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Marking Instructions

AS/A2 HISTORY SYLLABUS-SPECIFIC
MARKING INSTRUCTIONS
AS UNIT F961 & UNIT F962 – PERIOD STUDIES
Distribution of marks for each level that reflects the Unit’s AOs and corresponds to the
UMS
2 answers: each maximum mark 50.
A01a

A01b

IA

21-24

24-26

IB

18-20

22-23

II

16-17

19-21

III

14-15

16-18

IV

12-13

13-15

V

9-11

11-12

VI

4-8

6-10

VII

0-3

0-5

Notes:
(i)

Allocate marks to the most appropriate level for each AO.

(ii)

If several marks are available in a box, work from the top mark down until the best
fit has been found.

(iii)

Many answers will not fall at the same level for each AO.

(iv)

Analysis refers to developed explanations; evaluation refers to the argued weighing
up/assessment of factors in relation to their significance in explaining an issue or in
explaining linkages between different factors.
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Marking Instructions

AOs
Total
mark for
each
question
= 50

Level IA

Level IB

Level II

Level III

AO1a
Recall, select and deploy historical
knowledge appropriately, and
communicate knowledge and
understanding of history in a clear
and effective manner.

 Uses a wide range of accurate,
detailed and relevant evidence
 Accurate and confident
use of appropriate historical
terminology
 Answer is clearly structured and
coherent; communicates accurately
and legibly

AO1b
Demonstrate understanding of the past through
explanation, analysis and arriving at substantiated
judgements of:
- key concepts such as causation, consequence,
continuity, change and significance within an historical
context;
- the relationships between key features and
characteristics of the periods studied
 Clear and accurate understanding of key concepts
relevant to analysis and to the topic
 Clear and accurate understanding of the significance of
issues in their historical context
 Answer is consistently and relevantly analytical with
developed and substantiated explanations, some of
which may be unexpected
 The argument evaluates a range of relevant factors and
reaches clearly substantiated judgements about relative
importance and/or links.

21-24
Uses accurate, detailed and
relevant evidence
 Accurate use of a range of
appropriate historical terminology
 Answer is clearly structured and
mostly coherent; writes accurately
and legibly

24-26
 Clear and accurate understanding of most key concepts
relevant to analysis and to the topic
 Answer is mostly consistently and relevantly analytical
with mostly developed and substantiated explanations
 Clear understanding of the significance of issues in their
historical context.
 Substantiated judgements about relative importance of
and/or links between factors will be made but quality of
explanation in support may not be consistently high.

18-20
Uses mostly accurate, detailed and
relevant evidence which
demonstrates a competent
command of the topic
Generally accurate use of historical
terminology
 Answer is structured and mostly
coherent; writing is legible and
communication is generally clear

22-23
 Mostly clear and accurate understanding of many key
concepts relevant to analysis and to the topic
 Clear understanding of the significance of most relevant
issues in their historical context
 Much of the answer is relevantly analytical and
substantiated with detailed evidence but there may be
some description
 The analysis of factors and/ or issues provides some
judgements about relative importance and/or linkages.

16-17
Uses accurate and relevant
evidence which demonstrates
some command of the topic but
there may be some inaccuracy
Answer includes relevant
historical terminology but this may
not be extensive or always
accurately used
Most of the answer is organised
and structured; the answer is
mostly legible and clearly
communicated

19-21
 Some/uneven understanding of key concepts relevant to
analysis and of concepts relevant to their historical
context
 Answers may be a mixture of analysis and explanation
but also simple description of relevant material and
narrative of relevant events OR answers may provide
more consistent analysis but the quality will be uneven
and its support often general or thin.
 Answer considers a number of factors but with very little
evaluation of importance or linkages between
factors/issues
 Points made about importance or about developments in
the context of the period will often be little more than
assertions and descriptions







14-15

16-18
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Marking Instructions
AOs
Level IV

Level V

Level VI

Level VII

AO1a
 There is deployment of relevant
knowledge but level/accuracy of
detail will vary; there may be some
evidence that is tangential or
irrelevant.
 Some unclear and/or underdeveloped and/or disorganised
sections; mostly satisfactory level of
communication.

AO1b
 Understanding of key concepts relevant to analysis and
the topic is variable but in general is satisfactory.
 Limited and patchy understanding of a few relevant
issues in their historical context.
 Answer may be largely descriptive/ narratives of events
and links between this and analytical comments will
typically be weak or unexplained OR answers will mix
passages of descriptive material with occasional
explained analysis.
 Limited points made about importance/links or about
developments in the context of the period will be little
more than assertions and descriptions

12-13
 There is some relevant accurate
historical knowledge deployed: this
may be generalised and patchy.
There may be inaccuracies and
irrelevant material also
 Some accurate use of relevant
historical terminology but often
inaccurate/ inappropriate use
 Often unclear and disorganised
sections; writing will often be clear if
basic but there may be some
illegibility and weak prose where the
sense is not clear or obvious

13-15
 General and sometimes inaccurate understanding of key
concepts relevant to analysis and of concepts relevant to
the topic
 General or weak understanding of the significance of
most relevant issues in their historical context
 Attempts at analysis will be weak or generalised, based
on plausible but unsubstantiated points or points with
very general or inappropriate substantiation OR there
may be a relevant but patchy description of
events/developments coupled with judgements that are
no more than assertions
 There will be some understanding of the question but
answers may focus on the topic not address the focus of
the question

9-11
Use of relevant evidence will be
limited; there will be much
irrelevance and inaccuracy
 Answer may have little
organisation or structure; weak use
of English and poor organisation

11-12
 Very little understanding of key concepts
 Very limited understanding of the topic or of the
question’s requirements
 Limited explanation will be very brief/ fragmentary
 The answer will be characterised by generalised
assertion and/or description/ narratives, often brief

4-8
No understanding of the topic or of
the question’s requirements; little
relevant and accurate knowledge
 Very fragmentary and disorganised
response; very poor use of English
and some incoherence

6-10
No understanding of key concepts or historical
developments.
 No valid explanations
 Typically very brief and very descriptive answer

0-3

0-5
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Marking Instructions
AS UNIT F963 & UNIT F964 – Historical Enquiries
Maximum mark 100. 1 answer: 2 parts.
Question (a) Maximum mark 30
A01a

A01b

AO2a

IA

6

8

16

IB

6

7

13-15

II

5

6

11-12

III

4

5

9-10

IV

3

4

7-8

V

2

3

5-6

VI

1

2

3-4

VII

0

0-1

0-2

Notes related to Question (a)
(i)
(ii)
(iii)

Allocate marks to the most appropriate level for each AO
If several marks are available in a box, work from the top mark down until the best fit has
been found
Many answers will not fall at the same level for each AO

Question (b) Maximum mark 70
A01a

A01b

AO2a

AO2b

IA

9-10

11-12

26-28

20

IB

8

9-10

23-25

17-19

II

7

8

20-22

14-16

III

6

6-7

17-19

11-13

IV

4-5

4-5

14-16

8-10

V

3

3

11-13

6-7

VI

2

2

5-10

3-5

VII

0-1

0-1

0-4

0-2

Notes related to Part B:
(i)
(ii)
(iii)

Allocate marks to the most appropriate level for each AO
If several marks are available in a box, work from the top mark down until the best fit has
been found
Many answers will not be at the same level for each AO
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Marking Instructions

AOs
Total for
each
question =
30

Level IA

Level IB

Level II

Marking Grid for Question (a)
AO1a
AO1b
Recall, select and deploy
Demonstrate understanding of
historical knowledge
the past through explanation,
appropriately, and
analysis and arriving at
communicate knowledge and
substantiated judgements of:
understanding of history in a
- key concepts such as
clear and effective manner.
causation, consequence,
continuity, change and
significance within an historical
context;
- the relationships between
key features and
characteristics of the periods
studied.
 Accurate use of a range of
 Answer is consistently and
appropriate historical
relevantly analytical with
terminology
developed comparison and
judgement
 Answer is clearly structured
and coherent; communicates  Clear and accurate
accurately and legibly
understanding of key
concepts relevant to
analysis and to the topic
 Clear and accurate
understanding of the
significance of issues in
their historical context
6
 Accurate use of a range of
appropriate historical
terminology
 Answer is clearly structured
and coherent; communicates
accurately and legibly

8
 Judgements are supported
by appropriate references
to both content and
provenance
 Very good level of
understanding of key
concepts
 Clear and accurate
understanding of the
significance of issues in
their historical context

6
Generally accurate use of
historical terminology
Answer is structured and
mostly coherent; writing is
legible and communication is
generally clear

7
 Good attempt at
explanation/ analysis but
uneven overall judgements
 Mostly clear and accurate
understanding of key
concepts
 Clear understanding of the
significance of most
relevant issues in their
historical context

5

6

5

AO2a
As part of an historical enquiry,
analyse and evaluate a range
of appropriate source material
with discrimination.

 Response provides a
focused comparison and/or
contrast of both content and
provenance
 Evaluates qualities such as
reliability, completeness,
consistency, typicality, and
especially utility, in relation
to the question









16
Response provides an
effective comparison
and/or contrast of both
content and provenance
Evaluates a range of
qualities of authenticity,
completeness,
consistency, typicality and
usefulness in relation to the
question

13-15
Provides a relevant
comparison and/ or
contrast of both content
and provenance
Answer lacks
completeness in evaluating
most of the range of
available criteria (eg.
limited use of the
introductions and/ or
attributions)

11-12

Marking Instructions

AOs
Level III

AO1a
 Answer includes relevant
historical terminology but
this may not be extensive or
always accurately used
 Most of the answer is
organised and structured;
the answer is mostly legible
and clearly communicated


Level IV


4
There may be some
evidence that is
tangential or irrelevant
Some unclear and/or
under-developed and/or
disorganised sections;
mostly satisfactory level
of communication

Level VI

Level VII






AO2a
Provides a comparison
and/ or contrast
Makes limited links with the
sources by focusing too
much on content or on
provenance
The organisation is
uneven, confining the
comparison to the second
half of the answer or simply
to a concluding paragraph

9-10
 Response attempts a
comparison and/or
contrast but the comment
is largely sequential
 Few points of
comparative provenance
or discussion of
similarity/difference of
content
7-8
 Identifies some points of
agreement and/or
disagreement
 The comparison and/or
contrast is implicit
 There is no judgement

3
There may be
inaccuracies and
irrelevant material.
 Some accurate use of
relevant historical
terminology but often
inaccurate/ inappropriate
use
 Often unclear and
disorganised sections;
writing will often be clear
if basic but there may be
some illegibility and weak
prose where the sense is
not clear or obvious
2
There will be much
irrelevance and inaccuracy
Answer may have little
organisation or structure;
weak use of English and
poor organisation

4
 General and sometimes
inaccurate understanding of
key concepts relevant to
analysis and of concepts
relevant to the topic
 General or weak
understanding of the
significance of most relevant
issues in their historical
context

3
 Limited explanation but
mainly description /
narrative
 Very little understanding of
key concepts

5-6
 Very weak commentary on
one point of agreement/
disagreement
 Sources may be
paraphrased with no real
attempt to compare and/or
contrast

1
No understanding of the
topic or of the question’s
requirements
 Totally irrelevant answer
 Very poor use of English

2
 Weak explanation, and
descriptive / narrative
commentary on the sources
No understanding of key
concepts

3-4
 No attempt to provide a
comparison and/or contrast
 Sources are paraphrased
or copied out


Level V

AO1b
A mixture of internal analysis
and discussion of similarities
and/or differences. A
judgement is unlikely
 Some/uneven understanding
of many key concepts relevant
to analysis and of many
concepts relevant to the topic
 Uneven understanding of the
significance of most relevant
issues in their historical
context
5
 Mostly satisfactory
understanding of key concepts
 Mostly satisfactory explanation
but some unlinked though
relevant assertions, description
/ narrative
 There is no judgement

0-1

0

6

0-2

Marking Instructions
Marking Grid for Question (b)
AOs
Total
mark for
the
question
= 70

Level IA

Level IB

AO1a
Recall, select and
deploy historical
knowledge
appropriately, and
communicate
knowledge and
understanding of
history in a clear and
effective manner.

 Uses a wide range
of accurate, detailed
and relevant
evidence
 Accurate and
confident use of
appropriate
historical
terminology
 Answer is clearly
structured and
coherent;
communicates
accurately and
legibly

9-10
Uses accurate,
detailed and relevant
evidence
 Accurate use of a
range of appropriate
historical
terminology
 Answer is clearly
structured and
mostly coherent;
writes accurately
and legibly

8

AO1b
Demonstrate
understanding of the
past through
explanation, analysis
and arriving at
substantiated
judgements of:
- key concepts such as
causation,
consequence,
continuity, change and
significance within an
historical context;
- the relationships
between key features
and characteristics of
the periods studied.
 Clear and accurate
understanding of key
concepts relevant to
analysis and to the
topic
 Clear and accurate
understanding of the
significance of issues
in their historical
context
 Answer is consistently
and relevantly
analytical with
developed
explanations leading
to careful judgements

AO2a
As part of an historical
enquiry, analyse and
evaluate a range of
appropriate source
material with
discrimination.

AO2b
Analyse and evaluate,
in relation to the
historical context, how
aspects of the past
have been interpreted
and represented in
different ways.

 Excellent analysis
and evaluation of
all sources with
high levels of
discrimination
 Analyses and
evaluates the
limitations of the
sources and what is
required to add to
their completeness
as a set

 Excellent analysis
and evaluation of the
historical
interpretation using
all sources and own
knowledge to reach
a clear conclusion
 Fully understands
that the sources may
either support or
refute the
interpretation

11-12
 Clear and accurate
understanding of most
key concepts relevant
to analysis and to the
topic
 Clear understanding
of the significance of
issues in their
historical context
 Judgements are
supported by
appropriate
references to both
content and
provenance
9-10

26-28
 Focussed analysis
and evaluation of
all sources with
high levels of
discrimination
 Analyses and
evaluates the
limitations of the
sources and what is
required to add to
their completeness
as a set

20
 Focussed analysis
and evaluation of the
historical
interpretation using
all sources and own
knowledge to reach
a clear conclusion
 Understands that the
sources may either
support or refute the
interpretation

23-25

17-19

7

Marking Instructions

AOs
Level II

Level III

Level
IV

AO1a
Uses mostly
accurate, detailed
and relevant
evidence which
demonstrates a
competent command
of the topic
Generally accurate use
of historical
terminology
Answer is structured
and mostly coherent;
writing is legible and
communication is
generally clear
7
 Uses accurate and
relevant evidence
which demonstrates
some command of
the topic but there
may be some
inaccuracy
 Answer includes
relevant historical
terminology but this
may not be
extensive or always
accurately used
 Most of the answer
is organised and
structured; the
answer is mostly
legible and clearly
communicated
6
 There is deployment
of relevant
knowledge but level/
accuracy of detail
will vary; there may
be some evidence
that is tangential or
irrelevant
 Some unclear
and/or underdeveloped and/or
disorganised
sections; mostly
satisfactory level of
communication

4-5

AO1b
 Mostly clear and
accurate
understanding of key
concepts
 Clear understanding
of the significance of
most relevant issues
in their historical
context.
 Good attempt at
explanation/ analysis
but uneven overall
judgements

AO2a
 Focussed analysis
and evaluation of
most of the
sources with good
levels of
discrimination
 Analyses and
evaluates some of
the limitations of
the sources and
what is required to
add to their
completeness as a
set

8
Shows a sound
understanding of key
concepts.
Sound awareness of
the significance of
issues in their
historical context
Attempts an
explanation/ analysis
but overall judgement
may be incomplete

20-22
 Refers to most of
the sources to
illustrate an
argument rather
than analysing and
evaluating their
evidence
 Aware of some of
the sources’
limitations either
individually or as a
set

6-7
 Mostly satisfactory
understanding of key
concepts
 Some explanation but
not always linked to
the question
 Assertions,
description / narrative
will characterise part
of the answer

17-19
 Sources are
discussed
sequentially
 Considers some
of the limitations
of the sources;
but may not
establish a sense
of different views

4-5

14-16

8

AO2b
 Focussed analysis
and evaluation of the
historical
interpretation using
most of the sources
and appropriate own
knowledge to reach a
clear conclusion
 There may be some
imbalance between
discussion of the
sources and use of
external knowledge in
evaluating the
interpretation
14-16
 Sound analysis and
evaluation of the
historical
interpretation.
 There may be some
description and
unevenness
between use of own
knowledge and use
of sources
 Answers which use
the sources but no
own knowledge in
assessing the
interpretation have a
Level III ceiling

11-13
 Some analysis and
evaluation of the
historical
interpretation with
increasing amounts
of description
 Response is more
imbalanced than
Level III in using
sources and own
knowledge
 Answers that use
own knowledge but
make no use of the
sources in assessing
the interpretation
have a Level IV
ceiling
8-10

Marking Instructions

AOs
Level V

Level
VI

Level
VII

AO1a
There is some
relevant historical
knowledge deployed:
this may be
generalised and
patchy. There may
be inaccuracies and
irrelevant material
Some accurate use of
relevant historical
terminology but often
inaccurate/
inappropriate use
Often unclear and
disorganized sections;
writing will often be
basic and there may
be some illegibility and
weak prose where the
sense is not clear or
obvious
3
Use of relevant
evidence will be
limited; there will be
much irrelevance and
inaccuracy
 Answer may have
little organisation or
structure
 Weak use of English
and poor
organisation
2
No understanding of
the topic or of the
question’s
requirements; little
relevant and accurate
knowledge
Very fragmentary and
disorganised response;
very poor use of
English and some
incoherence
0-1

AO1b
General and
sometimes inaccurate
understanding of key
concepts relevant to
analysis and of
concepts relevant to
the topic
General or weak
understanding of the
significance of most
relevant issues in their
historical context

AO2a
Limited attempt to
use the sources or
discriminate
between them; they
are discussed
sequentially
Sources will be used
for reference and
illustration of an
argument

AO2b
Mainly description
with limited comment
on the context of the
question
Little effective analysis
of how far the sources
support the
interpretation

3
 Very little
understanding of
key concepts.
 No explanation.
 Assertion, description
/ narrative
predominate

11-13
 Weak application
of the sources to
the question
 Weak attempt at
analysis

6-7
 Weak contextual
knowledge
 Mainly description
with weak
evaluation of the
historical
interpretation

2
No understanding of
key concepts
 Weak explanation,
assertion, description
/ narrative

5-10
 Very weak
application of the
sources to the
question
 No attempt at
analysis

3-5
 Very weak attempt at
evaluating the
historical
interpretation
 Heavily descriptive
 No contextual
knowledge

0-1

0-4

9

0-2

Marking Instructions
F966
Maximum mark 120 for this unit.

2 answers: Each maximum mark 60
A01a

A01b

IA

18-20

36-40

IB

16-17

32-35

II

14-15

28-31

III

12-13

24-27

IV

10-11

20-23

V

8-9

16-19

VI

4-7

8-15

VII

0-3

0-7

Notes:
(i)

Allocate marks to the most appropriate level for each AO.

(ii)

If several marks are available in a box, work from the top mark down until the best
fit has been found.

(iii)

Many answers will not fall at the same level for each AO.

(iv)

Candidates will demonstrate synoptic skills by drawing together appropriate
techniques, knowledge and understanding to evaluate developments over the
whole of the period

10

Marking Instructions

AO1a
AOs
Total mark
for each
question =
60

Level IA

Level IB

Level II

AO1b

Recall, select and deploy
historical knowledge
appropriately, and communicate
knowledge and understanding of
history in a clear and effective
manner.

Demonstrate understanding of the past
through explanation, analysis and arriving at
substantiated judgements of:
- key concepts such as causation,
consequence, continuity, change and
significance within an historical context;
- the relationships between key features and
characteristics of the periods studied

• Uses a wide range of accurate
and relevant evidence
• Accurate and confident use of
appropriate historical
terminology
• Answer is clearly structured and
coherent; communicates
accurately and legibly.
18-20

• Excellent understanding of key concepts (eg.
continuity and change) relevant to analysis in
their historical context
• Excellent synthesis and synoptic assessment
• Answer is consistently and relevantly
analytical with developed explanations and
supported judgements
• May make unexpected but substantiated
connections over the whole period
36-40

• Uses accurate and relevant
evidence
• Accurate use of a range of
appropriate historical
terminology
• Answer is clearly structured and
mostly coherent; communicates
accurately and legibly

• Very good level of understanding of key
concepts (eg. continuity and change) in their
historical context.
• Answer is consistently focused on the
question set
• Very good level of explanation/ analysis, and
provides supported judgements.
• Very good synthesis and synoptic
assessment of the whole period

16-17

32-35

• Uses mostly accurate and
relevant evidence
• Generally accurate use of
historical terminology
• Answer is structured and mostly
coherent; writing is legible and
communication is generally clear

• Good level of understanding of key concepts
(eg. continuity and change) in their historical
context
• Good explanation/ analysis but overall
judgements may be uneven
• Answer is focused on the issues in the
question set
• Good synthesis and assessment of
developments over most of the period

14-15

28-31

11

Marking Instructions
AO1a
AOs
Level III

AO1b

• Uses relevant evidence but
there may be some inaccuracy
• Answer includes relevant
historical terminology but this
may not be extensive or always
accurately used
• Most of the answer is structured
and coherent; writing is legible
and communication is generally
clear

• Shows a sound understanding of key
concepts, especially continuity and change, in
their historical context
• Most of the answer is focused on the question
set
• Answers may be a mixture of analysis and
explanation but also description and narrative,
but there may also be some uneven overall
judgements; OR answers may provide more
consistent analysis but the quality will be
uneven and its support often general or thin
• Answer assesses relevant factors but
provides only a limited synthesis of
developments over most of the period

12-13

24-27

Level IV

• There is deployment of relevant
knowledge but level/ accuracy will
vary.
• Some unclear and/or
underdeveloped
and/or disorganised
sections
• Mostly satisfactory level of
communication

• Satisfactory understanding of key concepts
(eg. continuity and change) in their
historical context
• Satisfactory focus on the question set
• Answer may be largely descriptive/
narrative of events, and links between this
and analytical comments will typically be
weak or unexplained
• Makes limited synoptic judgements about
developments over only part of the period

10-11
20-23

Level V

• General and basic historical
knowledge but also some irrelevant
and inaccurate material
• Often unclear and disorganised
sections
• Adequate level of communication
but
some weak prose passages
8-9

• General understanding of key concepts
(eg. continuity and change) in their
historical context
• Some understanding of the question but
answers may focus on the topic and not
address the question set OR provides an
answer based on generalisation
• Attempts an explanation but often general
coupled with assertion, description /
narrative
• Very little synthesis or analysis and only
part(s) of the period will be covered
16-19

12

Marking Instructions
AO1a
AOs
Level VI

AO1b

• Use of relevant evidence will be
limited; there will be much
irrelevance
and inaccuracy
• Answers may have little
organisation
or structure
• Weak use of English

• Very little understanding of key concepts
(eg. continuity and change) in their
historical context
• Limited perhaps brief explanation
• Mainly assertion, description / narrative
• Some understanding of the topic but not
the question’s requirements
8-15

4-7
Level VII

• Little relevant or accurate
Knowledge
• Very fragmentary and
disorganised
response
• Very poor use of English and
some
incoherence

• Weak understanding of key concepts
(eg. continuity and change) in their
historical context
• No explanation
• Assertion, description / narrative
predominate
• Weak understanding of the topic or of
the question’s requirements

0-3

0-7

13

F961

Mark Scheme

January 2010

F961 British History Period studies
Option A: Medieval and Early Modern England 1035-1642
From Anglo-Saxon England to Norman England 1035-1087
1

How far was Edward the Confessor’s personality the most important cause of the
problems he faced as king of England?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. Candidates
should consider a range of reasons for the problems and at the top levels evaluate their
relative importance in causing the problems. It might be said that Edward lacked the strong
qualities to make an effective king. His piety and artistic interests were admired but for his
ideals rather than their practical relevance to kingship. Better answers may start by
identifying the problems that Edward faced and this may include issues such as his lack of
knowledge of the country, his upbringing, the power of the Godwin family, the problems
created by his marriage to Edith, his support base and the problem of the lack of an heir. It
is likely that candidates may suggest that the power of the Godwin family played a large
role in causing many of the problems as Edward was heavily dependent on them, some
may use their exile to show the power they had. The power of the Godwins may be linked
to many of the problems and this may be an approach taken by those reaching the higher
levels-for example his upbringing meant that he was even more dependent upon the
support of the Godwin’s and therefore it might be argued that his marriage to Edith was
almost inevitable and that this created further problems and may even have led to the
succession crisis at the end of his reign. There may be some consideration of the
problems that followed from his continuing patronage of Normans. There might be mention
of foreign dangers, especially from Scandinavia. A king’s powers were limited and he
needed to be able to implement whatever authority he possessed.

2

‘Military factors were the most important reason for William of Normandy’s success
at the Battle of Hastings.’ How far do you agree?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. Military
factors is a wide ranging term and might include issues such as tactics, forces and
weaponry available, military leadership and the previous invasion by Harald. If candidates
use the term to encompass all of these they may find it difficult to consider other issues,
however issues such as luck for William or misfortune for Harold may be considered as
candidates might point to the timing of Harald’s invasion and the impact it had on Harold,
particularly following the changing direction of the wind, which allowed William to invade.
Some may consider the mistakes made by Harold as more important, suggesting that if he
had not rushed back from the north and waited until he had rested and had a full force he
might have won, given how close Hastings was, even with such a depleted force. Some
answers might also consider religious factors and argue that it was only with papal
blessing that William was able to gather a large enough force to be able to make the
challenge.
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To what extent did William I change the government and administration of England?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. There is a
wide range of material available for candidates to consider. Some may consider the issue
of personnel and the fate of the Anglo-Saxon earls and their replacement by Normans.
However, some answers may focus on the nature and methods of government and this
may result in consideration of the use of the feudal system, but it must be linked to
methods of government. There may be some consideration of the nature of the monarchy
and candidates might consider the use made of crown wearing sessions. The personal
rule of the monarchy became more important. Writs were used, a legacy of Anglo-Saxon
government, although they were not usually in English and they were used more frequently
to enforce William’s orders. Sheriffs and shire courts were continued but sheriffs were
evidently more important as royal officials.
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Lancastrians, Yorkists and Tudors 1450-1509
4

How successful was Richard III’s government of England?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. Some may
argue that Richard was not successful in his government of England because he lost at
Bosworth, however this point needs to be fully explained if it is to be relevant. Candidates
could point to his failure to win the support of the nobility and that his government was
over-reliant on northern nobility at the expense of the southerners. Answers may also
consider his relationship with parliament and the issue of finances, this may lead to a
discussion of benevolences and candidates might discuss whether his approach was
successful. Some may argue that his government was not successful as he did not
possess a wide enough basis of power because of the nature of his accession and
therefore lacked sufficient patronage. There may be some consideration of the nature of
his accession, but this needs to be linked to the question.

5

How effectively did Henry VII deal with England’s domestic problems?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. It is likely
that better answers will identify the domestic problems that Henry faced and then consider
how well he was able to deal with them. Many answers are likely to focus on the problem
of the Yorkist challenge, particularly Simnel and Warbeck. Candidates may argue that
these were dealt with successfully as both were defeated and some may also argue that
the threat was reduced by his marriage to Elizabeth of York. Candidates may also consider
the problem of the nobility, some may conclude that Henry’s policy was successful as he
prevented the emergence of over mighty subjects and through his policy of bonds and
recognisances was able to reduce their power, but at the same time win loyalty through
such methods as the Order of the Garter. However, others might argue that his last years
were so oppressive that the country was close to civil war. The question of the succession
might also be discussed and some may argue that initially this was successful with Arthur
and Henry, but that Arthur’s death left the succession hanging by a thread. There might be
some consideration of the financial problems and how well they were solved.

6

‘Marriage agreements were the most important achievement of Henry VII’s foreign
policy.’ How far do you agree?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. Candidates
should consider a range of achievements and evaluate their relative importance in order to
access the higher levels. Some may argue that the marriages were important as they
brought him European recognition, which was important because of his weak claim, and
also gave him an ally with the most powerful nation-Spain. It might also be argued that the
marriage of Margaret to James brought at least short term peace with Scotland and also
removed the potential threat of Warbeck, which was important to Henry. However, others
may consider that his most important achievement was achieving security from the Yorkist
threat, although it might be argued that this was only achieved at the end of the period.
There might be some consideration of how successful he was in dealing with the threat
presented by Margaret of Burgundy. Some might argue that financial gain was the most
important achievement given the nature of his finances and use the French pension to
support this and also the development and protection of trade, although the latter issue
can be debated.
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Henry VIII to Mary I 1509-1558
7

How successful were Wolsey’s domestic policies?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. There is a
wide range of domestic policies that candidates might consider and it is not expected that
candidates should cover all; it is the quality of analysis that matters. However, candidates
should cover a range of areas and this might include legal, financial, social and economic
aspects and the church. Some candidates might establish criteria against which to judge
success and this could include pleasing Henry so as to remain in power, gaining personal
wealth and prestige or improving the government of the country. It is possible that
candidates will argue that his legal reforms were the most successful and point to the
increase in cases and the availability of justice for all. However, it is possible to argue that
his financial reforms were successful, particularly in the early years and candidates may
use the example of the subsidy to support this and the funding of Henry’s foreign policy,
which won Wolsey support. However, if this line is taken it can be balanced by
consideration of the Amicable Grant. In discussing social and economic policies
candidates might focus on the issue of enclosure and argue that in the short term it
appeared to be successful, but had to be abandoned because of financial needs. The
problem of the church may figure in some essays and although some might point to his
success in dissolving some monasteries others might argue that, given the power he had,
this was a missed opportunity and that he even brought the church into disrepute. There
might be some consideration of the divorce and his failure and the consequences, but this
should not dominate the answer.

8

How far did Tudor government and administration change in the 1530s?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. There is a
wide range of issues that candidates might consider and it should not be expected that all
will be addressed, what matters is the quality of analysis, although examiners should
expect to see a range. There may be consideration of the changing role and regularity of
parliament and its increased competence as it became involved in religious issues and
some might raise the issue of the importance of statute law or point to Henry’s comment
about power in the time of parliament. There might be some consideration of the financial
courts that were established, although it should be noted that most were short-lived.
Candidates might consider the issue of Wales and the Act of Union of 1536, with the
establishment of the county system etc. Some answers might raise the Elton ‘Tudor
Revolution’ debate, but this is not to be expected as historiography is not a requirement at
AS and examiners should also be aware of answers that simply describe the Elton thesis
and do not use it to answer the question.

9

How effectively did the governments of Edward VI and Mary I deal with unrest?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. Candidates
understanding of the idea of unrest may be a determining factor in the quality of the
answer. It is likely that many answers will focus solely on the rebellions of the period:
Western, Kett and Wyatt, although the Lady Jane Grey affair may also receive mention.
Candidates may argue that Mary was more successful as Wyatt was defeated without
battle, whereas the unrest of 1549 was at least a contributory factor in the downfall of
Somerset. However, they may also argue that ultimately both the Western and Kett were
crushed. Some answers may take a broader approach and consider economic and social
issues, such as vagrancy or the problems created by the collapse of the cloth trade and
this is acceptable.
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Church and State 1529-1589
10

How important was Thomas Cromwell in influencing religious policy in the 1530s?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. There are a
large number of factors that candidates may consider, but it is not expected that they will
consider all issues, even at the highest level. There should be some consideration of
Cromwell’s role and some may argue that his more radical beliefs were important in
influencing the king to dissolve the monasteries and introduce some more protestant
views. However, this might be balanced against Cromwell’s desire and need to please the
king, arguing that he dissolved the monasteries to make Henry’ the richest man in
Christendom’. It may also be argued that Cromwell’s views were not important as once he
displeased Henry and became too radical he was removed. Candidates might suggest
there were other more important factors and issues such as power, money, the foreign
situation and threat of a Catholic crusade and Henry’s own religious beliefs might be
considered. There might also be some who argue that the condition of the church and the
need to reform in response to popular pressure was important.

