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GENERIC MARK BANDS FOR ESSAY QUESTIONS
Band Marks | Levels of Response
1 21-25 | The approach will be consistently analytical or explanatory rather than

descriptive or narrative. Essays will be fully relevant. The argument will be
structured coherently and supported by very appropriate factual material and
ideas. The writing will be accurate. At the lower end of the band, there may
be some weaker sections but the overall quality will show that the candidate
is in control of the argument. The best answers must be awarded 25 marks.

been provided.

2 18-20 | Essays will be focused clearly on the demands of the question but there will
be some unevenness. The approach will be mostly analytical or explanatory
rather than descriptive or narrative. The answer will be mostly relevant. Most
of the argument will be structured coherently and supported by largely
accurate factual material. The impression will be that a good solid answer has

full coherence.

3 16-17 | Essays will reflect a clear understanding of the question and a fair attempt to
provide an argument and factual knowledge to answer it. The approach will
contain analysis or explanation but there may be some heavily descriptive or
narrative passages. The answer will be largely relevant. Essays will achieve a
genuine argument but may lack balance and depth in factual knowledge.
Most of the answer will be structured satisfactorily but some parts may lack

organised more effectively.

4 14-15 | Essays will indicate attempts to argue relevantly although often implicitly. The
approach will depend more on some heavily descriptive or narrative
passages than on analysis or explanation, which may be limited to
introductions and conclusions. Factual material, sometimes very full, will be
used to impart information or describe events rather than to address directly
the requirements of the question. The structure of the argument could be

5 11-13 | Essays will offer some appropriate elements but there will be little attempt
generally to link factual material to the requirements of the question. The
approach will lack analysis and the quality of the description or narrative,
although sufficiently accurate and relevant to the topic if not the particular
question, will not be linked effectively to the argument. The structure will show
weaknesses and the treatment of topics within the answer will be unbalanced.

6 8-10 Essays will not be properly focused on the requirements of the question.
There may be many unsupported assertions and commentaries that lack
sufficient factual support. The argument may be of limited relevance to the
topic and there may be confusion about the implications of the question.

least a few valid points.

7 0-7 Essays will be characterised by significant irrelevance or arguments that do
not begin to make significant points. The answers may be largely fragmentary
and incoherent. Marks at the bottom of this Band will be given very rarely

because even the most wayward and fragmentary answers usually make at
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How far do Sources A—E support the view that economic factors made the separation of
Singapore from Malaysia inevitable by 1965?

L1 WRITES ABOUT THE HYPOTHESIS, NO VALID USE OF SOURCE [1-5]

These answers will write about the issue and might use the sources. However, candidates will not
use the sources as information/evidence to test the given hypothesis. If sources are used, it will
be to support an essay-style answer to the question.

The answer will be about the reasons for the independence of Singapore in 1965. However, there
may be little use of the sources OR answers may merely paraphrase some of the sources to give
an account of the formation or some of the problems.

L2 USES INFORMATION TAKEN FROM THE SOURCES TO CHALLENGE OR SUPPORT
THE HYPOTHESIS [6-8]

These answers use the sources as information rather than as evidence, i.e. sources are used at
face value only with no evaluation/interpretation in context.
E.g. Yes, Source A shows there was communal violence and so this was important.

Upper band answers will acknowledge both elements.
E.g. Yes, because there was communal violence and by 1965 this made the separation
inevitable.

L3 USES INFORMATION TAKEN FROM SOURCES TO CHALLENGE AND SUPPORT THE
HYPOTHESIS [9-13]

These answers know that testing the hypothesis involves both attempting to confirm and to
disprove it. However, sources are still used only at face value.

E.g. There is evidence for and against the view. Source D suggests that, despite economic and
financial problems, there could have been a compromise with a looser federation. However,
Source C puts more stress on the only solution being separation, but argues that it was political
unwillingness on Singapore’s part.

L4 BY INTERPRETING/EVALUATING SOURCES IN CONTEXT, FINDS EVIDENCE TO
CHALLENGE OR SUPPORT THE HYPOTHESIS [14-16]

These answers are capable of using sources as evidence, i.e. demonstrating their utility in testing
the hypothesis, by interpreting them in their historical context, i.e. not simply accepting them at
their face value.

