Paper 3 — Interpretations Question

Paper 3 — Interpretations Question

In Paper 3 the distinction between responses of a high level and upper middle level are significant. This
distinction relates to a sharp qualitative difference in the marking criteria which we feel would be helpful to
illustrate. As such in this section, some responses are organised into high, upper middle and low level.
Others follow the usual pattern of high, middle and low level.

Question 1: The Causes and Impact of British Imperialism, ¢.1850-1939

1 Read the extract and then answer the question.

Faced with the prospect of foreign acquisitions of tropical territory hitherto opened to British
merchants, the men in London resorted to one expedient after another to evade the need of formal
expansion and still uphold British paramountcy in those regions. British policy makers in the late-
Victorian, as in the mid-Victorian, period preferred informal means of extending imperial supremacy
rather than direct rule. Throughout the two alleged periods the extension of British rule was a
last resort - and it is this preference which has given rise to the many ‘anti-expansionist’ remarks
made by Victorian ministers. What these much quoted expressions obscure is that in practice mid-
Victorian as well as late-Victorian policy makers did not refuse to extend the protection of formal
rule over British interests when informal methods had failed to give security. The fact that informal
techniques were more often sufficient for this purpose in the circumstances of the mid-century,
than in the later period when the foreign challenge to British supremacy intensified, should not
be allowed to disguise the basic continuity of policy. Throughout, British governments worked to
establish and maintain British paramountcy by whatever means best suited the circumstances
of their diverse regions of interest. The aims of the mid-Victorians were no more anti-imperialist
than those of their successors, though they were more often able to achieve them informally;
and the late-Victorians were no more ‘imperialist’ than their predecessors, even though they
were driven to annex territory more often. British policy followed the principle of extending control
informally if possible and formally if necessary. To label the one method ‘anti-imperialist’ and the
other ‘imperialist’ is to ignore the fact that, whatever the method, British interests were steadily
safeguarded and extended. The usual summing up of the policy of the free trade empire as ‘trade
not rule’ should read ‘trade with informal control if possible; trade with rule when necessary’. This
statement of the continuity of policy disposes of the over-simplified explanation of involuntary
expansion inherent in the orthodox interpretation based on the discontinuity between the two
periods.

Thus the mid-Victorian period now appears as an era of large-scale expansion, and the late-
Victorian age does not seem to introduce any significant novelty into that process of expansion.
The annexations of vast undeveloped territories, which have been taken as proof that this period
alone was the great age of expansion, now pale in significance. That the area of direct imperial
rule was extended is true, but is it the most important or characteristic development of expansion
during this period? The simple historical fact that Africa was the last field of European penetration
is not to say that it was the most important. It is our main contention that the process of expansion
had reached its most valuable targets long before the exploitation of so peripheral and marginal a
field as tropical Africa. Therefore, the historian who is seeking to find the deepest meaning of the
expansion at the end of the nineteenth century should look not at the mere pegging out of claims in
African jungles and bush, but at the successful exploitation of the empire, both formal and informal,
which was then coming to fruition in India, in Latin America, in Canada and elsewhere. The main
work of imperialism in the so-called expansionist era was in the more intensive development
of areas already linked with the world economy, rather than in the extensive annexations of the
remaining marginal regions of Africa.

What can you learn from this extract about the interpretation and approach of the historian who
wrote it? Use the extract and your knowledge of the British Empire to explain your answer.  [40]
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Paper 3 — Interpretations Question

Mark scheme

1

What can you learn from this extract about the interpretation and approach of the historian
who wrote it? Use the extract and your knowledge of the British Empire to explain your
answer. [40]

Interpretation/Approach

The main interpretation is that there was a continuity of imperial policy through the 19" century,
and that this policy consistently showed a preference for informal methods of control, rather than
the formal acquisition of territory. Showing understanding of the Big Message will involve
coverage of both these aspects. The extract argues that the increase in territorial acquisitions in
the later part of the century actually obscures the real successes of imperial exploitation, which
lay in places other than Africa.

