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Section A (Source-based Case Study)

Study all parts of Question 1.  In answering the questions, you should use your knowledge and understanding of the period to help you interpret and evaluate the sources.  You must use the sources to which you are specifically directed, but you may use any of the other sources where they are helpful.

Question 1 – Rise of Authoritarian Regimes: Case Study of Nazi Germany
1
(a)
Study Source A.

What does the source tell you about Hitler’s foreign policy?  Explain your answer.

   





 [5] 

(b) Study Source B.
Does this source prove that the British Prime Minister, Neville Chamberlain was right in wanting peace?  Explain your answer.
   








  [6]

(c) Study Sources D. 

How reliable is Source D in responding to the rise of authoritarian regimes in Europe? Explain your answer.   


   [7]

(d) Study all sources.  

How useful are the sources in helping you to understand the importance of the policy of appeasement in Europe?  Explain your answer.
  


   



    [7]

Background Information


Source A

Europe can look forward to a Christmas of peace! (Hitler)    [image: image2.jpg]



· Deutschland Uber Alles” (translated means Germany Over All)
· Countries under ‘Ex French-British Family’: Austria, Czechoslovakia, Poland, Hungary, Jugoslavia, Rumania, Bulgaria, Greece, Turkey.
· David Low’s cartoon was published in Evening Standard (10th October 1938)
· Source: http://www.spartacus.schoolnet.co.uk/Jlow.htm
Source B 
A radio broadcast by Chamberlain in September 1938

Source C

A critique against the predecessor of Neville Chamberlain…

Source D

Adapted from http://www.johndclare.net/RoadtoWWII_Who_Started_Appeasement.htm
Source D

A speech by Stanley Baldwin

Source E


Source: http://www.johndclare.net/RoadtoWWII4.htm
Section B (Structure Essay Question)

Answer only ONE question e.g. Q. 2 (a) and (b) from this section.

2
 The Rise of Authoritarian Regimes: Case Study – Communist Russia
(a)       Do you think the impact of World War 1 was the main reason for the rise of Communism in Russia? Explain your answer.
    [12]

(b)
“The Russian people benefited largely from collectivization in the Soviet Union under Stalin.” Do you agree? Explain your answer. 13]

3
The Breakdown of World Order: War in the Asia Pacific
(a) Do you think the reluctance of the West to go to war was the main reason for the outbreak of war in the Asia Pacific? Explain your answer.

   






    [12]

(b) “Japan’s foreign policy was a total failure from 1931 to 1941.” Do you agree? Explain your answer.
   



    [13] 

4 The Outbreak and Escalation of the Cold War
(a)
Do you think ideological differences between the USA and the  

           USSR was the main reason for the Cold War? Explain your  

           answer.
    






    [12]

(b)      “The outbreak of the Korean War was due to the fear of the US
that Communist China would spread its influence to Korea and  

           beyond.” Do you agree? Explain your answer.
   


    
    [13] 

End of paper
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MARK SCHEME FOR HISTORY (ELECTIVE) PAPER 2192/3
 SEC 4 E

Section A: Source Based Question (25m)

Question 1: Rise of Authoritarian Regimes: Case Study of Nazi Germany
(a)  
Study Source A.

What does the source tell you about Hitler’s foreign policy?  Explain your answer.







[5]
	Level 1
	1 m
	Describes the cartoon, no valid interpretation.

e.g. There are many babies waiting to be dumped into a sack  by Hitler dressed like Santa..

	Level 2
	2 m 
	Denies that the cartoon has anything to do with Hitler’s foreign policy.

e.g. It does not show anything why Hitler wanted to adopt an expansionist foreign policy. It just shows Hitler wanting to realize his dream of Lebensraum or creating more living space for German-speaking people.

	Level 3
	3-4 m
	Valid interpretations about Hitler’s expansionist foreign policy
Award 3 marks for one explanation, and 4 marks for two.

e.g. It tells me that Hitler wanted to expand Germany by dumping babies belonging to the ex French-British Family into the sack labeled Deutschland Uber Alles or Germany Over All. This is because Hitler knew the League of Nations represented by Britain and France did not want a war with Germany and thus, seize the opportunity to expand German  control over states such as Austria and, Czechoslovakia. He also wanted to teach the League of Nations a lesson for imposing an unfair peace treaty on Germany at Versailles after World War I.