E.g. I don’t think it was necessarily economic problems. Source A is corroborated by Source E to
some extent, in stressing fears of communal violence. Though this may have been caused by
economic problems, it is more likely to have been stirred up by the political tensions resulting
from the publicised criticisms of the PAP and the feeling that the Chinese were aiming to
dominate the Malays. The communal violence may be also being used as an excuse: there had
been rising political tensions and there were differences about foreign policy and financial issues.
The Malaysian government could not afford, given the bad relations with Indonesia, to suppress
Singapore.
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L5 BY INTERPRETING/EVALUATING SOURCES IN CONTEXT, FINDS EVIDENCE TO
CHALLENGE AND SUPPORT THE HYPOTHESIS [17-21]

These answers know that testing the hypothesis involves attempting both to confirm and
disconfirm the hypothesis, and are capable of using sources as evidence to do this (i.e. both
confirmation and disconfirmation are done at this level).

As Level 4 but, for example: There is evidence to support the view that economic differences
were important in Source C, as there had been disputes over the closing of the bank of China
and over payments for defence. In Source B, it is the finance minister of Malaysia who is angry
about the Singapore leaders and, in Source D, some of the first measures taken by an
independent Singapore were economic and financial — restoring the bank of China, reforming
taxation and trading with Indonesia. Though fear of communal unrest is given as the main
reason, these economic issues are obviously important. Even in C, there is the issue of wanting
Singapore to be the New York of Malaysia.

L6 AS LS5, PLUS EITHER (a) EXPLAINS WHY EVIDENCE TO CHALLENGE/SUPPORT IS
BETTER/PREFERRED, OR (b) RECONCILES/EXPLAINS PROBLEMS IN THE EVIDENCE
TO SHOW THAT NEITHER CHALLENGE NOR SUPPORT IS TO BE PREFERRED [22-25]

For (a) the argument must be that the evidence for agreeing/disagreeing is better/preferred. This
must involve a comparative judgement, i.e. not just why some evidence is better, but also why
other evidence is worse.

For (b) include all L5 answers which use the evidence to modify the hypothesis (rather than
simply seeking to support/contradict) in order to improve it.

E.g. However, the bitterness of the disputes in B and the references to clashes with the PAP in C,
together with evidence of communal violence in A and C suggest that with a calmer atmosphere
and, with more political cooperation, the economic issues need not have driven the two
governments apart, especially as both Tunku Abdul Rahman and Lee Kwan Yew obviously
express regret. Singapore’s financial and economic development had created a more prosperous
community with an interest in trading relations with Indonesia and even the Soviet Bloc that
Malaysia’s foreign policy was blocking; and, even though defence contributions were a
contentious issue, there was the economic interest of maintaining links with Malaysia to consider.
Some felt that Singapore leaders wanted to break away and that, with the failed participation in
the Malaysian elections in 1964, bad feeling had made a separation inevitable; the evidence here
of regret by the leaders in C and D, however, suggests otherwise.

e.g. For highest level in both (a) and (b) the conclusion should be based on an overall

assessment of the different opinions/perceptions shown in the sources or by establishing different
criteria for support/contradiction.
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Assess the reasons why Siam was successful in resisting foreign colonisation while other
parts of Southeast Asia were not.

Thailand escaped the new imperialism of the west and explanations may centre on its
geographical location, the diplomatic skills of its rulers, and the policies of modernisation. Some
explanations centre on the desire of Britain and France to keep Siam as a buffer state and to
avoid having a common frontier by colonisation. The monarchs Rama IV (Mongkut) and Rama V
(Chulalongkorn) in the period 1851-1910 were able to play Britain and France off against each
other. Concessions were made but the essence of the kingdom was preserved. This could be set
against examples from other areas which succumbed for colonisation, either because they lacked
the diplomatic skills, or because the desire of the colonial powers was too great to resist. The
focus must be on elements affecting Siam in comparison with other areas.

Assess the results of bureaucratic centralisation in colonial rule in Southeast Asia.