This interpretation is in direct contrast to the traditional view which assumes a discontinuity in
imperial policy between mid-Victorian indifference towards empire and the ‘new imperialism’ of
the latter part of the 19™ century, which saw the expansion of the formal empire.

Candidates might discuss the debate of whether imperialism was driven from Britain itself (the

metropole) or by the men and women ‘on the spot’ (the periphery) — this extract is focused on the
metropole.
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Example candidate response — high
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Example candidate response — high, continued
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Example candidate response — high, continued
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Examiner comment — high

The factor that determines whether or not a candidate achieves a high level on this paper is the ability to
demonstrate a complete understanding of the interpretation advanced in the extract (as opposed to a sound
understanding or understanding of aspects). In the first two paragraphs of this answer there are clear
indications of complete understanding. First, the continuity of imperial policy, and second, the preference for
informal rather than formal empire are both identified. The ability to focus upon and synthesise the essential
aspects of the interpretation, and to state these as an introduction, is the most effective way of starting an
answer. The rest of the answer can then explain the interpretation, illustrating and commenting upon its
different aspects.

A particularly strong feature of this answer is the way in which it maintains a consistent focus on the extract.
The question asks ‘What can you learn from this extract? which indicates that only material directly related
to the extract can be regarded as relevant. This answer avoids the trap of writing about the topic rather than
the extract, though background knowledge is still used effectively; for example, in showing awareness that
this extract runs counter to traditional interpretations that have stressed the discontinuity of nineteenth-
century imperial policy.

The sense that the candidate has firmly grasped the essential points of the interpretation is shown by the
focus, relevance and brevity of the answer. There is no attempt to consider everything in the extract; rather,
sections of the extract are quoted as needed to support points made about the interpretation. This evidence
that top-quality answers do not have to be lengthy indicates that candidates would be well advised to spend
at least 15 minutes at the start of the examination reading and thinking about the extract before they start to
write.

The final quality in this answer that indicates complete understanding is the consistency of the arguments
and points made. Nothing is contradicted elsewhere in the answer, and the conclusion serves to reaffirm and
summarise what the candidate has seen as the overall interpretation.

Mark awarded = 34 out of 40
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Example candidate response — high
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Example candidate response — high, continued
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Example candidate response — high, continued
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Paper 3 — Interpretations Question
Examiner comment — high

The first paragraph identifies one of the essential elements of the historian’s overall interpretation — that
nineteenth-century imperial policy showed a basic continuity. So, to decide whether or not this candidate
shows ‘complete’ understanding of the interpretation, the other essential element — that there was a
preference for informal rather than formal control — must be identified and supported elsewhere in the
answer. In the second paragraph, this aspect is indeed raised, though in the context of what is essentially a
sub-message — that trade was the main motive for empire. By the end of this paragraph there is still some
doubt as to whether this second aspect of the overall interpretation is integrated sufficiently with the first, and
therefore could be seen as a single interpretation. The fourth paragraph again briefly identifies the issue of
the preference for informal empire, but does not discuss this as a central aspect. The final paragraph before
the conclusion again focuses mainly on the sub-message of economics/trade, but the candidate does return
to the aspect of continuity at the end. The conclusion itself does not totally clarify exactly what the candidate
thinks the elements of the ‘predominantly economic’ interpretation actually are.

This answer is therefore a good example of scripts that find themselves close to the high level/middie level
borderline. It demonstrates awareness of the essential aspects of the interpretation, but suggests rather than
clearly demonstrates complete understanding. What helps this answer reach the upper middle level is its
awareness of the interpretation being revisionist, in that it rejects both the traditional view of discontinuity in
nineteenth-century imperial policy and the significance of ‘new imperialism’, and asserts the paramount
importance of the maintenance of British interests by whatever means. Understanding this demonstrates
how an overall interpretation can be developed from the extract.