	Level 4
	4-5 m
	Valid interpretations about Hitler’s motives for adopting an aggressive foreign policy

Award 4 marks for a valid interpretation, and 5 marks if the interpretation has support from the cartoon. 

e.g. I think Hitler knew Britain and France did not want to risk a war due to their economic problems back home and thus, would be willing to give in to his demands for more territory. The cartoon shows Hitler dressed like Santa dumping babies representing countries controlled by the ‘Ex French British Family’ and this tells me Hitler had no respect for the League of Nations and unlike Santa who would be handing out gifts during Christmas, Hitler is shown collecting these ‘gifts’ in the form of new born babes that once belonged to the League. The title ‘Europe can look forward to a Chrismas at peace!’ is ironical because it was clear Hitler, by adopting an expansionist foreign policy, was preparing for war. The cartoonist is probably hinting at the failure of the appeasement policy adopted by the League of Nations due to Hitler’s ability to deceive them into believing Germany would agree to peace in Europe.


(b)      Study Source B.
Does this source prove that the British Prime Minister, Neville Chamberlain, was right in wanting peace?  Explain your answer.









[6]

	Level 1
	1m
	Unsupported assertions. 

e.g.  Yes it does. That’s what it says.
OR

Answer based on provenance only

e.g. No, it does not prove because it was a radio broadcast made to win the support of the British people.

	Level 2
	2-3m
	Answers based on source content.
Award 2 marks for identifying relevant material in the source, and 3 marks if this is further explained.

e.g. Yes, it does because Chamberlain says “I am a man of peace from the depths of my heart” (2 marks) and the reason is he does not favour fighting wars “in a far away country between peoples of whom we know nothing.” (3 marks) 

	Level 3
	4-5m
	Cross-reference to other sources.

Award 4 marks for yes, Chamberlain was right and 5 marks for no, it was his mistake or blunder.
· e.g. Yes, it does prove that Chamberlain was right in wanting peace because, as Source D points out, if he had wanted war, he would most certainly have lost the election.  Source C does not say Chamberlain was wrong in wanting peace but puts the blame on Stanley Brown instead for not stopping German rearmament.   This is also partly supported in Source E which states the policy of appeasement gave time for Britain to rearm, gave Britain high morale as Britons knew they had done everything possible to keep the peace and prevented the deaths of millions of people in a war.

OR

· e.g. No, it shows Chamberlain’s mistake in appeasing Hitler as Source A shows Hitler was adopting an aggressive expansionist policy and dumping babies that once belonged to the League of Nations. This is partly supported in Source E which states Hitler was able to grow stronger and this, in turn, humiliated Britain as no country in central Europe would ever trust Britain again for giving in to Hitler’s demands. 


	Level 4
	6 m
	Use of cross-reference to contextual knowledge of the Appeasement Policy.

· e.g. Yes, Chamberlain did delay a war with Germany as he wanted to avoid a repetition of World War I. This was due to the enormous waste of resources particularly loss of manpower which could have been used more productively to ensure a more lasting peace. Furthermore, Chamberlain knew he could not save Czechoslovakia because Britain did not have the resources to defend it. Neither was Britain able, at that point, to get the USA to support the League of Nations. With no military support and economic problems back home, it was probably the right move for Chamberlain to allow Hitler to annex largely German-speaking Sudetenland.  
· No, Chamberlain made a blunder to appease Hitler because it was clear, at the Munich Conference, that Germany had no wish to disarm. Although Stanley Baldwin was Prime Minister from 1935 to 1937, he should have learnt from lessons of the past that Hitler was not to be underestimated. He had re-occupied the Rhineland in March 1936 and was supporting General Franco in the Spanish Civil War in 1936 which could only result in the strengthening of Fascist Powers in Europe. Even if Britain was unable to stop Hitler from invading Czechoslovakia and ultimately Poland, Chamberlain could have taken a stronger stand to warn Germany against an attack on smaller states.   


(c)
Study Source D.
Is it fair to describe Hitler and Mussolini as “lunatics”?  Explain your answer.   


  





 [7]

	Level 1
	1m
	Unsupported Assertions.

E.g. Yes, both are ‘lunatics’ as they were both power crazy.
Answer based on provenance.

E.g. No, both men were sane and the speaker is biased.

	 Level 2
	2-3 m
	Answer supporting both men are lunatics based on source content.

Award 2 marks for one valid inference and 3 marks for 2 or more valid inferences.

· E.g. Yes, Source D says “Germany was rearming” and insinuates that both Hitler and Mussolini were actually capable of starting another war. This is supported in Source C which also mentions “German rearmament”, Hitler’s invasion of the Rhineland in March 1936, and Fascist involvement in the Spanish Civil War in 1936. Source E also states appeasement by the League had actually encouraged Hitler “to think he could do anything” and that he was “determined to go to war”.
. 

	Level 3
	4-5 m
	Makes Cross references to information in the background information / contextual knowledge.