11

How much support was there for Protestantism in England in 1558 and 1559?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. The focus of
1558 and 1559 is important and candidates could therefore discuss the problems Elizabeth
faced in the passing of the Elizabethan Settlement in Parliament. Candidates are also
likely to look at the level of support for Catholicism and/or Protestantism at the end of
Mary’s reign. Some may argue that the country was largely Catholic on Mary’s death,
whilst others may argue that the burnings and Marian persecution had turned England
protestant, depending on their argument so they will determine the strength of
Protestantism in England on Elizabeth’s accession. Candidates whose answers range
back into Edward’s reign and either suggest that it was difficult for Edward to turn England
protestant or that he succeeded and therefore Elizabeth had a harder/easier task can
receive credit, but the focus of the essay must be on the situation in 1559.

12

How successfully did Elizabeth I deal with the Catholic challenge from 1559 to 1589?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. Candidates
may identify the nature of the Catholic challenge and consider how it changes over the
period. Answers may look at the threat from home and abroad and suggest that at the start
of the period it was the threat from home that was the strongest, given the strength of
Catholicism. However, they may argue that Elizabeth handled this well; there was no
serious unrest, the moderate nature of the settlement and her avoidance of creating
martyrs. Some answers may also consider how well she handled the Catholic challenge of
the Northern Earls. There may also be consideration of her policy towards seminary priests
and again the avoidance of creating martyrs, but executing for treason. The handling of the
foreign threat might include her ambivalent policy in the early years, although some may
argue that Philip needed her support just as much. There may be some who argue that her
policy towards the end of the period was less successful as she provoked war with Spain
and this could have led to Catholics at home rising.
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England under Elizabeth I 1558-1603
13

How important was the Privy Council in the government of England during the reign
of Elizabeth I?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. Candidates
will need to consider the role of the Privy Council in the government of England, but this
should be weighed up against other elements of government in order to reach a judgement
about its relative importance. It is likely that many will write in greater depth about the role
of parliament and some may be sidetracked in to the debate about parliament. Better
answers might also consider local government and the role of JPs etc.

14

‘Inflation was the most serious financial problem facing Elizabeth I and her
government’. How far do you agree?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. There is a
range of financial problems that candidates can consider, but they must give due attention
to the named factor, even if they argue that it was not the most important. Inflation had a
major impact on crown revenue and impacted on the cost of warfare, which would be a
major item of expenditure at the end of the period. Inflation also had an impact on taxation
returns, although some may suggest that it was Elizabeth’s failure to update assessments
that was the bigger problem. Some may consider the problem of crown expenditure and
selling of crown lands, others may look at customs or monopolies as issues.

15

How successful was Elizabeth I in dealing with the issue of the succession during
her reign?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. The issue of
the succession concerned many, but Elizabeth did not want the matter discussed by
parliament and did not want to name a successor. Candidates might argue that parliament
did try to discuss the issue, but were largely unsuccessful in getting any answer from
Elizabeth. Some answers might argue that Elizabeth handled the situation very well, given
the fact she was seen as illegitimate by some. They may point to her handling of the issue
of Mary Queen of Scots, who was the potential heir, but by not naming her it discouraged
attempts to hasten her accession. Elizabeth was also masterful in exploiting her position
as the ‘Virgin Queen’ and candidates might consider the various marriage proposals and
how well they were handled and exploited by her. There might be some consideration of
the last years and the position of James VI.
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The Early Stuarts and the Origins of the Civil War 1603-1642
16

Assess the reasons why financial issues caused conflict between James I and his
parliaments.
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. There is a
range of issues that candidates can consider and it is not expected that all areas will be
covered, what is important is the quality of analysis. Some answers may identify the
financial problems that James faced, such as the inherited debt and the inadequacy of
royal finances and suggest that it was the scale of the problem that was the major issue.
However, others may suggest that it was James’ extravagance, particularly money spent
at court or on royal favourites that caused conflict. There may be some consideration of
foreign policy and the differing views of James and parliament and this can be linked to
financial clashes. Some answers might argue that parliament used the issue of supply to
try to obtain redress of grievances, whilst others may suggest that there was a lack of trust
between the two, shown in the failure of the Great Contract. Issues such as monopolies
and impositions may also receive consideration.

17

‘Charles I desire for financial independence from parliament was the most important
reason for the establishment of personal rule in 1629’. How far do you agree?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. The focus of
the question should be on the establishment of Personal rule and candidates who write
about the nature of rule should not receive high credit. Candidates will need to focus on
Charles’ aims and problems in the period from 1625 to 1629 to be able to address fully the
demands of the question. Answers may consider the problematic relationship between
Charles and his parliaments in this period and suggest that he wanted political
independence and link this to his belief in Divine Right or even suggest that parliament
was not a permanent part of the constitution. Some answers will look at other areas of
conflict, such as foreign affairs or his relationship with Buckingham and again may argue
that Charles wanted to avoid criticism and prevent parliament from linking supply to
redress of grievance. Charles’ attitude towards parliament and his view of their role is also
an area that might be considered.

18

To what extent was Charles I personal rule the most important cause of the outbreak
of Civil War in England in 1642?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. The question
invites candidates to weigh up a range of factors causing the civil war. Those who focus on
personal rule may consider the impact of the financial and religious policies of Charles and
the growing opposition generated by polices such as Thorough and the fear it created.
However, this may be balanced against the lack of a united opposition or the lack of a
royalist party, suggesting that at this stage there could not be a war. Candidates who
argue that the causes were short term will focus on developments during the period 16402. Some may argue that the war was unlikely in the summer of 1641 as Charles had
compromised, others may suggest that the Grand Remonstrance was the turning point,
others may suggest it was attempted arrest of the Five MP’s, whilst others may suggest it
was either parliament taking control of the army or the Nineteen Propositions. There is a
great deal that candidates could consider and it is not expected that all issues will be
looked at, what matters is the quality of analysis.
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Option B: Modern 1783-1994
From Pitt to Peel 1783-1846
1

To what extent was the support of the crown the most important reason for Pitt’s
domination of politics from 1783 to 1793?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. Candidates
will need to write a good paragraph on the named factor if they are to access the higher
levels, even if they conclude that it was not the most important reason. Candidates will
need to assess the role of George III in ensuring the survival of Pitt’s ministry, particularly
in the 1784 election and the Regency Crisis of 1788 and then attempt to evaluate this
against other factors if they are to achieve the higher levels. The king played an important
role through patronage, control of the frequency of elections and his own distaste for the
Whigs, particularly Fox and North. The partnership between Pitt and George should not be
understated. It might also be noted that once the king withdrew support Pitt soon fell. Other
factors for survival could include Pitt’s successful domestic policy in the 1780s, which saw
economic and financial recovery and his use of repression in the 1790s, the division and
weakness of the Whig opposition, made worse by splits over the French Revolution and
Pitt’s mastery of parliamentary business and debate.

2

How far would you agree that the Conservative party was more liberal from 1822 to
1830 than from 1812 to 1822?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. The question
of how liberal the Tories were in the period after 1822 remains an open one, but most are
likely to argue that they were more liberal after 1822 than before. To support the view
candidates could use: the appointment of younger politicians such as Canning, Peel and
Huskinsson after 1822-3, the economic legislation passed by both Robinson and
Huskinsson and the reforms of Peel at the Home Office. However candidates might argue
that there were also some illiberal measures such as the refusal to accept Roman Catholic
Emancipation, the fact that the repeal of the Test and Corporation Acts were forced upon
them, and the refusal to entertain the issue of parliamentary reform. These issues should
be contrasted with the measure of the earlier period in order to reach a conclusion.
Candidates are likely to argue that even if the later period was not that liberal, the earlier
period was repressive and point to the Corn Laws, the Suspension of Habeas Corpus, the
Six Acts and Seditious Meetings. However, this might be balanced against the need to
tackle unrest and that the acts were no more repressive than Pitts. There might also be
some consideration of the more liberal reforms of the earlier period.

3

How successful was Peel’s leadership of the Conservative party to 1846?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. Answers
must focus on Peel as the party leader and not simply examine his reforms in the ministry
of 1841-6, although some of these might be used to show he was not a great party leader.
Some may argue that in the early years he was a good party leader as he reorganised the
party after the disasters of the Great Reform Act and with his Tamworth Manifesto adapted
the party to a changed set of electoral conditions. There might also be consideration of the
reforms at the centre with reorganisation, the creation of the Carlton Club and Registration
issues. Peel’s attempts to broaden the appeal of the party might also be discussed and
candidates might be aware that the 1841 election results suggest he failed in this aspect
and was returned to power on traditional Tory votes. There might be some discussion
about the significance of the 100 days and also his support for some Whig measures to
argue that he had shown the party was responsible and fit to govern. It is likely that many
will consider his treatment of backbenchers once he was in power and his belief that it was
his duty to serve the nation and monarch not the party. This might result in some
discussion of his abandonment of key Tory ideas over protection and issues in Ireland.
Many are likely to suggest that his action over the Corn Laws suggests he was a poor
party leader as he split the party and the result was years in the political wilderness. Some
might argue that it was not Peel’s successes that brought the Conservatives back into
power but the mistakes and failings of the Whigs
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Liberals and Conservatives 1846-1895
4

How important was the influence of Gladstone in the emergence of the Liberal party
by 1868?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. Candidates
are likely to focus on how Gladstone contributed to the key issues in Liberal development
such as party development, winning elections, party cohesion and winning key electoral
groups. Gladstone was able to identify the party with an attractive financial and economic
package of low taxation and free trade in his budgets. Some may argue that it was
Palmerston who founded the Liberal party in 1859 over the Italian principle and also note
that Gladstone was absent from the Willis Rooms meeting. However, some might argue
that Gladstone was important as he created a liberal press by his repeal of the Paper
Duties; he made contacts with the Trade Unions and forged contacts with the radicals.
These issues will be balanced against other factors, such as the split in the Conservative
party on the role of the Peelites. There might be consideration of the roles of radicals such
as Bright and Cobden, unity over Italy, common support for free trade, trust in the party
over finance and the abandonment of the aristocratic Whiggish image associated with
Grey and Melbourne.

5

‘The loss of working class support was the most important reason for the defeat of
the Liberal party in the 1874 election.’ How far do you agree?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. Candidates
will need to write a good paragraph on the named factor if they are to access the higher
levels, even if they conclude that it was not the most important reason. Candidates will
need to explain how, despite a generally good press for Gladstone’s legislative
achievements, he lost the 1874 election. They must consider the loss of working class
support, even if they conclude it was the not the most important reason. In looking at this
factor they might include artisan and working class disapproval of Trade Union legislation
that was repressive on peaceful picketing and acts in restraint of trade as well as
resentment over the Licensing Act. They may assess the fall out from many of his reforms
– The Whig upper class was unhappy over the Irish reform, particularly land, they also
disliked the Abolition of the Purchase of Commissions in the Army and exams in the Civil
Service. They might consider the importance of the non-conformists, unhappy with
Forster’s Education Act which implicitly sided with the Anglicans. The administrative
reforms and increased efficiency, which the government achieved, would hardly bring
votes. Candidates might also consider the impact of an ‘apparently weak foreign policy’,
Gladstone losing steam and a faltering leadership in 1873/4 and the failure to find a
rallying cry beyond income tax.
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To what extent did Disraeli’s ministries of 1867 and 1874 - 1880 follow the ideas of
Tory democracy?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. Candidates
will need to show an understanding of the concept of Tory democracy – knitting up the
social divisions between rich and poor by paternalistic social reform, cementing an upper
and working class bond at the expense of the middle classes. In discussing this issue
candidates might consider the Second Reform Act. There might be some mention of the
origins of Tory democracy in his novels and Young England to suggest that he was likely
to follow such a policy, although some may argue these were simply idealistic. In order to
support the argument candidates might make reference to his speeches at Crystal Palace
and Manchester, from the reforms themselves, Artisan Dwellings Act, Trade Union Act,
Public Health Act, Food and Drink, Pollution and Merchant Shipping. In considering these
acts candidates might discuss their intentions and practice to show whether they did
uphold the ideals. Against the argument candidates might suggest that such reforms were
already in the pipeline, that they built on existing practice, they simply followed a liberal
framework, that developments in technology made such developments possible, that their
impact was limited and that Tory Democracy was a later phrase which made little sense
electorally.
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Foreign and Imperial Policies 1856-1914
7

To what extent was the maintenance of the balance of power the most important
factor influencing British foreign policy from 1856 to 1902?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. Candidates
will need to write a good paragraph on the named factor if they are to access the higher
levels, even if they conclude that it was not the most important reason. There are a
number of factors that candidates might consider when addressing the question and
examiners should not expect them all to be discussed, what is important is the quality of
analysis. Some might argue that although the balance of power was an important issue the
countries that threatened it changed from Russia to Germany. This issue might also be
linked to trade and the need to preserve trade routes, particularly to India and how this
impacted on relations with Russia. This might also be linked to imperial concerns over
India and therefore the issue of the Mediterranean and the Suez Canal might feature.
Issues of naval supremacy and ‘blue water’ might also be considered and the question of
the two power principle. There might be some consideration of the importance of support
for nationalist movements and Britain’s relationship with Italy, Germany and Poland in this
period might be considered.

8

How far did support for imperialism decline from 1880 to 1902?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. Examiners
need to ensure that candidates focus on ‘how far’ and do not simply assume that it did
decline and assess ‘why’. Some answers might challenge the assumption that it did
decline and point to the positive images of the ultimate victory or the result of the Khaki
election. It is possible to argue that victory in the Boer War in 1902 only reinforced an
image of invincibility and there was no decline and this can be seen in the popular jingoism
of the music hall and added to the ideal that the ‘sun never sets ‘ on the British Empire.
They might also point to the celebrations of Queen Victoria. However, this might be
balanced against the negative reaction to the Boer War and some may suggest that it was
a turning point as a small force had caused such difficulty for the might of the Empire;
mention might also be made of the brutal use of concentration camps that damaged the
reputation of imperialism. This can be supported by reference to the questioning of the
wisdom of Chamberlain’s imperial vision and the social and medical problems highlighted
by the Boer War caused some to argue that Britain should concentrate on domestic
reform.

9

Assess the reasons why Britain’s attitude to major European powers changed from
1902.
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. Candidates
might argue that this was due to the resolution of areas of dispute with France, particularly
in colonial issues following the Fashoda incident. They may argue that this led to the
Entente Cordiale and some might develop this and suggest that relations with Germany
changed following the Entente as Germany feared what might have been agreed.
However, some candidates might suggest that it was the growing power and fear of
Germany that caused Britain’s attitude to change; there might be reference to the
development of the German navy, her economic growth or support for the Boers. Some
candidates might explain how these developments, particularly after the Anglo Japanese
alliance of 1902 encouraged an improvement in relations with Russia. There might be
some candidates who argue that Britain’s attitude to European countries did not change
and argue that the Entente did not commit Britain to war, that the agreements made
followed on from the earlier Mediterranean agreements or that Britain still followed a policy
of splendid isolation: this approach is valid and should be credited accordingly. Some
might argue that attitudes did not change and that Britain was just concerned to avoid war
and that it was the means that changed.
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Domestic Issues 1918-1951
10

How successful was the Conservative party from 1918 to 1929?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. Some
candidates might argue that the party was very successful and point to the electoral
recovery after 1906. It can be argued that they dominated the period electorally: the
Coupon election and resulted in Conservative dominance, they won in 1922, were still the
largest party in 1924 and won the subsequent election. However, some might balance this
against the importance of Lloyd George in their victory of 1918, the party ‘split’ in 1924 and
the subsequent Second Eleven Cabinet and the success of Labour in 1929. Some might
debate how well the Conservatives handled the major issues such as the General Strike
and social issues or they might consider whether Baldwin was successful in creating a new
Conservatism, which resulted in electoral dominance throughout this period and up to
1945. It might be argued that Baldwin was able to heal the divides in society that had been
created by the General Strike.

11

‘Poor Trade Union leadership was the most important reason for the failure of the
General Strike.’ How far do you agree?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. There are a
number of reasons that candidates might assess in order to decide the most important
reason for failure. Candidates will need to write a good paragraph on the named factor if
they are to access the higher levels, even if they conclude that it was not the most
important reason. They might argue that the Unions were reluctant to embark on a General
Strike and did so in light of their apparent weak actions on Black Friday. They might link
this to the shortness of the General Strike and why the miners were abandoned so quickly.
This might lead them to argue that they were pushed into it by the Coal Unions. On the
other hand some might argue that the government was well prepared for the strike, having
stockpiled coal and were aided by the timing. They might also point to the government’s
ability to win the propaganda war and the role of Churchill and the British Gazette in this.
Some might consider the reaction of a section of the public who were willing to help and
enjoyed the opportunities the strike presented.

12

How successful were the Labour governments’ reforms of 1945-51 in improving
social and economic conditions?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. The
approach to the question might depend on how success is judged; is it seen against the
desires of many committed socialists or against the problems and difficulties they faced. It
might be argued that Attlee’s government accomplished a modest redistribution of wealth
through fiscal policy and therefore improved social conditions, there was also full
employment and improved living standards for the working class this could be contrasted
with the feeling of relative deprivation among the middle class. It might be argued that they
suffered more austerity with food shortages and rationing than during the war. In
considering social conditions it is likely that many will focus on issues such as the NHS
and education opportunities. In considering social conditions candidates might refer to the
National Insurance Act, the industrial Injuries Act and National Assistance Act and Family
Allowance Act. Some historians have argued that these measures were so significant that
they should be seen as achieving a social revolution, suggesting they were a success.
There might also be a discussion as to whether the nationalisation programme was
successful in improving economic conditions. However, this might be balanced against the
economic problems they faced such as debts and argue that even though there was some
recovery it was not enough to meet expectations and link this to the dollar gap and the
defence spending associated with the Cold War. Some may argue that the government
lacked any carefully thought-out plans of social reconstruction.
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Foreign and Imperial Policies 1945-1990
13

How far did British foreign policy change from 1945 to 1964?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. There are a
large number of areas and issues that candidates might consider, but it is not expected
that they will deal with all, what matters is the quality of the analysis. Candidates might
choose to approach this by looking at either themes or their relationship with individual
countries or the EEC. If they take the latter approach it is likely that they will focus on
Britain’s relationship with the USA and USSR and this might be linked to the issues of the
Cold War. Some might argue that there was a significant change after the war because of
Britain’s financial position and point to the change seen in Greece. The development of a
close relationship with the USA might be stressed, although some might argue that after
Suez this did see a shift. The desire to remain a great power remained a constant and
answers might mention Britain’s place on the Security Council and the desire for an
independent nuclear deterrent.

14

How far was the decline of the British Empire the most important reason for the
change in British attitudes towards Europe from 1945 to 1973?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. Candidates
are likely to consider a number of reasons, but in order to access the higher levels they
must write at least a good paragraph on the given factor, even if they conclude it was not
the most important. Candidates may consider the perception that Britain had to make a
choice between the Empire and Europe and with ‘the wind of change’ shift to decolonisation altered Conservative views. There might also be consideration of the
perception that Britain had to make a choice between USA and Europe; this might also be
linked to the new direction under Eden and the application to join the EEC in 1963. There
might be some consideration of Heath’s attitudes. Some answers might consider the
economic success of the EEC and compare this with the failure of EFTA. This might be
compared with Britain’s go it alone attitude up to 1960. Many in Britain did not take
European integration seriously until 1960, pointing to Britain’s world status and her desire
to shape Europe rather than be shaped by it. This might be linked to distrust of the
Schumann Plan and EEC.

15

To what extent did Thatcher achieve her aims in foreign policy?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. It is likely
that candidates will identify Thatcher’s aims before assessing how far she achieved them.
There might be some consideration of her desire to reassert Britain’s position as a major
power and this might be linked to the Falklands War, although some might balance this
with the Grenada incident. There is a case that Thatcher wanted to improve relations with
the US and that this was achieved through events such as the Libya bombings. Answers
may discuss her aims regarding the EU, particularly the question of the budget and are
likely to conclude that she achieved her aims, even if some have argued that her stance
damaged Britain’s position in Europe. Thatcher wanted to see the defeat of communism
and it is likely that some will argue that this was achieved and that her role was of some
significance. There might be some consideration of the Rhodesian question where it might
be argued that Thatcher achieved her aim of improving Britain’s position in the
Commonwealth.
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Post-War Britain 1951-1994
16

‘Labour weakness was the most important reason for Conservative dominance from
1951 to 1964’. How far do you agree?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. There are a
large number of reasons that candidates might consider, but it is not expected that they will
cover all areas, what matters is the quality of analysis. However, in order to achieve the
higher levels they must consider the named factor even if they conclude it was not the
most important. Candidates will need to identify the weakness of Labour opposition during
the period. The weakness of Labour opposition in this period was focused on the left
versus right wing debate over the future of the party. Modernisers or revisionists under
Gaitskell wished to increase the private sector involvement and remove Clause 4. They
were opposed by traditionalists under Bevan who wished to expand public sector
involvement and oppose nuclear weapons. The divisions did not go down well with the
electorate. However, it is likely that this will be contrasted with the positive elements of
Conservative rule. It might be argued that prosperity made Labour disputes appear petty.
Economic recovery was underway and the Conservatives were able to dismantle the
apparatus of austerity and gain the credit. Politics were devised to manage this by Butler,
Maudling, Powell and MacLeod. A property owning democracy had more appeal than
Bevan’s expanded public sector or Gaitskell’s social democracy. The Conservatives were
able to reduce taxes yet maintain and even increase social expenditure, completing the
promised ‘homes’ programme. Full employment spread the gain more widely and affluence
became more marked. The Conservatives timed elections well to coincide with ‘boom’ and
avoided moments of disaster such as Suez or Profumo.

17

How successful was Heath as leader of the Conservative party?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. Candidates
may argue that Heath was a failure as leader and point to his defeat in 1974, when he
called an election despite a large majority, and subsequent loss of the leadership of the
party to Thatcher. He failed in nearly of all his aims: reducing the price rise, increasing
productivity and reducing unemployment. In particular candidates might discuss his failure
to deal with industrial relations, which led to his eventual downfall. It resulted in conflict
with the miners and his misjudgement in calling an early election resulted in defeat. Some
might argue that he failed to carry through his tough programme of economic and industrial
reform on which the party had won the election and therefore should be judged to have
failed and these were the grounds of criticism from the Thatcherite wing of the party, even
their emergence might be used to argue he failed. There might be consideration of the
number of U turns he made and the weak image that this created among the electorate.
However, some might argue that he should not be judged as failing in his leadership, but
these problems need to be seen in the context of the extraordinary and unstable domestic
and international problems with which he was faced.
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Assess the reasons why governments were unable to solve the Irish problem in the
period to 1994.
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question. Answers
may start by identifying the problems faced by the governments and this might include
issues such as the divisions, the growth of terrorism, economic discrimination, the use of
violence, the development of paramilitary groups and perceptions of the police and army.
Although the topic starts in 1951 some answers might place the problems in context of
earlier developments and this can be credited provided the main focus is on the period
from 1951. Candidates might consider the problem of the division between Nationalists
and Loyalists and the emergence of more extreme forms within the period which resorted
to more violent approaches. The sizeable proportion of the population, about 1/3, who felt
resentment against the government made the problems more difficult to resolve.
Candidates might examine the importance of the events of 1968-9 in exacerbating the
problems and they might also argue that the issues had largely been ignored until then and
that this had matters worse. There might be an examination of the issues of discrimination
in policing, social and economic areas and the anti-Catholic nature of the Unionist majority
that added to the difficulties and this might be linked to the problem of a Unionist
dominated government. Answers are likely to consider the role of the IRA and the
emergence of the Provisional IRA following the split in 1969. Attitudes towards the British
army among many Catholics did not make the situation any easier. Policies such as
internment may also have exacerbated the problem and this was added to by events such
as Bloody Sunday. There might be an exploration as to why the Sunningdale Agreement
and power sharing failed and this might include the change in government and a lack of
decisive leadership. There might also be some consideration of international support for
terrorism and reference made to the hunger strikes of the 1980s. Some candidates might
also examine the problem of relationship between Britain and the Irish government,
particularly when Fianna Fail was in power, particularly during the Falklands crisis.
Candidates might also make reference to the political success of Sinn Fein, the divisions
within the Unionist movement and the limited support among both communities for a
lasting peace.
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F962 European and World History Period Studies
Option A: Medieval and Early Modern 1095-1609
The Crusades and Crusader States 1095-1192
1

Assess the reasons why people joined the First Crusade.
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
This question seeks to elicit responses which assess the relative significance of the different
motives that people had for joining the First Crusade. There needs to be real assessment for
the top bands. Candidates may discuss religious motivation in some detail and focus in on
the crusade as an ‘armed pilgrimage’ and the plenary indulgence that Pope Urban II
promised crusaders. Such discussion may be balanced against other motives such as those
that can be inferred from the reports of Urban’s sermon at Clermont: revenge for the
atrocities committed against eastern Christians by the Turks; aid to Christians in the East; the
chance of ‘righteous’ warfare; the recovery of the Holy Land (and the focus on Jerusalem
that emerged as a key factor as the crusade recruitment campaign got underway).
Candidates may also suggest more worldly motives: the prospect of a land of milk and
honey, an escape from the hardships of life in western Christendom, the chance to carve out
reputations and lands as a result of victory and conquest. Candidates may discuss
motivation in relation to general groups as well as particular individuals.

2

To what extent was shortage of manpower the main problem facing the Crusader
States in the twelfth century?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates must deal with the question of shortage of manpower even if they wish to argue
other problems were more significant. Candidates may discuss the chronic nature of the
manpower problem from which the erratic and sporadic arrival of ‘crusaders’ from Western
Europe at best provided temporary alleviation. Even when there were major crusades, most
crusaders saw their sojourn in the Holy Land as temporary. The appeals for western aid can
be used as evidence of the manpower shortage. The problem of controlling the fragile
crusader states with limited manpower was one which faced every ruler in every state.
Candidates may discuss the role of the military orders, the strategy of establishing defensible
strongpoints manned by relatively small numbers of knights and men, the relatively small
size of the total forces available to the rulers of the states, even when they came together
and so on. Such discussion needs to be balanced against other problems and candidates
may discuss some of the following: the divided natures of the Christian states (even
accepting the nominal sovereignty of the King of Jerusalem); the long and indefensible
frontiers; the hostility (and growing unity) of neighbouring states; the rivalries between states;
the problems associated with governance; the rivalries between different rulers and within
states between different factions; the problems associated with succession crises and so on.
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To what extent was the rivalry between Richard I of England and Philip II of France
the main reason for the limited success of the Third Crusade?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates must deal with the given factor even if they wish to argue other factors were
more significant. In relation to the given factor, candidates may refer to the background to the
tension between the two monarchs, the journey to Acre, the differences that emerged there,
the departure of Philip after the siege and the difficulties with the French contingent
thereafter. Certainly it would be hard to argue that the divisions between the two had no
impact; indeed, candidates may also argue that fears about what Philip might do in Europe
whilst Richard remained in the Holy Land affected the conduct and outcome of the Crusade.
Against this candidates may argue that success at Acre would not have been possible
without some cooperation between the two. In discussing other reasons for the limited
success of the Crusade candidates may refer to the disaster that befell Frederick Barbarossa
and the disintegration of the German contingent, the parlous position in the Holy Land, the
rivalries within the Christian camp at Acre over who should be King of Jerusalem, and the
strengths of the opposition and Saladin in particular.
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The Renaissance from c. 1400-c. 1550
4

How important was the fall of Constantinople (1453) in the development of the
Renaissance in Italy?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
This is a question about the Renaissance generally and not about art specifically.
Candidates must deal with the given factor even if they wish to argue other factors were
more significant. In relation to the given factor, candidates may discuss the argument that
after the fall of Constantinople there was a flood of Greek scholars into Europe who
brought with them manuscripts of the Greek classics that were to inform much of the
development of Renaissance ideas. This may be countered by the suggestion that the
Renaissance pre-dated 1453 and that western scholars had had access to classical
learning before this date. They may argue therefore that at best the effects of the Fall of
Constantinople accelerated a process that had already begun. Candidates need to
address ‘How important?’ and are likely to do this not just by the above but also by setting
the fall of Constantinople in the context of other factors that contributed to the development
of the Renaissance, such as the cultural, economic and political conditions in 15th century
Italy and in particular the significance of wealth, trade, city states (like Florence), patronage
and other influences.

5

‘Renaissance artists and architects did no more than copy classical art and
architecture.’ How far do you agree?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates are likely to argue against the contention in the question along the lines that,
although Renaissance artists and architects did draw inspiration from the works of Rome
and Greece, they developed something innovative in their various fields. They may draw
on their knowledge of individual artists and architects to illustrate their argument. They may
point, for example, to Brunelleschi’s marriage of classical features such as Corinthian
columns and a concern with proportion with Romanesque arches and Byzantine inspired
domes. In art they may point to the classical themes and the use of light and atmospheric
colour that inspired much Renaissance art and the revival (by, for example, Donatello) of
free-standing sculpture, but stress the development of perspective, realism and the close
observation of nature that is apparent in the works of artists from Masaccio onwards. They
may also discuss the differences of subject matter in Renaissance art. No specific answer
is looked for but the quality of exemplar material is likely to be a key discriminator.
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To what extent did the Italian Renaissance influence cultural developments in
northern Europe?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates may well argue that whilst the Italian Renaissance did influence developments
in art, architecture and ideas north of the Alps, developments here were essentially
distinct. In developing their ideas candidates may refer to the importance of Rome and
Italy more generally as a place of pilgrimage, art and learning (with its universities) to
which scholars and artists from across Europe came. They may also point to the spreading
of Renaissance ideas and influences via merchants and diplomats. Candidates may also
refer to the Italian influences apparent in the works of painters like Holbein and Dürer.
They may also point to the influence of Renaissance humanism. To balance this,
candidates may discuss the distinctiveness of developments north of the Alps such as the
protestant prejudice against religious art and the development of Christian humanism that
was less inspired by the examination of Greek and Roman classics and more by a concern
to apply humanist ideas in a Christian context. In relation to this they may refer to the
Devotio Moderna and the importance placed on the reading of scripture and the reality of
religion.
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Exploration and Discovery c. 1445-c. 1545
7

How important was royal patronage in Portuguese overseas exploration in this
period?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates must deal with the role of royal patronage even if they wish to argue that other
factors were more or as significant in explaining Portuguese overseas exploration. In
relation to the given factor, candidates are likely to focus on Henry the Navigator and John
II. In relation to the former, candidates may refer to: his sponsorship of voyages to explore
the African coast, leading to the discovery of the Azores, the Cape Verde Islands and the
coast of West Africa (a slave trading base at Lagos); and, his attracting some leading
cartographers to help map the coast. In relation to the latter, John II sponsored and
planned expeditions to find Prester John and a route to the Asian sources of spices. In this
context, they may refer to the voyages of Bartholomew Diaz and the expedition of Covilha
(overland) to India. Such discussion may be set in the context of other factors that
promoted or helped develop Portuguese exploration, such as Portugal’s geographic
position, its established sea-faring tradition, its relative political stability, the interest of
nobles (not least in a desire to serve their rulers), the role of individuals, such as Diaz,
Cabral and Da Gama, and the incentives to find gold, slaves, and spices and to find
Prester John and spread Christianity.

