PMT

BSE
B

. Cambridge Assessment
¥’ International Education

Cambridge International AS & A Level

HISTORY 9489/01
Paper 1 Document question For examination from 2021
MARK SCHEME

Maximum Mark: 40

Specimen

This document has 12 pages. Blank pages are indicated.

© UCLES 2018 [Turn over



9489/01 Cambridge International AS & A Lee | — Mark Sh eme For ea mination
SPECIMEN from 2021

Generic Marking Principles

Thee general mark ng princ ples mus be applied by all ea miners when mark ng a ndidate anw ers
They b ould be applied alongs de the p et fic 0 ntent of the mark B eme or generic lee | des riptors
for a ques ion. Eab ques ion paper and mark B eme will ale o mply with thee mark ng principles

GENERIC MARKING PRINCIPLE 1:
Mark mus be awarded in line with:

e thep ecfic o ntent of the mark B eme or the generic lee | des iptors for the ques ion

e thep ecfick llsdefinedinthe markb eme orinthe generic lee | des iptors for the
gues ion

e the s andard of rep one required by a a ndidate as er mplified by the & andardia tion
6 ipts

GENERIC MARKING PRINCIPLE 2:

Mark awarded are alwag whole marks (not half mark or other frat ion} .
GENERIC MARKING PRINCIPLE 3:

Mark mus be awarded positively:

. mark are awarded for o rret /a lid an® ers as defined in the mark B eme. Howee 1, ¢ edit
is gie nforwa lid anw ers whibh go beg ndthee peofthe labusand markbh eme,
referring to  ur Team Leader as appropriate

mark are awarded when a ndidates t early demons rate what they k ow and a n do

mark are not dedut ed for errors

mark are not dedut ed for omis ons

anw ers h ould only be judged on the quality of p elling, punt uation and grammar when

thee features are p ecfia llyae & d by the quesion asindia ted by the mark B eme. The
meaning, howee r, B ould be unambiguous

GENERIC MARKING PRINCIPLE 4:

Rules mus be applied o ng & ently e.g. in & tuations where a ndidates hae not followed
ink rut ions or in the applia tion of generic lee | des riptors

GENERIC MARKING PRINCIPLE 5:

Mark B ould be awarded us ng the full range of mark defined in the mark B eme for the
ques ion (howee r; the us of the full mark range may be limited ao rding to the quality of the
a ndidate rep ons s 8 en).

GENERIC MARKING PRINCIPLE 6:

Mark awarded are bas d e lely on the requirements as defined in the mark B eme. Mark should
not be awarded with grade threl olds or grade des iptors in mind.

Pleas note, 8 ntene sinitalis are intended as ea mples of ea luation.
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Part (a)

Generic Levels of Response:

Marks

Level 4

Makes a developed comparison

Mak s a dee loped o mparie n between the two e ure s

Ep lains why points of 8 milarity and differene ek through o ntek ual
awarenes and/or e ure ea luation.

12-15

Level 3

Compares views and identifies similarities and differences
Compares the vews ep ree dinthe two e ure s identify ng differene s and
B milarities and 8 pporting them with ® ure o ntent.

8-11

Level 2

Compares views and identifies similarities or differences
Identifies relea nt 5 milarities or differene s between the two & ure s and the
rep one may be one-s ded with only one ap et ep lained.

OR

Compares views and identifies similarities and differences but these are
asserted rather than supported from the sources

Identifies reles nt & milarities and differene s between the two 8 ure s without
8 pporting evdene fromthe s ure s

Level 1

Describes content of each source

Des ibes or paraphras s the o ntent of the two e ure s

Very 8 mple o mparis ns may be made (e.g. one is from a letter and the other
is from a p eeh ) butthes are not dee loped.

Level O

No creditable content.
No engagement with source material.
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Part (b)

Generic Levels of Response:

Marks

Level 5

Evaluates the sources to reach a supported judgement

Ang/ ers are well foa e d, demons rating a t ear unders anding of the & ure s
and the ques ion.