Award 5 marks for one explanation, and 6 marks for two
E.g. .In addition to source details, the background information also tells us about a strong and united Germany and the Italian campaign against Abyssinia in 1933. However, it does not say they are mad. Rather, it says both men have big dreams that one day, their country would be great again. For example, Mussolini believed Italy could “re-establish the greatness of the Roman Empire by gaining control of the Mediterranean Sea. On the other hand, Source A shows Hitler was somewhat like a ‘lunatic’ dropping babies into the sack entitled “Germany Over All”. The cartoonist is hinting that Hitler was ruthless in his use of power and would do anything to take back what Germany saw as part of Greater Germany.


	Level 4
	6-7 m
	Explains purpose and tone of Source D.

E.g. The purpose of Source D is to justify why Britain should not get involved in a war with the Fascist powers. The tone is convincing as Stanley Baldwin was sure he would not have been able to win votes of the Britons if he had taken a more aggressive stand towards Hitler and Mussolini whom he described as ‘lunatics’ or mad men. The reasons why Baldwin decided to appease Hitler is because Britain might not have won the war against a rearmed Germany and also because a war would be far too expensive and lead to a further drain of resources from the League. So, for Britain, it was fair to assume Hitler and Mussolini would be mad enough to go to war if their demands were not met.


(d)
Study all sources.  How useful are the sources in helping you  understand the importance of the policy of appeasement in Europe?  Explain your answer.






[7]

	L1
	1-2 m
	Simple Assertion with no support from the sources.

· Yes, the League did not want to go to war with Germany.

OR

No, Hitler would still have gone to war with or without the appeasement policy.

	L2
	3-4 m
	Identifies reasons why the appeasement policy is useful or not useful. 

Award 3 marks for information from one source and 4 marks for 2 or more sources.
Useful 

e.g. The appeasement policy kept Britain out of war (Source D) and also gave Britain time to re-arm (Source E). 

Not useful

e.g. Hitler would continue to press on with his ‘Germany Over All’ campaign (Source A). The appeasement policy also ‘let Hitler become stronger’ as it led him to think ‘he could do anything’. (Source E).

	L3
	5-7 m
	Explains why sources are useful or not useful.

Award 5 marks for one explanation for useful or not useful, 6 marks for one explanation for both useful and not useful and 7 marks for two explanations, stating both useful and not useful.

Useful because…

e.g The appeasement policy kept Britain out of war (Source D)and had Britain’s decision been to war against Germany, the loss of lives would have been enormous on both sides. By adopting a policy of appeasement, it gave Britain time to prepare for a war and also to persuade USA to join the war on its side. (5 marks)
AND not useful because…

e.g. Hitler would continue to press on because he believed the Versailles Treaty was an unfair peace imposed on Germany by the ‘ex French-British Family’ (Source A), and vouched to take revenge by taking back territories that once belonged to the Austrian-Habsburg empire such as Austria and Czechoslovakia. Furthermore, Hitler was determined to go to war (Source E) because he wanted to fulfill his dream of Lebensraum or creating more living space for all German-speaking people in Europe. (6 marks)

	L4
	8 m
	As L3 but also addresses the question of importance of the appeasement policy for Britain.

E.g. Chamberlain believed he should be ‘a man of peace’ and would do all he could to stay out of the war which could only lead to greater loss of lives. Chamberlain did not want to see a repetition of losses during World War 1 which saw some 7 million Britons killed in battle. He also knew neither France nor Britain was ready for war without the military support of the USA and that the slightest provocation on his part would give Hitler the excuse to conquer Europe faster than he had anticipated. (7 marks)


Section B (Structured Essay Question)

2
 The Rise of Authoritarian Regimes: Case Study – Communist Russia
(a)       Do you think the impact of World War 1 was the main reason for the rise of Communism in Russia? Explain your answer.
    [12]

	L1
	1
	Merely identifies the impact of World War 1 without focusing on the rise of Communism in Russia
Award 1 mark for stating 1 impact and 2 marks for more than 1.
E.g. Many Russians were killed during World War 1 and the poor had no land and no bread.

	L2


	2-4
	Describes the impact of World War I on Russians and the rise of Communism in Russia

E.g. 

· Many poorly trained and equipped Russian soldiers were killed fighting against the Germans and this led many soldiers to desert the Tsar’s army to join the Red Army
· Landless peasant farmers who suffered under the wealthy landlords were given land by the Communist government to grow crops
· Many Russians who starved during the war years supported Lenin who promised them more bread.
Award 2 marks for each of the points given, up to a max of 4m

	L3
	4-7
	Explains the main impact of World War I that led to the rise of Communism in Russia 