Mark awarded = 33 out of 40
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14

Example candidate response — middle

This historian does not vary much from the more modern
ugderstanding of Empire and imperialism. Though this is the case
there

are two intresting anomaljes that can be seen in their extract.
These anomalies can helﬁ lead to an understanding of

this historians approach and interpretation of empire and
imperialism. The first of these is that throughout the extract the

historian makes no effort to explain why imperial expansion
occured only that it did. Secondly the Kistorian, in their only
break from modern views, is that imperial policy was in fact
relatively continuose. The following essay seeks to learn from the
given extract how well it fits as an accurate understanding of the
empire and imperial policy.

The blatent Tack of explanation for the reasons behind the rise in
imperial expansionism, can be seen as the one major falling
of the extract. As it denies the reader many chances to gain
deeper understanding into the authors biases and interpretations
of historical situations. The historian gives us a brief chance to
see into his interpretations, when he mentions tthat L the

fact that informal techniques were more often sufficent for this
qurpose in the circumstances of the mid-century, than in the

ater period when the foreign challenge to British supremacy
intensified should not disguise the basic continuity of policy."
This tells us that the historians understanding of why imperial
expansion occured in the late nineteenth century occured was
because of the increase in the imperialist activities of other
owers, the historian does not directly state European powers

ut they were the main culpriates in this rise of imperial
activity. This is not particularly suprising, as most historical
evidence suggests that the reason for the ‘Scramble for Africa' as
well as the explosion of imperial activity across the world
was the settling down of the European nations after the
unification of Germany. As such can be seen from this the
historians
interpretations are not anything particularly new. But this stil]
gives no evidence for their approach to the historical
understanding for the reasons Eehind empire. As such a different
tactic must be taken to understand the istorian.

It can be seen from the historians extract that the historian has
little faith in the ?ushing power of settlers at the

periphery on imperia policy. This is shown in a number of ways.
For a start, the historians minor obsession with the
‘anti-expansionist' remarks of a number of late Victorian
ministers and their statement that, 'British interests were
steadily

safeguarded and extended.' These give the impression that imperial
policy and expansion was a very controlled thing, debated

in parliment between rival parties and eventua1?y acted upon
through the colonial office. This was not the case, for the simple
reason that due to the technilogical advancedment of the late
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Example candidate response — middle, continued

nineteenth century V'ictor'fans= communication between the metripole
and_the colonies was a labourious process and by the time a
parlimentary decision was reached and passed onto the settler
population, the situation on the ground would have totaly changed.
As such parliment left many of the decisions of imperial

expansion to 'the man on tﬁe spot’' who was able to react and adapt
to local situations better giving Britain greater chances

of retaining the empire. The historian fai?es to account for these
factors 1in pushing imperial policy. Though this is the case

the historian manages to maintain a relatively accurate and
interesting narrative,

Their belief that the British government, ' worked to establish
British paramountcy by whatever means best suited the
circumstances' is quite accurate in describing the
changes in policy thoughout the late nineteenth century. Though jt
was the case that British imperial En?icy was adapted to fit
the realities of most situations, the importance the historian
Puts on it 1is too high. This is because though Britain was fairly
adaptable, it cannot be forgotten that ﬁar11mentar democracy was
a major factor in the changes in British imperial gehaviour.
wWith the more tradftiuna11g 1m?eria1ist Conservative part¥ and the
more 'anti-imperialist' Libera party changing who controlled
the government and thus the runnings of the empire every 4-10
Kears imperial policy went through dramatic shifts and changes 1in
ow it was expressed. The historian discounts that this was a
major factor when they state, 'this[...] diposes of the the over
simplified explination [...] based on discontinuity between the
two pericds.' It can be seen from the above, that the historian
does not totally conform to the modern narrative of empire and
imperialism,