Reah es a 8 pported judgement about the ek ent to whibh the & ure s & pport
the & atement and weighs the eir dene in order to do this

21-25

Level 4

Using evaluation of the sources to support and/or challenge the statement
Demons rates a t ear unders anding of how the ® ure o ntenta pports and

b allenges the & atement.

Ea luates 8 ure material in 0 ntek , this may be through o ns dering the
nature, origin and purpos of the e ure s in relation to the & atement.

16-20

Level 3

Uses the sources to support and challenge the statement
Mak s lid points from the & ure s to both b allenge and a pport the
5 atement.

11-15

Level 2

Uses the sources to support or challenge the statement
Mak s lid points from the & ure s to either & pport the & atement or to
b allenge it.

6-10

Level 1

Does not make valid use of the sources

Des ibes the o ntent of the & ure s with little attempt to link the material to the
ques ion.

Alternatie ly, a ndidates may write an ea y about the ques ion with little or no
referene tothes ure s

Level O

No creditable content.
No engagement with source material.
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Question Answer Marks
1(@) To what extent do these two sources agree about Bismarck’s attitude 15

towards France?
India tie o ntent
Differences between Sources C and D include:

e In Source D he is optimis ic believ ng that Frane would not be
belligerent, Frane would 8 on be ‘aa & omed’ to German unity
whereas in Source C he is mubh more pes mis ic 0 mmenting that he
‘beliee s in a war with Frane before long'.

e InSource D he p eak of the eo nomic ruin that a n res It from war and
is 0 ne rned about both Frane and Germany in thisrep et . In o ntras ,
in Source C he demons rates o ne rn for ‘our g uth 6 ruk down by
wounds and dis ae ' during times of war giv ng the impres on that he is
look ng at the is e from Germany s perp et ie .

Similarities include:

e In Source D Bimn ark L early india tes that war would not be in the
interes of either Frane or Germany and would lead to ‘ruining Frane
and mos lik ly ours le s into the bargain’ and & milarly in Source C he
writes ‘I do not k ow of any Frenh or German interes requiring a ree rt
to arms.

e Source Dindia tes that he might be w ag d towards war when he & ates
that German feelings mus be rep et ed, whib ties in with Source C
where it is & ated he is prepared to adive war if the interes s of the
Fatherland require it.

The sources are aimed at different audiences. Source D is written by a British
journalist who interviewed Bismarck. Bismarck was obviously endeavouring
to give the impression that he was a peace-loving statesman and not setting
out to live up to his ‘blood and iron’ reputation whereas in Source C he was
writing a private letter to a fellow conservative politician.

Ae ptany othera lidrep one s
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Question Answer Marks
1(b) ‘Bismarck always intended to use war to achieve German unification.’ 25

How far do the sources support this view?
India tie o ntent

Source D can be used on both sides of the argument

e Source D challenges the hp othess asito ne g the mea ge that
he will do all that he a n to pree nt war with Frane . He fou & s on the
negatie & de of war referring to the harm it @ n do to the eo nomies of
both o untries

e Source D supports the hp otheb s to an ek ent when Bim ark refers to
rep et ing German feelings and that he a nnot ane/ er for the people or
the King india ting that he would rep et their will. Howee r, it gie¢ s no
india tion that he alwag intended to us war.

Source D is an interview with a British journalist presumably with a British
audience in mind. He would want to portray himself as a great statesman who
wanted to avoid war. In addition, Bismarck would be reluctant to go to war so
soon after war with Austria.

Source C can be used on both sides of the argument

e Source C challenges the hp othek s as it argues that war would not be
in the interes s of either Frane or Germany. He B ows o ne rn for the
9 uth ‘s ruk down by wounds and die ae . He would not allow hime If
to mak war for ‘pers nal ambition or national & nity .

e Source C supports the hp othes s as Bim ark is t ear that he would
adive the King to go to war if ‘v tal interes s of the Fatherland require it'.

Source C was written in March 1867 only a few months after war with Austria
at a time when Bismarck was concerned with establishing the North German
Federation. It was a private letter written to a fellow right-wing politician. War
would not serve his interests at this time.