E.g. L2 + any one of the following:
· Weakness of Tsar Nicholas II - He failed to consult his advisers and went ahead with his decision to war against Germany. As a result, many Russian soldiers were killed due to poor preparations for the war. This caused the Russians to lose faith in the Tsar and led them to support Lenin and the Bolshevik Party during the October 1917 Revolution.. 
· The Provisional Government which took over the Tsar was unpopular as it comprised many rich nobles who were not ready to give up their lands. This also led to more people joining the Red Army led by Leon Trotsky, who staged a revolution in October 1917.
· The increasing power of the soviets or workers’ councils also led to the rise of Communism. Stalin led the Petrograd Soviet and other soviets to recruit more workers in the cities to champion for a more equal society. 
· The starvation of Russians, mostly women and children, led many to join the Bolshevik Party. There was not enough food in the countryside which was used up to feed the soldiers during the war. The shortage of food in cities was worsened by the inability of the railway system to distribute food quickly to affected areas. 
· Lenin provided the leadership that was responsible for the rise of Communism. His slogan ‘More peace, more land, more bread’ became the rallying cry of Russians to want a change of government.
· Inflation led to prices rising sharply between 1914 and 1916. Although the average worker’s wages doubled, the prices of basic foods such as bread and potatoes increased three to five times. The Tsar’s inability to control inflation also led to dissatisfaction of the people and this, in turn, led many to join the Bolsheviks.
Award up to 6 marks for each explanation and an additional mark for elaboration.

	L4
	7-10
	Explains two other factors leading to the rise of Communism in Russia
E.g.   The rise of Communism was not only due to the weakness of the Tsar. Rather, it is because of the failure of the Provisional Government, the Petrograd Soviet and Bolshevik victory in the Russian Civil War. 

· The Provisional Government failed to carry out land reforms as most members were rich nobles who owned land. The Russian people were unhappy about the slow pace of land redistribution. This led the farmers to chase the wealthy landowners away.
· The Petrograd Soviet which took charge of the city’s food supplies won the support of the Russians by giving them more food. The Provisional Government could not match the Petrograd Soviet which was far more successful in recruiting new members to the team.
· Lenin’s leadership was also another factor as he wasted no time to fight for more land and bread for the Russian people as well as an end to war. He was the driving force behind the Bolshevik Party and the October Revolution of 1917. Although he was arrested for going against the Tsar, he was  
 Award 2 marks for each reason, up to a max of 10m

	L5
	11-12
	Evidence of a balanced conclusion, showing the ability to evaluate or justify answer

E.g.    The impact of World War I had a damaging effect on the Russian economy because many workers were forced to leave the factories to join the army. This meant there were fewer factory workers to produce war goods. Thus, soldiers were not adequately equipped and this led many Russian soldiers to desert the army. Many Russians blamed this on the bad decision of the Tsar to go to war and also the government’s failure to plan, organize and lead the army. On the other hand, the Bolshevik Party under Lenin was well organized and addressed the basic needs of the majority of Russians. As a result, the Russian people supported the Communist cause as they believed joining the Bolshevik Party would improve their standard of living and remove their deep sense of insecurity which they experienced under the Tsar and the Provisional Government.

Award 11m for evidence of justification or evaluation of reasons and 12m for a balanced conclusion


2b.
“The Russian people benefited largely from collectivization in the Soviet Union under Stalin.” Do you agree? Explain your answer.










[13m]

	L1
	1
	Writes about collectivization without focus on the question 

E.g.    Yes, Stalin improved the lives of Russians
     Or  No, collectivization under Stalin led to more misery

	L2
	2-4
	Identifies benefits of collectivization 
E.g.
· Farmers could work together and share what the collective farm or kolkhoz produced.
· Farmers could share tools and animals, e.g. each farm would have a common pool of tractors or harvesters and these were rented out to the farmers.. 

· Farmers could sell a percentage of their crops to the government at a very low price and this helped to facilitate food supply to the cities.

· Farmers could benefit from state-owned amenities such as schools, hospitals and libraries.

Award 2 marks for each valid point, up to a max of 4 marks

	L3
	5-8
	Agrees that Stalin’s idea of collectivization benefited Russia, giving reasons to support answer
E.g.

· Stalin had intended collectivization to benefit Russians because he believed if farming methods were improved, fewer people would be needed to work on the land. This would free people from the countryside to work in factories located in the cities.

· Stalin was concerned about food shortages and by planning to increase the amount of crops produced on collective or state-owned farms the problem of food shortages could be solved.

· .Stalin’s collectivization also allowed excess crops to be sold to other countries and the profit earned could be used to pay for the building of new factories. This would help Russia’s industrialization as well. 

Award 2 marks for any one point, up to a max of 8m

	L4
	8-11
	L3 + Disagrees that collectivization yielded benefits, giving reasons or examples
· In reality, many farmers did not want to give up their traditional way of life and this led Stalin to force collectivization on them by confiscating crops belonging to the farmers. This, in turn, led to the assassination of many Communist Party members by farmers, resulting in disruption to food production and fewer crops produced.
· Forced collectivization led Communist Party members to get rid of the richer, land-owning farmers or the kulaks and as a result, many were banished. This meant the larger farms were not properly managed, leading to further riots and fall in production of crops.