8

‘No more than a series of trading posts.’ How far do you agree with this view of the
Portuguese Empire?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates are likely to argue that to a degree the Portuguese Empire was a series of
trading posts, and that trade was central to all of her empire. However, they are likely to
argue also that to conclude it was ‘nothing more’ is wrong. In relation to the notion that the
Empire was a series of trading posts, candidates are likely to point to the strategy of Henry
the Navigator and those that followed of establishing secure bases for trade and security of
trade routes along the coast of Africa and the estimated 50 forts and trading posts
established between southern Africa and Japan during the 16th century. No attempt was
made to colonise Africa but bases were used to exchange European goods for slaves and
the raison d’être of posts from Goa to Macao was the lucrative spice trade. Against this,
candidates may argue that this is not the whole picture, as in the islands of the coast of
West Africa (Madeira and the Cape Verde Islands) active settlement took place and a
thriving agriculture based on sugar was established. Similarly in Brazil, the east coast was
settled for plantation agriculture supported by the export of slaves from Africa. What is
more the capture of important trading posts like Goa, Malacca and Macao led in time to the
development of colonies as from these the Portuguese could monopolise not only trade
but could also plunder and tax.
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To what extent was the spread of Christianity Spain’s main aim in the development
of its Empire?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates must deal with the given factor even if they wish to argue other factors were
more significant. In relation to the given factor, candidates may discuss the religious
motivation of royal patrons such as Isabella, the injunctions of the Pope (as in his bull of
1493 to Isabella), and the accompaniment of priests with Spanish expeditions to the New
World. It would be hard to argue that religion was not an important motive as Christianity
was spread with conquest. However, candidates are likely to argue that it was not the main
motive and certainly not the only one. Candidates are likely to argue that the main motive
was profit (gold, silver or spices) and discuss the expeditions of Cortes and Pizarro in Latin
America as evidence of this. Other motives that candidates may discuss include the desire
for settlement and farming, the desire for fame and reputation (not least for Cortes).
Candidates should explore a range of aims and draw a reasoned conclusion as to the
relative importance of the spread of Christianity.
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Spain 1469-1556
10

How successful were Ferdinand and Isabella’s religious policies?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Success may be assessed in a number of ways: against aims; against results; and in the
light of historical context. Candidates will need to identify and analyse Ferdinand and
Isabella’s religious policies. The areas considered may include: the conquest of Granada,
policies towards Muslims in Granada including the expulsion of 1502; policies towards the
Catholic Church (to achieve royal domination of the Church, to access the Church’s
wealth, and to reform the abuses within the Church); and the role of the Inquisition and
policies towards the Jews. Candidates may argue that whilst the conquest of Granada was
successful the policies towards the Muslims there had mixed success (the Morisco
‘problem’ was to remain until the 17th century, for example). They may argue also that
Ferdinand and Isabella enjoyed considerable success in their policy towards the Church,
effectively controlling appointments and winning considerable concessions from the
Papacy in Granada and the New World. However, they may argue that Cisneros’ attempts
to reform the clergy were less successful. Judgement on the work of the Inquisition,
policies towards conversos and the expulsion of the Jews is likely to be one of success.

11

Assess the reasons why Charles I faced so many problems in Spain from 1516 to
1524.
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates will need to analyse reasons and evaluate their relative significance and/or
links between them. Candidates may well suggest that some problems were inherited from
Ferdinand and Isabella and that others were of his own making or that his actions/inaction
exacerbated the situation. Candidates are likely to discuss some or all of the following: the
Communeros and Germania revolts (the latter not fully resolved until the pardon issued in
1524); the tensions between towns and grandees; the problem of raising money via the
Cortes of Castile, Aragon and other provinces; the privileges of the same; the appointment
of ministers; Charles’ delay in arriving and his subsequent absence; his other ambitions
and commitments (and the use of Spanish resources to pursue them) and so on.

12

Assess the strengths and weaknesses of Spain in 1556.
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates need to assess both strengths and weaknesses. In discussing strengths and
weaknesses, candidates may address some of the following areas: the Church and
religion; government and administration; Castile and the other provinces; relations with the
nobility; finance; the impact of the New World; the impact of foreign policy; the economy.
They may argue that the pattern of strengths and weaknesses is a mixed one. The failure
of the Reformation to make any headway in Spain may be considered a strength –
religious unity remained strong – although the problem of the moriscos remained; royal
government at a local level was perhaps dependent on the nobility, but worked reasonably
effectively at the centre through its councils and candidates may pay tribute to the work of
Gattinara, los Cobos and the bureaucracy of letrados – the conciliar system, despite
corruption worked well enough in normal circumstances, but proved less effective at times
of crisis. Many may argue that finance was an area of weakness, partly because of noble
exemption from taxation, but mainly because of the demands made on Castile especially
by Charles’ expensive commitments outside Spain. New World bullion became more
significant later in the reign, but debt was a constant feature. Many will argue that the
economy was Charles’ greatest failure: heavy taxation and the failure to use New World
revenues effectively distorted the economy.
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Charles V: International Relations and the Holy Roman Empire 1519-59
13

‘Without the protection of princes, Lutheranism would not have survived.’ How far
do you agree?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates must deal adequately with the issue raised in the quotation even if they wish to
argue that other factors were as or more significant. However, many are likely to argue a
strong case in favour of the quotation, pointing to the role from early on of Frederick of
Saxony, the difficulties facing Charles V in imposing his will without the support of the
princes, the formation of the Schmalkaldic League and the eventual acceptance of
Lutheranism in the Peace of Augsburg (cuius regio, eius religio). They may also point to
the reluctance of Catholic princes to take up arms against Protestant princes. Such
discussion needs to be balanced against other considerations such as: the power of
Luther’s ideas; their spread (including the role of the printing press and the context of antipapal feeling); the role of the towns, peasants, Imperial Knights; the intermittent attention
Charles V was able to give to the issue given the distractions of Habsburg-Valois rivalry,
his absences, his desire for religious division to be settled by a Church Council, the
Ottoman threat and so on.

14

To what extent was personal rivalry the main reason for the Habsburg-Valois wars?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates must deal adequately with the issue of personal rivalry even if they wish to
argue that other factors were as or more significant. In relation to the given factor,
candidates may argue that in an age of personal monarchy, personal rivalry was bound to
play a part. Certainly there was rivalry: Charles defeated Francis I in the bid to become
Holy Roman Emperor and Francis would never accept that Charles was the pre-eminent
ruler in Christendom. Their contrasting characters also helped to shape events. However,
candidates may well argue that conflict between these rivals was more than personal. The
election of Charles as Holy Roman Emperor and his interests in Italy and the Netherlands
meant that strategically France felt surrounded, whilst Charles also wanted to recover his
ancestral Burgundian lands and Francis Navarre. Candidates should support their
arguments by reference to the developments in the struggle (including the reign of Henry
II) and may refer to events in Italy, the Holy Roman Empire, relations with the Turks and
England and so on to illustrate and develop their argument.

15

Assess the reasons why Charles V was unable to remove the Ottoman threat.
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates must identify and analyse a range of reasons and evaluate their relative
significance and/or linkages. Candidates are likely to discuss the Ottoman threat in relation
both to the Holy Roman Empire and Habsburg lands in Austria, Bohemia and Hungary,
and to the Mediterranean. They may point to the aggressive and expansionist nature of the
Ottoman Empire (and refer to the actions of Barbarossa and Dragut in the Mediterranean
as well as the opening up the Balkans by the Ottoman army’s victory at Belgrade in 1521).
They may also discuss the impact of the different commitments that Charles V’s vast
territories imposed upon him, that meant he could never focus on one issue for long. They
may also argue in relation to that that France was willing to use the Ottoman threat as a
weapon in its wars with Charles. They may also argue that the resources available to
Charles were limited in a number of ways (costs; no effective navy to counter the naval
forces available to the Turks; the refusal of the German army to cross the frontier into
Hungary) and that (as with the Turks) distance also limited what could be achieved.
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Philip II, Spain and the Netherlands, 1556-1609
16

‘The most serious problems Philip II faced in ruling Spain were economic and
financial.’ How far do you agree?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates must deal with the claim made in the quotation even if they wish to argue that
other problems were as or more serious for Philip. However, many are likely to agree with
the quotation arguing that insufficient finance (itself dependent on the economy)
underpinned and limited his ability to deal with many other serious problems. Candidates
may discuss the general inadequacy of funds and how New World bullion shipments
provided at best short term relief. They may argue that there was a vicious circle of rising
debt as future income was mortgaged and interest rates rose. Increases in taxation
impacted on the Castilian economy and by the 1590s the strain told. Candidates may
argue that financial problems were also a symptom as well as a cause of other problems. It
was the strain of constant warfare that demanded increased taxation and inefficient
administration meant corruption. Candidates may also discuss other problems, such as
faction (Perez affair), relations with the nobility, the problem of the moriscos and
conversos.

17

‘Philip II enjoyed more success in his dealings with the Turks than with England or
France.’ How far do you agree?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
In assessing success, candidates may take note of aims, results and the historical context.
Candidates may suggest that at best Philip had not dealt with the Turkish menace, but had
contained it and secured a measure of peace by the 1580s. In reaching a judgement they
may discuss the extent of the Ottoman/Corsair threat, the defeat at Djerba in 1560, the
subsequent aggression of the Corsairs (even raiding Granada), the relief of Malta, the
victory at Lepanto, and the armistice of 1580. Candidates may argue that Philip’s chances
of success were limited by the diversion of resources to other problems (such as the
Netherlands) and the different interests of the Papacy and Venice that made cooperation
difficult. In relation to England, candidates may refer to marriage to Mary, attempts to woo
Elizabeth, growing differences, conflict over the New World and the Netherlands and the
failures of his armadas. Candidates may well judge his policy here as a failure (although
England was excluded from the New World). In relation to France, candidates may discuss
early fears of a Guise empire, but are likely to focus on his support for the Catholic League
against Henry of Navarre. They, again, may judge his policy a failure, although in the end
France remained Catholic.

18

How far was Maurice of Nassau’s leadership the main reason for the success of the
northern provinces by 1609?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates must deal with the role of Maurice of Nassau even if they wish to argue that
other factors were as or more significant in the success of the northern provinces.
Candidates may argue that Maurice’s key contribution was as a military leader who was
able to deliver a series of victories to the northern provinces that made it clear that the
Spanish, whilst they might retain a hold on the south could not re-take the north.
Candidates may balance such discussion with consideration of other factors such as: the
role of William of Orange and the failures of Spain prior to Maurice’s prominence; the role
of England and France; the diversion of Spanish forces from the Netherlands against
England and France in the 1580s and 90s; the financial difficulties facing Spain and the
mutinies that affected their forces; the skills of Oldenbarnevelt; the divisions within the
government of the southern provinces and so on.
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Option B: Modern 1795-2003
Napoleon, France and Europe 1795-1815
1

‘The weaknesses of the Directory were the main reason for Napoleon’s rise to
power.’ How far do you agree?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates must deal with the given factor even if they wish to argue other factors were
more significant. In relation to the given factor, candidates may discuss: the nature of the
constitution of the Directory which made it weak and increasingly dependent on the
military; the internal politics of the Five Directors and their rivalries; unrest at home and the
growing desire for change; and the impact of defeat against the Second Coalition.
Candidates may well argue that the weakness of the Directory provided Napoleon with the
opportunity to seize power, but that, on its own, it does not explain his rise. Candidates
may refer to other factors, such as: Napoleon’s rise in the military and the reputation he
gained from Toulon to Egypt; the significant role played by politicians like Barras; aspects
of the Coup of Brumaire such as the role of Napoleon’s brother and the miscalculation of
Sieyes and others who had hoped for a tame general (and here the reluctance of generals
like Moreau to play the role is significant); and, of course, Napoleon’s own ambitions.

2

To what extent was Napoleon responsible for his own downfall?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
This question focuses on the reasons for Napoleon’s downfall. Candidates must deal with
the given factor even if they wish to argue other factors were more significant. The
arguments for Napoleon’s own responsibility include: whilst he was a great warrior, he was
not a great statesman and failed to seek a permanent settlement for Europe; the Spanish
and Russian campaigns revealed the limitations of Napoleon as a grand strategist; the
view that Napoleon’s abilities declined in his later years; Napoleon became predictable.
Candidates may question some of these points and certainly they should discuss some of
the alternative explanations, such as: the relative decline of the French army; the
determined opposition of Britain, supreme at sea, critical in the Iberian peninsula and
providing finance for those willing to take up arms against Napoleon; the reorganization of
enemy armies in the light of French victories; the impact of Napoleon’s defeat in Russia in
1812; Napoleon’s loss of support in France; the impact of the Continental System; the
drawing up of the Fourth Coalition; the significance of Leipzig and Waterloo, and so on.
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To what extent did Napoleon export the ideas of the French Revolution to the areas
he conquered?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
The question focuses on the impact of Napoleon’s hegemony over much of Europe for at
least part of his reign. Candidates are likely to argue that the impact of French ideas varied
from place to place and from time to time. They may argue that much of Napoleonic rule
was pragmatic, and that although French ideas of government, principles of the Revolution
and law were introduced in many areas it is difficult to discern a consistent pattern.
Candidates may argue that much depended on nearness to France, the length of French
influence and control, the attitudes of the local population, the differing status of conquered
or occupied areas (absorbed within ‘France’ or satellite states or allies), and the exigencies
of the particular time. There may be discussion of the impact of the Code Napoleon,
relations with the Church, nobility and middle classes, the requirements of the French
military machine and so forth.
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Monarchy, Republic and Empire: France 1814-1870
4

To what extent was Charles X responsible for his own downfall?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates must deal with the issue raised in the question even if they wish to argue that
other factors were as or more important in Charles X’ overthrow in 1830. In discussing
Charles X’ degree of responsibility, candidates may argue that as he was king he was
responsible for the ministers he appointed and the policies adopted, his association with
the Ultras and the circumstances of his coronation suggested a reactionary policy from
start. The policies pursued by Villele seemed to confirm this: compensation for émigrés,
return of Jesuits and clerical control of education etc. Candidates may also argue that
crucially Charles appointed the ultra Polignac in 1829 and then in 1830 issued the
Ordinances of St Cloud at a time when the Crown’s best troops were in Algeria. On the
other hand, candidates may point to Charles’ liberalization of the press on his accession,
the existence of liberal opposition and press, the tradition of revolution and the return of
economic crisis as key factors.

5

Assess the reasons why Louis Napoleon came to dominate the Second Republic.
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates will need to identify and analyse a range of reasons and evaluate their relative
significance and/or linkages. Candidates may argue that there are longer term and shorter
term reasons why Napoleon emerged as the dominant figure between 1848 and 1852.
They may point to the longer term development of Bonapartism, Louis Napoleon’s failed
expeditions of 1836 and 1840, the publication of the Extinction of Pauperism (1844), the
association with Napoleon and the revival of the Napoleonic legend (return of body, and
completion of the Arc de Triomphe) under Louis Philippe. In the shorter term they may
point to the developments after the February Revolution in 1848: the growth of reaction,
Louis Napoleon’s appeal to all classes (peasants, workers, businessmen, monarchists and
ultramontane Catholics), Louis Napoleon’s alliance with conservative forces, problems in
Paris, the election of November 1848, the Bonapartists’ efficient organization. Candidates
may stress that Louis Napoleon’s greatest asset was his name. Some may argue that
Louis Napoleon did not dominate the Second republic and that is why he abolished it.

6

Assess the reasons why Napoleon III’s foreign policies in the 1860s were
unsuccessful.
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates will need to identify and analyse a range of reasons and evaluate their relative
significance and/or linkages. In developing their answers, candidates are likely to discuss
some of the following aspects of foreign policy: the attempts to secure territory along the
Rhine (aired at Biarritz in 1865); attitude to the Polish Revolt in 1863; the Austro-Prussian
war (1866); the Luxembourg crisis (1867); the Mexican adventure; colonial policy; the
dispute over the Spanish succession and the background to the Franco-Prussian War. In
discussing reasons for failure candidates may refer to: misjudgement, lack of clear aims,
unrealistic ambitions and expectations, increasing isolation, pursuit of foreign aims as a
means of appeasing domestic opinion (eg by keeping troops in Rome); policies which led
to French isolation/loss of potential friends; the arousing of suspicions in Prussia, German
states and Britain over attempts to expand French influence and territory on the Rhine;
misconceived desire to offer support to Polish nationalism led to break-up of his
understanding with the Tsar; the blow to French prestige when attempts to mediate in the
Austro-Prussian war failed; unrealistic unilateral action against Mexico motivated by a
mistaken desire for glory, economic opportunity and a desire to appease catholic opinion;
being out-manoeuvred by Bismarck from 1865 onwards and so on.
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The USA in the 19th Century: Westward Expansion and Civil War 1803-c. 1890
7

How important were the policies of Federal governments in opening up the West to
settlement?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates will need to deal with the given factor even if they wish to argue that other
factors were as or more important. In assessing the importance of the policies of Federal
governments, candidates may discuss some of the following areas: Federal sponsorship of
exploration and surveying; Federal acquisition of territory; the organization of acquired
lands into territories and states; the role of the Federal army in policing the frontier, the
trails west and dealing with Native Americans; Federal sponsorship of communications
(especially the trans-continental railway); Federal encouragement to settlement through
legislation such as the Homestead Act. To balance such discussion candidates may argue
that Federal policy often followed rather than preceded settlement and the real stimulus
came from the needs of fur traders, cattlemen, farmers and miners as well as those
seeking refuge, like the Mormons, from persecution, and the development of
communications.

8

Assess the reasons why southern states decided to secede from the Union in 1860
and 1861.
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates need to identify and analyse reasons and evaluate their relative significance
and/or linkages. Candidates may argue that the immediate cause of the first wave of
secession was the election of a sectional president in Lincoln and that the stimulus to the
secession of some Upper South states was the decision for war in the spring of 1861.
Candidates may then go on to explore the short and longer term issues that led to
secession. Central to their arguments is likely to be the issue of slavery and they may
discuss some of the crises of the 1840s and 50s that made the issue of slavery and the
issue of the possible westward expansion of slavery so contentious. In this context,
candidates may refer to the Mexican War, Wilmot Proviso, Calhoun doctrine, the
‘Compromise’ of 1850, fugitive slaves, Dred Scott, ‘Bleeding Kansas’, the development of
the Republican Party, Harper’s Ferry and so on. Candidates may also discuss the issue of
States’ rights, the apparent social, cultural and economic divisions between North and
South and the suspicions of ‘Slave Power conspiracy’ and ‘northern aggression’.
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‘Grant was a better general than Lee.’ How far do you agree?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
This question requires candidates to compare the strengths and weaknesses of Grant and
Lee as generals. Candidates may consider a range of issues in drawing their comparison:
personal qualities, reputation, leadership, strategic thinking (eg at different levels – Grand
Strategy, campaign strategy, battlefield command), relationship with political masters, use
of resources, impact on morale, quality of opposition, quality of subordinates and so on. In
making their analysis candidates may draw on their knowledge of specific campaigns and
battles such as: in relation to Lee, Seven Days Campaign, Second Manassas, Antietam,
Fredericksburg, Chancellorsville, Gettysburg, Wilderness Campaign, Petersburg; and in
relation to Grant, Fort Donelson, Shiloh, Vicksburg, Lookout Mountain and Missionary
Ridge, Wilderness Campaign, Petersburg, Atlanta and March through Georgia (Sherman
in command). No specific answer is looked for and candidates can legitimately argue that
both were great generals in their different ways.
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Peace and War: International Relations c. 1890-1941
10

To what extent was the alliance system the main cause of the First World War?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates will need to deal with the given factor even if they wish to argue that other
factors were as or more important. In relation to the given factor, candidates may discuss
the intentions and nature of the alliances that preceded the First World War. Certainly the
division of Europe into two potentially hostile alliances (Ententes and Dual/Triple Alliances)
could be said to make war a possibility and in the event the war between the Dual Alliance
and the Entente. Candidates may, however, argue that other factors were more important
and discuss the relative merits of other factors such as military and naval arms races,
aggressive German foreign policy, Russia’s hopes and fears in relation to the Balkans,
British and French policy, domestic problems and pressures and so on. They may discuss
the significance of particular crises in contributing to making war more likely, such as the
Bosnian Crisis, the Moroccan Crises and the July Crisis of 1914.

11

Assess the reasons why the First World War was not ‘over by Christmas’ 1914.
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates will need to identify and analyse a range of reasons and evaluate their relative
significance and/or links between them. Candidates may discuss the relative strengths and
weaknesses of the Schlieffen Plan both conception and as it operated under Moltke. They
may point to the role of the Belgians, the BEF, the ‘Miracle on the Marne’ and the
subsequent ‘race to the sea’. They may also point to the relatively rapid mobilisation of the
Russians and the impact of their offensives in the East. Candidates may also point to the
issues of technology that affected the initial course of the war, pointing to the exposure of
cavalry and infantry in attacking strong positions, the impact of disciplined rifle, machine
gun and artillery fire, the difficulties of supply for a rapidly advancing army, the ‘digging in’
of defending forces and so forth. Candidates may also argue that no side had a decisive
advantage in numbers, tactics or strategy.
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Assess the reasons why Japan followed an increasingly aggressive foreign policy in
the period from 1931 to 1941.
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates should discuss a number of reasons and assess their relative significance
and/or the linkages between them. Candidates may well focus on the ambitions of Japan
in China and South East Asia more generally. They may point to the aggressive foreign
policy pursued as a consequence of the Depression, the growth of nationalism and historic
claims on the Chinese mainland. There may be discussion of effects of the successful
invasion of Manchuria, the outbreak of the Sino-Japanese war, the alliance with Germany
and Italy, the Co-prosperity Sphere and the decision to attack Pearl Harbour. Discussion of
Japanese motives needs to be set in the context of the attitudes of the USA, Britain and
France, the weakness and failure of the League of Nations, the distractions of events in
Europe, and the relative weakness of and internal divisions in China. Candidates may
argue therefore that whilst there were compelling internal reasons why Japan wanted to
pursue an expansive foreign policy, she was encouraged to do so by the weaknesses of
her immediate opponents (notably China) and the failure of the major powers (Britain,
France and the USA) to stop Japan because of their own internal problems and the
developing events in Europe.
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From Autocracy to Communism: Russia 1894-1941
13

Assess the reasons for opposition and unrest in Russia from 1894 to 1905.
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates will need to identify and analyse a range of reasons and evaluate their relative
significance and/or linkages. Candidates may discuss the longer term context of opposition
to the Tsars, but are likely to focus on the development of opposition and unrest after
1894. They may point to the economic causes of unrest and point to the economic
downturn that provoked strikes and unrest in the period after 1900 alongside the appalling
conditions for workers in Russia’s growing industries. They may also discuss the problem
of land shortage for the peasants. Such discussion may be linked to the developments in
political opposition through the Zemstva and in the development of Russian social
Democracy, the Socialist Revolutionaries and the Union of Liberation Party. They may also
point to the humiliation of defeat in the Russo-Japanese War, disillusion with Tsarism, the
desire for liberal reforms, the problem of nationalities and the outbreak of the 1905
Revolution.

14

How far was Russia politically stable from 1905 to 1914?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates need to assess ‘How far?’. They may contrast the revolutionary crisis of 1905
with the relative quiet of the period of Stolypin’s influence and the development of renewed
unrest in the few years before the First World War. Candidates may discuss the political
repression that followed the October Manifesto and the Fundamental Laws and the
nullifying of the potential of the Dumas as a check on Tsarism. They may point to the
decline in agitation and the collapse in the membership of the RSDLP as evidence of
increased stability. They may also point to Stolypin’s ‘wager on the strong’ as evidence of
a different approach and the celebrations of the Romanov dynasty in 1913 of the Tsar’s
popularity. They may also suggest that whilst there was comparative quiet in the period
after 1906 stability was more apparent than real and that the pressures that brought about
the revolutionary crisis of 1905 were still unresolved.
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Assess Lenin’s strengths and weaknesses as leader of Russia from 1917 to 1924.
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates must address both strengths and weaknesses. In discussing Lenin’s strengths
and weaknesses candidates may refer to key decisions and developments in this period:
the determination to ensure Bolshevik rule to the exclusion of other socialist parties
(despite the brief flirtation with the left SRs); the ending of the war with Germany; the Civil
War, reign of terror and war communism; the NEP and political repression. Candidates
may discuss Lenin’s determination, his ruthlessness, his ability to force through unpopular
decisions, his hard work, his ability to change policy when necessary, his commitment to
the Bolshevik Party, his vision of a Communist Russia. What may be seen as strengths
may also been seen as weaknesses – his unwillingness to compromise or work with other
socialists, his pursuit of power (or Communist ideas depending on interpretation) whatever
the cost, his decline after his strokes, and so on.
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Democracy and Dictatorship: Italy 1896-1943
16

Assess the reasons for unrest in Italy from 1896 to 1915.
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates need to identify and analyse a number of reasons and evaluate their relative
significance and/or linkages. Candidates may discuss some of the following areas: national
humiliation after Adowa, famine and economic hardship; the desire for economic
improvements (to working conditions); police violence; the North:South divide; the limited
franchise; the growth of socialism; nationalist agitation and so on. Candidates may argue
that real hardship was certainly an issue in the late 1890s when famine led to food riots.
They may suggest that after 1900 much agitation was still economically based and strikes
and protests aimed at better working conditions. They may suggest that whilst Giolitti’s
economic policies led to economic expansion this only accentuated the divide between the
industrial north and the poverty-stricken agricultural south. Candidates are likely to spend
some time discussing the growth of socialism and the rise in political and economic unrest
in the pre-war years, such as ‘red week’. They may also point to nationalist agitation that
led to the expensive conquest of Libya in 1911-12.

17

To what extent was fear of socialism the main reason for Mussolini’s rise to power
in 1922?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates must deal with the given factor adequately even if they wish to argue that other
factors were more important. In relation to the significance of fear of socialism, candidates
may discuss the growth of socialism, its electoral profile and the red week and the fears
aroused amongst the middle and upper classes, the Church and the establishment by the
‘red menace’. They may link such discussion to the impact of unemployment, inflation,
post-war economic restructuring, problems in the countryside and the north-south divide to
illustrate the potential scale of the threat. Mussolini and the Fascists were able to play on
these fears and pose as the men of action - the direct action Mussolini was willing to take
against strikers and communists (albeit after the main crisis had passed). Such a pose
contrasted with the apparent failure of the liberal governments of Nitti and Giolitti to deal
with the problems effectively. Candidates may also discuss the other weaknesses of the
liberal governments (for example, the failure to gain a creditable peace settlement, the
failure of transformismo), the legacy of nationalism, the ability and opportunism of
Mussolini and the fascists, the attitude of the King and the establishment and the fateful
decisions of 1922.
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‘A dictator in name only.’ How far do you agree with this view of the extent of
Mussolini’s power in Italy after 1922?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates should discuss the extent and nature of Mussolini’s dictatorship. Candidates
may refer to some of the following in developing their argument: Mussolini’s consolidation
of power after 1922 (Acerbo Law, Aventine Secession, abolition of the party system, the
restrictions on the power of the monarchy, rule by decree, the fusion of state and party
under the Duce). They may also refer to censorship, propaganda and other aspects of a
police state (such as OVRA). To balance this they may also discuss the extent of
Mussolini’s control of the party, the continued existence of the monarchy, the need to
come to agreement with the Church (Concordat), the inefficiency of the Fascist state.
Candidates could point to the circumstances of his overthrow in 1943 as evidence of his
limitations to his power.
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The Rise of China 1911-1990
19

Assess the reasons why it took so long to establish effective government after the
1911 revolution.
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates will need to discuss and evaluate a range of reasons. In assessing reasons,
candidates may discuss some of the following: the state of China in 1911; ‘sudden’ nature
of the revolution in 1911 and resulting power vacuum; ambitions of Yuan Shikai; the limited
authority of government and local power/rivalries of warlords (the significance of the
warlords may be stressed); the extent and nature of support for Sun Zhongshan (Sun Yatsen) and the Nationalists (party formed only in 1912); the significance of the 4 May
Movement; Sun Zhongshan (Sun Yat-sen) and the reorganization of the Guomindang;
Foundation of CCP. Candidates may argue that whilst the overthrow of the Manchu
dynasty met little resistance, there was no consensus about what next and that there was
no one source of power able to assert its authority in the short term. Not until the 1920s
were the nationalists in a position to establish their authority and this remained patchy.
Some may argue that no really effective government was established until after 1949. No
specific answer is being looked for.

20

Assess the reasons why the Nationalists were unable to crush the Communists in
the period to 1945.
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates need to identify and analyse a number of reasons and evaluate their relative
significance and/or linkages. In discussing reasons for Nationalist failure, candidates may
refer to the united front with Sun Yat-sen’s nationalists after the 4 May Movement during
which time the party began to grow, the White Terror of 1927, the retreat to the countryside
and the Chungkang Mountains, the development of the Red Army, the Nationalist
campaigns and the resulting Long March of 1934-5, Yenan, the united front against the
Japanese, and the Civil War. Candidates may discuss reasons to do with the communists:
leaders like Mao, the active aid to and support from peasants, the skills of the Red army
and its development of guerrilla tactics, the significance of the Long March and the honing
of ideas in Yenan, the distinguished role in the war against Japan and so on. They may
also discuss the failings of the Nationalists under Jiang: distraction of the warlords,
corruption, failure to win over the workers and peasants (lack of support in the
countryside), the loss of middle class support, poor performance in the war against the
Japanese and so on. They may also discuss the fact that the Nationalists were also forced
to accept communist help in the fight against the Japanese.
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To what extent were Mao’s domestic policies successful in the 1950s?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates need to identify and analyse a range of policies and assess their success; this
can be done against aims, results and/or historical context. Candidates may consider
some of the following policy areas: the establishment of communist rule including military
rule and reunification campaigns, the use of terror, propaganda and the imposition of one
party rule; the ‘three’ and ‘five’ ‘anti-movements’; attacks on the middle classes and
landlords; the first Five Year Plan; the Hundred Flowers Campaign; collectivisation; the
Great Leap Forward. The last may not be considered in terms of success as it lasted into
the 1960s. Candidates may well argue that the CCP managed to establish its authority
effectively and achieved considerable successes but at a cost. The results of the first five
year plan, for example, were impressive, but heavily dependent on Soviet aid and support;
the middle classes were attacked and denounced and maybe a million landlords in the
countryside were killed. They may argue that the Hundred Flowers Campaign backfired
and had to be abandoned.
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Democracy and Dictatorship in Germany 1919-1963
22

To what extent did the Weimar Republic in the 1920s overcome the problems it
faced?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates need to identify a number of problems facing the Weimar Republic and assess
how far these were overcome during the 1920s. Candidates may discuss some of the
following problems: the economic and social problems arising out of the war; the Treaty of
Versailles and its impact; the problems of political extremism; the problems arising from
the nature of the new Weimar constitution; the difficulties of Germany’s international
position and so on. In relation to economic and social problems candidates may refer to
the unemployment, inflation and economic dislocation after the war and the impact of
reparations, hyperinflation and the invasion of the Ruhr. They may discuss the work of
Stresemann, the Dawes and Young Plans and the rise in foreign investment in relation to
this. They may discuss the threats posed by left and right to the regime and the difficulties
associated with a democratic constitution based on proportional representation and how
(far) these were dealt with. They may discuss German attempts to revise the Treaty of
Versailles and the impact of Stresemann’s foreign policy (Locarno, League of Nations). No
specific answer is looked for.