From these points, one can see from the extract that the
historian, though mostly following the orthodox accepted view of
empire

and imperial expansion does vary in some sections. It cannot be
deduced from the evidence the totality of the authors
interpretations

of empire. The author also does not c1ear1ﬁ state how he reaches
these conclusion, their approach. Though this is the case it can
be understood that the historian is sy ficently moderate in thejr
understanding of empire and seems to follow a mostly economic
and political approach to the forces acting upon imperialism. As
such we can concluide that the author is relativly recent and of
the more revisionist school of thuught, though they do vary
s1fght1¥ form the accepted view, an that they are of a more
metripole

heavy view.
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16

Examiner comment — middle

The answer definitely works on the extract, and perceives it as including a historian’s interpretation.
However, can the answer be perceived as having a ‘sound’ or ‘complete’ understanding of what that
interpretation is? Clearly not: to show that would mean detecting, supporting and consistently arguing
aspects of the historian’s overall interpretation. The answer lacks the focus, precision and consistency to do
that. Nevertheless it does understand aspects of the interpretation, which is the requirement for achieving a
Level 3 mark.

The strength of the answer is that it identifies the continuity of imperial policy as an aspect of the
interpretation. Though this is actually part of the overall interpretation, this answer does not see it as such,
referring to the historian giving us ‘a brief chance to see into his interpretations’ (i.e. there is more than one
of them). Indeed, the answer does deal with other perceived messages, such as the historian having ‘little
faith in the pushing power of settlers at the periphery’, even though it is sometimes hard to discern these in
the extract.

The answer shows a tendency to write about context, rather than focusing consistently on the extract. It
fastens on a sentence in the extract — ‘the British government worked to establish British paramountcy by
whatever means suited the circumstances’ — but instead of attempting to relate this to the interpretation,
simply illustrates the sentence through contextual examples. This kind of unfocused use of context casts no
light on what the question asks for, namely the interpretation and approach of the historian.

The candidate seems to believe that part of the task of answering the question is to evaluate the extract.
This occurs first near the start of the answer where the historian is described as having made ‘no effort to
explain why imperial expansion occurred’, and there are other instances of this throughout the answer. This
is not necessary, and does not help to answer the question.

To sum up, this answer shows sufficient understanding of aspects of the interpretation to achieve a Level 3
mark, but also possesses characteristics would prevent the candidate from demonstrating ‘sound’ or
‘complete’ understanding.

Mark awarded = 20 out of 40
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Question 3: The Origins and Development of the Cold War, 1941-1950
3 Read the extract and then answer the question.

The Cold War had now begun. It was the product not of a decision but of a dilemma. Each side
felt compelled to adopt policies which the other could not but regard as a threat to the principles
of the peace. Each then felt compelled to undertake defensive measures. Thus the Russians saw
no choice but to consolidate their security in Eastern Europe. The Americans, regarding Eastern
Europe as the first step toward Western Europe, responded by asserting their interest in the zone
the Russians deemed vital to their security. The Russians concluded that the West was resuming
its old course of capitalist encirclement; that it was purposefully laying the foundation for anti-
Soviet regimes in the area defined by the blood of centuries as crucial to Russian survival. Each
side believed with passion that future international stability depended on the success of its own
conception of world order. Each side, in pursuing its own clearly indicated and deeply cherished
principles, was only confirming the fear of the other that it was bent on aggression.

So the machinery of suspicion and counter-suspicion, action and counteraction, was set in motion.
But, given relations among traditional national states, there was still no reason, even with all
the post-war jostling, why this should not have remained a manageable situation. What made
it unmanageable, what caused the rapid escalation of the Cold War and in another two years
completed the division of Europe, was a set of considerations which this account has thus far
excluded.