Two points for agreeing AND two points for disagreeing – 8m and additional 2m for any point over and above, up to a max of 11m



	L5
	12-13
	Evaluates the impact of collectivization under Stalin’s rule and arriving at a balanced conclusion

E.g. Although Stalin achieved his aim of having a cheap and regular supply of crops, this was done with much resistance from the farmers. This is because those who engaged in armed resistance to stop forced collectivization were ordered killed and often Stalin’s measures were extreme. For example, he ordered horses to be killed so that farmers would be forced to use tractors instead. Those who did not cooperate with him were ordered to labour camps or gulags and made to work on Stalin’s construction projects. There was widespread famine in the early 1930s due to natural disasters and this was worsened by the fact that many kulaks burned their excess crops rather than turned them over to the Communist officials. About 10 million peasant farmers and their families died in the famine. However, it may also be argued that if not for forced collectivization, there would have been a shortage of factory workers in the cities and this could indirectly affect farm production which needed to be stepped up using mechanized equipment such as harvesters. 

Award 12 marks for evidence showing evaluation of given factor and 13 marks for a balanced conclusion.


3
The Breakdown of World Order: War in the Asia Pacific
(a)
Do you think the reluctance of the West to go to war was the main reason for the outbreak of war in the Asia Pacific? Explain your answer.

   






    [12]
	L1
	1
	Simple Assertion
E.g. Yes, the West was not interested in fighting a war in the Asia-Pacific

Or   No, there were other factors that led Japan to invade the Asia Pacific.

	L2


	2-4
	States why the West was reluctant to stop Japan
E.g. 

· The League of Nations did not want to risk a war with Japan 

· The League was more interested in preserving peace in Europe 
· Japan was a founding member of the League 
· Neither Russia nor the USA were interested in getting involved in wars overseas after World War 1
Award 2 marks for each of the points given, up to a max of 4m

	L3
	5-7
	Explains why the West was reluctant to stop Japan

E.g.

· The League of Nations represented mainly by Britain and France, did not want to spend money fighting a costly war with a foreign country so far away as Japan 

· The League was more interested in preserving peace in Europe and had no intention to commit itself militarily or financially to defend the East, e.g. Manchuria in 1931.
· Japan was a founding member of the League and in 1919 was given the right to control the ex-German colony in the Liaodong Peninsula which was originally part of China. Japan was also allowed to control Germany’s overseas colonies in the Pacific after World War 1.
· Both USA and Russia were adopting a policy of isolation and had no desire to commit themselves militarily outside their country or to engage in conflict of any kind

Award 2 marks for each valid point, up to 6 marks for each explanation and an additional mark for elaboration.

	L4
	7-10
	Explains other factors that led to war in the Asia Pacific
E.g.   

· Japan’s growing population:  The rapid growth of population in Japan created a problem because farmers could not grow enough food for all the people. This was worsened by the fact that the population density of Japan was dense in terms of living space. 

· The harsh geography of Japan and natural disasters like earthquakes also caused hardship among the Japanese and created a sense of insecurity which led the military to re-consider its option of expanding militarily overseas..

· The Great Depression had badly affected Japan’s economy. Its industries needed cheap supplies of natural resources and markets to sell overseas. Protectionism in the USA and Europe did not help Japan gain entry into new markets.

· The need for resources led Japan to look elsewhere to create a ‘Greater East Asia Co-Prosperity Sphere’ and hence, Manchuria which could provide her with cheap manpower, raw materials like coal, timber and iron as well as an overseas market for her goods.

· Washington Naval Conference, 1921-22 led Japan to feel it was treated like a second class nation as it had to limit its production of ships as compared with Britain and the USA. Japanese nationalists were determined to break the myth of ‘white superiority’.   

 Award 2 marks for each reason, up to a max of 10m

	L5
	11-12
	Evidence of a balanced conclusion, showing the ability to evaluate or justify answer

E.g.    The reluctance of the West to get involved in a war in the Asia Pacific is understandable because the West had other priorities to attend to after World War 1, such as economic reconstruction and creation of jobs. This meant there were fewer resources available to defend the Asia Pacific against ambitious powers like Japan. On the other hand, the West could have sent an international force to ensure Japan respect the sovereignty of Manchuria. The fact that the League took no further action against Japan convinced Japanese military leaders they could expand in the Asia Pacific. As a result, Japan went on to plan an attack on China in 1937 and to destroy the US bases in the Philippines, the Pacific Islands and Hawaii, thus triggering World War II in the Asia Pacific.
Award 11m for justification and 12m for a balanced conclusion


2b.
“Japan’s foreign policy was a total failure from 1931 to 1941.” Do you agree? Explain your answer.
   