23

‘Their use of terror was the main reason that the Nazis retained control in Germany
after 1933.’ How far do you agree?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates must give adequate treatment to the use of terror even if they wish to argue
that other factors were as or more significant. In relation to terror, candidates are likely to
discuss various aspects of the police state such as the roles of censorship and
propaganda, the nazification of the judicial system, the use of arbitrary imprisonment and
the roles of the SS, Gestapo and concentration camps. They may also point to the stifling
of political opposition with the arrest of communists and social democrats and the ‘law’
banning other political parties. However, candidates may balance their discussion of these
areas with the role of indoctrination, the attempts to control all aspects of people’s lives
and the impact of war (with reference to the German Labour Front, Strength through Joy,
the Hitler Youth etc.). Candidates may also refer to the apparent benefits of Nazi rule: the
end of the communist threat, the restoration of ‘order’, employment and economic
recovery, and foreign policy successes.
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Assess the reasons why Adenauer kept power for so long after 1949.
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates need to identify and analyse a number of reasons and evaluate their relative
significance and/or linkages. Answers may discuss the personal role of Adenauer in
maintaining power and weigh this up against other factors This may include factors such
as the political situation in West Germany, economic issues and issues of foreign relations
in developing their argument. In relation to politics, candidates may refer to the strength
and stability of the CDU/CSU coalition and the reliable support this received from the
Liberals until the early 60s; they may also point to the weaknesses of the main opposition
party – the SPD – (internal divisions, unable to adapt to the new prosperous West
Germany). They may also suggest that the strategy of emphasising reconstruction (rather
than recrimination) was a powerful political argument. In relation to foreign policy,
candidates may point to: acceptance of West Germany in Europe; the recognition given to
the FRG after 1955 and the end of the ‘occupation’; Britain’s support for Germany’s entry
to NATO and hence the creation of her own army; West Germany membership of the
OEEC, the ECSC and then the EEC. In relation to the economy candidates are likely to
point to the work of Erhard, the social market economy, the Marshall Plan, cheap labour,
good industrial relations, the survival of much of Germany’s industrial base after the war.
They may point to the fall in unemployment and the average growth rate of 8%, and
improving living standards. Candidates may well point to economic factors as being most
important in explaining Adenauer’s success but no specific answer is looked for.
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The Cold War in Europe from 1945 to the 1990s
25

Assess the reasons for the growth of tension between the Allies at the Yalta and
Potsdam Conferences.
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates need to identify and analyse a range of reasons and to evaluate their relative
significance and/or linkages. Candidates may discuss the longer term context of
ideological differences and tensions that had arisen in the wartime alliance that provided
grounds for mutual suspicion. In relation to Yalta, candidates are likely to focus on
discussion of the Polish issue and the differences this aroused. There may be discussion
of Stalin’s desire for security. In relation to Potsdam, candidates may refer to the change in
personnel and it significance (particularly in relation to Truman), the context of the
successful testing of the atom bomb, the continuing issue of Poland, the question of
governance in liberated states and the issue of reparations in relation to Germany.
Candidates may suggest that underpinning apparent agreements lay real difficulties as
mutual fear and suspicion grew.

26

How serious were the problems facing the Soviet Union in controlling Eastern
Europe in the 1950s and 1960s?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates will need to identify and analyse a range of problems and evaluate their
relative seriousness. They may discuss particular developments such as the problems in
East Germany, Poland, Yugoslavia, Albania and Hungary in the 1950s and the Prague
Spring of 1968. However, they may place such discussion in the broader context of the
issue for Soviet leaders in balancing control against local situations and reform, the impact
of the Cold War and the impact of de-Stalinisation. Candidates may discuss individual
crises and the threat they posed to the stability of Soviet controlled Eastern Europe more
generally and here there may be developed treatment of Hungary in 1956, the problem of
refugees and the building of the Berlin Wall and the Dubcek regime in Czechoslovakia.
The seriousness of the problems may be assessed in relation to the reaction of the Soviet
government and the actions it took.
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Assess the consequences of the end of Communist rule in the Soviet Union.
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates need to identify and analyses a range of consequences and evaluate their
relative significance and/or linkages. Candidates may place their discussion of the context
of the loosening of Communist Party control within the Soviet Union under Gorbachev’s
policies of glasnost and perestroika and date their treatment of the question from the
formal surrender of Communist power in February 1990. Candidates may point to the
disintegration of the Soviet Union as Baltic States, Georgia and others bid for
independence; the attempted coup against Gorbachev and the rise of Yeltsin (elected
president of the Russian republic); the continued collapse of the economy and food
rationing; the independence of the Ukraine; the creation of the Commonwealth of
Independent States and Gorbachev’s resignation which signalled the formal end of the
Soviet Union; the freedom of the media and political life; Yelstin’s economic ‘shock
programme’ and the economic and social problems of the 1990s. Candidates may
distinguish between political, social and economic consequences and between the
immediate and longer term consequences.
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Crisis in the Middle East 1948-2003
28

Assess the consequences of the first Arab-Israeli War (1948-49).
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates need to identify and analyse a range of consequences and evaluate their
relative significance and/or linkages. Candidates may set their discussion in the context of
the fighting that had already begun between Zionists and the Arab League even before the
British left and the state of Israel was declared. They may refer to immediate
consequences of the fighting such as the casualties, the razing of Arab towns and villages
within Israel, the defeats inflicted on the Arab League forces, the agreement of cease-fires
with Egypt and Syria (but not Iraq). Candidates may point out that there was no formal
peace and that therefore the wars of 1956 and 1967 can be seen as continuations of the
conflict. Candidates may point out that Israel at the end of the war was larger than that
envisaged by the UN partition proposal and that the remnants of the Palestinian state were
effectively taken over by Egypt and Transjordan. There was also the plight of the
approximately 1 million Palestinian refugees that remained a destabilizing element in the
Middle East. Candidates may also point to the consequences for the Arab states that faced
internal instability. Candidates may make links between the war and political developments
in these states.

29

To what extent have the violent actions of some Palestinians been the main obstacle
to the establishment of a Palestinian state?
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates must deal adequately with the given factor even if they wish to argue that other
factors were as or more significant. In relation to Palestinian violence candidates may
discuss some of the following: the sporadic attacks of fedayeen in the 1950s, the actions of
Yasser Arafat and Fatah, raids in the 1960s, hijacks, Black September, the Munich
Olympics, the PLO in Lebanon, the actions of Hezbollah, the First and Second Intifadas,
the attitude and actions of Hamas, and so on. Candidates may argue that violence was the
Palestinians only effective weapon, that it brought the issue of the Palestinians to world
attention and made possible an eventual two-state solution (proposed by Arafat). However,
candidates may also argue that the impact of violence made settlement with the
Palestinians impossible. Others may argue that there were other obstacles to the
establishment of a Palestinian state, not least the attitude and actions of Israel and the
unwillingness of the USA to force a solution. Candidates may also discuss the policies and
attitude of the PLO, the significance of the Six Day War and Resolution 242. The issue of
the Palestinians was, of course, also bound up with the other causes of distrust and friction
within the Middle East.
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Assess the reasons for United Nations military action against Iraq in 1991.
No set answer is looked for but candidates will need to address the question.
Candidates need to identify and analyse a range of reasons and evaluate their relative
significance and/or linkages. Candidates may point to growing concerns, especially in
Israel and the US, over the development of Scud missiles with the potential to carry
nuclear warheads, Saddam’s announcement of a new rocket with a range of over 1200
miles and the misspending of agricultural credits. Meanwhile the Soviet Union was
reducing its involvement in Iraq under Gorbachev and relations with Britain deteriorated
(eg over the so-called super-gun and the execution of a British journalist by the ‘butcher of
Baghdad’). However, the main issue was Iraq’s actions over Kuwait. Despite diplomatic
pressure from both the US and the Arab League Saddam did not back off from his threats
to Kuwait and in August 1990 he invaded, annexed the state (and its oil) and held
foreigners as hostages. Candidates may explain how the coalition against Iraq was built up
with the West, most Arab states and Gorbachev (unwilling and unable to intervene).
Candidates may suggest that it was the end of the Cold War that enabled the UN Security
Council to vote for an ultimatum. Candidates may argue that underpinning all the minor
and more obvious reasons to justify UN action was the question of oil supply security.
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F963 British History Enquiries
Option A: Medieval and Early Modern 1066-1660
1

The Normans in England 1066-1100
(a)

Study Sources A and C
Compare these Sources as evidence for military campaigns fought by the
Norman Kings of England.
[30]

Both sources show that the kings relied on taking important castles. In both sources the
king of France is appealed to by the enemies of the English and in both peace is made. In
both members of the royal family are pitted against each other.
The sources differ in that in A the Bretons fought hard and defeated William I, a rare event
for the victor of Hastings, whereas in C William Rufus was successful, albeit through
bribery. In A William was even worsted by his son Robert. Similarly in A the intervention of
the French king was successful but in C he was bought off by Rufus. C has more to say
about the attitudes of the nobles some of whom wanted a peace made. Source A mentions
the corollary of war in France, an invasion by the Scots and the results of this.
Both authors are chroniclers who list and describe. They have similar attitudes to the
fighting, but A is more focused on the impact the events in France had on England,
whereas C shows the bad effects of the war in Normandy and the impact of land
ownership on both sides of the Channel. In terms of provenance A is Anglo-Saxon and C
is Anglo-Norman but both approach the campaigns from an English perspective. As an
Englishman, Henry of Huntingdon stresses the danger to England of the threat from the
Scots while the king is Normandy. William of Malmesbury is only referring to the Norman
perspective. Source A might be seen to provide a broader perspective.
(b)

Study all the Sources
Use your own knowledge to assess how far the Sources support the
interpretation that the problems arising from the linking of Normandy and
England were caused mainly by members of William I’s own family.
[70]

Sources A, C and D make it clear that Robert of Normandy was a troublemaker, leading a
rebellion and being cursed by his father in A, appealing to the French king for help against
his brother in C and being castigated as a rebel in D. In D he is also condemned for his
failure to keep order. Source B outlines the effects in England of William’s absence when
his regents, one of whom was his half brother, exploited their position. This evidence
agrees with the statement. But in C Robert lacked courage to resist so his threat may not
have been that serious.
Source C suggests there were other reasons, describing a civil war that lasted a long time
and showing that the nobles took advantage of the situation. But Source C also shows that
the nobles saw their interests were served by peace, In Source A there is intervention from
the French king, taking advantage of the situation and Source C supports this point. Also in
C the Scots were causing problems. Source D shows the problems inherent in the linking
of England and Normandy and the dual loyalties of the barons. There is a hint that Rufus
himself was less effective than his father.
Candidates could argue that despite the assertions in B, William I was a strong ruler in
both England and Normandy as D makes clear. Odo was later overthrown and Lanfranc
was a better regent. Candidates could refer to the role of Ranulf Flambard under Rufus.
The fear of the barons that they might have different overlords in England and Normandy
is backed up in the sources and candidates might argue that the greatest problems arose
in the period 1087-95 when the kingdom and the duchy had different rulers.
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Mid-Tudor Crises 1536-1569
Royal Advisers 1540-1569
(a)

Study Sources A and E
Compare these Sources as evidence for relations between monarchs and their
advisers.
[30]

Focus: Comparison of two Sources.
No set answer is expected, but candidates need to compare the contents, evaluating such
matters as authorship, dating, utility and reliability, so using the Sources ‘as evidence for
…’. The headings and attributions should aid evaluation and reference to both is expected
in a good answer.
The Sources agree that the advisers of both monarchs were ambitious, ‘seeking their own
profit’ and with ‘projects’ the king wished to stop succeeding in Source A, and ‘if you think
to rule’ in Source E. Both Sources agree that monarchs had to deal firmly with advisers –
‘reproaching’ them in Source A and humbling Dudley in Source E. They also agree that
advisers did serve the monarch well: in Source A Cromwell is referred to as ‘the most
faithful servant’ Henry had had and in Source E Elizabeth has ‘many servants whom she
favours’. In Source A Henry is ‘gloomy’ and mistrusts his advisers, as in Source E
Elizabeth mistrusts Dudley. The Sources also agree that monarchs had the power to make
advisers afraid – Dudley was ‘so alarmed’ in E, perhaps because of examples like the
execution of Cromwell in Source A.
But the Sources disagree concerning the extent of control monarchs exercised over their
advisers. Source A suggests that Henry had been persuaded to execute Cromwell by the
lies of Cromwell’s enemies, whereas in Source E Elizabeth is said to have deliberately
created parties and factions to ‘divide and rule’. In Source E the public reprimand is to
Elizabeth’s favourite, while in Source A, Henry’s reprimand is to the advisers who have
made him remove his minister. Contextual knowledge may be used to show
understanding of the comparison. Perhaps Henry is wishing to salve his conscience. His
annoyance at the Cleves marriage undermined Cromwell’s favour with the king, and the
Bill of Attainder against him was introduced under the king’s prerogative. Dudley was
Elizabeth’s favourite, recently made Earl of Leicester and a rival of Cecil on the Privy
Council, but she had no intention of marrying him, as he hoped, because he was a ‘mere’
subject. Both Sources therefore suggest that factional rivalry played a part in the
relationship between monarchs and their advisers.
The provenance of the Sources may be used to determine which is more useful or reliable
for explaining relations between monarchs and their advisers. Neither Source can be fully
trusted. In Source A this is because of the nationality of the author and the context of the
Habsburg-Valois wars. As ambassador at a time when the Anglo-German alliance had
collapsed, he might be reassuring leading advisers, such as Montmorency, that Henry was
weak. Late in Henry VIII’s reign the conservative and reform factions were influential due
to his poor health and increasing age. Source E is written by a Stuart politician who was a
child at the time of the incident he describes. Source E might seem to be less useful
evidence as the assertion of Elizabeth’s strong control of her advisers has little factual
support except this one incident. In Source A there is more balance between an infirm king
who knows the good servants from the flatterers, and can act forcefully, as with Cromwell,
but can also be manipulated. No set conclusion is expected, but substantiated judgement
should be reached for the top levels of the Mark Scheme.
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Study all the Sources.
Use your own knowledge to assess how far the Sources support the
interpretation that advisers could be trusted to serve royal interests between
1540 and 1569.
[70]

Focus: Judgement in context, based on the set of Sources and own knowledge.
Successful answers will need to make use of all five Sources, testing them against
contextual knowledge and evaluating their strengths and weaknesses, any limitations as
evidence. A range of issues may be addressed in focusing upon the terms of the question
but no set conclusion is expected.
The Sources contain references to both sides of the argument, so they may be grouped by
interpretation. The supporting view is shown predominantly in Source D and to varying
extents in Sources A, B and E, whereas the opposing view predominates in Sources A,
B, and E.
The supporting view is that Tudor royal servants helped establish strong system and
served the monarchy well. Source D suggests that at the start of her reign, as a young
female ruler, Elizabeth I trusts Cecil as hardworking, honest and discreet. Own knowledge
might add that he was an experienced politician and a committed Protestant to help her
implement a Church Settlement. However, at the time of the Source England was
religiously divided, and he had not yet been tested, so these are only Elizabeth’s hopes.
Henry VIII, in Source A, is reflecting on the loyalty of Cromwell, but his execution suggests
that Henry had previously felt he had failed him. In Source C, Renard himself is acting as a
loyal adviser of Mary, keeping Charles V informed should problems require his support for
her and his son Philip. Here the context is less typical, as the Spanish marriage has
caused factions at court to develop a xenophobic flavour unlike those in Sources A, B and
E. Some candidates might point out that factions were part of the normal running of all
governments. Dudley, in Source E, is humbled to be a loyal servant because of the
Queen’s forcefulness. But this may be Naunton’s attempt to make a contrast with the
weaker Stuart kings. In Source B, Somerset claims to be serving Edward VI by
encouraging the common people to rise in support of the Lord Protector, who is taking the
side of the people oppressed by the greedy gentry class, though the authors of the Source
see his action as undermining the monarchy and nation.
So the Sources also support the opposing view. Somerset’s claims are unconvincing as
described in the charges against him in 1549, made by his enemies on the Privy Council,
the authors of Source B. They blame him for political and social instability, though
knowledge of rebellions might be added to suggest other causes. In Source B he is said to
have acted against the King’s interests and for his personal ambition during the royal
minority. Knowledge of provenance might reveal the Privy Council’s own ambition, to oust
Somerset in favour of Northumberland, who might be added, from knowledge, to best
exemplify an adviser seeking power against the interests of the Tudor dynasty by placing
Lady Jane Grey on the throne in 1553. In Source C, Paget and Arundel are revealed to be
scheming against Gardiner, the chancellor. Paget is also out of favour with Mary and
cultivating Philip’s support, leading to factions and disunity in the Council, hence political
instability. The author, Renard, however, is Mary’s close adviser, so may not be objective.
Source A suggests factions had caused instability due to their schemes and personal
ambition, whereas in Source E, individual favourites are suggested as failing to prosper
under Elizabeth, who is fully in control of her advisers using the patronage system. A
supported overall judgement should be reached on the extent to which the Sources
accept the interpretation that advisers could be trusted to serve royal interests. No specific
judgement is expected.
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Candidates are likely to consider a range of themes within the Sources: factional rivalry,
disunity, personal ambition, manipulation and loyal service. They are likely to set the
Sources within the context of strong or weak monarchies, perhaps due to age or gender. It
is up to candidates to assess and decide upon relative importance here, there being no set
conclusion.
3

The English Civil War and Interregnum 1637-1660
The Second Civil War and the Trial of King Charles I
(a)

Study Sources A and C
Compare these Sources as evidence for issues involved in the King’s
negotiations during 1647-8.

[30]

Focus: Comparison of two Sources.
No set answer is expected, but candidates need to compare the contents, evaluating such
matters as authorship, dating, utility and reliability, so using the Sources ‘as evidence for
…’. The headings and attributions should aid evaluation and reference to both is expected
in a good answer.
Both Sources are examples of the terms negotiated by the King. The provenance of the
Sources should be integrated into the comparison. There are both similarities and
differences in the terms discussed. In Source A, the King negotiates with the Scots to gain
their military support which he had already had earlier with the Solemn League and
Covenant, whereas in Source C he negotiates with commissioners sent by Parliament,
who are hostile and in a position of strength after his defeat in the Second Civil War.
Source A is signed by Charles I himself so is more reliable than Source C, which is a later
record of hearsay information perhaps justifying a husband’s involvement in the later
execution of the King. The purpose of the King in both sets of negotiations is to restore his
power. In Source A the Scots ‘will restore him to his government, royal rights and full
revenues’ and Source C refers to ‘terms they agreed for his restoration’.
Source A includes terms concerning religion: the King wishes ‘to preserve and establish
religion’ and Source C agrees ‘He would not give up the bishops, but only lease out their
revenues’. However, in Source A ‘Separatists and Independents will be suppressed’ and
the King will set up ‘a Presbyterian system for three years’, whereas Source C takes an
opposite view on bishops. Hutchinson is giving her husband’s view, that such terms
‘betrayed their whole cause’. Context might be used to explain the divisions which
Hutchinson shows, between those Presbyterians who wished to continue negotiations and
the Army officers who now took a hard line attitude towards the King as ‘that man of blood’,
complicating the process of negotiation in 1648. Source A records the treaty with the Scots
which began the Second Civil War, the basis of the charge that the King had caused
bloodshed by waging war against his people, and this charge seems to have been put to
him in Source C, which states that the King ‘acknowledged himself guilty of the blood spilt
in the late war’. His untrustworthiness is shown in Source C, by his request that this
concession ‘should not be used against him’. In Source A, he accepts Presbyterianism,
though himself a crypto-Catholic, and concedes valuable fortresses to the Scots, showing
his untrustworthiness.
Both Sources suggest that the King tried to use bribery to buy his restoration to power. In
Source A, he offers the Scots fortresses, ‘arrears of £200,000 and all the expenses of their
army in this future war’. In Source C he offers ‘great honours and offices’. But whereas in
Source C, Colonel Hutchinson’s view is that acceptance of the terms is ‘inconsistent with
the liberty of the people’, in Source A, Charles is claiming that his Engagement with the
Scots is to ‘defend the privileges of Parliament and the liberties of the subject’. Context
might be used to discuss this claim in the light of national and religious hostility between
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the Scottish Presbyterians and the Independents in the Army and Parliament, who would
lose their liberty by the terms of the Engagement.
So the Sources are very different in provenance: authorship, date and context, but many
of the issues involved remain the same. In relation to the attempt to gain a settlement with
the King, Source C is better evidence, despite its unreliability. No set conclusion is
expected, but substantiated judgement should be reached for the top levels of the Mark
Scheme.
(b)

Study all the Sources
Use your own knowledge to assess how far the Sources support the
interpretation that the King was brought to trial because after 1647 he could no
longer be trusted.
[70]

Focus: Judgement in context, based on the set of Sources and own knowledge.
Successful answers will need to make use of all five Sources, testing them against
contextual knowledge and evaluating their strengths and weaknesses, any limitations as
evidence. A range of issues may be addressed in focusing upon the terms of the question
but no set conclusion is expected.
The untrustworthiness of the King was also a reason for his trial. Negotiations failed partly
because Parliament and the Army did not trust him to keep his promises. He also is said,
in Source C, to have tried to bribe the commissioners to get the treaty signed by
Parliament. This certainly supports his view in Source E that he was leaving behind a
‘corruptible crown’. His claim, in Source E, that he did not rule by the power of the sword
might be evaluated by cross-reference with Source A. By laying the foundations of the ‘cult
of King Charles the Martyr’ with his propaganda in Source E, he is trying to overcome the
view in the title.
There are two main charges against the King in his trial in Source D: firstly that ‘He
traitorously and maliciously levied war against Parliament’; and was ‘the author and
continuer of the unnatural, cruel and bloody wars’, ‘guilty of the treasons, murders,
burnings and damages to this nation caused by these wars’. Secondly, that he tried ‘to
erect an unlimited and tyrannical power’ and ‘overthrow the people’s liberties’. In Source E
the King protests his innocence saying that he did not ‘rule in an arbitrary way, to have all
laws changed according to the power of the sword’. Thus he refutes the second charge of
trying to create an unlimited and tyrannous power. He claims to have tried to protect ‘the
people’s liberty’ and ‘their life and goods’.
He denies that he acted in an arbitrary way. Cross reference might be made with Source
A, where he invites a Scottish army into England to restore him, but here too he claims to
be protecting the ‘liberties of the subject’. This claim might be evaluated in the light of
English views of the Scots and his promise to establish Presbyterianism for three years.
There is evidence in Source A that the King caused the Second Civil War by signing the
Engagement with the Scots, so the charge, which is repeated in Sources B and C, may
have some foundation.
But, on the other hand, the introduction to Source D shows that the High Court set up to try
Charles was created by a Rump of the Commons after Pride’s Purge in December 1648.
John Bradshaw represents this, and the King did not recognise the court. Thus the power
of the Army lay behind the trial of the King.
The king had escaped from Army control when he called in the Scots with the
Engagement, so Army power might be seen to lie behind this desperate move. However,
there were still those parliamentarians who wished to continue to negotiate with the King,
as revealed in Source C, and there was considerable debate in Parliament about the
61

F963

Mark Scheme

January 2010

acceptance of the terms negotiated by the Parliamentary commissioners in the autumn of
1648. The provenance of this Source is unreliable, as there may be a purpose of justifying
Lucy Hutchinson’s husband, and showing that the parliamentary cause would be lost if a
treaty with the King were signed. However, if it is taken at face value, pressure from the
Army played an important part in the decision to end negotiations.
As for the decision to bring the king to trial, Source B suggests that some parts of the Army
had prejudged his guilt. Source B reveals that some elements of the Army viewed the King
as ‘that man of blood’ as early as the Windsor prayer meeting in April 1648. The
‘reopened’ negotiations mentioned in Source C was unpopular with them, as it came after
the defeat of the King in the Second Civil War ‘after his defeat and capture’, and the repeal
of the ‘Vote of No Addresses’ which had originally been passed under pressure of the
Army in January 1648. Therefore the power of the Army had played a part in the ending of
negotiations, trying the king and finding him guilty. However, the author of Source B is an
agitator, writing long after the event, emphasising the danger of the Second Civil War. The
context of Source B is widespread revolts against the Army throughout 1648, so that may
suggest the Army was not so powerful at that time. Certainly this context hardened their
views of the king’s role in events.
A supported overall judgement should be reached on the extent to which the Sources
accept the interpretation that the King was brought to trial because after 1647 he could no
longer be trusted. No specific judgement is expected.
Candidates are likely to consider a range of themes within the Sources, such as the King’s
part in the outbreak of the Second Civil War, his untrustworthiness, the extent of his
defence of the law, the nature of his rule and the part played by the Army and the Scots.
They are likely to set the Sources within the context of events, such as the Vote of No
Addresses and Pride’s Purge. It is up to candidates to assess and decide upon relative
importance here, there being no set conclusion.
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Option B: Modern 1915-1945
1

The Condition of England 1815-1853
(a)

Study Sources A and E
Compare these sources as evidence for attitudes towards improving the
condition of factory workers.

[30]

No set answer is expected, but candidates need to compare the contents, evaluating such
matters as authorship, dating, utility and reliability, so using the sources ‘as evidence
for…’. The headings and attributions should aid evaluation and reference to both is
expected in a good answer.
Both sources agree on the need for improvement, emphasising the need for some sort of
education, although E is vaguer (the 3 ‘R’s in A, an ‘increase of intelligence’ in E). They
also agree that the way forward is for factory workers to become ‘industrious’ (A) or to
work in E. However they differ on how best to do it. There is disagreement on what holds
workers back. The stress in A is on poor living and working conditions whilst in E it is
government restrictions on both trade and labour. For Bright trade barriers, monopolies
and factory reforms all deny workers the opportunity to find work. Similarly they disagree
on labour. Owen in A has ended child labour under 8 and although Bright in E doesn’t refer
to this he is adamant that all be given the opportunity or ‘liberty’ to work. The way forward
for Owen (A) is for employers to take responsibility, providing education from 5 to 10,
better streets and housing, restricting alcohol and ending the Truck System by effective
bulk buying and then selling at low rates. For Bright in E it is the free market which allows
both employers and workers to make individual choices (workers voluntarily deciding to
limit their work). Owen stresses the employer as the key, Bright both the individual worker
and employer operating in a free market.
These differences are explained by the provenance. Both are employers and mill owners
and perhaps significantly neither mentions better wages as the way forward, although
Owen does refer to the need to lower the price of necessities. Both are radicals and not
necessarily typical of their class, although Bright will speak for most of his type. There the
similarities end. Owen was a radical paternalist and early socialist who believed in
cooperation rather than competition as the basis for the new industrial society. In contrast
Bright was an MP and spokesman of the northern millowners who campaigned for Free
Trade and a society based on the principles of laissez faire, hence his stress on achieving
a free market as the means of improvement (‘markets of the world’, ‘liberty to work’).
Owen’s comments are based on social experimentation at New Lanark and he is keen to
use the experience to ‘prove’ his case – that cooperation will lead to workers who are
‘industrious, faithful and kind’. This may have led to some exaggeration of the beneficence
of his changes given that he is arguing a case in his book ‘New View of Society’. In
contrast Bright is talking of the economy in general. He assumes that improvement will
come not from employer paternalism but from individual effort, if only government would
‘give them the power’. Both are optimistic. There is also a difference in the dates. Owen is
talking of an earlier experiment, before the first proper Factory Act in 1833, whilst Bright is
opposing Graham’s Factory Act, the 3rd main instalment of workplace change, in a
parliamentary speech that is strong on rhetoric. Both are useful pieces of evidence on how
best to improve the industrial working class. Although there were other examples of
paternal millowners Owen may be less typical than Bright, although many employers may
not have taken Bright’s more theoretical view, preferring to stress profit.
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Study all the Sources
Use your own knowledge to assess how far the Sources support the
interpretation that factories in the period 1831 to 1844 were places of
exploitation for all workers.

[70]

Successful answers will need to make use of all five Sources, testing them against
contextual knowledge and evaluating their strengths and weaknesses, including any
limitations as evidence. A range of issues may be addressed in focusing upon the terms of
the question but no set conclusion is expected.
The sources may be used in a variety of ways to assess the interpretation that factories
were places of exploitation for all. It is likely that candidates will see Sources B and D as
more supportive of this view whilst A, C and E are critical of it, pointing to Factories as
more positive places, the ‘best schools’ in the words of McCulloch in C. Evaluatively C and
E may be considered less credible given their abstract and theoretical nature (both are
referring to the economy). McCulloch in C is an economist who may well have less
experience than Bright and Owen (A and E) in the running of factories. However they too
have interests that lie elsewhere (Bright’s middle class radical campaign against
aristocratic government and the Corn Laws and his position as an MP; Owen’s trade union
and written work). B and D may be considered more useful given Horner’s hands-on
evidence as the key Factory Inspector a decade into his work, and the report of the Leeds
newspaper with a slightly better off readership in Yorkshire, yet whose tone appears
sympathetic to the cause of reform (‘aptly named little victims’, an acceptance of the case
that exploitation was prevalent).
The case against factories is mainly to be found in B and D. The Manchester
demonstration in B, organised by the Short Time Committees, was designed to stress the
cruelty of the system for children and thus implicitly for men as well. It deftly demonstrates
the experience of radicalism, the phrasing linking to an Anti Slavery movement that was
about to triumph in 1833 (candidates may refer to Oastler’s Yorkshire Slavery article) –
‘Am I not a brother and a man’. Children sing of the 12 hours they work and emotively
carry whips and straps. However this is obviously propaganda, milking a Manchester
audience for support and clearly succeeding. It is the sort of ‘exaggeration’ that McCulloch
in C complains of. Nonetheless the response and scale might suggest deeply felt
grievances with workers yet to learn to love the factory. Horner in D may be considered
better evidence given the provenance. It is based on much visiting and inspection and
although the true picture may have been hidden on occasions his comments command
authority and he was listened to by governments. However Horner does not comment on
children, confining his comments to adult labour. He does not necessarily accept the
argument that conditions and hours for men needed interference, but he is concerned that
the rise of female labour is based on abuse (their alleged physical incapacity and the
‘deterioration of their health’) and that this has an impact on adult men (neglected domestic
duties). He believes that women, as unfree agents, have been exploited as cheap labour.
Whilst not a supporter of 10 hours, he does consider 12 exploitative. Candidates could
also use Owen in A. Given that he refers only to his own experiment at New Lanark, one
can infer exploitation was common elsewhere (‘the practice of employing children…’; a
truck system that needed challenging, via his Cooperative movement, to prevent
employers controlling their workforce as consumers). Own knowledge could extend the
discussion here, pointing to findings in the reports of 1831 and 1832 and to the legislative
struggle before and beyond 1833. Candidates could also note that McCulloch admits there
is some foundation to these shocking reports and that ‘abuse’ is ‘certain’ in some factories
(and own knowledge may point to the older, smaller and more water powered ones by the
1830s and 1840s). Bright in E could be interpreted as a theoretical justification of worker
exploitation, given that no mention is made of wages and that labour shortages were
increasingly a thing of the past.
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The case that hours and conditions were not necessarily exploitative for all can
mainly be found in A, C and E. Yet Owen in A is not referring to a typical factory and
candidates might discuss whether there were other model factories. He is certainly keen to
include children and adults in his improving measures. C and E carry the main weight of
the pro factory argument, as to be expected from wealthy men and employers who
invested their time and careers in advancing the cause of a factory based society
governed by the free market and self made men, offering the blessings and opportunities
of hard work. Clearly they are concerned to resist any attempt by government to interfere
via factory acts. However McCulloch was right to challenge some of the stories of
exploitation emanating from the factory reformers – professional cripples and the coaching
of witnesses by reformers was a tactic used in the early 1830s. Non factory labour
(workshops and agriculture) may well have been just as exploitative, and with worse
conditions for all, than the factories, the owners of which often felt unduly focused on.
McCulloch refers to ‘other classes’ and comments on the alternatives – beggary in the
streets and crime. He is convinced that the Factories especially have disciplined, ordered
and protected children. Bright in E shares this view although candidates could question the
reality behind his rhetoric.
He is short on evidence, long on claims (‘speedily make them independent’?). Could
workers look forward to the sort of means which would enable them to choose more
‘recreation and enjoyment’? Horner in D will not accept less hours for adult men whilst B
could be dismissed as unreliable anti factory propaganda.
The Sources provide mixed messages and much will depend on an evaluation of their
respective worth and the relative conditions prevailing in the variety of workplaces at the
time. There is much special pleading in all the sources.
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The Age of Gladstone and Disraeli 1865 -1886
(a)

Study Sources B and D
Compare these Sources as evidence for the attitudes towards Forster’s 1870
Education Act.
[30]