Source B supports the hp otheb s to an ek ent. Although it was Bim ark s
intention not to wound Aus ria ‘too 8 & rely ® as notto pul the Frenb and
Aus rians into an alliane , it was t ear that he had waged war with Aus ria. He
wanted Aus ria to be ek uded from all German affairs 8 that he o uld form
the North German Federation.

Source B is from Bismarck’s memoirs and as such needs to be tested for
accuracy. In fact Bismarck’s fear of a Franco-Austrian alliance did prevent
him from inflicting too much damage on Austria and the way was left open for
renewed friendship in 1879.

Source A supports the hp otheb s maintaining that Bimm ark was bent on
mounting a great Prus an at ion abroad whib o uld mean war to ‘a tif y
his ungoe rned and daring thirs for ab iee ment’. This was needed as a
divers on to enable himto ao mplie b ange internally. This was written in
February 1866 prior to the See n Week War with Aus ria, whib  began in
d ne.

The Austrian ambassador in Source A would have been in a position to
observe events in Prussia and his reference to internal strife is correct when
referring to the budget.
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Question Answer Marks
1(b) While there is ® me 8 pport for Bimm ark s ue of war when he deems it
nee a ry as part of his plan, the 8 ure s prow de little india tion that he
alwag intended to us war.
Ae ptanyotherwa lidrep ons s
Question Answer Marks
2(a) Compare and contrast the accounts of the Freeport meeting given by 15

Sources B and D.
India tie o ntent
Differences between Sources B and D include:

e Source B c itic 8 s Douglas by referring to his ‘double dealing and
o wardie 'while Source D regards him as ‘aggres & and defiant'.

e Source D foa & sonwhat he a wand heard o mmenting on Lino In’s
phg que and bearing as o mpared to Douglas while Source B is mub
more 0 ne rned with ep o8 ng Douglas for adapting his p eeb esto s it
his audiene .

Similarities include:

e Source B 8 gges s that Lino In won the debate as he ‘utterly demolik ed
Douglas while Source D ale talk of Lino In hav ng the upper hand
leav ng the author ‘aflame with enthus am ’ for the new Republia n Party.

e Both e ure sregard Lincoln as a8 perior to Douglas

e Bothe ure sare citia | of Douglas but in different wag

Source B is from the ‘Galesburg Semi-weekly Democrat’ a contemporary
paper whereas Source D is an autobiographical account written 59 years
later. They must both be treated with caution. The author of Source B clearly
has a purpose to discredit Douglas while Source D is the memoirs of a man
recalling his experience at the debate nearly 60 years ago and presumably
with some nostalgia towards a man seen as a great president and something
of a martyr — and the author’s ability to say ‘Il was there’. Both accounts are
useful to gain the perspectives of the different authors.

Ae ptanyotherwa lidrep ons s
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Question Answer Marks
2(b) How far do the sources support the view that, in the debates with 25

Douglas in 1858, Lincoln showed all the talents needed to be a leader of
the new Republican Party?

India tie o ntent

Source A can be used on both sides of the argument

e Source A supportsthevew asitp eak of Lino In’s ability as a debater
maintaining that he had no equal as an elet ion p eak r, whih may
india te leaderh ip qualities It maintains that the Republia ns of Illinois
hae b os n a worthy opponent for Douglas

e Source A challenges the v ew in that it ques ions whether Lino In
b owed all of the talents needed to be a leader of the new Republia n
Party. It comments that he has ‘no 8 perior as an elet ion p eak r’ but
does not mention any other leaderh ip qualities

Source A is full of praise for Lincoln’s skills as a debater. The reporter is quite
persuasive when he maintains that he listened ‘calmly and unprejudiced’,
giving the impression that he was reporting what he saw from a neutral stance
when he may well have been promoting the Republican cause. Its sole focus
on his ‘genius’ as an election speaker does not support the view of ‘all the
talents’.

e Source B supports the v ew referring to Lino In who ‘utterly demolis ed’
Douglas It 8 gges s that he was a b rewd politic an in that he ep os d
Douglas ‘double-dealings and o wardie . It demonstrates Lino In's
ability to ep loit his opponent’s failings whib is o nsidered to be an
attribute of a good leader.