    [13] 

	L1
	1
	General statements concerning Japan’s foreign policy 

E.g.    Yes, Japan’s foreign policy was a total failure;
     or  No, it was the West that made it difficult for Japan to 

           agree with them.

	L2
	2-4
	Identifies why Japan’s foreign policy was a failure
E.g.
· Japan’s foreign policy was not based on maintaining peace but building an empire in the Asia-Pacific.
· Japan wanted to be recognized as the leader of Asia in leading the fight to end Western imperialism.

Award 2 marks for each valid point, up to a max of 4 marks

	L3
	5-8
	Explain with examples to show why Japan’s foreign policy was a failure
E.g.

· In 1931, Japan ignored the recommendations of the Lytton Commission Report to withdraw from Manchuria. Its invasion of Manchuria also led the US to condemn its action and the passing of the US Neutrality Acts of 1935 by which the US refused to ship war material to Japan.
· Japan also refused to accept Manchuria as part of China even though Japan would be allowed to keep its special economic privileges and investments in Manchuria. 

· In 1934, Japan refused to honour the terms of the treaty signed at the Washington Naval Conference. This meant Japan was not obliged to limit the size of its navy.

· In 1937, when Japan invaded China, the USA decided to support China’s Nationalist government against Japan. Relations between the US and Japan were further strained after the Japanese attacked a US navy gunboat near Nanjing in 1937 (Panay Incident)

· In 1940, when Japan occupied Indo-China, US President Roosevelt demanded Japan’s immediate withdrawal, failing which a trade embargo was imposed on Japan. The embargo on Japan was extended to steel, scrap iron and oil the following year.
· An attempt was made in 1941 between the US and Japan to end war in China. However, Japan would only do so if China accepted Japan’s occupation. Thus, talks broke down and war began
Award 2 marks for any one point, up to a max of 8m

	L4
	8-11
	L3 + Disagrees and argues the West had discriminated against Japan, giving reasons or examples

E..g.
· Japan felt it was the USA which was not compromising because the attitude of the US politicians showed they were proud and disrespectful of Japan. They felt the US made unreasonable demands on Japan to give up all their gains in the Sino-Japanese War of 1937.

· Japan felt discriminated for having to limit itself in the production of ships for its navy and hence, it decided to leave the League in 1932. 

· There was a need to create jobs and it was not possible as the US trade policy did not encourage Japanese imports. Japan’s silk industry was the most badly affected and this was not helped by the US trade embargo in 1940.

Two points for agreeing AND two points for disagreeing – 8m and additional 2m for any point over and above, up to a max of 11m

	L5
	12-13
	Evaluates Japan’s foreign policy from 1931 to 1941 
E.g. Although Japan might have been discriminated by US trade practices and, to a certain extent, at the Washington Naval Conference, it should not have left the League of Nations in 1932 to explore other ways of resolving the Manchurian question. This is because by leaving the League, it ruled out any chances of reconciling its differences and widen the scope of conflict in Asia Pacific. Thus, Japan went on to conquer the coastal Chinese cities in spite of the US warning to withdraw from China. Instead, Japan drifted closer to an alliance with the Fascist Powers in Europe, namely Germany and Italy, thus setting the stage for a major war. However, it may also be argued that Japan’s limited resources and harsh geography as well as high population density made it necessary for her to expand overseas. It was this survival instinct that led to a cabinet reshuffle in 1941. The emerging military elite decided to adopt an aggressive foreign policy and this inevitably led to the ‘total failure’ of any attempts at peace and diplomacy. In conclusion, it is fair to say, to a large extent, Japan’s foreign policy was motivated by the wrong reasons. It need not have been a ‘total failure’ had the aims of Japan’s foreign policy been establishing peace first and expanding overseas second.
Award 12 marks for evidence showing evaluation of given factor and 13 marks for a balanced conclusion.


4
The Outbreak and Escalation of the Cold War
(a) Do you think ideological differences between the USA and the USSR was the main reason for the Cold War? Explain your answer.
    [12]

	L1
	1
	Simple Assertion
E.g. Yes, it was a clash between opposing ideologies or

       No, both sides were motivated by selfish reasons that grew 

       out of mutual suspicion and fear.

	L2


	2-4
	Identifies ideological differences between the USA and the USSR
E.g. 