No set answer is expected, but candidates need to compare the contents, evaluating such
matters as authorship, dating, utility and reliability, so using the sources ‘as evidence
for…’. The headings and attributions should aid evaluation and reference to both is
expected in a good answer.
The sources agree on the importance both of education and the 1870 Act, as to be
expected from two such advocates, but both have reservations. These are religious. Bright
in B is convinced that the Act was designed to enhance the role of the Church of England
and to continue a system of religious voluntary schools that favoured Anglicans. As such
the Nonconformists had long given up a demand for equity and instead put their trust in a
nondenominational system that would strip the Church of its pre-eminence in elementary
education, hence Bright’s hope that Board schools would be established everywhere and
voluntary schools induced to come under their control. This explains Bright’s frustration
that in many areas, especially rural ones, nondenominational Board Schools would not be
established and thus a choice not forthcoming for nonconformists. Barry in D partly
agrees but on different grounds, stressing those more respectable workers will want to
send their children to largely Anglican voluntary schools, possibly on grounds of snobbery
and class. He thus agrees with Bright that the Act in part advantages denominational
Anglican education but he considers this to be the fault of Nonconformists like Bright. His
argument is that by strongly objecting to fee payments for the poor to attend Voluntary
schools they confine them in effect to what is perceived to be a second class Board School
education. Where Barry in D disagrees is his view that the Act has dealt a huge blow to
the religious voluntary system, financially (no building grants and a failure to plug into the
local rates as an assured means of securing income) and religiously (the Cowper Temple
conscience clause allowing withdrawal and an enforced nondenominational religion to be
taught in Board schools).
These differences are explained by provenance. Bright, as a key nonconformist MP, is
denouncing the Act in a speech, possibly to a nonconformist audience. He represents
militant nonconformity, anxious to achieve religious equity with established Anglicanism
and his tone is evidence of this. In contrast Barry is more the educational expert and
Headmaster and, although he approaches it from an Anglican viewpoint, he is concerned
to make more thoughtful points about its impact. In part a little distance in date helps him.
In 1873 Bright, who resigned as President of the Board of Trade, is still the outraged
leader of thwarted Nonconformity whilst in 1874 Barry is more impressed with its secular,
nondenominational drift. He can see, as Bright cannot, that the Anglican Voluntary schools
will benefit from class distinctions (whether he approves is another matter) as better off
workers seek to segregate their children from the urban poor, destined for the Board
schools. On these grounds it may be the better evidence for more informed and balanced
attitudes 4 years into its operation and on the eve of an election that saw Bright’s
Nonconformists contribute to Gladstone’s downfall.
(b)

Study all the Sources
Use your own knowledge to assess how far the Sources support the
interpretation that the reforms of 1868-74 were designed to satisfy interest
groups which supported the Liberal Party.
[70]

Successful answers will need to make use of all five Sources, testing them against
contextual knowledge and evaluating their strengths and weaknesses, including any
limitations as evidence. A range of issues may be addressed in focusing upon the terms of
the question but no set conclusion is expected.
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Sources A and in part B and E suggest that the reforms were intended to satisfy
liberal interest groups and that those groups played an important part both in their
occurrence and their drafting. These sources may be considered effective in their
contribution, coming as they do from a variety of liberal or moderate and reformist views
(Arnold from the vantage point of reason and justice, Bright from militant middle class
nonconformity and Matthews from a modern historian’s view with a close understanding of
Gladstone’s thinking). In contrast Sources C, D and in part B and E would suggest
otherwise – that the reforms were designed to attack vested interest wherever it might
be. They too come from a variety of liberal angles and provide a balanced view, Matthews
in E being a case in point. He provides a balanced account of the Trade Union reforms.
The satisfying of Liberal interests is seen in Arnold (A) who strongly suggests that the
key interest group to be appeased were the nonconformists, citing their influence on Irish
Disestablishment in 1869. Arnold would clearly have preferred a redistribution of property
rather than disendowment and cites liberal concepts of equity and justice. Knowledge
might support this. Gladstone, it has been argued, used Irish Church reform to unite a
divided Liberal party in the wake of the debacle over the 2nd Reform Act and to win the
1868 election. Not just nonconformists were pleased by Disestablishment. Radicals and
Whigs also united around it. However whether Arnold’s ideas were realistic is another
matter. Clearly Forster in 1870 tried to satisfy the nonconformists and the Birmingham
based National Education League over education but Bright in B and the League would
settle for nothing less than an ending of grants to the voluntary schools and a compulsory,
free, state, non denominational elementary educational system. They looked to his Board
Schools to do it and there is evidence that he thought he had done enough to satisfy them.
In E Bruce is clearly acting to address Lib/Lab concerns over Union legal status and funds,
thinking it achieved by the two acts of 1871. Matthews makes it clear that the Liberal
reforms intended to allow moderate peaceful picketing and negotiation, only to be
frustrated by conservative and restrictive rulings in the Courts. Knowledge might also be
used to demonstrate Whig interests (government posts and a more moderate Irish Land
Act) being satisfied. Other Liberal and nonconformist concerns were addressed over
alcohol, the aristocratic and patronage ridden army and over the principle of merit in
Universities, Civil Service and the Army.
The alternative view is provided in C, D and in parts of B and E – that far from
pandering to interest groups, Liberal or otherwise, the reforms took on vested interest and
indeed alienated key Liberal groups, notably the nonconformists, the Drink Trade and the
Lib/Labs of the respectable artisan upper working class with their newly formed TUC.
Bright in B is outraged by the apparent Anglican victory and candidates could point to
clause 25 and other loopholes that allowed rate subsidy for Voluntary schools via poor
pupils and became the later focus for nonconformist hostility. Far from satisfying those the
reforms seemed to ride roughshod over this particular ‘interest’. The Economist in C is
staggered at the Licensing Act’s treatment of both the brewers and the working class. It
stresses how bold it was to take on such a vital electoral interest. Gladstone blamed his
own second place in the Greenwich election in 1874 on this act – the torrent of gin and
beer! Barry in D can be interpreted either way – that the Liberals achieved a balance
between Anglican and nonconformist interests or that it was too concerned at economising
by not building Board schools throughout and therefore did advantage Anglicans whilst
simultaneously undermining their catechism. Matthews in E points to the lack of interest
Gladstone and the Cabinet (or was it lack of agreement) had over addressing worker
concerns over the Criminal Law Amendment Act. It would appear that the reforms were not
that interested in pandering to specific Liberal interest groups. They were prepared to live
with Union anger, something Disraeli was easily able to capitalise upon in 1875.
Sources A to D are all varieties of Liberal thinking and provide a mixed message as to the
focus of the reforms. Only A suggests out and out pandering to sectional interest and
Arnold stood somewhat aloof from mainstream Liberalism. The rest, including the historian
of Gladstone, Matthews, suggest a more mixed set of motives and, indeed, the
antagonism of some liberal groups, whether Nonconformist, TUC, Brewer or Whig Irish
landowner, to achieve retrenchment, reform, civic equality and justice.
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The Fortunes of the Conservative Party 1900-1914
(a)

Study Sources C and D
Compare these Sources as evidence for attitudes towards Tariff Reform.

[30]

Focus: Comparison of two Sources
No set answer is expected, but candidates need to compare the contents, evaluating such
matters as authorship, dating, utility and reliability, so using the Sources ‘as evidence
for...’. The headings and attributions should aid evaluation, and reference to both is
expected in a good answer.
Content: Both Sources refer to Conservative opinion. But while Source C supports Tariff
Reform and the necessity of Food Taxes, Source D is opposed to both. Source C is
confident that Tariff Reform is the right policy, and claims that it is most successful when
discussed openly and vigorously. The emphasis is on Tariff Reform protecting British jobs.
But this argument does not play well with the Lancashire county association (Source D).
The Source claims that ‘Lancashire hates Tariff Reform’, and candidates might pick up on
the point that generally the cotton industry supported both free trade and low food prices.
According to Lord Derby, Tariff Reform has been a divisive issue in the party, especially
since the crushing electoral defeat of 1906, and now further failure in the two elections of
1910.
Provenance: Source C. The background is the General Election of January 1910, when
the Conservatives narrowly failed to defeat the Liberal Government. Austen Chamberlain
had taken over leadership of the Tariff Reform movement from his father Joseph
Chamberlain. Here, he encourages Balfour to continue with the controversial policy. As
this election was fought against the background of the crisis over the People’s Budget and
the House of Lords, one might wonder if Chamberlain is exaggerating the importance of
Tariff Reform in the minds of the electorate. However, at this stage, it remains true that the
supporters of Tariff Reform (‘whole-hoggers’) are still an influential group in the
Conservative Party. Source D. Nearly three years later, Balfour has gone, having initially
promised a referendum on Tariff Reform. Bonar Law has now withdrawn this offer. Hence
the anger in Lancashire. The source reference is local, but the dangers of a split in the
party are wider. Walter Long was a moderate supporter of Tariff Reform. But Derby hopes
he will respond to the danger. Soon after this, Bonar Law (always a ‘whole-hogger’) is
forced to abandon Tariff Reform. A good answer may not require all of this information.
The essential point is the potential split in Conservative leadership (and support) arising
from these differing attitudes to Tariff Reform. The dates are important in bringing this out.
(b)

Study all the Sources
Use your own knowledge to assess how far the Sources support the
interpretation that the issue of cheap food was the main reason for fluctuating
working class support for the Conservative Party between 1900 and 1914. [70]

Successful answers will need to make use of all five Sources, testing them against
contextual knowledge, and evaluating their strengths and weaknesses and any limitations
as evidence. A range of issues may be addressed in focusing upon the terms of the
question, but no set conclusion is expected.
Fluctuating working class support for the Conservative Party is much in evidence during
this period. After victory in the Khaki Election of 1900, the Conservatives faced many
difficulties in an era of increasing working class political influence. These problems
included: The unpopular policies of the Balfour Government 1900-1905. Electoral defeat in
1906. The domination of the Liberal Party 1906-1914. The rise of the Labour Party. The
House of Lords Crisis. Continuing splits over Tariff Reform (the issue of cheap food). The
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problems of Ulster and Home Rule. And failure to oust the Liberals in the two elections of
1910.
And yet, as the modern historian suggests in Source E, the Conservatives continued to
enjoy an underlying electoral strength as the natural party of government. Despite the
Liberal reforms, and Labour’s rise, there was still strong support for the Conservatives,
even among the working classes. Certainly, the issue of cheap food weakened the
Conservatives because their policy of Tariff Reform was associated with dearer food, and
because not all Conservatives supported the policy. Nevertheless, for sound reasons, it
remained a Conservative policy for almost a decade. Besides, there were many other
factors for fluctuations in working class support.
Most of the Sources can be used on either side of the debate, although a likely grouping is
A, B and E questioning the centrality of ‘cheap food’ as the key factor in working class
political allegiance, C and D asserting its primacy. Source A clearly explains electoral
defeat in 1906 by reference to unpopular policies which alienated the working class (and
others). It points to the Conservatives being seen generally as the party of the rich and
selfish. However, ‘taxing the food of the poor’ is only one of the reasons given for loss of
working class support. Chinese Slavery (selfish imperialism) and Taff Vale (attacks on
trade unionism) are seen as equally important. In addition, candidates might suggest that
the Quarterly Review (a Liberal magazine) is presenting a one-sided case. It could be
argued that Joseph Chamberlain’s Tariff Reform campaign was a serious effort to deal
with the problems of Empire, trade and national efficiency. Furthermore, own knowledge
could provide examples of useful Conservative legislation appealing to working class
support. For example: the Education Act; Wyndham’s Land Act; and the Unemployed
Workmen Act. Balfour’s Government also introduced a commission to investigate the poor
law. However, there is no doubt that the Liberals won a landslide in 1906.
In Source C, Austen Chamberlain, who has taken over his father’s campaign, urges the
uncertain Balfour to stick with Tariff Reform, despite recent defeat in the January Election
of 1910. Its main thrust is to praise Tariff Reform, and to suggest that electoral defeats
have occurred when the party members were insufficiently bold and open about the policy.
Chamberlain’s optimistic view is that the working class could be converted to Tariff Reform
by an emphasis on the threat of unemployment rather than on the price of food. However,
he admits that Food Taxes may well have contributed to the party’s unpopularity with
workers: ‘dear food, black bread and horse flesh’. Candidates might point out that the main
issue in January 1910 was the House of Lords rejecting the People’s Budget rather than
the food issue.
In Source D, it is clear that ‘Lancashire hates Tariff Reform’ because of ‘Food Taxes’.
Derby, as leader of the county association, would be well aware of working class
discontent in Lancashire. However, as a member of the ‘shadow cabinet’, he has wider
concerns for his party. The Source concentrates on divisions in the party resulting from the
policy of Food Taxes, which are the main problem of continuing to support Tariff Reform.
The Source also implies problems of Conservative leadership following Bonar Law
replacing Balfour. Bonar Law stuck with Tariff Reform as long as possible. Balfour had
been more diffident, and had offered a referendum on the question.
Source B provides the clearest evidence against the assertion in the question. In the
Source, Sir Edward Stanley plays down the impact of Tariff Reform as an explanation for
Conservative electoral defeat in 1906. In particular, Stanley sees the rise of the Labour
Party (Lib-Lab Pact implied?), the strengthening trade unions, and the growth of working
class independence as the main factors in his own defeat in Lancashire. However
candidates might point out that Stanley (the Lord Derby of Source D) will change his
opinion by 1912, accepting the damage done to the party by the issue of cheap food.
Credit answers that make an effective provenance point here – B, as a private
conversation, may more accurately reflect Derby’s position than the letter to Long in D.
In Source E, the modern historian explains the broadening popular appeal of the party
despite all the difficulties of the period. The Source ignores the damaging issue of cheap
food. Instead, it explains the revival of working class support by references to Irish Home
Rule, Empire and Employment. The Conservatives were seen as patriotic; and this created
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jobs, an important contrast in some areas to Lancashire’s cotton industry. They supported
the Empire against Little Englanders and Socialists. They backed Ulster. Candidates might
also point out that, in the second election of 1910, the Conservatives received more votes
than the Liberal Party, which now had to rely on Labour and Irish support to stay in power.
4

(a)

Study Sources A and B.
Compare these Sources as evidence for views about self-government for India
as expressed in 1931.
[30]

Focus: Comparison of two Sources
No set answer is expected, but candidates need to compare the contents, evaluating such
matters as authorship, dating, utility and reliability, so using the Sources ‘as evidence’
for….The headings and attributions should aid evaluation and reference to both is
expected in a good answer.
Content: A offers a view of a moderate and popular Indian policy in contrast to the view in
B. Churchill in B speaks of surrender, while A speaks of all parties cooperating to bring a
new constitution. There is no mention in A of the loss of trade which Churchill fears. In B
India is being abandoned to upper caste Hindus, but in A Muslims and Hindus are in
agreement and there is no reference to dominant caste politics. A sees the government
acting to meet the political hopes of India, but B sees ignominious surrender to Gandhi and
the ‘Brahmins’. Political liberties for all Indians are guaranteed in A, but the Untouchables
are being consigned to tyranny in B. A sees peaceful conditions, but by implication that is
far from the case in B’s view. B talks in terms of high emotion – ‘shame’ and ‘guilt’ but A is
the language of agreement and consensus. The tone is very different.
Provenance: A is a statement made in the calm of the House of Commons, pondered and
governmental. B is a rousing rhetorical speech in a large hall before committed Imperialist
opponents of self government for India. It appeals to emotion and self-interest in a way that
B deliberated avoids. A is from a government minister wanting to show progress for
moderation; B is from a political maverick, whose stance has alienated him from the
Conservative establishment and who rejects moderation and cross-party agreement. The
aim of A is to build agreement; the aim of B is to use extra parliamentary pressure to
wreck agreement. A is typical of moderate opinion on India, hoping to end the Congress
agitation and build on previous acts to share power. B is not very typical of Conservative
opinion, but entirely typical of Churchill’s willingness to take on establishments and pursue
anti-appeasement policies. A is useful for showing the calm tone of Macdonald’s
approach; B is useful for seeing how India led Churchill to the rhetorical excesses which
kept him in the political wilderness.
Some may judge A to be more useful for establishing the cross-party view of India
because B is so unrepresentative of all but a minority. Others may see B as more useful
for understanding the disagreements and for seeing that the tone of the opposition to
reform in India was not likely to be generally acceptable.
(b)

Study all the Sources
Use your own knowledge to assess how far the Sources support the
interpretation that Churchill’s policies towards India showed serious
misjudgement on his part.

[70]

Focus: Judgement in context, based on the set of Sources and own knowledge.
Successful answers will need to make use of all five Sources, testing them against
contextual knowledge and evaluating their strengths and weaknesses, any limitations as
evidence. A range of issues may be addressed in focusing upon the terms of the question
but no set conclusion is expected.
The debate here is whether Churchill was blinkered by his early experiences in India and
his determination to hold India at all costs and whether this led him to serious
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miscalculation. There have also been suggestions that Churchill was blinded by racial
prejudice about India. So he has been seen as an out-of-touch imperialist who ruined his
career in campaigning against India reform and turned moderate Conservative opinion
against him, a misjudgement which made his criticisms of appeasement less effective
when applied to Germany. There is a view that Churchill was wiser in practice than in
making speeches, but he came in for a great deal of criticism for the governing of India
during the war – by Amery, the Colonial secretary and Wavell, the Viceroy and Source D
condemns him for the policy adopted over the Bengal famine. Source E attempts some
justification and Source C shows that as Prime Minister he softened the approach he took
to India.
The most critical Sources are A, C and D. Source A by implication shows that the press
and public opinion, and both Hindus and Muslims within India were prepared to come
together for moderate reform. ‘Some quarters’ – presumably Churchill and his die hard
allies – the extremists referred to in C cannot accept the consensus. However, a minister
in Benn’s position would want to stress the degree of unity about this issue. The tone of B
rather tells against Churchill here and the Imperial expert, Wrench, even at a time when
Churchill’s reputation stood very high in the early 50s finds the 1931 position that Churchill
took hard to understand. However this is a speech in a large hall to an audience likely to
support the reactionary views of the organizers and Churchill’s public and private views
were not always expressed in the same terms. Churchill after all had wide ministerial
experience and had been sympathetic to national causes in South Africa, Ireland and
Belgium, but he aligned himself with imperial extremists. The most damning criticism
comes from an Indian source (D) looking back on the Bengal Famine. However, this is
based on one family and the evidence is not given for British neglect. 1942 was a very
difficult year for Britain and there were some hard choices. This is a journalistic rather than
a historical account. It is also bound to be limited as it is essentially based on family
experiences. However, other sources do confirm widespread resentment about British
inaction. C has eye witness accounts of meetings with Gandhi and the Cripps mission of
1942; but whether Gandhi would actually in the end have been satisfied with dominion
status may be questioned – certainly on the basis of the limited evidence given here. India
and the Empire were causes of dissent between Churchill and the Americans and there is
some doubt about whether a post-war Conservative government would have given up
India.
Candidates may be aware of Churchill’s continuing commitment to an imperial role right up
to the end of the war. However Wrench (C) does offer some modification to the harsher
view. Churchill himself defends his policy in 1931 on humanitarian grounds, though the
sincerity and factual basis of this may be questioned. He was convinced that Congress
would oppress lower castes and, indeed, Muslims. This was actually the case in Congress
administrations after 1935 – at least in terms of Muslims. However, Churchill’s concerns
were probably more about preserving the Victorian empire and a belief in the importance
of trade links. Source E offers a justification in terms of eventual outcome, but this may be
questioned. By the 1930s there was a consensus for change as Source A shows, and a
gradual constitutional reform was seen as inevitable and more likely to prevent extremism
and communalism. In 1931 Churchill was something of a failed politician and may well
have played the Indian card with some irresponsibility. If subsequent events proved some
of his concerns to have some justification, then that does not entirely justify his position in
1931. In terms of both assessing the needs of India and of his reputation within his own
party and with the influential political leaders of his day, it could well be argued that
Churchill had misjudged and candidates are free to assess how serious this was.
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F964 European and World History Enquiries
Option A: Medieval and Early Modern 1073-1555
The First Crusade and the Crusader States 1073-1130
1

The People’s Crusade
(a)

Study Sources A and B
Compare these Sources as evidence for the popular response raised by the
preaching of the Crusade.
[30]

Focus: Comparison of two Sources
No set answer is expected, but candidates need to compare the contents, evaluating such
matters as authorship, dating, utility and reliability, so using the Sources ‘as evidence
for...’. The headings and attributions should aid evaluation and reference to both is
expected in a good answer. A makes much of the divine nature of Peter’s appeal (‘little
short of divine’), in the context of his audience and of the enthusiasm generated; B echoes
elements of this but also points up the sense of a lack of control, an over-confidence, a
belief in success, all features, arguably, of excessive popular enthusiasm. Both focus on
the role of Peter; both imply receptive audiences, audiences waiting for a message. B
refers to soldiers as well as unarmed men, women and children, adding to the sense of the
range of appeal. The reference to palms and wearing crosses is of note. The tone and
language of both Sources can be engaged here. So, too, the provenances, and, given the
apparent hostility of the Byzantine rulers towards the People’s Crusade, the authorship of
B may be significant. Source B mentions Peter ‘inspired people’, the wide range of those
affected. The Source makes much of ‘palms and wearing crosses’ (links here to Palm
Sunday) and of the mass response. There is a strong sense of popular involvement.
Source A mentions ‘gifts’, ‘holiness’, ‘godlike’. Both point to a sense of the charismatic
popular preacher as well as to a mass longing for such a leadership with purpose. A
mentions ‘the common people’, ‘crowds of people’, while B mentions ‘unruly, difficult,
restless’ supporters.
Comments on the provenances will aid evaluation. Authorship is important. Both assess
from hindsight, Anna from a highly privileged Byzantine perspective which expresses
horror at the disorderly aspects of the Peoples’ Crusade and may well exaggerate this.
The gap in dates may be viewed as important. A comes from a reliable source and offers
insight while B, though later, comes from a source usually seen as critical of the crusaders
yet here having some positive comments to make. Sympathy and empathy in A, a more
cautious, possibly semi-critical viewpoint in B, can be assessed as well and the
provenances linked to the contents and their nature.
(b)

Study all the Sources
Use your knowledge to assess how far the Sources support the interpretation
that Peter the Hermit was an ineffective leader.
[70]

Focus: Judgement in context, based on the set of Sources and own knowledge
Successful answers will need to make use of all five Sources, testing them against
contextual knowledge and evaluating their strengths and weaknesses, any limitations as
evidence. A range of issues may be addressed in focusing upon the terms of the question
but no set conclusion is expected. The interpretation finds support in Sources C, some of
D and some of E, while Sources A, B, some of D and E point to other possible factors; D
says that the Emperor did send help in the end having neglected the crusade beforehand.
Source E presents an overview and sees some merit in Peter’s leadership and mentions
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the nature, size and scale of the enterprise (linked to A and B) as well as sense of the loss
of control by Peter (as in C). Peter is seen as having an impact as a preacher and a leader
(A, B, E) but also as lacking the necessary qualities as a military and political leader
(especially in C and E). His role was important but there were other factors involved (E is
useful here), some related to his leadership, others less so (for example, the sheer military
power and ferocity of the Turks his force encountered). Apart from the issues of the
attitude of Alexius I, the Byzantine Emperor, and the nature of Peter’s leadership, military
factors are raised in C and D, and suggested in E. A and B point to the intensity of
responses to the call for a crusade. Source B does include the warning from the Byzantine
Emperor. Source C mentions Peter’s visit to Constantinople, and the Turks ‘full of glee’,
ready to attack. Source D also mentions Constantinople and conveys a sense of followers
abandoned to the Turks. The popular element of this Crusade was large but the force was
ill-equipped and ill-trained. Contextual knowledge can supply some details of the Crusade
and its fate as well as of the role of the Byzantine Emperor; this Crusade had flaws in
leadership, organisation, weaponry (Source A points to the advantages that princes and
nobles had in preparations, resources); there is a wider issue of the Byzantine response to
the presence of this Crusade, indeed of the Crusade as a whole. Source E gives a
succinct survey of some of the key ‘requirements for success’ and these can be
exemplified by reference to the problems encountered by the People’s Crusade. Peter was
a charismatic preacher, but he was no military leader. The peasant-based force he
gathered was transported into Asia Minor by Alexius I and, it could be argued, abandoned
there. The lack of control by Peter, evident early on, may be viewed as significant; so, too,
the very nature of this Crusade, as evidenced by references to its make-up in B and E.
Both B and D point to the attitude of the Emperor; the reference to ‘permission’ in D is of
note. The provenances of the Sources can add to analysis here; so, too, the tone, not least
of C (the Emperor rejoiced, survivors were disarmed). Candidates who make valid
comments on provenance should be rewarded. References to the Emperor in C and D
could be used to qualify the reliability of Anna in B who writes from a generally proByzantine stance. The author of C, as an ex-Crusader, might be deemed to have greater
knowledge of conditions those of A and B, whose eye-witness accounts may not have
been fully reliable. The time lag in B and D is also significant in assessing reliability. Topic
knowledge will add in points about (for example) the general attitude of the Emperor to the
Crusaders and about the military problems facing all crusaders as well as the Turkish
advantages in battle against unprepared, undisciplined opponents.
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The German Reformation 1517-1555
2

Reactions to Luther and his Ideas 1519-21
(a)

Study Sources A and C
Compare these Sources as evidence for Catholic reactions to Luther’s
teachings.

[30]

Focus: Comparison of two Sources.
No set answer is expected, but candidates need to compare the contents, evaluating such
matters as authorship, dating, utility and reliability, so using the Sources ‘as evidence
for…’. The headings and attributions should aid evaluation and reference to both is
expected in a good answer.
The provenance of the Sources is a good starting point for a comparative analysis here.
The author of Source A is an internationally respected and influential humanist, thought by
some to have ‘helped him write his books’, though he seems to be trying to distance
himself from the association. On the other hand, the author of Source C is Pope Leo X, the
target of much of Luther’s criticism. Their authority is very different. Erasmus has
intellectual and theological authority but no official religious authority within Germany. The
audience of Source A is Albrecht of Mainz, who had aided the Pope in the sale of
indulgences, and a corrupt churchman himself whereas the audience of Source C is
Frederick the Wise of Saxony, Luther’s prince, whom the Pope hopes may be able to
suppress Luther’s heresy even though he lies in saying that Frederick has never favoured
Luther, opening the way for Frederick to distance himself from supporting Luther. This
would avoid further confrontation before the Bull ‘Exsurge Domine’ becomes final and
perhaps limit the damage to the Church: hence his purpose in writing to Frederick.
Erasmus, on the other hand, has the purpose of trying to save his own reputation from
being dragged down by Luther’s heresy from which he wishes to distance himself.
The Sources are similar, in that Source A says ‘All they can say is ‘heresies’, and Source
C shows the Pope, having declared Luther a heretic, complaining that he ‘ignores the
punishment of heretics, papal decrees and church councils’. Source A states that
‘churchmen publicly ridicule him with their crazed howling’, and the Pope, in Source C,
calls Luther ‘that son of iniquity’, ‘mad’ and ‘a scabby sheep who infects the flock’. Source
A suggests that his enemies wish only to catch and crush Luther, and similarly, in Source
C, the Pope suggests Frederick takes him captive to suppress his views. Erasmus, in
Source A mentions ‘the vicious venomous lies’ with which his enemies tear Luther apart,
and in Source C the Pope is claiming Luther believes only his own opinion, whereas in
Source A Erasmus states that Luther’s ideas are based on St Augustine, so the Pope
would seem to be unreliable.
The Sources therefore also differ. In Source A, Erasmus is suggesting Luther should not
be crushed, whereas in Source C the Pope is trying to suppress his views. Whereas
Erasmus sees Luther’s teachings as showing ‘brilliant sparks of Gospel learning’, the
Pope, in Source C, says Luther ‘perverts the faith’, a claim which Source A refutes as ‘they
are considered orthodox, even godly’ in St Augustine. Source A suggests Luther’s critics
are unlearned, and ‘have never read a word Luther has written’ whereas Source C is
written by the Pope, the fount of canon law and Roman Catholic doctrine, who has
selected particular errors by which Luther has ‘seduced the simple’. But whereas Erasmus,
in Source A, says that Luther’s enemies would prefer him to be a ‘dead man rather than a
good man’, Pope Leo, in Source C, is offering Luther clemency if he ‘returns to his sanity’.
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Brief comments on context must be credited only in so far as they aid the comparison.
The recent publication of the Bull ‘Exsurge Domine’ urging Luther to recant within sixty
days has made it more urgent to make one final attempt to put pressure on Luther by
targeting his princely patron.
A supported judgement should be reached on their relative value as evidence. Source C is
a last attempt at persuasion by the highest authority in the Roman Catholic Church,
whereas Source A is a request for support from a leading German churchman in holding
back the tide of the attack on Luther and justifying him, to prevent Erasmus getting
tarnished by his previous association with Luther. They therefore represent the divided
reactions within Germany at this time. Both are useful as evidence for ‘behind the scenes’
views, but Source C shows more of the official face of the Roman Catholic Church,
asserting papal authority but also trying one last attempt at persuasion. No set conclusion
is expected, but substantiated judgement should be reached for the top levels of the Mark
Scheme.
(b)

Study all the Sources
Use your own knowledge to assess how far the Sources support the
interpretation that the main reason the authorities failed to suppress Luther’s
heresy was because he had influential supporters.
[70]

Focus: Judgement in context, based on the set of Sources and own knowledge.
Successful answers will need to make use of all five Sources, testing them against
contextual knowledge and evaluating their strengths and weaknesses, any limitations as
evidence. A range of issues may be addressed in focusing upon the terms of the question
but no set conclusion is expected.
The Sources contain references to different interpretations, so they may be grouped
according to their view. The supporting view is shown predominantly in Sources A, C, D
and implicitly E, whereas the opposing view features in Source B and explicitly in C, D
and E, though the reference in C is false and misleading in E.
The supporting view of influential religious patronage is in Source A, while political
patronage features in Sources C, D and implicitly E. Source C is an appeal to Elector
Frederick of Saxony who had not pressured Luther to recant and supported him.
Knowledge might be used to explain that the Pope’s attempt to bring Luther to Rome to
face trial had failed due to Frederick’s support for Luther’s trial within Germany, where he
had popular support. Frederick’s military influence is hinted at In Source D, by the
reference to defending Luther with a ‘military bodyguard’. ‘Support with their resources’
also implies Frederick, but in Source C, the Pope denies that Frederick has supported him
rather than accuse Frederick openly, due to his power in the Empire. The hint lies in the
‘lofty and dazzling dignity’ mentioned. The Pope had sent Frederick the coveted ‘Golden
Rose’ to try and gain his support for the papal candidate in the Imperial election in 1519.
Other princes are also said to have left Worms, in the introduction to Source E, before
Charles V feels able to issue the Edict of Worms, suggesting Luther had influential princely
support.
The Sources also support the opposing view. Source E shows that the most influential
patron in Germany, Charles V, did not support Luther and was attempting to suppress his
heresy. Knowledge might be used to explain the Emperor’s role as the political arm of the
papacy, but also to assess the extent of his influence over the princes of the Holy Roman
Empire. But though the Emperor is asserting that Luther is hated by all God-fearing
persons, he contradicts this by implying that Luther has been protected and supported, not
only by influential patrons but by the wider German public, who have published, bought,
read and sold his books. Knowledge of the part played by the printing press might aid
evaluation. However, Charles’ audience is the more compliant group of princes remaining
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at Worms after Frederick and Luther’s other princely supporters have left. Charles’ hope to
ban or capture Luther remains in vain as long as his patrons and the German public
continue to support him, as perhaps shown by using knowledge of Frederick’s secret
‘kidnap’ of Luther for his own protection, his lodging in the Wartburg and safe return to
Wittenberg.
Further limitations of his support are suggested in Sources B and D. The author of Source
B is not a patron, but a Luther supporter, with pupils he may influence. He shows this by
his comment about ’wise, learned men’, suggesting that Luther may have some
theologians on his side, such as Erasmus in Source A, but he has not gained majority
support among the audience of his disputation with Eck. Erasmus at face value is
attempting to gain Luther the patronage of Albrecht of Mainz, but knowledge of his part in
the sale of Indulgences and his purchase of his office would suggest this is unlikely to
happen. Rather Erasmus may be trying to gain himself an influential patron to protect him
from association with Luther. Source C reveals that the simple folk, who are among
Luther’s main supporters, may be influential, though not patrons, and are a large group
who have been ‘seduced by him’. These are perhaps among the ‘god-fearing persons’, the
‘faithful subjects’ to whom Charles is appealing in Source E. Fear of civil war is always in
the background.
The provenance of the Sources should be integrated into the discussion. The authorship,
tone, audience and purpose of the Sources are particularly revealing, as shown above.
Supported overall judgement should be reached on the extent to which the Sources
accept the interpretation that influential patrons were the main reason why the authorities
failed to suppress Luther’s heresy. No specific judgement is expected.
Candidates are likely to consider a range of reasons within the Sources: the influence of
patrons, support from theologians, hesitation by the authorities to condemn Luther,
outbursts and lies which attracted support for Luther, the printing press, the weakness of
the Emperor and public adulation. They are likely to set the Sources within the context of
Luther’s condemnation for heresy. It is up to candidates to assess and decide upon
relative importance here, there being no set conclusion.
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Option B: Modern 1774-1975
1

(a)

Study Sources A and D.
Compare these Sources as evidence for opinions about Robespierre.