Source B supports Source A writing that Lincoln ‘utterly demolished Douglas
and exposed his double-dealing and cowardice’. However, it could be equally
partisan in that the reporter is likely to want to convey a positive message in
support of his readers’ political affiliations.

e Source C challenges the v ew maintaining that Lino In us d his opening
p eeb ‘inwa in attempts to ek ria te hims If from the diffia It pos tion
that Douglas had plae d him in Ottawa. It des ibes his p eeb as being
made up of ‘lame and incompetent’ 0 nt us ons It & gges s he did not
meet the ep et ation of his friends and was no matb for Douglas

Source C stands out on a limb from the other sources, referring to Lincoln’s
Freeport speech as ‘lame and impotent’ while Douglas’s effort was ‘masterly’.
It is difficult to believe that Source B and C are reporting on the same event.
The fact that Douglas won the election against Lincoln in 1858 does indicate
that this source may be more trustworthy but it is also equally partisan. Even
though Lincoln was the compromise candidate for the Republicans in 1860,
he did achieve victory against Douglas in the presidential election, which
could also cast doubt on Source C’s enthusiastic portrayal of Douglas.

e Source D supports the iv ew. It refers to Lino In as a ‘man of the people’,
whih is prais ng Lino In’s c editability as a leader. It ale p eak of his
popular appeal with both Democ ats and Republia ns whib o ntras s
well with Douglas who is depit ed as aggres e and intimidating.
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Question

Answer

Marks

2(b)

Source D is full of praise for Lincoln’s ability to appeal to both Democrats
and Republicans with his direct arguments. This expresses his enthusiasm
about the new Republican Party, which gives some credence to the view

that Lincoln had the talents to be a good leader of the party. Thus, there is
independent support for the views of the two newspapers; the problem is that
it is based on the memories of a professor writing nearly 60 years after the
event. Lincoln’s subsequent success in winning the presidential election in
1860 and his civil war victory might have clouded the judgement of this writer.

Though three of the four 8 ure s & pport the as rtion, they are all in their
wag unreliable. Contek ual k owledge of the debates and their outo me

8 pports Source C, whib is more reliable in b allenging the as rtion.
Howee r, Source Cis jus as partia n as Sources A and B, if on the other

s de. We now k ow that Lino In did hae all the k IIs to be Republia n leader.
Howee r, that was far from ev dent in 1858.

Ae ptanyotherwa lidrep ons s

Question

Answer

Marks

3(a)

Compare and contrast Sources A and B as evidence of the USA’s
attitude towards disarmament.

India tie o ntent
Differences between Source A and Source B include:

e Source A reflet s the e If-interes of the USA while Source B pres nts
a mub more diplomatic pit ure of the USA 8 pporting the aims of the
o nferene .

e InSource A Swans n’s attitude towards dia rmament is depit ed as
negatie while he appears to be postie in Source B.

Similarities include:

e Source A defends the rights of the USA and Britain ‘to maintain their
mighty war fleets and in Source B Swane nindiret ly reo gnis s that,
lik the USAin Source A, 8 me o0 untries will want to retain ap et s of
their defene .

e Source A 8 gges s that Swane n was prepared to o ns der arms
redut ion and this agrees with Source B when he 8 pports the
agreements that are being made; & ating that it was ‘eno uraging’ that
e me of the nations did not think that the res lution went far enough.

Source A is a US newspaper report aimed at a US audience, which may be

a better reflection of the USA’s true attitude and desire to act in the national
interest. Source B was a press release by Swanson himself who wants to
create a good impression of the USA as a supporter of arms limitation so

may be less reliable. Both sources are from 1932 at the interim stage of the
conference when no final decisions had been made. Both accounts are useful
to gain the perspectives of the different authors.