· The Truman Doctrine announced in March 1947 by US President Truman was to counter Soviet expansion through  the spread of Communism and to help democratic countries when threatened by Communism.
· The Marshall Plan which followed the Truman Doctrine in June 1947 was a plan offering financial help to Europe to help Europe recover from World War II and to build a prosperous and successful Western Europe.
· COMECON (Council for Mutual Economic Co-operation) was the Soviet response to the Marshall Plan to encourage trade and to coordinate the economic policies among the Communist countries. 
Award 2 marks for each of the points given, up to a max of 4m

	L3
	5-7
	Explains ideological differences and how they operate 
E.g. 

· The Truman Doctrine was intended to ‘contain’ the spread of Communism and it was a policy that enabled the USA to use all means available, short of war, to force Communism to remain in the Soviet sphere of influence and not threaten the collective security of Western Europe. The Truman Doctrine also gave money, weapons and fuel to Greece and Turkey so as to prevent these states from being taken over by Communist forces

· The Marshall Plan was the brainchild of US State Secretary Marshall who hoped that by making Europe rich and strong again, he would help to create Capitalist, Democratic governments in Europe. Marshall believed that Western Europe would be less likely to fall to Communists if the people’s financial needs were met. The Plan was successful as 16 countries in Western Europe benefited, receiving a total of US$13 billion in aid, loans and goods between 1948 and 1952.
· COMECON (Council for Mutual Economic Co-operation enabled the Soviet Union to foster economic links with and among its closest political and military allies. The East European members of COMECON were also militarily allied  with the Soviet Union in the Warsaw Pact. By 1950, 8 states were admitted as members of COMECON, and they comprised Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, Hungary, Poland, Romania, Soviet Union, Albania and East Germany.

	L4
	7-10
	Explains an alternative factor that led to the Cold War with elaboration

E.g.  Both the USA and the USSR were driven by mutual suspicion and fear rather than ideological differences during the Cold War era. 

· Division of Germany – Stalin’s fear that Germany would rearm led to Stalin’s plan to seize control of West Berlin. For example, in June 1948, Stalin ordered Soviet troops to block all road, rail and canal links between East and West Germany. By imposing the ‘Berlin Blockade’, Stalin had hoped he could force the British, French and the Americans to leave the city. His plan to blockade all supplies of food to West Berlin was, however, ineffective because Truman ordered a fleet of planes to fly over the blockade to supply the city of West Berlin with food and supplies. Due to mutual suspicion and fear, Germany became two separate countries with two different political systems.
· NATO and Warsaw Pact was set up as a result of mutual suspicion that both sides would resort to military action against the other. Thus, the USA formed the North Atlantic Treaty Organisation in 1949 to forge a military alliance with eleven other countries with the aim to defend Europe from a Soviet attack. Likewise, the Soviet responded with the Warsaw Pact by which member countries pledged to defend each other in the event of an attack. It also pledged not to interfere in each other’s internal affairs and respect each other’s sovereignty and independence.
Award 2 marks for each valid point, with explanation and elaboration, up to a maximum of 11 marks.

	L5
	11-12
	Interpretation of the motives that led to the Cold War
E.g. The USA and the USSR were superpowers after World War II. Both wanted to be recognized as the superior force dominating the world. The fact that their political beliefs and economic systems were vastly different made it likely that both superpowers would clash over ideological differences. However, it would be wrong to assume the ideological divide alone led to the Cold War between the USA and the USSR. For example, Stalin perceived the Western Powers as a threat to the Communist bloc and this led him to impose the Berlin Blockade. Likewise, Truman must have anticipated Soviet expansion in Europe as it was the most powerful state in Europe that would fill the vacuum left vacant by a defeated Germany after the World War II. Both powers were also motivated by strategic reasons to form military alliances, such as NATO and the Warsaw Pact. So, were ideological differences the main reason that led to the Cold War? Probably, but it is not the only reason as military pacts  and economic alliances such as the Marshall Plan and COMECON also played a large part in creating suspicion and distrust. 


4(b)    “The outbreak of the Korean War changed the course of the  

           Cold War.” Do you agree? Explain your answer.
   

    

    [13] 

	L1
	1
	General statement agreeing or disagreeing without identifying reasons 

E.g.    Yes, the outbreak of the Korean War changed the course of the Cold War;
     Or  No, itwas a litmus test of a larger ‘proxy war’ between the USA and the USSR

	L2
	2-4
	Identifies reasons why the Korean War had changed the course of the Cold War 

E.g.
· The Cold War was fought in the Far East.
· It was a limited war involving large number of troops. 

· Communist China was drawn into the war in Korea with the democratic Western powers.
· The Korean War brought the Cold War to Asia and made it a global war

· Many lives were lost in the military engagements on both sides

Award 2 marks for each valid point, up to a max of 4 marks

	L3
	5-8
	Explains reasons why the Korean War changed the course of the Cold War in Korea
E.g.

· For the first time, Korea was divided into two at the 38th parallel and a DMZ (Demilitarized Zone) created.