[30]

Focus: Comparison of two Sources
No set answer is expected, but candidates need to compare the contents, evaluating such
matters as authorship, dating, utility and reliability, so using the Source ‘ as evidence
for…..’ The Headings and attributions should aid evaluation and reference to both is
expected in a good answer.
Content: Source A sees Robespierre as eloquent and a famous man whose speeches will
be read in the future. Source D sees him as puffed up with pride and not revered but the
butt of sarcastic comments by his fellows and of contempt by at least one member of ‘the
people’. Robespierre is not being ‘elevated to the sky’ by mercy in D, but rather by
eccentric delight in a pseudo-religious cult. The writer of A has affection for Robespierre as
an old friend, D writes in a hostile and ironic way (With what joyful pride! Which contrasts
with A’s ‘My dear Robespierre’). There is no suggestion in A that Robespierre has
theocratic ambition and D does not suggest that he has been excessively bloodthirsty and
severe in the way that A does. Robespierre’s popularity is directly mentioned in D and
rather more indirectly in A in which his writings are thought to be likely to be read by
posterity. A is a warning; D is a judgement. They both reflect criticisms of Robespierre
among the political elite – Source A by its nature of a warning and Source D by the
reporting of Robespierre’s mocking colleagues.
Provenance: Source A is a public article intended to be a clear warning against violence
and immoderation, a warning that cost Desmoulins his life, despite his friendship with
Robespierre. Source D is a public document, but not one that was so bravely written, as
Robespierre had fallen and was dead by the time it was disseminated. It reflects on his fall
while, in contrast, A is trying to prevent it. Both men were deeply involved in the politics of
their day– therefore these are political ‘insiders’. Note the dates – A is written before the
massive increase in terror which it failed to prevent; D after the terror which helped (see C)
to bring about Robespierre’s fall. A is still full of the revolutionary idealism typical of this
author, whereas D seems much more cynical in tone – with Robespierre’s idealism being
mocked and his popularity creating envy – however, note the rapturous crowds. In terms of
making a judgement about their utility, A could be seen as more useful from someone who
knew Robespierre or B could be seen as more useful as revealing more about
Robespierre’s actual rule. Neither is an objective source, but it could be argued that A is
more balanced. No set answer is expected.
(b)

Study all the Sources.
Use your own knowledge to assess how far the Sources support the
interpretation that the main reason for the fall of Robespierre in 1794 was
because his rule was dominated by the policy of Terror.
[70]

Focus: Judgement in context, based on a set of Sources and own knowledge.
Successful answers will need to make use of all five Sources, testing them against
contextual evidence and evaluating their strengths and weaknesses, any limitations as
evidence. A range of issues may be addressed in focusing upon the terms of the question
but no set conclusion is expected.
The debate here is whether the Terror brought the end of Robespierre, or whether it was
Robespierre’s potential to be a dictator based on his popularity with the populace together
with his increasing eccentricities and religious views. Did the easing of the external threat
make his extremism less necessary or was the key the split in the convention and the
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committee about the irrational desire for Reason and the alienation of the propertied
classes?
A and C stress concerns about terror – one before it reached its height by a personal
friend and associate; C a private letter which does recognize the positive achievements –
so neither by a necessarily unsympathetic or counter-revolutionary source, but both
expressing concerns about violence. Neither may be typical – both are Paris-based and
both supporters of revolution. Provincial opinion may have been more strongly against
Robespierre and many may have found the Terror obliterated any good opinions about the
Committee of Public Safety. Candidates may use own knowledge of the terror to good
effect here. D and, by implication, B do not refer to violence but are evidence of unease
about the eccentricity and pseudo religious views of Robespierre. B seems quite
ridiculous with all manner of elements being celebrated on holy days. As a Decree its
authenticity cannot be questioned, but the extent to which it reflected opinion in both
government and country might be considered and how far it reflected aspiration rather than
reality. This might be linked to other manifestations of extreme change and perhaps too to
the association of Revolution with impiety and anticlericalism that fuelled provincial unrest.
The scepticism, therefore, shown in D may be typical and candidates might know the relief
in the Thermidor period when the fatuous processions, emblems and rhetoric stopped –
and of course the violence. What D stresses is the splits in the revolutionary elite by
1794 and candidates may know the background of the receding threat from invasion and
the reaction against the political murder of Robespierre’s previous opponents – Roland,
Danton etc. ‘Liberty what crimes are committed in thy name’ etc. E tries to balance but the
negativity of Robespierre’s political vision comes out strongly and this can be assessed in
the light of knowledge of the terror and the political in-fighting. The fanatical self-belief is
supported by D and the repression by C. The reliance on Robespierre on sans culotte
support in C may be picked up and linked to own knowledge of his rise and appeal and
also cross referenced to the envy shown in D.
2

(a)

Study Sources B and D
Compare these Sources as evidence for Cavour’s influence in Piedmontese
politics in the period 1851-57.
[30]

Focus: Comparison of two Sources
No set answer is expected, but candidates need to compare the contents, evaluating such
matters as authorship, dating, utility and reliability, so using the Sources ‘as evidence for
…’. The headings and attributions should aid evaluation and reference to both is expected
in a good answer.
Candidates are likely to highlight some of the following factors which may be described as
similarities or differences according to the emphases adopted by candidates. Both
sources refer to the limited popularity of Cavour and the impact this had on his political
actions. In Source B the suggestion is that Cavour adopted ‘fine liberal sentiments’ as a
way of reinforcing ‘public faith in his liberalism’ and in Source D his reluctance to reform
the press laws is explained by his ‘fear of lowering his own popularity’. The challenge
Cavour faced from the Right is stressed in both sources with Source B implying it was
increasingly confident to act independently of the government and Source D refers to a
swing to the Right in the elections of November 1856. The connubio is identified as a key
factor in Piedmontese politics with Source B explaining how Cavour created it and Source
D confirming Cavour’s continued reliance on it. The way French affairs impacted on
Cavour is referred to in Source B explaining how Napoleon III’s coup weakened the Left in
Piedmont, to Cavour’s advantage, and Source D explicitly demonstrates the influence the
French tried to exert and the support they enjoyed from the King which, by implication,
weakened Cavour’s position. Most are likely to agree that an obvious difference is the
position of Cavour for in Source B he is described as ‘in complete control’ but in Source D
his position is ‘seriously weakened’.
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Candidates may claim the sources are reliable as they are both reports intended to be a
matter of record. On the other hand each comment contains an element of subjective
opinion. Candidates will consider the author of Source B to be either supportive or critical
of Cavour depending on their interpretation of the references to Cavour’s speeches and
the views expressed about the conduct of cabinet business. Either way the author was a
member of the Cabinet with direct knowledge of the politics of the time. The accuracy of
the comments of the author of Source D may be considered questionable as the views of
one observer only and those of an outsider. The utility of the sources may be considered.
Both provide an insight into the political manoeuvrings of the time and some may be able
to substantiate with reference to the division between d’Azeglio and Cavour in 1852 and
the rise of the Right in 1856 based on the anti-clerical policies of the previous years. Some
may identify the comments in Source D about attacks on the Emperor with disappointment
in Piedmont that France appeared reluctant to promote the Italian cause following the
expectations of the peace of Paris in 1856.
(b)

Study all the Sources
Use your own knowledge to assess how far the Sources support the
interpretation that Piedmont developed into a liberal state in the 1850s.

[70]

Focus: Judgement in context, based on the set of Sources and own knowledge.
Successful answers will need to make use of all four Sources, testing them against
contextual knowledge and evaluating their strengths and weaknesses, any limitations as
evidence. A range of issues may be addressed in focusing upon the terms of the question
but no set conclusion is expected.
How candidates define ‘a liberal state’ will determine the shape and direction of their
response. Many are likely to group the sources into those that suggest Piedmont
developed into a liberal state (Sources A, B and D) and others that suggest the opposite
(Sources C and E) although there is room for debate within most of these sources. Some
might adopt a thematic approach and consider the economic, political and religious
constituents of the liberal state. If so they may treat Source A as indicative of a liberal
trade policy. Sources B, C, D and E reflect the nature of political issues and Sources C
and E religious matters. There is scope for differences of emphasis in the interpretation of
these sources and the evaluation of their provenance
Tariff reform in pursuit of free trade, championed in Source A, was a basic element of the
liberal state of the period. Candidates should add details about the trade treaties agreed
with foreign states and the increased competition opened up in Piedmont. They could also
expand on the reference to ‘economic progress’ and explain how industry, agriculture and
transport were modernised in the 1850s. However, the fawning tone of Cavour’s remarks,
intended to win Cobden’s support for the engineer despatched to England, exaggerates
the strength of the free trade lobby in Piedmont especially as the argument for free trade
was not as secure as Cavour implies.
Candidates might argue that Sources B, C and D confirm parliamentary government – a
key feature of a liberal state – functioned in Piedmont. Further, the dominant politician of
the period, Cavour, is portrayed as committed to liberalism (Sources B and D) and
Source D makes it clear that a free press existed. Knowledge of the powers of Parliament,
the political manoeuvrings described in Sources B and D and the type of criticism directed
against the French Emperor referred to in Source D could be considered in support of
these points. On the other hand, some will detect traces of authoritarianism in all three
sources. Source B implies that cabinet government was undermined by Cavour’s actions
and dominance. In Source D the freedom of the press is considered of little worth in terms
of its influence. In Sources C and D the King appears to be conservative in his attitude to
Church reform and press freedom. Candidates may comment on the opportunism of
Cavour as a politician or the limitations of the Statuto such as the considerable powers of
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the King which was why the proposed marriage laws referred to in Source B were
dropped. In December 1851 d’Azeglio was prepared to restrict the powers of the press to
appease the political right. In Source E Acton argues that the pursuit of ‘the greatness of
the State’ was more important to Cavour than ‘the liberty of the people’: candidates could
refer to the events of 1859-61. The charge that freedom was alien to Piedmont could be
explored by comparisons with England, even America. The specific interests of the authors
of Sources B, C and D might be considered.
Sources C and E illustrate the move to a more liberal secular State. ‘The law on religious
orders’ mentioned in Source C refers to the closure of some monasteries. The King’s
opposition to the law is implicit in the source which was consistent with his religious
convictions, demonstrated in his hostility to the earlier marriage bill referred to in Source
C. Some may stress the Pope’s threat to excommunicate anyone supporting the reform to
explain the fawning tone of the King’s letter. Candidates might highlight the public anger
against the Pope’s intervention as an indication of the strength of liberal opinion in
Piedmont although loyalty to the Church, emphasised in the final lines, highlights the depth
of conservatism. At face value Source E views Piedmont as an illiberal state and there is
evidence to support certain accusations. D’Azeglio did introduce ecclesiastical reforms
without consulting the Church, most notably the Siccardi Laws of 1850. That ‘her
governments were profoundly hostile to the Church’ was true in so far as both d’Azeglio
and Cavour were resolutely anti-clerical. However, the author was a Catholic whose loyalty
to the Church could explain his opposition to the religious reforms of the period. Further,
Acton ignores Cavour’s pledge to allow a ‘free Church in a free State’. Despite this Lord
Acton was committed to liberty in the broadest sense so his views are not entirely
prejudiced.
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Study Sources A and B
Compare these Sources as evidence for the right of South Carolina to nullify
the Tariff Law.
[30]

Focus: Comparison of two Sources.
No set answer is expected, but candidates need to compare the contents, evaluating such
matters as authorship, dating, utility and reliability, so using the Sources ‘as evidence for
…’. The headings and attributions should aid evaluation and reference to both is expected
in a good answer.
The sources disagree in every respect. Calhoun (A) considers nullification to be legal,
describing the exercise of the veto as ‘legitimate’ whereas Webster (B) states clearly that
nullification is ‘unlawful’. The justification offered for these positions differ too. Calhoun
argues that the Constitution was formed by the will of the States which is denied by
Webster who claims ‘the people erected it’. In similar vein Calhoun asserts ‘that no
authority is higher than theirs’ (the States) in contrast to Webster who states ‘the laws of
the United States are supreme’. To emphasise this further it is stated that intervention by
the General Government would mean ‘violating the Constitution’. In contrast, Webster
argues that resistance to ‘a law is treason which the US could not ignore’ implying that
interference in the internal affairs of a State is justified. Calhoun implies nullification is
vindicated to ensure liberty (first line) whereas Webster argues liberty is dependent on the
Union, hence his reference to ‘Liberty and Union’.
The evaluation of the differences should consider the debate about States Rights and the
impact of the Tariff. Calhoun was invoking some of the notions raised earlier by Jefferson
and Madison in the Kentucky and Virginia Resolutions respectively which were interpreted
by some as justifying nullification. The State of Massachusetts had consistently argued
against any concession to States Rights so Webster’s views are unsurprising. The Tariff
was resented in South Carolina because it was perceived to damage agricultural interests
and, by implication, was a threat to the peculiar institution of slavery. Candidates should
pick up on the vehemence of Calhoun’s hostility to the Tariff as ‘obnoxious’ and something
that ‘impoverishes us’: it was called ‘The Tariff of Abominations’ in South Carolina. By
contrast Webster considers the Tariff as ‘beneficent’ which can be explained because of
the protection it offered northern manufacturers. Calhoun appears to favour
accommodation with the General Government whereas Webster does not betray any
doubt about his position. This was in part because Calhoun was the newly elected VicePresident with an obligation to uphold the integrity of the Union (which explains his desire
for anonymity). Furthermore, Source A was written two years earlier when positions were
less entrenched than when Webster was debating. Calhoun was trying to explain a theory
whilst Webster was defending the status quo to an audience that was largely conservative
on matters of the Constitution.
(b)

Study all the Sources
Use your own knowledge to assess how far the Sources support the
interpretation that the Nullification Crisis threatened the existence of the
United States.

[70]

Focus: Judgement in context, based on the set of Sources and own knowledge.
Successful answers will need to make use of all four Sources, testing them against
contextual knowledge and evaluating their strengths and weaknesses, any limitations as
evidence. A range of issues may be addressed in focusing upon the terms of the question
but no set conclusion is expected.
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Most candidates are likely to group Sources B, C and D as supportive of the interpretation
with Sources A and E providing the counter-argument. Sources C and D consider
nullification will result in the separation of South Carolina from the Union. Source C is
effectively an ultimatum and provides a deadline after which the State will form its own
government. Source D claims South Carolina is intent on secession. The reliability of both
sources might be queried as they are public statements intended to stake positions
unequivocally and to indicate the commitment of both parties to fulfil their duty; in the case
of the Convention to articulate popular sentiment in the State and in the case of the
President to show his determination to discharge his responsibility to uphold the Union. To
some extent both may be seen as bluffs as both challenge the other side to make the first
move: Jackson also appeals to the people of South Carolina by questioning the wisdom of
those leading them. The fact that Jackson was a slave-owning Southerner, with
sympathies for the South, might be assessed. However, candidates might argue that the
threat to use force, made in both sources, is convincing. Following the revision of the Tariff
in 1832 anger in South Carolina was widespread and radicals like McDuffie and Rhett in
the Convention were sincere in the position expressed in Source C. Similarly, Jackson
had just secured re-election for a second term so he was confident of a mandate to uphold
the Union and, as an army general with a reputation for firmness, there is little doubt that
he was sincere in his views. South Carolina was raising an army, as Jackson claims, if
only in anticipation of having to defend itself. Candidates may cross refer to Source B
which expresses similar concerns about the future of the Union even if they are less
explicit. This may be because in 1830 there was still room for manoeuvre on nullification.
At least Webster’s anticipation of a ‘broken union’ leading to ‘civil feuds’ suggests that he
regarded the nullification issue to be a threat to the existence of the United States. Some
may know that Webster retained an uncompromising stance on the issue till the very end
arguing strongly against Clay in the debates of February 1833 so allowing some cross
reference to Source E.
Sources A and E appear to refute the interpretation that nullification threatened the United
States if for very different reasons. It is clear that Source A does not see any contradiction
between nullification and the continuance of the Union. Calhoun clearly hopes for a
peaceful solution to the problem of the Tariff and only as a last resort does he envisage
applying a veto. Indeed, he is optimistic that the new President will address the concerns
of South Carolina if only, perhaps, because as the new Vice-President, he believed he
could represent the interests of the State directly in the White House. He does not refer to
the separation of the State from the Union. At this stage the notion of nullification was only
being defined as the introductory comments make clear so positions were more fluid and
open-ended than was to be the case later. Source E explicitly rejects the idea that South
Carolina ‘ever desired to become a separate State’ and as such refutes the interpretation
that the nullification crisis threatened the existence of the United States. Clay bases his
view on the impracticality of the State surviving out of the Union. Candidates might
consider the financial, economic, political and military difficulties independence would
create. In addition, Clay identifies a key weakness of South Carolina in that she lacked
support ‘across the continent’. Candidates should know that no other State, even those in
the South, supported her: indeed, many like Louisiana and Alabama publicly disowned her.
Furthermore, the hostility of public opinion, alluded to by Clay, might be substantiated by
the formation of so-called ‘Washington Societies’ of volunteers prepared to take action
against South Carolina. Clay’s pitch may be seen for what it was: an attempt to win
support for a compromise Tariff from both South Carolinians and nationalists, of which he
was one, by his appeal to history. As such, some may argue he was glossing over the
seriousness of the situation at a time when the Force Bill was being debated too.
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Study Sources D and E
Compare these Sources as evidence for the effectiveness of the Nazi regime’s
attack on the Churches.
[30]

Focus: Comparison of two Sources.
No set answer is expected, but candidates need to compare the contents, evaluating such
matters as authorship, dating, utility and reliability, so using the Sources ‘as evidence for
…’. The headings and attributions should aid evaluation and reference to both is expected
in a good answer.
Content:
Similarities: Both sources are complaining of lack of success. Both refer to church
attendance and both refer to restrictions put in the way of religious education. Both refer to
the general absences from church services among young people. Both refer, albeit
obliquely in D, to the influence of the Church on opinion.
Differences: The obvious difference is that D is lamenting the continuing decline in church
attendances among the population as a whole, especially among the young whereas E is
lamenting the fact that, during war time, attendances are rising, again, apart from among
the young. D implies that the Protestant church is effectively stifled or paralysed by
rigorous Nazi activity whereas E is stating effectively the opposite, that the Church has
more manpower at its disposal and is able to exert its influence over opinion, which it is
unable to do in D. However, perceptive candidates might point out that in E the report
suggests that the Catholic rather than the Protestant Church is exerting more influence. D
refers exclusively to the Protestant Church whereas E refers to both Catholic and
Protestant churches.
Provenance:
There are obvious differences in the provenance and dates. D comes from a confidential
report from Protestants in peacetime after five years of the consolidation of Nazi power. It
comes from Bavaria where the Protestant Church was historically weaker, the Catholic
stronger. Bavaria was also more supportive of the Nazis. E is a summary of reports from
Nazi gauleiters in wartime where the effectiveness is questioned, especially amongst
adults. Both are confidential summaries of reports, not aimed at the public and therefore
inclined to be reliable, especially as both report negatively upon themselves. Both are of
equal value.
In terms of ‘evidence for’, candidates should highlight the differences between peacetime
and war time. The date of D is 1938, a time when the regime’s attacks on the Protestant
Church have had mixed success; The ‘German Christian’ movement has largely failed,
but, as pointed out in D, the regime has largely managed to woo youth away from Church
influence and hinder religious teaching. The whole tone and content of D implies
effectiveness.
In E, clearly the war time situation is fundamental. The date, mid 1943 is important. By this
time, the tide has turned and the war is going badly. As more and more Germans read
between the lines and realise this, naturally they turn more to the churches for spiritual
comfort in the wake of huge losses at Stalingrad. Clearly then, by this time, the regime’s
attacks on the Churches has largely ceased to be effective, particularly given the strain on
manpower that the Churches would not be subject to.
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Study all the Sources.
Use your own knowledge to assess how far the Sources support the
interpretation that the Churches were willing collaborators with the Nazi
regime.
[70]

Focus: Judgement in context, based on the set of Sources and own knowledge.
Successful answers will need to make use of all four Sources, testing them against
contextual knowledge and evaluating their strengths and weaknesses, any limitations as
evidence. A range of issues may be addressed in focusing upon the terms of the question
but no set conclusion is expected.
In terms of grouping: A clearly suggests willing collaboration B suggests collaboration but
for different reasons; necessity rather than willingness. The content of C is rather
ambiguous, but collaboration of a kind particularly over the need to stamp out Communists
is implied. In opposition to this view D strongly suggests weakness in the face of the
regime, but not collaboration. E suggests clearly that not only have the churches survived,
but are not collaborating. The supporting argument therefore is supplied by A and C, and
the counter argument supplied by D and E Source B can be used to demonstrate that
there was collaboration, but not ‘willing’ in all areas.
There is much in the five sources to construct an argument around. Candidates should use
their contextual knowledge to evaluate the sources. The key element is to establish the
existence of ‘collaboration’ and the extent to which this was ‘willing’.
A shows clear collaboration, not in order for the Catholic Church to survive but because
the Nazis were welcomed as a violently anti-bolshevik force. However, this was right at the
beginning of the regime when the horrors were not yet apparent. It also comes from
Catholic schoolteachers rather then the Church per se. Moreover, the churches were not
alone in welcoming Hitler and fearing communists. Candidates can evaluate using
contextual knowledge. There was much common ground between the Catholic Church and
Nazi ideology over the issues of communism, anti-modernism in culture and the arts, antifeminism, and, to an extent, anti-semitism. Much can be made of B. The context of course
is the Catholic centre Party’s collaboration with Hitler in voting for the Enabling Law,
thereby effectively destroying democracy. Candidates may pick up on the word
‘collaboration’ in the source which the author suggests (ironically) would not be possible in
the future without the Party siding with Hitler in the vote. A clear sense of helplessness is
evident here. However, good candidates will question whether this ‘collaboration’ was
‘willing’, or whether it was done out of necessity. C Implies a form of collaboration. There is
continuing support for Hitler with protestations of loyalty, a misguided belief that he means
to keep his promise made in 1933 not to interfere with the Church and is being ignored by
the ‘little Hitlers’ There is the reference to ‘communists’ and ‘Marxists’ which can be crossreferenced with A. The source can be taken as a counter-argument against ‘willing
collaboration’. Contextual knowledge can be used to point out that the Catholic Church did
stand up and protest [Archbishop Galen, removal of crucifixes from schools etc] but only
did so when its own interests were threatened. D Strongly implies helplessness, and can
be cross-referenced with B, but not collaboration. Candidates should use own knowledge
to evaluate here .The traditional mainstream of the Lutheran Church succeeded in
breaking away from the German Christian Movement, and therefore did not collaborate..
However, this was at great cost as the content and tone of the source indicates. Though
there is no implication of collaboration here, let alone ‘willing’, there is evidence of passive
acceptance. E Clearly states neither ‘willingness’ nor ‘collaboration’. In fact, quite the
opposite. However this is after nearly four years of war when discerning Germans are
seeing through the propaganda and beginning to realise that the war might soon be lost.
Death and destruction post-Stalingrad would account for religious revival. Candidates
should point out the obvious differences between the relations between the regime and the
churches during peacetime and wartime.
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The USA and the Cold War in Asia 1945-75
American Policies in Asia 1945-1950
(a)

Study Sources C and E
Compare these Sources as evidence for US strategies for the military security
of Asia between 1945 and 1950.
[30]

Focus: a comparison of Sources
No set answer is expected, but candidates need to compare the contents, evaluating such
matters as authorship, dating, utility and reliability, so using the Sources ‘as evidence for
…’. The headings and attributions should aid evaluation and reference to both is expected
in a good answer.
The Sources agree that the main strategy is ‘to rely on the people attacked to resist’ in
Source C, supported by the arming of South Korea to prevent border raids in Source E.
They agree that a defensive perimeter is in place to hold back enemy advance - the
defensive perimeter in Source C, and the thirty-eighth parallel in Source E. In both, the
US strategy is to work with the United Nations in a collective security system to prevent or
stop war. Both Sources agree that there are global considerations: ‘other pressing
problems’ in Source C and threats to independent nations in Source E. Source C says
that the USA cannot guarantee ‘other Asian Areas against military attack’, and this has
been shown to be the case in Source E, where mainland Korea has been invaded. Even
here the US makes no mention of using ground troops, only air and sea cover for the
South Koreans.
But the Sources also disagree. Source C prioritises Japan and the Philippines as part of
the chain of offshore islands of the ‘defensive perimeter strategy’, whereas Source E
refers to the invasion of Korea, on mainland Asia, an area which had received no US
military protection and was excluded from the defensive perimeter. This is shown by the
South Korean forces being armed for ‘internal security’ only and proving unable to resist
attack without US support now being supplied after the event. Source E suggests that the
Communists have moved from subversion to open war, whereas in Source C the enemy is
not identified, but a general global threat is identified.
Contextual knowledge may be used to show understanding of the comparison. Source C
is set in the context of America’s confidence being shaken by the ‘fall’ of China to Mao’s
CCP, creating a powerful communist bloc in Asia and public disquiet at home. McCarthyist
criticism leads Truman into a more active policy towards Asia and he may wish to prove he
has no communists within his administration. Nonetheless Acheson is concerned to put
limits on what the US can do in mainland Asia. By the time of Source E, the Cold War has
intensified and America has lost its nuclear monopoly after the successful Soviet nuclear
test in August 1949. NSC 68 has been secretly proposed in April, suggesting a tripling of
military expenditure and Truman is wishing to gain support in Congress in order to adopt a
more forceful policy.
The provenance of the Sources may be used to determine which is more useful or reliable
for explaining US military strategies. The author of Source C is the Secretary of State,
Dean Acheson, who had established the half-hearted ‘defensive perimeter strategy' and
failed to contain communism in Asia, a strategy he sticks with in C, whereas that of
Source E is the President himself, so Source E carries extra weight. Truman’s purpose is
to pave the way for a massive increase in funding from Congress for a more forward policy
to rescue his and America's reputation.
A supported judgement should be reached on which Source provides better evidence.
Source E is more useful and reliable in that it shows the strategy the President wishes to
adopt rather than the ill-advised exposure of US weakness by his Secretary of State in the
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wake of the loss of China. However, Source E explains why the strategy in source C had
to be changed.
(b)

Study all the Sources
Use your own knowledge to assess how far the Sources support the
interpretation that US policy in Asia was weak in the period between 1945 and
1950.
[70]

Focus: Judgement in context, based on the set of Sources and own knowledge.
Successful answers will need to make use of all five Sources, testing them against
contextual knowledge and evaluating their strengths and weaknesses, any limitations as
evidence. A range of issues may be addressed in focusing upon the terms of the question
but no set conclusion is expected.
The Sources contain references to both sides of the argument, so they may be grouped by
interpretation. The view that US policy was weak, in achieving its aim to contain
communism, is based on the key argument that the USA became too reliant on its nuclear
monopoly, prioritised Europe and failed to realise the strength of Asian national
movements. This view is predominantly in Source B and to an extent in Sources C, D
and E, whereas the view that US policy was strong is in Sources A, D and to an extent
E.
The view that US policy was weak is stressed by Source B, that though US policy was
outwardly strong and aggressively imperialist, it was weak because it depended on the
atomic bomb to back the spread of western ideologies. It calls the US atom bomb a 'paper
tiger', the nuclear weapons underpinning defensive perimeter strategy boasted about in
Source A merely alienating local peoples. The view is that the USA would not dare use
atomic weapons again after the bombings of Hiroshima and Nagasaki in August 1945,
which might be supplied from own knowledge. Source C may be linked to this view,
suggesting ‘it is wrong to become obsessed with military considerations in Asia . . there
are other pressing problems’. Own knowledge might be used in evaluation: the USA had
made military cutbacks, as it had no tradition of taxation for the armed forces in peacetime. It prioritised defence of democracy in Europe. Source A talks of bases from ‘Alaska
to the Azores in the South Atlantic’ and other global commitments, and Source B, ‘to
dominate the world’. This point might be evaluated as 'US overstretch'. Source C suggests
that the USA has prioritised Japan and the Philippines within the Asian defensive
perimeter, omitting Korea. Own knowledge might be used of the policy of ‘model’
democratic states, a weak containment policy, as it depended on corrupt puppet rulers.
Acheson in Source C expects local peoples in Asia to defend themselves, 'we rely on the
people attacked to resist'. Sources B and D agree that 'Asian affairs will be settled by the
Asian peoples themselves'. Knowledge of the fall of China to communism by the time of
Sources C and D reveals the weakness of Truman's administration, especially Acheson's
policy. Source E supports the view in C that the USA felt they could not defend other
areas of Asia, and Source D is an example of American supplies to the Nationalists failing
to be sufficient to prevent the fall of China. Own knowledge might be used to develop this
idea, such as the misuse of aid to the Chinese Nationalists. This links to Source E where
US 'air and sea forces' are to cover and support South Korean troops but there is no
mention of US ground troops being sent except as part of UN forces, showing a weak
policy. Knowledge might be used of the involvement of the UN to shield the US from the
threat of a global nuclear war. Discussion of subjective provenance might mention the
anti-American standpoint of B and D, both members of the Chinese Communist
leadership, while the authors of C and E are Truman and his Secretary of State, much
criticised by Republicans and McCarthyists. Own knowledge of this and of strong Soviet
support for Communist China might be used to develop this view.
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US weakness can be contrasted with the confidence and strength of the view in Source A,
which supports the view that US policy was strong. Source A takes a confident line
based on the US nuclear monopoly a few months after they had defeated Japan with the
dropping of atomic bombs on Hiroshima and Nagasaki. It suggests that off-shore defensive
bases are all the strength needed for defence of Asia and the wider world, although it
assumes a willingness to use them (‘guts’). Own knowledge and provenance might be
used to evaluate this view - the USA had recently emerged as the stronger of the two
superpowers, but the subjective, outspoken tone of Source A reveals this as unreliable, as
the introduction mentions. This was a misplaced confidence based on the delusion it could
be had on the cheap. Source D might also be used for this argument, that US policy was
outwardly strong and aggressively imperialist, killing millions and removing freedoms by
supplying arms and aid to Nationalists in the Chinese civil war, although Chou En-lai is
clearly exaggerating US intent (annexation of China). Knowledge might be used to
develop this point - at the time of Sources C, D and E the USSR had its own nuclear
capability, ending the US monopoly. By 1950 also the USSR had formed an alliance with
Communist China, explaining the more aggressive policy forced on the USA in Korea in
Source E, though under a UN umbrella.
Candidates are likely to consider a range of themes within the Sources: strengths and
weaknesses of defensive perimeter strategy, reliance on the atom bomb and weakness in
cutting back US military forces, prioritising Europe over mainland Asia. They are likely to
set the Sources within the shifting context of the Cold War. It is up to candidates to assess
and decide upon relative importance here, there being no set conclusion.
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F966 Historical Themes
Option A: Medieval and Early Modern 1066-1715
English Government and the Church 1066 – 1216
1