Up to this point, the discussion has considered the split within the wartime coalition as if it were
entirely the result of disagreements among national states. Assuming this framework, there was
unquestionably a failure of communication between America and Russia, a misperception of
signals and, as time went on, a mounting tendency to ascribe ominous motives to the other side.
It seems hard, for example, to deny that American post-war policy created genuine difficulties for
the Russians and even assumed a threatening aspect for them. But the fundamental explanation
of the speed with which the Cold War escalated lies precisely in the fact that the Soviet Union was
not a traditional national state. The Soviet Union was a phenomenon very different from Ametrica
or Britain: it was a totalitarian state endowed with an all-explanatory, all-consuming ideclogy,
committed to the infallibility of government and party, equating dissent with treason, and ruled by a
dictator who, for all his quite extraordinary abilities, had his paranoid moments.

Stalin and his associates, whatever Roosevelt or Truman did or failed to do, were bound to regard
the United States as the enemy, not because of this deed or that, but because of the fact that
America was the leading capitalist power and thus, by Leninist belief, unappeasably hostile,
driven by the logic of its system to oppose, encircle and destroy Soviet Russia. Nothing the United
States could have done in 1944-45 would have abolished this mistrust, sanctified as it was by
Marxist gospel. So long as the United States remained a capitalist democracy, no American policy,
given Moscow's theology, could hope to win basic Soviet confidence, and every American action
was poisoned from the source. So long as the Soviet Union remained a Marxist state, ideology
compelled a steady expansion of Communist power.

What can you learn from this extract about the interpretation and approach of the historian who
wrote it? Use the extract and your knowledge of the Cold War to explain your answer. [40]
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Mark scheme

3

What can you learn from this extract about the interpretation and approach of the historian
who wrote it? Use the extract and your knowledge of the Cold War to explain your answer.

[40]
Interpretation/Approach

The main interpretation is that, whilst both sides in the Cold War share the blame for the mutual
suspicion which characterised relations after WW2, the reason why this suspicion escalated so
rapidly into the Cold War is explained by the nature of the Soviet state. The interpretation thus
has features both of the traditional and post-revisionist views (and might be seen as post-post-
revisionist). Demonstrating understanding of the Big Message will involve discussion of both
these aspects. The extract argues that Marxist ideology was what made the difference in that,
whilst the US remained a democracy, the Soviets would inevitably see it as an enemy.

Glossary: Traditional/Orthodox interpretations of the Cold War were generally produced early
after WW2. They blame the Soviet Union and Stalin’s expansionism for the Cold War. Revisionist
historians challenged this view and shifted more of the focus onto the United States, generally
through an economic approach which stressed the alleged aim of the US to establish its
economic dominance over Europe. Post-revisionists moved towards a more balanced view in
which elements of blame were attached to both sides. Since the opening of the Soviet archives
post-1990, there has been a shift to attributing prime responsibility to Stalin — a post-post-
revisionist stance which often seems very close to the traditional view. What counts is how
appropriate the use of this kind of terminology is in relation to the extract, and how effectively the
extract can be used to support it. In reality, even within each of the interpretations summarised
above, there are great differences between the views of different historians.
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Example candidate response — high
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Example candidate response — high, continued
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Example candidate response — high, continued
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Example candidate response — high, continued
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Example candidate response — high, continued
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Example candidate response — high, continued
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Example candidate response — high, continued
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Examiner comment — high

This script has an excellent introduction which immediately identifies the main elements of the historian’s
interpretation. The candidate identified that the extract saw the Cold War as the fault of neither side. They
concluded their opening by stating that the ideology of the Soviet Union meant there was nothing the USA
could do to resolve the hostility between them and so allocating primary blame to the USSR. It summarises
all this by concluding that the historian was a traditionalist, which is consistent with the extract, though it
could be argued equally, that the historian must be a post-post-revisionist.