Direct colonial rule brought about a variety of changes. In Burma, political and legal systems were
abolished, and administrative change on the Indian model was imposed. The Indian village
pattern replaced traditional local rule. In Malaya, there was less impact, with residents allowing
traditional power structures to survive, if with greater British control. The amount of political
impact was less in the Dutch colonies than the economic impact. American administration in the
Philippines was different in nature, with more concern for a ‘civilising mission’ and willingness to
accept a measure of devolution. Thus the centralisation must be seen in the light of different
contexts in the colonies. Candidates might consider the implementation of administrative reforms,
education changes, transport, communications, economic control and increasing political control
and policing. Even in Thailand the influence of western bureaucratic centralisation practices was
felt — the Civil Service Act of 1928, for example - so one element might be the lasting impact of
the bureaucratic models established by colonialism. The model of western bureaucracy has been
characterised by prescribed rules and procedures, official documents, hierarchy of authority and
attempts to achieve a high level of efficiency in collective action. The actual practice of
centralised bureaucracy differed from theory from colony to colony. It intended to replace the
influence of kinship with uniform administration, offering political neutrality and respect for rules
rather than personal relations. The British-American models differed from that of the French,
where the centralisation was enforced by a cadre of officials who were served by middle-ranking
local officials and a third layer of local officials.
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To what extent did the coming of capitalism benefit Southeast Asia under colonial rule?

Answers may focus on the impact of the links made between the primary producers of Southeast
Asia and the capitalist world economy. Traditional local markets gave way to the world market
with consequent exposure to new kinds of economic instability. The opportunities and demands
of the new economic development brought about by these links to a capitalist world market
touched the majority of people in the region. Prices became less stable and, when the world
economy crashed in 1929, the effects on the agrarian sector in the region was profound and
brought hardship and unrest. There was a major shift from subsistence farming to cash crops.
There were greater opportunities for participating in the cash crop cultivations — rubber, timber,
minerals — gold and tin — teas, opium, palm oil, timber; in oil, mining and oil. This had an effect on
labour disciplines and conditions and also on the environment. There was considerable economic
diversification — rubber being introduced into Malaya in the 1870s, spreading to Siam, Vietnam,
Cambodia and Sumatra and benefitting from the transport revolution in the west which required
tyres. Transport infrastructures offered benefits, but native industries were hit by foreign
competition, for example village handicrafts. When there were high prices, some farmers used
investment to improve their lands and take advantage. However, many local enterprises suffered;
there was a dangerous dependence on export crops, as well as dependence on world
fluctuations of prices and demand. The crash of 1929 should be considered, although there was
some recovery in the late 1930s.

How important were political ideas to the growth of support for nationalism in Southeast
Asia before 19417

Earlier nationalism had been apparent in interregional wars between ethnic groups. Mass
nationalism was more driven by hopes for economic equality, social justice and participation in
government. Economic changes in the colonial era lowered living standards in many regions.
Greater education opened up access to key political ideas, while economic hardship and
dislocations as a result of development, for example Chinese and Indian immigration, provided
grievances. The knowledge of the ideas of the French and American revolutions and the liberal
European traditions came when more Southeast Asians went to Europe for higher education.
Those who studied abroad often had the opportunity to meet fellow colonials from different
countries. Western rule often fostered an interest in the past which led to greater national self-
awareness. Greater communications led to more knowledge of key dissenting movements such
as the Boxer Rebellion and the Russian Revolution, as well as resistance movements in India.
Some key ideas emerged from the First World War — self-determination and Marxism. Answers
may draw distinctions between those for whom Communism was a key factor, such as Ho Chi
Minh, and those like Rizal in the Philippines, for whom traditional anti-clerical European
Liberalism was a motivation. Economic and social grievances, the resentments against colonial
rule, greater historical awareness and improved communication may be set against the actual
ideas, but there must be a focus on such key ideas the impact of liberalism, socialism, self-
determination and European nationalism.
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Assess the impact of World War Il on the growth of nationalism in Southeast Asia.
(Candidates must not draw on examples from Singapore to support their answers.)