Assess the view that reasons for rebellion remained the same in the period from
1066 to 1216.
[60]
Rebellions happened at times across the period. They include those from 1066 to 1070,
1075-6, 1088, 1095, the rebellion against Stephen which ended in civil war, the Great
Rebellion of 1173-4 and rebellion against John from 1215-6. Examiners should not expect
equal treatment of all of these.
Some reasons for rebellion are seen throughout the period and, although they are not all
present in all rebellions, rebellions were multi-causal. Reasons include support for an
alternative ruler. This is seen in 1088 when Odo of Bayeux supported Robert of Normandy
instead of William II, in 1095 when the rebels planned to replace William with his nephew
Stephen, in the civil war in Stephen’s reign when some of the barons supported Matilda’s
claim, and in the 1173-4 rebellion where rebels supported Young Henry. The strength of
royal government was also a cause of rebellion: in 1075-6 Roger of Hereford balked at
William’s sending sheriffs to hear pleas on his marcher lands; in 1095 Robert of Mowbray
resented royal interference in his fief; one of the reasons for the 1173 rebellion was the
tension caused by 20 years of strong government and 40 years later, reaction to the
strength of Angevin rule was an important factor in the rebellion against John. Some
barons rebelled because of the problems caused by the continental possessions,
especially the difficulty of serving two different lords. This is seen in 1088 when barons
were faced with the prospect of serving Robert of Normandy for their lands in Normandy
and William II for their English lands, and from 1144 in Stephen’s reign. Continental
possessions caused other problems too, especially the heavy taxation needed to retain
them, a possible factor in the rebellion against Henry II, or to try to win them back, certainly
a factor in the rebellion against John. Behind much of this, throughout the period, lay
baronial self interest, the belief that barons’ rights were being undermined in some way, as
can be seen from some of the clauses of Magna Carta, and/or that they could win better
personal rewards from another ruler. However, there are also reasons which apply only to
specific rebellions. Those from 1066 to 1070 were reactions to the invader. The 1088
rebellion and that against Stephen were partly the result of disputed succession. The
rebellion against John was prompted partly by military failure abroad. The rebels of 1215
also arguably took up arms not only against Angevin government but because they wished
to enforce some regulation of the king’s rights. The best responses are likely to be
analytical examinations of a range of reasons, looking at both continuity and change, and
evaluating how consistent they were across the period. They will probably point to the
multi-causal nature of all rebellions but might also examine how far there is a change in
emphasis on particular reasons in different rebellions. Most candidates will deal with a
number of rebellions, analysing reasons and reaching a conclusion. Weaker responses will
probably do this sequentially, typically describing rebellions and then deducing reasons.
Least effective responses are likely to deal with only continuity or change and a very
limited range of rebellions.
Examiners must be open to alternative approaches. If in doubt, they should consult their
Team Leader.
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'They were never fully in control of the English Church.' How far do you agree with
this view of the archbishops of Canterbury in the period from 1066 to 1216?
[60]
Most candidates will probably limit their answers to Lanfranc, Anselm , Becket and
Langton and this is acceptable as these are the only archbishops mentioned in the
specification. However, credit should be given for relevant reference to others such as
Theobald or Hubert Walter.
Candidates are likely to argue that there is plenty of evidence for lack of control over the
Church by archbishops of Canterbury. Absence through exile as in the case of Anselm or
Becket, or inability to enter England in the case of Langton, reduced the amount of control
they could exercise. There was also no unequivocal resolution of the primacy issue. There
was recognition of Lanfranc's personal primacy but as Thurstan of York's refusal to profess
obedience to Canterbury in 1115 demonstrated, this remained a problem. This was usually
resolved by the pope granting legatine authority to Canterbury but this was not automatic,
as when Henry of Blois was made papal legate instead of the archbishop. By the later
twelfth century, Canterbury's primacy did not confer much real power over the Church, and
at times both Canterbury and York were made papal legates in their own provinces.
Archbishops' authority was deliberately undermined by popes who wished to eradicate
primatial control in order to maximise their own authority over the Church and who took
advantage of the prevailing English situation to do so as occurred under Becket and
Langton. Popes also encouraged appeals to Rome (eg in Stephen's reign) which further
reduced archbishops' control. Archbishops sometimes suffered lack of support from their
own bishops. For example, Becket's quarrel with Henry II lost him the support of some of
his bishops such as Foliot. In Stephen's reign the divided government of the English
Church caused problems between Archbishop Theobald and Henry, Bishop of Winchester.
Henry II later took the opportunity to weaken Becket's authority by having York instead of
Canterbury crown Young Henry. Monasteries also created problems for archbishops as
they tried to free themselves from archiepiscopal control eg the Canterbury monks.
Good responses should examine a range of evidence, recognising that Canterbury's lack
of control was not consistent. Most candidates are likely to discuss the degree of control
exercised by Lanfranc, Anselm, Becket and Langton in turn before reaching a judgement.
Weaker answers may be characterised by partial treatment of just a few archbishops.
Examiners must be open to alternative approaches. If in doubt, they should consult their
Team Leader.
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How far was the impact of the papal reform movement in England from 1066 to 1216
characterised more by change than by continuity?
[60]
The papal reform movement led to increased papal power and it is this which had an
impact in England. There was considerable change in the extent of the impact of the papal
reform movement. It had very little impact under William I and Lanfranc when William
refused to become a papal vassal and Lanfranc refused Gregory’s summons to Rome. By
the thirteenth century, the power of the pope had increased so much as a result of the
papal reform movement that Innocent III was able to impose an archbishop of Canterbury
unacceptable to the king, excommunicate John, place England under an interdict and go
on to suspend Langton, so demonstrating papal power over both the English monarch and
the church. There were also changes in the nature of the impact. In the reigns of William II
and Henry I its main manifestation was through the Investiture Contest which resulted in a
compromise in 1107 in which the king lost investiture with ring and staff. Under Stephen
the growing power of the papacy led to more appeals to Rome. At times the main impact
could be seen as attempts by popes to further their power by undermining primatial
authority, eg by making Henry of Blois papal legate or by supporting York against Becket.
At other times worsening relations between kings and their archbishops could be regarded
as the main impact: for example, relations between Anselm and Henry I deteriorated
because of the Investiture Contest and the quarrel between Becket and Henry II was
prompted partly by the papal reform movement’s encouragement of ideas of separate
ecclesiastical justice. It is likely that most candidates will examine these changes and
possibly conclude that change was more noticeable than continuity. Weaker answers
might tend to deal with the changes chronologically.
However, candidates might also argue that the impact of the papal reform remained
essentially the same throughout most of the period. It was characterised by increased
freedom of the church from royal control starting with Investiture Contest, increased papal
authority over the king, the archbishop and the English church as a whole, and, although
not consistently, at times throughout the period after William I and Lanfranc when it led to
poor relations between kings and their archbishops. Stronger responses will be aware of
both change and continuity and will evaluate the relative strength of each, reaching a
substantiated conclusion. Some might well point out that although there was much
consistency in the nature of the impact the emphasis was on different aspects at different
times.
Examiners must be open to alternative approaches. If in doubt, they should consult their
Team Leader.

4

‘Tudor rebellions were essentially the responses of local communities to local
grievances.’ How far do you agree with this view on the causes of Tudor rebellions?
[60]
It might be useful if candidates define ‘local communities’ and ‘local grievances’ to
distinguish between causes that had their origin in a village or town before spreading more
widely, and causes that were not particularly linked to local factors but owed more to high
politics and personal attitudes. An argument in support of the latter might refer to
dynastically motivated rebellions such as Simnel, Warbeck and Northumberland, or to
rebellions whose leaders had personal grievances, eg Northern earls, Essex, Kildare and
Shane O’Neil. Candidates are likely to suggest that rebellions that were mainly social and
economic in origin usually reflected local issues. Reactions to unfair or excessive taxation
in Yorkshire (1489), Cornwall (1497), Suffolk among several counties (1525), Lincolnshire
(1536) and Devon (1549), complaints about enclosures triggered the Kett and Oxfordshire
disturbances, and responses to biased local JPs and the conduct of county gentry led to
uprisings in Devon and Norfolk in 1549. It may also be argued that religious grievances
manifested themselves locally but were really a response to government policies that
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affected the whole country. Disturbances in 1536 in Lincolnshire and Yorkshire, for
example, resulted from national policies and local circumstances; and similar cases can be
made for the Catholic reaction to reforms in Yorkshire and Durham by a reform-minded
bishop in 1569. Some rebellions, such as Wyatt and Tyrone, were actuated by a mixture of
personal and political motives and had their origin in local responses to national issues.
Candidates should demonstrate the interplay between local and national developments
and focus on similarities and differences in the causes of rebellion. Examiners must be
open to alternative approaches. If in doubt, they should consult their Team Leader.
5

‘English rebellions were far more successful than those in Ireland.’ How far do you
agree with this view of the period from 1485 to 1603?
[60]
Candidates should seek to compare the outcome of rebellions in England and Ireland
before reaching a judgement on the extent of success. Good essays will be aware that
while most rebellions failed, there were some successes in both countries – Tyrone O’Neil
in Ireland and the Yorkshire, Amicable Grant and Mary’s defeat of Northumberland in
England. Some answers might include Henry Tudor’s defeat of Richard III as it occurred in
1485. Several English rebellions achieved some of their subsidiary objectives eg taxation
was reduced in 1497, illegal enclosures reversed in 1537 and 1597, the Statute of Uses
repealed in 1540, religious reforms suspended after 1539 and the Council of the North
reconstituted in 1572. Irish rebellions had fewer successes and most failed to achieve their
main objectives. Tyrone recovered his dispossessed lands and received a pardon but lost
his title of ‘The O’Neil’. The other revolts resulted in the leaders’ deaths, military defeat, the
imposition of martial law and confiscated lands. Attempts to oust English settlers in some
of the plantations and preserve the Catholic faith were successful but Kildare, Shane,
Fitzgerald and Tyrone all failed to expel the English administration and garrisons. It could
be argued that the Irish forced English governments to spend a disproportionate amount of
time, money and resources in combating rebellions, which enabled them to frustrate
English aims of colonisation and conquest. Candidates should be rewarded for discussing
areas of similarity and difference and for evaluating successes and failures than for
explaining the reasons for successes and failures, which may be a characteristic of weaker
essays. Examiners must be open to alternative approaches. If in doubt, they should
consult their Team Leader.

6

Assess the role of the nobility in maintaining political stability in Tudor England.
[60]
The nobility was vital to the crown in maintaining political stability in Tudor England.
Candidates are likely to argue that many nobles served as royal councillors both in London
and at a regional capacity, as sheriffs, JPs, lords lieutenants, and as special
commissioners in the counties, and suggest how these officers upheld political stability in
the country. As leading landowners, nobles were also expected to arm their tenants and
servants to suppress disturbances and, when necessary, fight in royal armies. Nobles such
as Surrey, Oxford and Pembroke assisted Henry VII; Norfolk, Suffolk and Shrewsbury
suppressed rebellions in Henry VIII’s reign; Russell, Warwick and Grey led armies against
the Western, Kett and Oxford rebels in 1549; and Pembroke, Clinton and Norfolk dealt with
Wyatt and his rebels. Elizabeth similarly called upon Sussex, Clinton and Hunsdon to
combat the Northern Earls, and the Earl of Nottingham was called upon to arrest Essex in
1601. Better candidates should point out that not all nobles supported the crown and in
1485 several families presented a serious challenge to internal stability. However, the
Percy, Neville and Howard families declined between 1536 and 1572, especially in the
north of England, and only a small minority of nobles remained a problem in Elizabeth’s
reign. It may also be pointed out that the crown increasingly relied not just on the nobility
but the gentry and lesser landowners for keeping law and order in the provinces and
counties. These groups of people dealt with most local grievances and as town officials,
JPs and MPs, took a keen interest in maintaining stability. The clergy, judiciary and
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monarchy might also be examined but it is important that candidates focus their answers
principally on the nobility. Examiners must be open to alternative approaches. If in doubt,
they should consult their Team Leader.
7

‘The aims and methods of Tudor foreign policy were characterised more by change
than by continuity.’ How far do you agree with this judgement?
[60]
Some candidates may well focus on either aims or methods but better essays should
examine both elements in terms of continuity and change. Some candidates may assess
Tudor relations with particular countries such as Spain, France, Scotland and Burgundy/
the Netherlands. Some might adopt a chronological approach though this may make
sustaining a synoptic analysis more difficult. The main aims behind Tudor foreign policy
were national security, trade agreements, continental expansion and dynastic alliances.
National security and trade agreements were consistently pursued although, if there was a
conflict of interest, trade yielded to political security. Keeping the Netherlands neutral or
out of enemy hands was also a consistent objective. To this end, France and Burgundy
were seen as England’s main enemies at the start of the period but had been replaced by
Spain at the end. Dynastic and marriage alliances were pursued by Henry VII, Henry VIII
and Mary, but less so by Edward VI and inconclusively by Elizabeth – although the latter
used her unmarried status as a pawn in foreign diplomacy. There were inconsistencies,
however, in the Tudors’ attitude towards war. Henry VII and Elizabeth avoided it if possible
but engaged in continental alliances; Henry VIII and Edward devoted much time and
money to waging war against Scotland and France; Mary was opposed to war but was
drawn into it by Philip. Religious reforms also brought changes in allies and foreign
commitments eg Anglo-Scottish relations. The best candidates are likely to explain the
more prevalent trends and account for changes in aims and methods. Examiners must be
open to alternative approaches. If in doubt, they should consult their Team Leader.

8

Which presented the greater threat to England’s security in the period from 1485 to
1603: Scotland or France? Explain your answer.
[60]
Candidates should focus on and assess both Scotland and France before reaching a
conclusion. Some answers are likely to compare the two countries thematically – perhaps
in respect of military and naval threats in peacetime and at war, the support given to
pretenders, claimants and English rebels, or the impact of making alliances against
England and often together (Auld Alliance). Some essays might assess Scotland and
France separately before reaching a judgement though this approach could restrict
candidates’ ability to demonstrate synoptic skills. The strong military, naval and financial
power of France, its desire to recover land held by England, the long-standing rivalry and
its commitment to the Catholic faith, might suggest that it posed a serious threat, and every
Tudor ruler went to war against France at least once. Better candidates, however, should
point out that there were long periods of peace and stability between the two countries eg
1492-1512, 1527-42, 1564-1603. Scotland though much smaller and less powerful than
France also presented a threat to England: it supported Warbeck, invaded northern
counties at will and had a long-standing arrangement with France of embarrassing English
governments. The deaths of James IV and James V after military conflicts weakened
Scotland but left it open to a French presence and capacity to intrigue against England,
which was not removed until 1560. Thereafter, Scotland did not present a serious threat.
Candidates may well conclude that both countries presented rather different threats, which
changed over time, before deciding in favour of one of them. Examiners must be open to
alternative approaches. If in doubt, they should consult their Team Leader.
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Assess the ways in which Spain affected English domestic affairs during the period
from 1485 to 1603.
[60]
Candidates are likely to suggest that Spain had a considerable impact on English domestic
affairs but should also be aware that the nature of its influence changed over the period.
One approach that candidates might take is to look at each of the Tudors in turn and
comment on developments that led to continuity and change. Another would be to assess
the impact thematically. The main areas of discussion are likely to be political issues –
Henry VII’s alliance of 1489 against pretenders and the betrothal of Arthur (and later
Henry) to Catherine of Aragon; the influence of the Aragonese faction at court in the 1520s
and 1530s, and Charles V’s pressure not to proceed with a divorce; hostility towards Philip
in England in the 1550s at the court, council and parliament surfaced in Wyatt’s rebellion;
putative Spanish support for Mary Stuart and Catholic plotters. Religious issues –
pressure to remain a Catholic country after the break from Rome. This may have curtailed
Henry VIII’s reform programme, compromised Somerset, supported and aided Mary’s
restoration of the Church, influenced Elizabeth in determining the Settlement of 1559 and
her subsequent treatment of Catholics. Economic issues – trade links since 1489 with
Aragon and Castile, and from 1515 with the Low Countries. The collapse of the Spanish
Netherlands’ woollen trade had a severe impact on England’s economy in the 1550s.
English merchants traded extensively with Iberia until the 1580s and privateers became a
source of friction from the 1560s. The outbreak of the Dutch Revolt had a serious effect
and Elizabeth faced political pressure to intervene. Military issues – war with Spain
against France in 1542 and 1557 and against Spain from 1585 had serious financial,
economic and political consequences. Spain also intervened in Ireland in the 1580 and
1601 rebellions. Examiners must be open to alternative approaches. If in doubt, they
should consult their Team Leader.

10

‘The success of the Catholic Reformation in the period from 1492 to 1610 depended
mainly on secular rulers (emperors, kings and princes).’ How far do you agree with
this view?
[60]
Candidates should evaluate the contribution of a number of secular rulers to the Catholic
Reformation and decide how far any success was due to their efforts and how much to
other factors. Isabella and Ferdinand, Mary Tudor, Philip II, Ferdinand of Styria, Sigismund
of Poland, Rudolph II of Austria, and Albert, William and Maximilian of Bavaria, could be
usefully examined as secular rulers who advanced the Catholic Reformation in their own
lands. Reasons for their success could be attributed to the use of patronage, military
influence and political authority. Candidates might argue that some secular rulers who
were in a position to implement improvements did little to advance the Church’s revival.
Most German princes, Henry VIII, Francis I and the later Valois kings would fall into this
category, and criticism can be made of Charles V and Philip II, who constantly quarrelled
with the papacy. Candidates should compare secular rulers with other influences and
might well reject the title’s premise. For instance, they could argue that the papacy was the
key to the Catholic Reformation’s success, and illustrate the point by the negative and
positive contributions of popes during this period. They might point to the role of individuals
as members of the new orders or to reform-minded clerics, who were not secular rulers but
who had a significant influence upon them eg Canisius in Bavaria, Borromeo in Milan, Pole
in England. The work of institutions like the Council of Trent, the Inquisition and Index,
might be evaluated but better essays will focus on the term ‘mainly’ and might well
conclude that the successful impact of individuals and institutions rested on lay support.
Where secular rulers were weak or opposed to reform, little headway was made.
Examiners must be open to alternative approaches. If in doubt, they should consult their
Team Leader.
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To what extent was the Catholic Reformation more concerned with continuity than
change in the period from 1492 to 1610?
[60]
Candidates can support or refute the proposition by examining a range of features that
contributed to the Catholic Reformation. It may be helpful to define ‘continuity’ eg retaining
key features, beliefs and institutions of the Catholic Church and faith. The Inquisition and
Index might be assessed to show how they repressed liberal ideas and censored
unacceptable views, such as those of Illuminists, Erasmians, Protestants, conversos and
moriscos. Attempts to reconcile Catholics and Protestants at Regensburg in 1541 resulted
in victory for the reactionaries led by Carafa who was intent on suppressing change. Even
the new orders struggled to gain respect and recognition from traditional monastic orders.
In education, biblical humanism, and its implicit changes to the way the Church interpreted
the Scriptures, was rejected in favour of scholasticism. The management of Trent’s three
sessions by Jesuits and Dominicans demonstrated the desire to defeat Augustinianism,
Lutheranism and Calvinism in order to preserve orthodox ideas, which was underlined by
the Tridentine Decrees. No provision was made for lay administrators and female
reformers and reforms to the Curia were slow to take effect and very conservative. There
are examples, however, of the Catholic Church showing a willingness to change. The
Church learned from Protestantism the value of preaching and the sermon in developing
the spiritual condition of ordinary people, and the benefit of advocating social welfare, the
use of the consistory in keeping discipline, and the role of seminaries in educating the
clergy. Candidates could refer to individual popes to suggest that the papacy was capable
of embracing enlightened ideas. On balance, candidates are likely to argue that the
Church was more conservative than progressive. Examiners must be open to alternative
approaches. If in doubt, they should consult their Team Leader.

12

‘The Inquisition and Index did little to advance the Catholic Reformation in the
period from 1492 to 1610.’ How far do you agree with this view?

[60]

Some candidates will agree and some disagree with the proposition. The focus of the
answer should be on what the Inquisition and Index set out to achieve, how far they
succeeded and assess their contribution to the Catholic Reformation during these years.
Most candidates are likely to assess the Spanish and Roman Inquisitions but the
Portuguese, Dutch and Italian city state inquisitions are all valid lines of argument.
Candidates should be aware that the role of the Index stayed constant from its inception in
the 1540s, when titles of forbidden works were proscribed by universities, to the Roman
and Spanish Indices which listed titles and authors. Revisions occurred periodically and
candidates could usefully discuss the impact of the Index upon Catholic ideas, education
and society in states such as Spain and Italy. Most candidates will probably spend more
time assessing the Inquisition. Under Isabella and Ferdinand, the Spanish Inquisition
tackled moriscos and conversos; under Charles V, Erasmians, Anabaptists and Lutherans
were targeted; under Philip II and Philip III, it focused on immorality, paganism and
moriscos in Spain, conversos in Portugal and Calvinists in the Netherlands. An argument
may be made that the suppression of heresy and strengthening of the Church owed a
great deal to the Inquisition. The Roman Inquisition similarly silenced Protestant
movements, dealt with cases of immorality, and maintained papal authority in several
Italian city states. A counter-view is that the Inquisition and Index were negative influences
and real advances were principally due to other developments, such as the Jesuits,
reform-minded popes, bishops and secular rulers who implemented the Tridentine
Decrees. For Levels I and II, however, there should be a good evaluation of the Inquisition
and Index, especially if the balance of the argument is on other factors. Examiners must be
open to alternative approaches. If in doubt, they should consult their Team Leader.
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‘The nobility strengthened rather than weakened royal power in France in the period
from 1498 to 1610.’ How far do you agree with this view?
[60]
Candidates are likely to assess the ways in which the nobility contributed to or hindered
the development of the nation state, and the best answers will not stray from this path. The
nobility held key offices in both church and state and not only served the king but also
served themselves in the provinces. They led and raised armies during the Italian wars,
which strengthened the state, but the same troops were turned against the well-being of
the state and monarchy in the wars of religion. Nobles were royal governors, law enforcers
and administrators, and most under a strong ruler such as Francis I served the state very
loyally. A minority flouted the law, lined their pockets and disobeyed the king, at times
demonstrating how much harm they could inflict at all levels of society. Some candidates
may use particular noble families, such as the Montmorencys, Bourbons and Guises, to
illustrate their argument throughout the period or to distinguish between noble groups eg
nobles who were politically ambitious, princes of the blood, and those with strong religious
convictions. Candidates should be aware of the changing relationship between the nobility
and crown, most notably during the reigns of Francis I and Henry IV, when the major
families were subdued, and in the reigns of Francis II, Charles IX and Henry III, when they
exercised considerable political influence over the crown to the detriment of royal authority.
Some answers might include the role of noble women eg as a mistress (Diane de Poitiers),
a regent (Catherine de Medici) or as participants in the wars of religion (Marguerite
d’Angouleme, Louise de Montmorency, Jeanne d’Albret). Examiners must be open to
alternative approaches. If in doubt, they should consult their Team Leader.

14

To what extent did the French government overcome its economic problems in the
period from 1498 to 1610?
[60]
Most candidates are likely to discuss the state of royal finances during this period but
higher responses (Levels I and II) should explain some of the difficulties in industry, trade,
commerce and agriculture as well. In finance the main problems were the inefficient and
unequal tax system, tax farming and insufficient revenue to meet the state’s requirements;
long periods of foreign war and civil wars disrupted administration and increased crown
debts; and inflation was exacerbated by court affluence and patronage. Francis I
implemented reforms that centralised the system but did not tackle issues of corruption
and exemption. Henry IV could only begin to solve the difficulties caused by civil wars by
cancelling debts and gradually initiating reforms after 1598. The nobility and officiers had
the wealth and potential to invest in trade and industry but throughout the period showed
little interest as long as rentes, crown pensions and from 1604 the Paulette were more
profitable. Trade was in the hands of merchants who were heavily taxed and
disadvantaged when competing with foreigners. There were few improvements in
agriculture due to the depressed condition of the peasantry and disinterest among
landowning nobility who preferred to hunt over the crops. There was little investment in
industry and agriculture until Henry IV and Sully began to encourage state subsidies.
Population levels rose to 17 million by 1610 (largest in Europe), which put pressure on
urban employment and food supplies, and increased the likelihood of plague, poverty and
revolts. Local and regional opposition to a more unitary transport system and an
excessive number of tolls impeded the movement of goods. Overall the economy
remained a weakness in the nation state though there were some improvements, notably
under Francis I and Henry IV. Examiners must be open to alternative approaches. If in
doubt, they should consult their Team Leader.

95

F966
15

Mark Scheme

January 2010

‘The Catholic Church held back the development of the French nation state in the
years from 1498 to 1610.’ How far do you agree with this view?
[60]
Candidates need to assess how far the Catholic Church impeded the development of the
nation state. Weaker essays may focus heavily on the Wars of Religion as a prime source
of national disunity. Some candidates may discuss the impact of religious groups upon the
nation state from Francis I’s reign onwards, particularly in dividing the country socially,
politically and religiously, and the response of the Catholic Church to them. Some
candidates may see the Day of the Placards (1534) as a turning point in that thereafter
humanists, Lutherans and Calvinists were under attack and the goal of national unity (one
king, one law, one faith) disappeared. Some candidates will see this question in terms of
the Wars of Religion and may compare the attitudes of Catholics towards Huguenots both
during and after the civil wars. However, better essays will be aware that the Catholic
Church was a source of strength to the crown and to most French people for much of the
period. Of course, some candidates may point out factors other than the Church that
weakened the nation state. Reference to geo-political borders, language, customary and
Roman law, social and political disruption caused by civil wars, developments in
administrative centralisation and fluctuations in the authority of the monarchy, would be
valid areas of discussion in examining the development of the nation state. Examiners
must be open to alternative approaches. If in doubt, they should consult their Team
Leader.

16

‘The development of absolute monarchy in France owed more to Louis XIII than
[60]
Louis XIV.’ How far do you agree with this judgement?
The most successful responses are likely to compare the two rulers’ contribution to the
development of absolute monarchy in France. Candidates might assess them in respect of
their power and authority, their skill as politicians and statesmen, their qualities of
leadership in domestic and foreign affairs, their appointment of ministers and the success
of their reigns. An argument could be made that the extent to which they were absolute
rulers rested heavily upon the competence of their ministers but the question requires
more than a comparative evaluation of royal councillors. Some essays might compare the
absolutism of the two kings, however implicitly, by examining how well they dealt with
France’s problems. Among these, we can expect an assessment of their dealings with the
princes of the blood and nobility, their management of royal finances, councils and policy
making, how far they enhanced royal authority in the face of parlements and provincialism,
their relationship with the Catholic Church and Huguenots, and how well they handled
foreign affairs. Better candidates should be aware that the issues that faced French kings
changed over time (eg rising population and inflation, the decline of Spain, the problem of
the princes of the blood), though some continuity remained (eg financial system,
particularism, strong Catholic Church), and, of course, the personality and ambitions of
Louis XIII and Louis XIV were in sharp contrast. Moreover, Louis XIV was able to build
upon the achievements of Louis XIII and his ministers but just how absolute was the
monarchy in 1715 compared with 1610? Examiners must be open to alternative
approaches. If in doubt, they should consult their Team Leader.

17

Assess which minister contributed most to France becoming a major European
power in the seventeenth century: Richelieu, Mazarin or Colbert.
[60]
A case can be made for each of these ministers and much may depend upon how
candidates define ‘a major European power’. Some candidates may compare Richelieu
and Mazarin in terms of how they dealt with over-powerful nobles, the Estates and
parlements, raised money for war, administered the state and church, strengthened the
monarchy and waged war. They may suggest that Richelieu contributed more because he
solved the Huguenot problem and worked closely with the Catholic Church. He expanded
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the army and navy, set up trading companies, reduced the power of the estates, humbled
the aristocracy, expanded the intendants and laid the foundations for victory in war against
Spain. Mazarin’s main contribution lay in negotiating beneficial terms at Westphalia and
the Pyrenees, which gained France lands in Savoy, Alsace, the Netherlands and the
Rhineland (1648) and lands in Luxembourg, the Netherlands, the Pyrenees and acquired a
claim to the Spanish throne (1659). A negative feature was the Fronde, which was partly a
result of his own unpopularity and financial mismanagement. Colbert’s claim lay in his
management of the economy, which provided the basis for France’s military achievements
under Louis XIV and the creation of Versailles. Revenue increased 400%, taxes rose 40%,
corruption was reduced in administration and by 1672, the budget was balanced. Unlike
Richelieu, he built up an effective navy of 300 ships and 4 new dockyards; improved road
and canal transport and revitalised textile industries. He pursued mercantilist policies
aimed at acquiring gold and silver bullion at the expense of the Dutch and English. He
regulated industries, founded trading companies, established colonies in Canada and the
West Indies, expanded the royal navy, maritime fleet and arsenals and naval stores.
However, he failed to reform the fiscal system, his law codes could not be enforced and
attempts to establish trading companies failed. A comparative synthesis is likely to
characterise the better essays. Examiners must be open to alternative approaches. If in
doubt, they should consult their Team Leader.
18

Which social groups in France gained most and which lost most during the period
from 1610 to 1715? Explain your answer.
[60]
Candidates should consider a range of social groups, assess in what ways and to what
extent they were affected by developments across the whole period, and explain why
some benefited more than others. The best responses are likely to organise their
arguments thematically according to either different social groups or to particular events,
and demonstrate a good awareness of continuity and change. The principal groups that
are likely to be examined are the nobility (and better candidates should distinguish
between different categories ie princes of the blood, noblesse d’épée, noblesse de robe,
noblesse de province), the clergy (Catholic and Protestant), merchants (perhaps those
engaged in traditional trades, as well as those in newer companies and industries), town
and rural workers (especially the urban poor, artisans and agricultural peasants).
Explanations for change and continuity in the condition of these groups may be found in
the growth of centralisation and administrative developments, long periods of warfare after
1635, an increase in taxation and size of armies, the growth of Paris and other large cities,
the creation of Versailles, economic developments and religious issues, such as the
Revocation of the Edict of Nantes. Candidates are not required to assess all groups or
every development in the period but they are expected to produce a balanced and
sustained comparison of different social groups before arriving at an overall judgement.
Examiners must be open to alternative approaches. If in doubt, they should consult their
Team Leader.
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Option B: Modern 1789-1997
The Challenge of German Nationalism 1789 – 1919
1

Assess the view that the German people were more divided than united during the
period from 1789 to 1919.
[60]
Candidates should focus on the extent to which the German people were more divided
than united in this period. Candidates may argue both for and against this proposition.
Candidates may view the period from 1789 to 1815 as a time when the German people
became more united, geographically and in terms of aims. French domination helped to
modernize and consolidate Germany and sparked the first upsurge of German nationalism.
A popular uprising helped to drive Napoleon out of Germany in 1813. This common fight of
people from different German states against the French enemy gave strong impulses to
nationalism. The number of independent and semi-independent German states had been
around one thousand in 1790 (with between three and four hundred fully independent
units). Twenty-five years later only a little over thirty remained. Candidates may argue that
the German nation was very divided from 1815 as a consequence of decisions taken at the
Congress of Vienna, but could also argue that the German Confederation from 1815 did
loosely bind most Germans into a Confederation with a Diet. Candidates may argue that
the growing emergence of the nationalist movement after 1815 to the development of more
radical nationalism in the late Nineteenth and early Twentieth Centuries demonstrates an
emergence of national unity amongst the German people over this period. Candidates
may understand that there were significant divisions even within those who were
nationalist. Candidates may understand that the Prussian Empire in 1871 represented
Kleindeutschland and an enlarged Prussia. They may argue that it was a Prussian Empire
rather than a German Empire; it certainly did not unite all the German people even
geographically. The exclusion of Austria from the process of German unification may be
dealt with. Divisions within the German nation after 1871 might be illustrated through the
Kulturkampf and the rise of socialism, or the domination of the Reich by the elites.
Candidates may, however, argue that territorial boundaries rarely exactly match where the
people of that nationality live and that divisions within a nation based on class or culture do
not necessarily define the unity or otherwise of that nation. All modern nations have
exhibited such divisions. They could certainly argue that the German Empire from 1871
physically united the majority of Germans. Candidates may argue that the First World War
both united the German nation, at first, but that divisions soon arose and were entrenched
by 1918. Similarly, whilst Versailles divided the nation geographically it united the nation in
condemnation and bitterness.
Examiners must be open to alternative approaches. If in doubt, they should consult their
Team Leader.