Ac ept any other a lidrep one s

15
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Question Answer Marks
3(b) ‘The World Disarmament Conference was a failure.” How far do the 25

sources support this view?
India tie o ntent

e Source A supports the ¥ ew as Swans n defended the right of the US
to maintain its ‘mighty war fleet and to maintain a fleet of big 8 bmarines
He was only prepared to mak ao ne & onifall 8 bmarines were
abolis ed.

Source A was written before the conference ended so it does not reflect the
final outcome. It was aimed at a US audience and as such, unlike Source

B, did not need to be diplomatic in its approach. It implies that the USA was
determined to put national interests first and its defence of Britain’s right to
also maintain its fleet suggests that other countries would do the same. This
source is more likely to be a true reflection of Swanson’s belief in maintaining
a large US navy and his prediction that there would be a naval war in the
Pacific between the US and Japan.

Source B can be used on both sides of the argument

e Source B challenges the v ew. Swane nise ry postie aboutthe
‘8 bt antial ab iee ments whib gie great promie fors e § when
the Conferene reo ne nes He refers to the Conferene pledging ite If
to a ‘8 bs antial redut ion in land, air and 8 a armaments .

e Source B supports the vew bea us itale b owed that it had doubts
It writes of ‘die re interes and & ried needs for defene ’and refers
to the ‘ade re o nditions under whib the Conference as mbled.
Iltep res s doubt about plans for the o mplete abolition of all
bombardment from the air by a ¥ ng ‘prov ded means a n be deve d
to mak it effet ie '. Some o untries were als dia tif ied as the draft
res lution ‘did not go far enough’.

Source B was written by Swanson to convey the idea that the US was in
support of the Conference. It is positive in tone and was written for release

to the world’s press at the end of the first phase of the Conference. Public
opinion was desperate for it to succeed in the hope it would prevent another
war and the American Representative wanted to present the US in a good
light with a positive press release. However, his speech also hints that nothing
is final with carefully chosen words; it gives no hint of any US commitment.

e Source C supports the v ew. Itis a Britie a rtoon publis ed after the
Conferene and mak s it quite t ear that ‘we hae failed’. The a rtoonis
mok the politic ans B owing them blaming the people for the failure. He
depit s the people as B eep whoe ‘warlik pas ons they were unable
to o ntrol; hene he adds the a ption ‘the Conferene em 8 site If.

At the a me time the national repres ntatie s on & age are depit ed as
aggres e and uno mpromis ng. The a rtoonis is blaming the politic ans
for its failure but they are fullofem & s
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Question Answer Marks
3(b) Source C is clearly based on the opinions of the artist, but his criticism of

the politicians was also reflected in public opinion at the time. It depicts a
very poor opinion of politicians who are prepared to blame anybody but
themselves. Arguably, the failure of the Conference was evident by 1934 and
subsequent events galvanised the opinion that the politicians were unable to
control the ‘warlike passions’ of Germany, Italy and Japan.

e Source D supports the v ew. It argues that the o nferene was doomed
from the & art and ques ions whether the o nditions ek & ed for ultimate
8 e s Italludes to the diffia It times during whib the Conferene was
meeting; there was politia | unres as well as the eo nomic diffia lties
a ue d by the depres on. Thee ee nts all o ntributed to undermining
the o nfidene of the Conferene .

Source D js the official Report of the World Disarmament Conference written
in 1936 when there was no denying that it had failed. By this time Hitler was
well on his way to rearming Germany. The refusal to allow him to be on a
military par with other nations had led to him withdrawing from the League of
Nations in 1933 and, according to the report, the circumstances of the time
made any lasting agreement difficult to achieve. The report, therefore, comes
across as a series of excuses blaming the circumstances of the time as well
lack of preparation and ‘fruitless’ discussions for the ultimate failure of the
Conference.

Thus only Source B offers a degree of hope that the Conferene will realis
® me of it aims but 8 ts this hope in the o ntek of problems fat ng the world
and before the Conferene reo ne ned in d nuary 1933. Source A 8 gges s
that there will be lak of & pport for dia rmament from 8 me nations imply ng
that it may fail. Sources C and D reflet on its failure after the Conferene
had ended.

Ae ptany othera lid rep one s
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