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Examiner Comments

The answer maintains a strong focus on the question and shows a clear
understanding of the key issues under investigation. The candidate demonstrates
that, although Black Power did hinder progress towards civil rights (with plenty
of securely developed material) the movement was not entirely negative in
its impact. Some points are very well made, notably that Black Power was less
concerned with theoretical civil rights than with improving the economic and
social position of all African Americans. A thoughtful and focused answer which
deserves high Level 5, 29 marks.
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Question 11
How significant was China’s intervention in deciding the course and outcome of the Korean War?

Most responses had at least some success in addressing the role Chinese intervention played in the Korean
War, although many failed to really make distinctions between the consequence of this for the course and
outcome of the war. Most were able to identify the role Chinese forces played in pushing UN forces back
into South Korea and ultimately prolonging the conflict and creating a stalemate, supporting this with
effective detail, such as the scale of Mao’s ‘volunteers’. Of the stronger responses, many effectively argued
that not only did this prevent the defeat of North Korea, it also ‘saved communism’ on the peninsula.

This changed US attitudes to the war itself and stiffened American resolve as an ultimate outcome. Many
stronger responses also explored the consequences this had for the US leadership during the war, with
much discussion of the importance of Truman's dismissal of MacArthur. However, a significant minority
drifted from this into an assessment of the USA's role. Of the more successful candidates, many were

able to explore the significance across a range of themes, including detailed material on the destruction

of infrastructure, the cost to all parties and the impact China had on the rejection of peace terms. Most
agreed that Chinese intervention was significant in altering the course and outcome of the war, and many
also argued that ultimately it contributed to an outcome that effectively returned Korea to the situation
that existed at the outset. Whilst many attempted to widen the question into other factors, those who
were successful in this concentrated on linking these back to China'’s role. A significant minority of answers
that were less successful tended to give a chronological account of the war with limited focus, or offered
very little depth on Chinese intervention. Surprisingly few explored the nature of Chinese intervention as a
‘volunteer’ force.
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Question 12

How far was opposition within the USA responsible for the United States’ withdrawal from the Vietnam
War?

Most candidates seemed well prepared for this question and were familiar with a range of factors
contributing to Nixon’s withdrawal from Vietnam; this was the more popular choice within Option D6. Many
stronger candidates were able to consider a range of issues within the given factor, including the public,
media and government. Some responses gave very effective assessments of Nixon’s own ambitions, the
conditions placed upon him by Congress and the role of Kissinger in negotiating withdrawal. More generally,
those successful in providing analytical responses tended to explore the changing nature of opposition,
often considering the relatively sizeable growth in opposition from around the time of Nixon's election, with
many strong responses considering the significance of key figures such as Cronkite, MacNamara, Martin
Luther King and Edward Kennedy, analysing the impact their shifting allegiances had on public support in
the period after the Tet offensive. Many candidates also offered a valid exploration of the differing motives
for support, often considering economic and electoral issues alongside media and military matters. There
was great variation in the range of other factors considered, drawing from a range on the military situation,
Vietnamisation and the changing context of the Cold War. It was surprising that only a minority really
challenged the view that Nixon’s was anything other than an admission of failure. Of those that did, there
was some very strong analysis of Nixon’s ‘Silent Majority’ appeal and the scale of the 1972 election victory
as it relates to the question. Of the weaker answers, these tended towards being either narrative responses
that struggled effectively to shepherd a wide range of material towards the demands of the question, or
seemingly prepared responses that had a certain general effectiveness without always engaging with the
specific requirements of the question.

The following example was marked in high Level 4.
Indicative content

The question is focused on the extent to which domestic opposition to the war in Vietnam influenced

the decision taken by Nixon to withdraw from the conflict. Candidates are not required to cover a given
chronology: chronological or thematic approaches can be equally successful. Kennedy enjoyed broad media
and public support in the early 1960s for his policies towards Vietnam. Equally, there was no significant
opposition mounted towards Johnson’s policies until 1967. While there was growing opposition from
Congress, from leading figures such as Martin Luther King, and increased opposition to the draft, Johnson’s
policies retained broad public support. There is evidence that radical opposition may have alienated majority
opinion in the country. Anti-war sentiment grew rapidly after Nixon'’s election in 1968, especially after he
launched ground operations in Cambodia. Events such as the Kent State shootings in May 1970 and the
publication of the Pentagon Papers in 1971 fuelled anti-war feeling and affected Nixon’s standing with the
American electorate. However, following his landslide victory in 1972, Nixon was able to extricate the USA
from Vietnam with the Paris Peace Accords of 1973. Responses at Levels 1 and 2 will be characterised by
simple description of some relevant events over the period, and progression will be based on relevance and
range of accurate material. Responses at Level 3 will begin to address causation but may include significant
descriptive or narrative material. At Level 4 candidates will offer reasonable range and depth of accurate and
appropriate material and will address the extent to which domestic opposition influenced the decision to
withdraw from Vietnam. Other relevant factors may be considered, including the policy of Vietnamisation
and Nixon's global priorities, which included reaching an accord with China. At Level 5 will be answers which
evaluate the reasons for US withdrawal, setting domestic opposition within a broader context.
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Examiner Comments