· The Korean War went beyond a war of words or a proxy war and killed more civilians than soldiers.

· The Korean War led to social dislocation of families who were separated at the 38th parallel. 

Award 2 marks for any one point, up to a max of 8m

	L4
	8-11
	L3 + Explains how the impact of the Korean War changed the course of the Cold War in two other countries
E.g.:
· Impact of the Korean War on China - For the first time, China and the USA fought each other and the Korean War proved China had the military strength to match the USA. China became more confident in dealing with the UN and seeking a seat which it got in 1971.
·  Impact of the Korean War on the USA – Enabled the US to try out its containment policy in the Far East. This led the US to sign military alliances with Australia and New Zealand or ANZUS and with countries in Southeast Asia, leading to setting up of the Southeast Asia Treaty Organization or SEATO.

· Impact of the Korean War on Japan – Japan was able to recover quickly from its postwar economic problems as the War helped Japan’s economy to expand and increasingly, Japan became a closer ally with the USA, becoming a production and supply base for US troops in Korea.

· Impact of the Korean War on Taiwan – The impact of the War led to a strain in relations between China and Taiwan and US protection for Taiwan should China attacked her. This led China to launch artillery attacks against Taiwan’s offshore islands of Quemoy and Macau. China also imposed trade blockades against Taiwan
Two points for agreeing AND two points for disagreeing – 8m and additional 2m for any point over and above, up to a max of 11m



	L5
	12-13
	Evaluates the relative impacts of the Korean War on Korea and other countries, arriving at a balanced conclusion
E.g. Although the Korean War directly affected the two Koreas the most, its global impact did change the course of Cold War. This is because the Korean War proved smaller countries were not always controlled by superpowers. It was afterall North Korea under Kim Il Sung that ordered the attack on the south and this led to the Korean War involving other countries. For example, North Korea was supported by the Soviet Union and China, whereas South Korea was helped by UN and the US troops. It was a war that led to some 2.5 million killed and many were civilians and not soldiers. Countries like Japan benefited the most as it not only supplied the US with weapons but was able to recover quickly from its war-battered economy. 

Award 12 marks for evidence showing evaluation of given factor and 13 marks for a balanced conclusion.


Hitler had dreamt of an expanded ‘Greater Germany’, uniting all the German-speaking of Europe under his command.  His decision to re-occupy the Rhineland in 1935 was due largely to the weakness of the League of Nations to stop Benito Mussolini from invading Abyssinia in 1933. Mussolini had believed it was possible to re-establish the greatness of the Roman Empire and conquering foreign lands was perceived by him as a sign of a great nationhood and power.  Just as Mussolini believed Italy should be allowed a sphere of influence in the Mediterranean Sea, Hitler believed he had the right to take over all the possessions that Germany lost after World War I.











“How horrible, fantastic it is that we should be digging trenches and trying on gas-masks here because of a quarrel in a far away country between people of whom we know nothing. I am myself a man of peace from the depths of my souls.”


	


Extracted from Ben Walsh, GCSE Modern World History. [History in Focus Series] (2000)








“With two lunatics (mad people) like Hitler and Mussolini, you can never be sure of anything. But I am determined to keep the country out of war…Supposing I had gone to the country and said that Germany was rearming, and that we must rearm, does anyone think that this pacific democracy would have rallied to that cry at the moment? I cannot think of anything that would have made the loss of the election from my point of view more certain…”





Adapted from � HYPERLINK "http://www.johndclare.net/RoadtoWWII_Who_Started_Appeasement.htm" ��http://www.johndclare.net/RoadtoWWII_Who_Started_Appeasement.htm�














Chamberlain always gets the blame for appeasement, but there are many other people and factors who might be held just much – if not more – responsible…Stanley Baldwin was Prime Minister from 1935 to 1937, and he really set the policy of appeasement which Chamberlain followed. Baldwin did nothing about German rearmament (after Hitler’s big rally at Nuremberg in 1935); he did nothing when Hitler invaded the Rhineland in March 1936; he was sympathetic to the fascists in the Spanish Civil War in 1936, persuading 27 countries to sign a Non-Intervention Pact and then stood by and watched as Hitler and Mussolini ignored it…even sending military support to General Franco of Spain!” 











EIGHT RESULTS OF APPEASEMENT


Historians have said that appeasement:  


let Hitler grow stronger. 


gave Britain time to re-arm. 


humiliated Britain – no country in central Europe ever trusted Britain again. 


abandoned millions of people to the Nazis. 


caused the war, by encouraging Hitler to think he could do anything. 


gave Britain the morale high ground – when war came, Britons knew they had done everything possible to keep the peace. 


would never have stopped Hitler, who was determined to go to war. 


was a fine attempt to prevent the deaths of millions of people in a war. 
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