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presented all of it. Some candidates nr:i’:sre:a:“::;des,o onl

praised the Royal Hong Kong Police fo g 1000 neutral
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Performance was fair. This question
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colonial government of Hong Kong ¢ %
in the period 1967-97. smg,e w § demonstrated an 15cuss whether the

ability to i :
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o : ce at
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changes of governance of the Hong K, i

supporting evidence from both Sources ooty "

and the candidates’ own knowledge,

Performance was fair. This question requi ; o
Source C, what impact reform wouﬁi l;egf:agild&t:s (?inldﬂ;)ufy' with refgrenceto
candidates were able to give logical answers, as require dgb Y:lhasty While some
displayed one or more of the following flaws: copying indiZcril;' ‘l“elsuon, many
Source Wwithout dqe explanation; identifying problems faced Ln 3te‘hy ﬁ'on3 the
government at that time without focusing on the impact brought b refcy, e Chinese
in identifying the positive impact brought by reform but vl B, sucheqmg
wrongly interpreting the Source as one that discussed negative impacts oef e!;p anation;
as the demise of the Qing Dynasty). reform (such

Performance was satisfactory. This question required candidates i

to expl
author of Source D thought that revolutionaries were admirable. Many c:n:tnda;‘:);ltttg
relevant clues from the Source, with relevant explanations. The weak candidates

copied indiscriminately from the Source without explanation, or gave explanations that
were not relevant to the clues cited.

Performance was fair. This question invited candidates to imagine that they were
Chinese scholars in 1911 and explain, with reference to the two Sources and their own
knowledge, whether they would prefer to be a reformer or a revolutionary. Only the
best candidates gave a logical discussion, as required by the question. Many answers
displayed one or more of the following flaws: confusing ‘reformer’ with
‘revolutionary’ in the context of Late Qing history; being weak in using their own
knowledge; basing their answers on personal feelings instead of historical evidence;
discussing the limitations of reform rather than the merits of revolution when choosing

to be a revolutionary; discussing events that took place after the success of the 1911
Revolution.

Performance was good. This question required candidates to conclude from Source E
about the nature of scouting in 1908. Most candidates were able to draw conclusions
about the nature of scouting, with a relevant explanation.

Performance was satisfactory. This question required candidates to identify from

Source F the common concern of both sides when debating the necessity of the Triple
Entente, Many candidates made use of the Source to answer the question as required.
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