Aware of popular and political pressure on Nixon in 1969 and 1970 which
forced the withdrawal from Cambodia.
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Plus

Examiner Comments

Opposition from within Congress is discussed, and the importance of the
repeal of the Gulf of Tonkin resolution is understood. There is some confusion
between Congress and government here.
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Plus

Examiner Comments

Ehe role of economic factors is well understood and developed.
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Examiner Comments

Aware of the continued resilience of the VC, and the important support they
were given by both China and the USSR.
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Plus

Examiner Comments

The conclusion revisits points made earlier.

Plus

Examiner Comments

The answer is focused on the question throughout. The given factor is addressed very clearly along
with other relevant factors. Analytical throughout, with secure understanding of the key issues raised
by the question. Communication skills are very secure.

The answer deals with each factor effectively, though separately. An answer which evaluates
the points made overall, and which establishes links between factors, would move into Level 5.
Consequently, this answer gains a high Level 4 mark of 24.
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Question 13

How far do you agree that the Watergate scandal seriously undermined the power and prestige of the
presidency in the 1970s and 1980s?

The majority of candidates were able to draw upon a range of material in order to answer the question.
Most were able to give sufficient weight within their answer to a consideration of Watergate. A minority
were weaker responses which tended to give an account of Watergate, which struggled to get beyond a
narrative of events and with only limited discussion of its impact. On occasion these provided great depth
on Watergate, from the activities of CREEP through to the attempted cover-up and resignation. Thankfully
most candidates were successful in relating this to the impact Watergate had on subsequent Presidencies.
Of these the most common theme in candidates’ answers was that the damage done to the Presidency
under Nixon had an adverse impact during the presidencies of both Ford and Carter, although a clear
rehabilitation was visible by the Reagan era. Many did offer ranging discussion within these areas, with
effective consideration of the distinction between the damage done to individual Presidents through their
connections to Watergate and Nixon, and that of the Presidency as an institution of government. Other
successful areas of analysis included an exploration of Carter’s positioning as a Washington outsider, or that
despite continued efforts and pressure during the 1970s, the reforms enacted by Congress were limited.
Many candidates were able to draw upon events nearer to Watergate in chronological terms, such as the
controversy over Ford’s pardon; responses were relatively less successful in making convincing connections
between Watergate and the 1980s. Similarly, whilst most responses offered some exploration of the issue of
prestige, often with a real focus on scandal and the tarnish this brought about, the issue of power was dealt
with less effectively. Strong answers made good use of knowledge, tending to stay focused on evaluating
issues across what is a broad ranging question; less successful responses used similar material whilst drifting
into a narrative of what presidents did, with limited focus, typically only in introductory and concluding
paragraphs.

Question 14

To what extent did social issues increase the divisions between the Democratic and Republican parties
in the years 1968-2001?

Fewer candidates opted for Question 14. Of those that did, the approaches were ranging in both
effectiveness and material deployed. In terms of content, many drew from a diverse range of issues,
including the Equal Rights Act and subsequent related developments, abortion, pornography and the
influence of religion. Some candidates were successful by approaching this in terms of the social groups
which the two parties drew their support from, although this led to some inevitable generalisations. Whilst
these were allowable to a degree, very effective responses made critical distinctions where Presidents

were seen to disappoint the more strident elements of their support in terms of a failure to deliver against
inflated expectancies, such as Reagan with the Christian Right and Clinton’s difficulties over ‘Don't ask,
don'’t tell’. Surprisingly few candidates appreciated the role of the Supreme Court, although Roe v Wade was
considered by some. Another aspect of the question that only a minority of responses explicitly tackled was
the focus on ‘increase’. Whilst most broadly identified the respective positions of the two parties, a smaller
number engaged with the debate as to whether this grew more marked. That said, many did examine this

in a more indirect manner. Convincing arguments were made for the extension of Nixon’s ‘Silent Majority’
notion as response to the counter culture and the extent of the influence of the New Right in the Reagan
administration. For a minority though, responses were limited by a lack of relevant material, with some
attempts to include foreign policy or matters that were more concerned with economic policy. Social issues
are flagged up in the second bullet point in the specification, and candidates should expect that questions
may be asked in future on social issues.
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Grade Boundaries

6HI0T1 D
Max.
Grade Mark A B C D E
6HI01 D
grade boundaries 60 44 39 34 29 25
UMsS 100 80 70 60 50 40
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