Having included the overall interpretation in the introduction, the answer moves on to illustrating it. In the
next paragraph the candidate deals with the first aspect of the interpretation, showing how the historian sets
up the eventual traditionalist conclusion by first considering how both sides were tied into ‘the machinery of
suspicion and counter-suspicion’, and then into the competitive relationship normal between nation states, a
situation that should have remained manageable. However, this is eventually turned on its head by the
historian’s view that the ‘fundamental explanation’ for the escalation of the Cold War was the nature of the
Soviet Union. The candidate meticulously charts and supports this argument from the extract.

What prevents this answer from achieving full marks is the lengthy lapse into evaluation and the unfocused
content which comes at the end of the answer. None of this adds anything to answering the question ‘What
can you learn from this extract?’ Although it does not undermine the judgement that the candidate has a
‘complete’ understanding of the interpretation, a higher mark within Level 5 would have been achieved
without it.

Mark awarded = 37 out of 40
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Example candidate response — middle
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Example candidate response — middle, continued
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Example candidate response — middle, continued
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Example candidate response — middle, continued
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Examiner comment — middle

Almost all answers on the Cold War use labels to identify the nature of interpretations — traditional,
revisionist, etc. These labels are useful as shorthand, though not sufficient in themselves to earn much credit
unless properly supported from the extract. It should also be stressed that perfectly good answers can be
written about the extracts with no use of labels at all. Labels can also be dangerous — nothing betrays lack of
understanding more than incorrect material used to exemplify a label. They can also be limiting, since, if
used in a conclusion, they signify an overall judgement on the interpretation, regardless of what has been
said elsewhere in the answer. This script is a good example of how labels work.

Right from the start the candidate states that the extract is post-revisionist. Unless the argument makes it
very clear otherwise, this will always be taken as a statement that the historian blames both or neither side
for the Cold War, as this answer states. It is true that the extract contains a lot of material that can support
this conclusion — indeed this is one aspect of the overall interpretation. However, it also has some material
that does not support it. By consistently arguing that the interpretation is post-revisionist the answer can only
demonstrate understanding of part of the interpretation, but not all of it. This is regarded as showing ‘sound’
but not ‘complete’ understanding. Throughout the answer the extract is used to support this view: ‘the
historian (says) that both sides felt compelled to undertake their own defence measures’; ‘the historian
believes that the state of misunderstanding between the two was now set in motion’, and so on.

However, eventually the answer identifies the other aspect of the overall interpretation: ‘At this point, the
historian outlines the main and most important cause ... it was simply because the Soviet Union was
communist’. Yet the candidate makes nothing of this; it is seen merely as an adjustment or a refinement of
the post-revisionist interpretation. The conclusion makes the candidate’s post revisionist stance clear: ‘The
development of the Cold War was a result of multiple misunderstandings’.

Thus, even though both elements of the overall interpretation are identified in the answer, they are viewed as
elements of a post-revisionist interpretation. It is the label that removes any doubt and so this cannot be
‘complete’ understanding.

Mark awarded = 29 out of 40
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Example candidate response — low
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Example candidate response — low, continued
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Example candidate response — low, continued
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Example candidate response — low, continued
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Example candidate response — low, continued
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Example candidate response — low, continued
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Example candidate response — low, continued
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Example candidate response — low, continued
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Examiner comment — low

Almost at the start of the answer the candidate identifies the nature of the interpretation: it is traditionalist,
with Russia blamed for the Cold War. This is a valid way of viewing the extract. Thereafter the answer is an
essay on the Cold War. There is an occasional point that might be taken from the extract, but nothing of any
consequence until the conclusion, which returns to the historian’s point of blaming Stalin.

The issue is whether this answer has demonstrated any understanding of aspects of the interpretation, since
this is a requirement for a Level 3 Mark. The answer has identified one aspect of the overall interpretation,
and only because of this was it awarded the minimum mark in Level 3.

Almost all of this answer consists of unfocused content. It is relevant to the topic, but has no bearing on
answering the question, which requires analysis of the extract.

Mark awarded = 18 out of 40
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