2

How far do you agree that the development of German nationalism was mainly
dependent upon economic factors from 1789 to 1919?
[60]
Candidates might focus on the relative importance of economic factors within the
development of German nationalism in this period. Candidates should explain the
importance of economic factors on developments, for example the impact of the Zollverein
after 1834 in developing Prussia’s economic strength and Prussian leadership of
Germany. Candidates should understand how developments in the economy in the 1850s
paved the way for the military victories of 1864, 1866 and 1870 / 71. Military strength
depended upon economic strength however. ‘Coal & Iron’ rather than ‘Blood & Iron’ could
be usefully debated. The development of the railways may be seen as significant. The
impact of the extraordinary developments in the German economy after 1871 should be
discussed. Candidates must however show that they understand that economic factors
were not the sole factors determining the fortunes of German nationalism in this period.
For example, the Great War left Germany broken and half-starved despite the German
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economic domination of continental Europe in 1914. Economic factors undeniably
contributed to Prussia’s domination of Germany from 1866, but opportunistic and skilful
leadership, especially by Bismarck, should not be overlooked. Candidates may wish to
place considerable importance on the diplomatic abilities of Bismarck both in terms of the
unification of Germany and his management of German nationalism. The development and
impact of ideas on the emergence and development of intellectual nationalism may also be
usefully explored. Candidates may argue that initially this provided the impetus or
springboard for later developments and that, in the Napoleonic period, it was the common
fight of people from different German states against their French enemy that gave strong
impulses to nationalism
Examiners must be open to alternative approaches. If in doubt, they should consult their
Team Leader.
3

‘Bismarck was much more effective in managing German nationalism than either
Metternich or Kaiser Wilhelm II.’ How far do you agree with this view?
[60]
Candidates should focus on how effectively Metternich, Bismarck and Wilhelm II managed
German nationalism. Candidates will undoubtedly be more successful if they define
‘effective management’ in their answer. Candidates might define the ways in which the
three were (or were not) effective: for example in controlling, harnessing or using
nationalism. Clearly all three had different aims and different circumstances, which could
enable candidates to make convincing cases for all of them. By 1848/49 no leader of the
nationalist movement with mass appeal emerged. From 1815 to 1848 the nationalist
movement was too weak to effectively challenge the Metternich System: arguably this
demonstrates Metternich’s effective control over German nationalists. Equally Metternich
fled Vienna in 1848, though his downfall was hardly dominated by German nationalism.
Many candidates may argue in favour of Bismarck because of his critical role in the 1860s
in the creation of the Second Reich; candidates may argue that he managed German
nationalism by hijacking the nationalist cause for Prussia’s ends. This too could be
considered effective management of German nationalism. Wilhelm II’s search for world
power was undoubtedly populist, mirroring the development of radical nationalism, but it
placed Germany in a vulnerable, dangerous position. The ultimate outcome of his policies
was defeat in the Great War and humiliation at Versailles.
Examiners must be open to alternative approaches. If in doubt, they should consult their
Team Leader.
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Theme 2: The Changing Nature of Warfare 1792 – 1945
4

Assess the extent to which conscription enabled armies to succeed in war in the
period from 1792 to 1945.
The impact of conscription on warfare is not limited to the massing of larger numbers of
soldiers but this will probably form the bulk of the answers met. Conscription is applied to
warfare right at the start of the period by the development of ‘a nation in arms’ by France in
the early part of the Revolutionary Wars developing into more regulated conscription in the
later Revolutionary & Napoleonic period. This might be contrasted with the use of long
service professionals and mercenaries by the dynastic armies of France’s enemies. The
reaction of France’s enemies to conscription might include the tentative use of Frei Korps
and Landwehr by Austria or the traditional use of conscripted serfs by Russia’s long
service army. A good topic for discussion would be the development of the Krumper
system in Prussia after 1808. Candidates might note that Britain never embraced
conscription in this period and yet her army was successful. For the period of unification
the different systems used by the combatant powers might be examined. Generally
candidates will point to the superior organisation of manpower by Prussia and the resulting
large size of her army in proportion to her population. This was illustrated by the defeat of
France’s long service army by Prussia’s reservists despite superior French weapons
technology in the ‘Imperial’ phase of the Franco-Prussian War. The expansion of the use
of reservists in the last part of the 19th century is a profitable area for discussion. The First
World War is an obvious example where conscription played a key role in warfare. Note
that Britain used a long service professional army supported by Territorials at the start of
the conflict, replacing this with Kitchener’s army of volunteers and finally conscription.
WWII also saw the use of mass armies of conscripts but with more sophisticated
technologies in the hands of these soldiers with resulting problems in training and use on
the battlefield. The American Civil War falls into the mainstream of the debate, the north
having a preponderance in manpower.
Alternative explanations are possible and examiners must be open to alternative
approaches. If in doubt, consult your Team Leader.

5

How far did developments in command and control of armies determine the
outcome of battles in the period from 1792 to 1945?
No set conclusions are to be expected, but candidates must answer the question and
address the theme over the full period. The question prompts a discussion of the
organisation of war by the combatant powers and the control of armies during the period.
Napoleon was the first to develop a true general staff and this was taken to new levels of
effectiveness by the Prussian general staff of the middle and later part of the period. The
planning of WWI and WWII is an obvious case for discussion. Candidates might point to
ineffective command and control as a basis for argument, a good example of deficiencies
in this era was the armies of Napoleon III and Austrians in 1866 versus Prussia. The failure
of command and control might be a useful way to argue against the premise of the
question. The American Civil War fits easily into the debate. The impact of command and
control on the outcome of warfare can be discussed on many levels from grand strategy to
the tactics. Better candidates may balance these two factors against others, but a
discussion of the command and control of armies must form the core of the essay.
Examples of the outcome of battles being determined by command and control could be
drawn from the individual skills of a given commander in chief or from the use of command
and control systems or both. In the Revolutionary and Napoleonic wars virtually any battle
with Napoleon and the French staff system directing one side will apply, but of especial
interest might be Austerlitz. The allies eventually developed similar methods but examples
will have to come from later in the wars, the 1813 period would be useful but even then
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Napoleon tended to win all of his battles. A good example of success using more
antiquated methods of command would be any of the Duke of Wellington’s battles. Of
course the Napoleonic system sometimes was found wanting, for example at Borodino or
Waterloo. For the battles of the mid century candidates should be aware that the size of
actions increased and had an impact on command and control despite developments in
this area, Magenta or Solferino in 1859 were both confused affairs. In 1866 and 1870-1 the
Prussian staff system brought their army to the battlefield with some efficiency but once
again many of the battles themselves demonstrated the difficulty of controlling armies
fighting in long linear formations, Konigsgratz is an example as are many of the battles of
the Franco-Prussian War although Gravelotte-St. Privat is of especial interest. The First
World War has many obvious examples on the Western Front, so too the Second World
War.
Alternative explanations are possible and examiners must be open to alternative
approaches. If in doubt, consult your Team Leader.
6

‘Industrialisation was most successfully applied to warfare in the First World War.’
How far would you agree with this view of the period from 1792 to 1945?
No set conclusions are to be expected, but candidates must answer the question and
address the theme over the whole period. The First World War is an obvious example of
the first conflict where the application of industrialisation to conflict was the key to victory.
This was partially due to the sheer scale of the conflict. Candidates might argue that the
long duration of the war, the size of the armies involved and the geographic spread of the
conflict meant that victory went to the side with the greatest industrial might. Alternatives
might be the Napoleonic Wars where one might argue that Britain as the first industrial
power played a key role in the conflict or that France was successful for much of the period
due to an emerging proto-industrial economy. Another is the Crimean War where the
industrial might of the Allies caused them to emerge victorious over an industrially
backward Russia – a power that played a key role in the final defeat of Napoleonic France.
Another alternative would be the impact of a newly industrialised Prussia on the conflicts of
the mid-nineteenth century. For later conflicts the Second World War might fit the
‘successful application of industrialisation’ in the title better than the First, i.e. that
industrialisation had a much wider impact on this conflict. The American Civil War can be
discussed by candidates, the industrialised North defeating the non-industrialised South
but the successful application of command in the question must be addressed in this
context given that it took time for the Union’s industrial might to overcome the
Confederacy. Candidates need to be aware of how industrialisation had an impact on the
successful waging of war in the period.
Alternative explanations are possible and examiners must be open to alternative
approaches. If in doubt, consult your Team Leader.
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Theme 3: Britain and Ireland 1798-1921.
7

‘Revolutionary nationalism in Ireland consistently failed to develop mass support.’
How far would you agree with this view of the period from 1798 to 1921?
No set conclusions are to be expected, but candidates must answer the question and
address the theme over the whole period. Candidates may well agree with the question’s
proposition, citing the low numbers involved in Emmet’s rising (1803), Young Ireland in
1848, the Fenian Outrages in 1867, the Phoenix Park murders of 1882 and in the Easter
Rising of 1916. They could refer to the proscribed nature of Republicanism, their
preference for rebellion, assassination and risings, the secretive nature of their methods
and their violence, which was met with the same. The revolutionary tradition was one of
martyrdom (Tone, Emmet, 1916 etc.). They did not hold mass meetings; their oratory was
that of the scaffold, finance was a problem until they tapped into the Irish American
diaspora, whilst their policy of an independent republic lacked appeal in peasant Ireland,
until the Land League in the late 1870s made the connection with Alien landlords. They
also failed to gain the support of the Catholic Church pending the development of a
conservative and Catholic social policy in the 1910s. However candidates could also
challenge the view of ‘consistent failure’ with reference to the post 1870 period when land
issues were exploited by Davitt, especially the rural support gained during the Land war of
1879-82 (where boycott was preferred to violence). There was also more success after the
1890s in widening the basis of support through the harnessing of cultural nationalism (the
Gaelic Athletics Association was hijacked by the IRB for propaganda and recruitment
purposes). Connolly’s socialism made some headway amongst the Dublin working class
but it lacked a rural base, as did Griffith’s Sinn Fein. It could be argued that considerable
success came in and after 1917 following government mistakes (Conscription, Black and
Tans) and with a popular mandate for Sinn Fein in the 1918 election. Collins’ strategies
(the Anglo Irish War) and a comparison with Wolfe Tone may prove useful here, with the
careful targeting of the police and local authorities.
Alternative explanations are possible and examiners must be open to alternative
approaches. If in doubt consult your Team Leader.

8

[60]

Assess the view that Gladstone’s first Liberal government (1868-1874) was the most
important turning point in Britain’s relationship with Ireland in the period from 1798
to 1921.
No set conclusions are to be expected, but candidates must answer the question and
address the theme over the whole period. Candidates could argue that it did, citing
Gladstone’s unusual statement on hearing the news – ‘My mission is to pacify Ireland’,
followed by a PM focus on solving the issue of an ‘Alien Church’ (Disestablishment of the
Church of Ireland in 1869and its ending of the Protestant Constitution and the religious
ascendancy of the Anglo Irish establishment); the attempt in the 1st Land Act in 1870 to
address the legal issues (the three ‘Fs’) of Land and the encouragement of a more
inclusive ruling class via University reform in 1873. In support of this it could be argued that
Gladstone was under little pressure to introduce an Irish programme after 20 years of
relative indifference and that it inaugurated a focus on the issue that was to last until 1921,
by Gladstone and especially, but not exclusively, by Liberal governments in general.
However, candidates might take a different view, arguing that Gladstone’s 1st government
was entirely consistent with both previous and successive governments who remained
wedded to the Union. Gladstone could be seen as following the tradition of Pitt (who
wanted to stabilise the relationship and extend the economic benefits of Union) and Peel.
The latter’s government had also sought to bring the Catholic Church on board
(Maynooth). Peel’s Land Bill, following the Devon Commission, and the University Bill,
prefigured almost exactly Gladstone’s 1870 Land Act and University Bill. Gladstone in
1868 was therefore not a turning point, unless one stresses Disestablishment, which
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neither Pitt nor Peel had wanted to adopt, although both had introduced Catholic
Emancipation, arguably a much greater turning point. It could be argued that Gladstone’s
2nd Land Act in 1881 and the Conservative ones of the 1880s and 1890s were of much
greater significance, whilst much could be made of the First Home Rule Bill in 1886 and its
successors in 1893 and 1912 as marking a much more important turning point in that it
represented a return to the pluralism of Grattan’s parliament in 1798-1800 and had
become the policy of all governments after 1912, to be applied both North and South post
1918. Another route for candidates would be to argue that reform within the Union
remained British policy throughout and as such the turning points lay at the beginning and
end of the periods (1800 Act of Union and the Anglo-Irish Treaty 1921).
Alternative explanations are possible and examiners must be open to alternative
approaches. If in doubt, consult your Team Leader.
9

[60]

How successfully did British governments deal with Irish land issues in the period
from 1798 to 1921?
No set conclusions are to be expected, but candidates must answer the question and
address the theme over the whole period. Candidates will need to grasp the significance of
Irish land issues in the period. Ireland was overwhelmingly peasant and agrarian outside
parts of Ulster and Dublin. One key issue was the legal basis of the land settlement in
Ireland. The British had imposed this in the 17th century, basing it on religious confiscation
and the concept of landlord supremacy in relation to his tenants. This in turn was opposed
by Irish tradition, Ulster tenant right, which effectively gave a form of dual ownership to
landlord and tenant. Such grievances fuelled much of the discontent in Ireland in the late
18th and 19th centuries and were increasingly harnessed by both constitutional and
revolutionary nationalism from the 1870s (the Land League). No British government sought
to deal with this before Peel in the 1840s (the Devon Commission and subsequent Bill),
Pitt seeing economic union and an efficient landlord class as the key to agrarian
prosperity. The Whigs in the 1830s had de-linked the Tithe from tenant payment to
landlord but had increased resentment of the latter that raised rents to compensate. Peel
had failed in the face of parliamentary landlordism, which remained entrenched well into
the 1870s. Gladstone sought to deal with tenant right in the 1870 Land Act but failed given
the loopholes. He had more success when confronted with a Land War in 1881 (the
Second Land Act which effectively granted dual ownership and a final recognition that
Arrears had to be dealt with in an 1882 Act).Until the 1880s it was Tenant Right and
evictions that were the focus. The other key issue was the backwardness of Land and it
could be argued that this was not dealt with until post 1880. Pitt and Peel were frustrated
by the failure of capitalist agriculture to emerge in anything other than moderate and
regional form (East and the Midlands). The West remained backward, overpopulated and
potato dependent, as the famine was to show. British governments dealt more successfully
with this following the agricultural depression of the late 1870s which rendered
Landlordism less powerful and more willing to embrace land sales and purchase schemes
offered by Gladstone, and the Constructive Unionism of Ashbourne, Balfour and
Wyndham. The latter, by providing loans for purchase at rates that were less than rentals,
effectively solved the Land problem in relationship to issues of ownership. Nonetheless
backwardness remained a problem. Both Conservative and Liberal governments in the
1890s and early 1900s poured money into marketing schemes and fisheries, with some
effect. The pattern would seem to be some success from the 1880s onwards.
Alternative explanations are possible and examiners must be open to alternative
approaches. If in doubt, consult your Team Leader.
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Theme 4: Russia and its Rulers 1855 – 1964
10

‘The nature of Russian government was changed more by Stalin than by any other
ruler.’ How far do you agree with this view of the period from 1855 to 1964?
[60]
No set conclusions are to be expected, but candidates must answer the question and
address the theme over the full period. Candidates should focus on the phrase ‘the nature
of Russian government’ in their answers. Candidates may argue either for or against Stalin
as having changed the nature of Russian government most, but must do so comparatively
in the context of other rulers and leaders. Candidates may argue that the highly dictatorial
nature of the Stalinist regime justifies this view and are likely to support this by reference to
events such as the terror and the purges. Others may argue that this represented
continuity with the nature of much previous Russian government, even if the scale was
much greater. Many candidates may show awareness that some historians see great
continuity between Lenin and Stalin whereas others view Stalin as significantly different
from Lenin. This could be very usefully debated. Candidates may argue in favour of
Alexander II because of the emancipation of the serfs and his other reforms such as the
zemstva. Candidates may argue in favour of Alexander III because of ‘the Reaction’
though many will see this as a reversion to traditional autocracy. Candidates may argue
that the end of over 300 years of Romanov rule in February 1917 was the most significant
turning point in the nature of Russian government as it ended the 304 year old Romanov
dynasty, but may argue that ultimately this led to the replacement of ‘Romanov Tsars’ by
‘red Tsars’. Many candidates will undoubtedly argue that October 1917 and the triumph of
Bolshevism significantly changed the nature of Russian government as it crushed all
possibility that a liberal democracy might emerge in Russia. Candidates may argue that
Khrushchev’s secret speech of 1956 and his subsequent de-stalinisation marked a
significant change in the nature of Russian government.
Examiners must be open to alternative approaches. If in doubt, they should consult their
Team Leader.

11

Assess the view that all the rulers of Russia had similar aims in domestic policy in
the period from 1855 to 1964.
[60]
No set conclusions are to be expected, but candidates must answer the question and
address the theme over the full period. Candidates should focus on the phrase ‘similar
aims in domestic policy’ in their answers. Candidates are likely to want to argue both for
and against this assertion. Candidates may well argue that retention of power, whether
autocratic or dictatorial, and the crushing of opposition were priorities for all the rulers even
if some were singularly unsuccessful in achieving those goals. Candidates may well argue
that the modernisation of Russia was an aim for all the rulers, though candidates are likely
to differentiate between rulers such as Alexander III and Stalin in terms of motives and
extent. Candidates may however wish to argue that the communist rulers had very
different core priorities to the Tsars in terms of political ideology and social priorities; others
may contend that this should have been the case but that rulers, especially Stalin (though
some will also indict Lenin). Candidates may argue that the Tsars were not uniform in their
core aims; they are likely to see Alexander II as having different priorities to his
successors, citing emancipation and the other reforms of the 1860s in support. Candidates
may also argue that the communist rulers were not uniform in their core aims either; they
are likely to argue that Khrushchev had very different priorities to Stalin, citing destalinisation as support. Candidates may well understand that whether Lenin and Stalin
had similar aims is subject to historical debate.
Examiners must be open to alternative approaches. If in doubt, they should consult their
Team Leader.

104

F966
12

Mark Scheme

January 2010

Assess the view that the lives of the peasants in Russia did not improve in the
period from 1855 to 1964.
[60]
No set conclusions are to be expected, but candidates must answer the question and
address the theme over the full period. Candidates should focus on the phrases ‘lives of
the peasants’ and ’did not improve’ in their answers. Candidates may well consider how
valid the phrase ’did not improve’ is. Candidates may argue that some rulers, for example
Alexander II and Khrushchev made a sustained attempt to improve the lives of the people.
Some candidates may argue that despite the brutality, Lenin and even Stalin did do some
things that improved the lives of the people. Arguably the communists did much more to
introduce social reform, for example in the sphere of education, than the Tsars.
Candidates may also argue that there was little real improvement in the lives of the people.
For example, peasants were serfs under the Romanovs until 1861, but candidates may
argue that there was little real improvement and / or that collectivization was a ‘second
serfdom’. Before and after 1917 there was harsh treatment of the peasantry by both
regimes; ‘squeezed dry’ to finance industrialization. Famine hit, e.g. 1891, 1921 & 1932,
regardless of regime, although arguably Stalin’s denial of the famine of the 1930s made its
impact worse. Control over their lives, whether exercised through the Mir, the Land
Captains & the Kolkhoz was a common feature, although distinctions may clearly be made.
Candidates may use the systematic Russification of the non-Russian peasants both before
and after 1917 as another clear example of there being no significant change. Candidates
may also wish to argue that there were times when rulers did improve the lives of the
peasants, but that these improvements were most typically temporary rather than
embedded. For example, the peasants were given glimpses of reform, e.g. the Peasants
Land Bank from the 1880s, the Decree on Land in 1917 and the NEP from 1921. All of
these changes led to improvements, albeit temporary, in their living and working
conditions. Both regimes had a temporary Kulak policy under Stolypin from 1906 & under
the NEP from 1921-28 as peasants were encouraged to ‘enrich themselves’.
Examiners must be open to alternative approaches. If in doubt, they should consult their
Team Leader.
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Theme 5: Civil Rights in the USA 1865 – 1992
13

To what extent did the aims of the campaigners for African American civil rights
remain the same in the period from 1865 to 1992?
No set conclusions are to be expected, but candidates must answer the question and
address the theme over the whole period. The weaker candidates will concentrate almost
exclusively on the various African American leaders and will probably not go beyond
contrasting the non-violent methods of Booker T Washington and Martin Luther King with
the more radical goals and methods of leaders such as Du Bois, Garvey, Malcolm X, the
Black Power movement and the Black Panthers. Weaker candidates are unlikely to have
much to say about civil rights campaigns after 1965 beyond observing that King was less
successful in his final years. The majority of candidates should be able to contrast the
limited aims of Booker T Washington – offering black co-operation with a white-dominated
society in return for economic gains – with the legal campaigns of the NAACP to secure
their rights under the 14th and 15th amendments and Martin Luther King’s high profile
campaign to abolish the whole Jim Crow system. They should also be able to contrast
these assimilationist goals with the separatism advocated by leaders such as Garvey and
Malcolm X. The best candidates will explain how changed circumstances, especially in the
post-war period enabled campaigners to pursue a more ambitious strategy than previous
leaders. They will also refer to the importance of grass-roots activism when writing, for
example, about the Sit-In campaigns and the Freedom Rides. The better candidates
should also be able to analyse the lack of coherence in the aims of the Black Power
movement and the Black Panthers as well as analysing the problems the civil rights
movement experienced in the 1970s and 1980s with controversy over bussing and
affirmative action and perceptions of continued police discrimination (reference could be
made to the Rodney King incident of 1992). High level answers will make effective
comparisons over the whole period, perhaps referring to the persistence of de facto
discrimination and the existence of a large underclass trapped in a cycle of poverty,
unemployment, poor housing in contrast to a prosperous black middle class which had
taken advantage of the changed attitude to racism and the abolition of de jure
discrimination.
Examiners must be open to alternative approaches. If in doubt, they should consult their
Team Leader.

14

‘The internal divisions within the trade union and labour movement in the USA the
most important obstacle to the progress of labour rights in the period from 1865 to
1992’. How far do you agree?
No set conclusions are to be expected, but candidates must answer the question and
address the theme over the whole period. Weaker candidates will probably refer only in
general terms to the divisions over membership between the Knights of Labor and the AFL
in the late 19th century, and the AFL and the CIO in the 1930s. They might also refer to
ethnic conflict between whites and blacks and between native-born workers and the new
immigrants of the late 19th and early 20th centuries. Some weaker candidates may also
discount (or even ignore) the internal divisions within the labour movement and provide a
list of alternative factors without adequately comparing their importance. Many (perhaps
most) candidates, while acknowledging the divisions within the labour movement, will
concentrate their analysis on the other obstacles to the progress of labour rights. These
include the use force of by government authorities to end strikes (for example, President
Cleveland during the Pullman strike in 1894 or Massachusetts Governor Coolidge in
Boston in 1919), the willingness of the courts to issue injunctions against strikers under the
Sherman Anti-Trust Act, specifically anti-labour legislation such as the Taft-Hartley Act of
1947 and the Landrum-Griffin act of 1959, and the employers’ use of both yellow dog
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contracts and violent strike-breakers (such as Pinkerton guards in the Homestead strike).
Most candidates should attempt some evaluation of the relative importance of these
factors in relation to divisions among workers.
Better candidates will be able to analyse how far labour divisions were exacerbated by a
climate in the USA hostile to the progress of labour movements and point out that this
climate was, in part, the result of extremist labour movements (such as the Molly Maguires
or the Wobblies) but that it also made it easy for employers and governments to associate
trade unionism with socialism and communism, thereby undermining middle class
sympathy for workers. High level candidates will be aware that the arguments within the
labour movement extended beyond union membership and tactics and were bedevilled by
divisions over race, class, religion and gender. They will provide intelligently selected
examples to illustrate these divisions. High calibre candidates might, as well as analysing
these divisions and the obstacles, point out that the progress of labour rights depended
crucially on the support of the federal government (as in the New Deal and the JFK-LBJ
years). They will also be able to analyse the importance of wider economic conditions,
especially in explaining the decline of trade union power since the 1950s.
Examiners must be open to alternative approaches. If in doubt, they should consult their
Team Leader.
15

‘The Indian Reorganization Act in the New Deal was the most important turning
point in the development of Native American civil rights in the USA in the period
from 1865 to 1992.’ How far do you agree with this view?
No set conclusions are to be expected, but candidates must answer the question and
address the theme over the whole period. Most candidates will agree with this statement
and point out that the Indian New Deal replaced forced assimilation with respect for Indian
culture and customs which, arguably, has persisted to the present. Furthermore, the Indian
Reorganization Act prevented the alienation of more tribal land and granted Indian
communities a measure of governmental and judicial autonomy. Weaker candidates will
probably see this as a stage of “good” policy towards Indians as opposed to the “bad”
periods of forced assimilation from 1887 until 1933 and the termination policy of the 1950s.
As such, they will regard the Indian Reorganization Act as a significant turning point,
although such candidates are unlikely to be able to compare it with other turning points.
Most candidates will offer some alternatives (such as the 1887 Dawes Act at the end of the
Indian Wars, the end of the Indian New Deal in 1945, the end of termination in the 1960s
or the first militant action of Red Power in 1969) but their attempts to compare them with
the Indian Reorganization Act may be unconvincing.
The best candidates will be aware of the limitations of Indian Reorganization Act and the
degree of opposition to it (for different reasons) in Congress and among Native Americans.
They might point out that Collier’s policies were as paternalistic in their way as all other
federal Indian policies, and that the majority of white Americans (and a significant number
of Indians themselves) continued to believe that Indians should assimilate into mainstream
US culture. As such, the Indian Reorganization Act could be seen as an aberration rather
than a turning point. The best candidates might also contrast the importance of federal
policy shifts with the impact of economic and social change in the USA on Native American
lives and attitudes (especially the two world wars, the Cold War and the post-war
expansion of the US economy). Alternatively, the best candidates will make effective
comparisons between the different turning points they analyse and explain fully why one is
more important than the others.
Examiners must be open to alternative approaches. If in doubt, they should consult their
Team Leader.
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Theme 6: The Development of Democracy in Britain 1868 – 1997
16

How far did economic factors influence the results of general elections from 1868 to
1997?
No set conclusions are to be expected, but candidates must answer the question and
address the theme over the whole period. Economic change undoubtedly influenced the
outcome of a significant number of elections during the period particularly where it was
linked with a slow down in economic growth and associated rises in unemployment. For
example, the parties that lost elections in 1868, 1880, 1922, 1929 and 1979 were all
linked, and to an extent blamed for, high levels of unemployment, falling real wages and a
lowering of living standards. Some candidates are likely to show that there were also other
economic issues that dominated some election campaigns such as tariff reform (1906,
1923), fiscal policy (1910), changes in the industrial infrastructure (1966), a faltering
balance of payments (1970), and rising fuel prices (1974).
It would, of course, be highly simplistic to argue that elections were always fought over the
issue of economic change. Most candidates should be able to discuss a range of other
factors. These might include: external influences ( e.g. the effects of wars on the 1906,
1918, 1945 and 1983 elections); social changes ( e.g. the impact and debate over the NHS
which influenced the result of the 1951 election; consumerism which prompted Macmillan’s
election winning slogan ‘You’ve never had it so good’ in 1959); internal party divisions (
e.g. the Liberals in the 1880s and1920s, Labour in the mid-1950s) and the coming of class
based politics ( e.g. the rise of the Labour party to push the Liberals into third place, the
rise of general unionism and industrial unrest which affected the outcome of elections in
the 1880s, 1906, 1951 and, most significantly, 1979).
A strong case could be made for economic factors mainly (but not solely) influencing the
results of elections although better responses will probably offer a more balanced analysis
and evaluation. Also, a decent, but not exhaustive, range of elections should be referenced
to illustrate change and/or continuity over the period.
Examiners must be open to alternative approaches. If in doubt, they should consult their
Team Leader.

17

‘There was more continuity than change in the role that Prime Ministers played in
the development of the democratic system from 1868 to 1997.’ How far do you
agree?
No set conclusions are to be expected, but candidates must answer the question and
address the theme over the whole period. Over the period, parliaments were managed
differently, monarchs varied, control of cabinets increased and there was more
responsibility for international affairs (especially wars) and disposal of finance (e.g. the
Secret Fund). It might be argued that prime ministers handled such changes more skilfully
as time went by, whilst having their power ‘checked’ by political institutions such as political
parties, pressure groups, the judiciary and the media. Thus, prime ministers were not
allowed to abuse their power. They were expected to play a responsible role in the
maintenance and enhancement of democracy. Another line of argument might be that the
power of prime ministers was never kept in check enough, especially with respect to the
latter part of the period. Developments worth discussing might include ‘Prime Ministers
Questions’, the appointment system, collective decision making in the Cabinet, control
over Cabinet meetings, the exploitation of new technology (e.g. Baldwin’s use of the radio),
influence on the Budget, the power to call elections, the right to remove ministers (1905
onwards) and decisions to go to war (e.g Chamberlain, Thatcher). There should be a focus
on assessing the extent of continuity and change in the role of prime ministers; there is
little need for candidates to discuss the relative importance of other factors on democracy.
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Examiners must be open to alternative approaches. If in doubt, they should consult their
Team Leader.
18

Assess the view that educational reform was the most important influence on the
development of democracy from 1868 to 1997.
It is plausible to argue that there was considerable continuity in the way in which
educational reforms influenced the development of democracy. The education acts of 1870
and 1880 seemed to influence a raft of political reforms that were implemented before the
end of the nineteenth century. Forster’s Act filled the gaps in elementary school provision
especially in the countryside and it was no coincidence that the franchise was extended in
1884 to include £10 householders and lodgers residing in rural areas. The other major
political reform of the time, the Redistribution of Seats Act, 1885, was closely linked to the
Third Reform Act. This pattern of educational reform influencing changes to the democratic
system continued in to the twentieth century. The reforms included the education policies
of the Liberals from 1906 to 1910 which had a bearing on the 1910 constitutional crisis;
Fisher’s Act of 1918 which occurred at the same time as the Representation of the
People’s Act; and the policy initiatives of the inter-war years (Hadow, Spens, Tawney)
which tied in with a further extension to the franchise (1928). Some educational reforms,
such as that of 1870 and 1988, actually allowed direct participation in politics through the
educational system (e.g. election to school boards, governing bodies). Although there were
other influences on changes to the democratic system, the expansion in the number of
people who were educated undoubtedly caused politicians to implement policies that
engendered greater participation in the political process. Also, more generally, educational
reforms resulted in a demand for a change to the way in which people were represented,
hence the rise of the Labour party and Trades Unions.
However, better candidates are likely to point out that some changes to education did not
improve the democratic system. The 1902 act appeared to be an attempt to maintain the
ruling status quo and the 1944 act created a tripartite system that, in the long run, seemed
to reflect a divided society in which many experienced a limited educational and,
subsequently, vocational choice. More contentiously, governments throughout the whole of
the period continued to allow the existence and growth of the private education sector
which could also be viewed as divisive and not characteristic of a truly democratic society.
Finally, some candidates might point out that educational change was more likely to follow
democratic change. This was partly true of the 1870 act (‘we must educate our masters’)
and the creation of the Board of Education in 1899.
Examiners must be open to alternative approaches. If in doubt, they should consult their
Team Leader.
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