(1955)

(i) The building of the Berlin Wall (1961)

Explain your answer with reference to both (i) and (ii). [10]

This was a popular question and elicited a wide range of responses. Of the two factors, the Berlin Wall
was handled more effectively by most candidates.

When assessing the rearmament of the FRG most candidates generally limited the discussion to NATO
membership and only a small minority dealt with the issues around the rearmament of the FRG. Stronger
responses tended to argue that NATO membership created more tension with the USSR in particular
whereas the building of the Wall lessened tensions by stabilising East Germany. Surprisingly few
candidates were able to discuss the standoff at Checkpoint Charlie in October 1961 as an example of
growing tensions. When it was discussed, as in this example, the results tended to be good.

Weaker answers often drifted into descriptive writing particularly on how unfair and disruptive the Berlin
Wall was for Berlin’s citizens. There was also some confusion between the Berlin blockade and the Wall
and quite a few candidates credited Stalin with reacting to NATO and the Wall despite his death in 1953.
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Question 1 (b)

(b)* ‘In the years 1941-1945 the USSR failed to achieve its aims in its dealings with the USA and
Great Britain." How far do you agree? [20]

This question again saw a wide range of responses although a common theme saw many candidates
drift into descriptive writing of the wartime conferences. Better answers were able to outline Soviet aims
in the introduction and then argue as to whether they achieved success in these before providing a
judgement on this. This approach can be seen in the example chosen with clear criteria set out in the
introduction.

Stronger responses dealt with the whole period from 1941, and fruitfully made reference to the USSR'’s
desperation to have a Second Front to relieve pressure on the Red army. The delay in opening this front
indicated a failure in Soviet aims. Good answers also noted that as the war progressed Soviet aims
changed and focused on Stalin’s buffer zone which many responses successfully argued was a success.

Weaker responses found it difficult to gauge Soviet failure. In terms of judgements, candidates
sometimes went for the rather simplistic line of 'there were some successes, so they didn't fail', missing
the crucial evaluative element of "How far" in the question stem. There was surprisingly little discussion
of the atomic bomb or the establishment of the United Nations.
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Question 2 (a)

2 (a) Which of the following was a greater cause of tension between the USSR and the West in the
years 1941-19457

(i) Strategic and personal differences in the Grand Alliance
(ii) Differences in political ideclogy

Explain your answer with reference to both (i) and (ii). [10]

This was the slightly less popular of the two questions. However by those candidates who chose this
guestion, part A was seen to be accessible across the mark range. Both factors were generally quite well
understood. Where there was any confusion this related to an understanding of “strategic” as relating to
WW2 with some candidates wanting to discuss events beyond the scope of the question.

Weaker responses tended to give a description of both without reaching a judgement on the greater
cause of tension. In these answers wartime tension was often limited to discussion of the Potsdam
conference and the clash between Truman and Stalin and only the higher level responses were able to
deal with the whole period from 1941. There was also a tendency for weaker responses to drift into a
long description of the differences between Capitalism and communism

Stronger answers tended to argue that the wartime alliance was a marriage of convenience and the
underlying tension of ideology was always present. Once Germany was on the verge of defeat these
tensions quickly re-emerged, particularly over how democratic the liberated Eastern European states
would be. This can be seen in the approach of the candidate in this chosen example.

Exemplar 3
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Question 2 (b)

(b)* ‘There was limited change in the Cold War in Europe in the years 1946-1955." How far do
you agree? [20]

A majority of answers simply dismissed the premise of limited change and gave a list of reasons why
there was a lot of change in the Cold War during this period. These one sided answers were therefore
unable to give a judgement and limited themselves to low Level 4 or below. Many responses struggled
with the concept of ‘change’. A lot of weaker responses drifted into descriptive writing of events during
the period, particularly the Berlin blockade. There was also quite a lot of irrelevant discussion of events
either outside Europe ( Korean War) or beyond the time period (Berlin Wall) and in some case both
(Cuban Missile Crisis).

Stronger responses did address the idea of continuity either through underlying ideologies or the fact
that decisions taken at Yalta and Potsdam were generally adhered to and the division of Germany was
already in place by 1946. They were then able to compare this with the changes that did take place — the
arms race, the Berlin blockade, Soviet takeover of Eastern Europe etc. and reach a judgement. A good
example of a candidate discussing the fact that there was limited change can be seen in this example.

Exemplar 4
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Supporting you

For further details of this qualification please visit the subject webpage.

Review of results

If any of your students’ results are not as expected, you may wish to consider one of our review of results
services. For full information about the options available visit the OCR website. If university places are
at stake you may wish to consider priority service 2 reviews of marking which have an earlier deadline to
ensure your reviews are processed in time for university applications.

Review students' exam performance with our free online results analysis tool. Available for GCSE, A Level
and Cambridge Nationals.

It allows you to:

« review and run analysis reports on exam performance

« analyse results at question and/or topic level*

« compare your centre with OCR national averages

. identify trends across the centre

« facilitate effective planning and delivery of courses

« identify areas of the curriculum where students excel or struggle

+ help pinpoint strengths and weaknesses of students and teaching departments.

*To find out which reports are available for a specific subject, please visit ocr.org.uk/administration/
support-and-tools/active-results/

Find out more at ocr.org.uk/activeresults

Training

Attend one of our popular CPD courses to hear exam feedback directly from a senior assessor or drop in
to an online Q&A session.

Please find details for all our courses on the relevant subject page on our website.

www.ocr.org.uk
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OCR Resources: the small print

OCR'’s resources are provided to support the delivery of OCR
qualifications, but in no way constitute an endorsed teaching
method that is required by OCR. Whilst every effort is made

to ensure the accuracy of the content, OCR cannot be held
responsible for any errors or omissions within these resources.
We update our resources on a regular basis, so please check the
OCR website to ensure you have the most up to date version.

This resource may be freely copied and distributed, as long as
the OCR logo and this small print remain intact and OCR is
acknowledged as the originator of this work.

Our documents are updated over time. Whilst every effort is made
to check all documents, there may be contradictions between
published support and the specification, therefore please use the
information on the latest specification at all times. Where changes
are made to specifications these will be indicated within the
document, there will be a new version number indicated, and a
summary of the changes. If you do notice a discrepancy between
the specification and a resource please contact us at:
resources.feedback@ocr.org.uk.

Whether you already offer OCR quialifications, are new to OCR, or
are considering switching from your current provider/awarding
organisation, you can request more information by completing the
Expression of Interest form which can be found here:
www.ocrorg.uk/expression-of-interest

Please get in touch if you want to discuss the accessibility of
resources we offer to support delivery of our qualifications:
resources.feedback@ocr.org.uk

Looking for a resource?

There is now a quick and easy search tool to help find free resources
for your qualification:

www.ocr.org.uk/i-want-to/find-resources/

www.ocr.org.uk

OCR Customer Support Centre

General qualifications

Telephone 01223 553998

Facsimile 01223 552627

Email general.qualifications@ocr.org.uk

OCR is part of Cambridge Assessment, a department of the University of
Cambridge. For staff training purposes and as part of our quality assurance
programme your call may be recorded or monitored.

© OCR 2019 Oxford Cambridge and RSA Examinations is a Company
Limited by Guarantee. Registered in England. Registered office The
Triangle Building, Shaftesbury Road, Cambridge, CB2 8EA. Registered
company number 3484466. OCR is an exempt charity.
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