The impact of World War Two on Southeast Asia could be seen in the revelation of European
weakness by defeats by Japanese; the encouragement of a sense of regional nationalism by the
Japanese; the recruitment of political leaders by the Japanese who had been imprisoned or
suppressed by the colonial powers. Nationalists had access in Indonesia and Burma to radio and
newspapers to spread ideas and create mass movements. The Japanese mobilised young
people and some of their armed paramilitary groups resisted the return of the west in 1945. There
was also the impact of resistance against the Japanese for examples by the Communists in
Vietnam. The cooperation of some opposition groups with the West led to concessions in the
Philippines, which gained independence in 1946, though the USA would not support
independence for Vietnam. The impact of war on Britain allowed them to accept Burmese
independence along with India; but not that of Malaya. Thus in some areas the war brought more
change than in others. Against the impact of war can be seen the pre-war nationalism, the
changing attitude to colonialism in the west and the different social and economic context after
1945. Answers may reject the view and see in some areas either pre-war developments or the
post-1945 developments such as the independence of India and the emergence of Communist
china as more important. Alternatively, the war may be seen as crucial either for the
developments under Japanese rule or the weakening of the European colonising powers.

Assess the significance of import substitution policies in promoting economic
development in Southeast Asia after 1945.

Independent Southeast Asian countries desired economic growth, restructuring their economies
and promoting industry. The elements were economic nationalism, belief in central planning and
commitment to state intervention in the immediate post-independence period. Policies varied but
included discrimination against non-native producers and restrictions on Indian and Chinese
immigration; efforts to foster heavy industry and to establish a fairer distribution of wealth. Initially
there was a large amount of central investment and management of the economy. National Plans
included import substitution. State corporations were common, and public spending a key
element. In some regions, wealth redistribution was prioritised and some a basic capitalist model
predominated. In the capitalist economies, the first priority was restoring primary production for
export; then, from the 1950s, import substitution industrialisation. Later, economic development
turned to export-based industries. ISI depended on high levels of tariff protection. Where I1SI was
most developed in the 1950s, the Philippines, economic growth was the most stagnant. Support
for industries seen as vital led to ‘crony capitalism’; and vested interests in other countries such
as Indonesia and Thailand. There were also expanding bureaucracies and other policies of
economic nationalism which were sometimes damaging to economic growth. The inward-looking
UISI policies were balanced by an expansion of world economic growth in the 1950s, which
increased the demand for tropical products, investment and aid from overseas and the activities
of multinational corporations. The broad trends to more industry and services and fewer workers
in agriculture is explicable by various factors and not merely ISI. Urbanisation and greater
economic diversification together with the growth of globalism could be set against ISI. Answers
should offer an analysis of the significance of the key factor, but may contrast this with other
elements in economic development after 1945.
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How important have economic factors been in explaining rivalry and conflict between
post-colonial Southeast Asian states?

The conflicts have been about borders (Thailand-Cambodia; Cambodia and Vietnam) or territorial
claims (Spratley islands). There have been issues over natural resources (about electrical
generation along the Mekong); about the treatment of minorities (Cambodian minorities in
Vietnam). Indonesia supported opposition in Borneo by groups opposed to the Federation of
Malaysia which was opposed by Indonesia in conflict (1962-5). Tensions continued after there
have been cultural/religious elements — the Khao Phra Viharn temple ruins — Cambodia and
Thailand. What has sometimes appeared to be a cultural or economic conflict has in reality been
more about political power and driven by internal domestic issues. The conflict between North
and South Vietham may be seen as ideologically driven. In a different way the rise of the
extremist regime in Kampuchea and the conflict with the more orthodox communism of Vietnam
together with fears of Vietham’s desire for political domination, fuelled the conflict between
Kampuchea and Vietnam from 1975. Thailand’s fears of Vietnamese power led to the sheltering
of Khmer Rouge in Thailand which gave rise to conflict between Vietnam and Thailand in the
1980s. The dispute between Malaysia and Singapore concerns communal unrest, but also had
economic issues and conflicts about taxation and banking policy. Answers should distinguish
economic elements and offer a comparison with other factors, using a range of examples.
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