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Option 1C Section A: Question 1
Q1 - How far could the historian make use of Sources 1 and 2 together to investigate
the main reasons for German reunification in 1990? Explain your answer using both
sources, the information given about them and your own knowledge of the historical
context. Link to sources booklet on IAL History web page
Example Level 2 response

Examiner commentary:
This L2 answer demonstrates some understanding of the source material. In the first
three paragraphs, it selects and summarises from the sources and makes undeveloped
inferences with regard to the importance of both popular pressure and political
leadership in bringing about reunification.
Later, it makes reference to the collapse of the support of the Soviet Union as a factor.
However, these points all lack development and there is insufficient focus on the issue
of reunification itself and rather more on the events leading simply to the weakening
of the communist government of the GDR.
The answer adds some relevant contextual knowledge to information from the sources
to expand and confirm matters of detail, though selection is not closely related to the
context of 1990 when, for example, confirming West Germany’s economic strength,
referenced in both sources. Lastly some attempt is made to consider the utility of
these sources to the enquiry with aspects of the provenance of both noted, but some
of the judgements drawn, for example the attempt of Source 1 to ‘propagandise’, are
based on questionable assumptions and overall, have limited support from the rest of
the answer.

Generic Level Descriptors for L2




Demonstrates some understanding of the source material and attempts analysis by
selecting and summarising information and making inferences relevant to the
question.
Contextual knowledge is added to information from the source material, but mainly
to expand, confirm or challenge matters of detail.
Evaluation of the source material is related to the specified enquiry but with limited
support for judgement. Concepts of reliability or utility are addressed mainly by
noting aspects of source provenance and some judgements may be based on
questionable assumptions.

Option 1D Section A: Question 1
Q1 - How far could the historian make use of Sources 1 and 2 together to investigate the reasons
for Barack Obama’s victory in the 2008 presidential election? Explain your answer using
both sources, the information given about them and your own knowledge of the historical context.
Link to sources booklet on IAL History web page

Example L3 response

Examiner commentary
The candidate in this response shows some analysis of the source material by
explaining key points relevant to the question and selecting material to support valid
developed inferences.
In paragraph two for example, with reference to Source 1, it is noted that Obama ‘ran
a campaign of optimism’ and that his youth contrasted with Bush’s unpopularity and
McCain, who was viewed as ‘yesterday’s man.’
However, a weakness of this answer it that it tends to quote regularly from both
sources without detailed explanation. Its focus is more on selecting material and using
own knowledge to explain why Obama won, rather than on evaluating source
usefulness for the enquiry. Also, it strays from the source material into factors which
are not included in either source, McCain’s personal wealth for example, and attempts
to use these as criteria for evaluating their use to the enquiry.
The answer is stronger in interpreting the sources than in evaluating their utility. The
criterion of the timing of the article is noted as a factor in the weight of its evidence for
source 1, but the judgement is based on assumptions rather than reasoning. The
answer does not demonstrate qualities higher than level two for this element (bullet
point 3).
The answer achieves an overall mark in level three using a best fit judgment that
recognises stronger performance in bullet points 1 and 2. The response was awarded a
mid L3.

Generic Level Descriptors for L3




Demonstrates understanding of the source material and shows some analysis by
selecting key points relevant to the question, explaining their meaning and
selecting material to support valid developed inferences.
Detailed knowledge of the historical context is deployed to explain or support
inferences as well as to expand, confirm or challenge matters of detail.
Evaluation of the source material is related to the specified enquiry and explanation of
utility takes into account relevant considerations such as nature or purpose of the
source material or the position of the author. Judgements are based on valid criteria
with some justification.

Option 1D Section A: Question 1
Q - How far could the historian make use of Sources 1 and 2 together to investigate the
reasons for Barack Obama’s victory in the 2008 presidential election? Explain your
answer using both sources, the information given about them and your own knowledge
of the historical context. Link to sources booklet on IAL History web page
Example Level 4 response

Examiner commentary
The strengths of this response are its understanding of the issues raised in both
sources and their emphases, and its deployment of well-selected knowledge to
illuminate what can be gained from the content of the source material; there is also
some understanding of the need to interpret the sources in the context of
contemporary concerns.
This is demonstrated in paragraph two when exploring the part played by Obama’s
personality and race, reasoning from Source 1 that he was ‘not tainted’ by association
with the divisiveness of the civil rights movement and so was able to reach out to
white Americans. The example of the failure of Sharpton’s campaign neatly enhances
this. It is also seen in the expansion of references to ‘Bush’s brand of conservatism’
when dealing with source 2. There is also a clear attempt to use the sources together.
So, for example, in the first paragraph, the candidate notes how Source 2
complements Source 1 by showing how McCain’s failures impacted on Obama’s
strengths to create a Democrat victory. Performance in relation to bullet points 1 and
2 of the mark scheme is strong.
Where this answer is weaker, is in its consideration of weight the sources will bear
when considering their use to the specified enquiry, instead, towards the end of the
response, the answer drifts into explaining why Obama won.
Though it does note the position of both authors and the timing of the articles, this is
not developed into a real consideration of the weight of their evidence when coming to
a judgement.
As a result, it was given a mid L4 mark.

Generic Level Descriptors for L4






Analyses the source material, interrogating the evidence to make reasoned
inferences and to show a range of ways the material can be used, for example by
distinguishing between information and claim or opinion, although treatment of the
two sources may be uneven.
Deploys well-selected knowledge of the historical context, but mainly to illuminate or
discuss the limitations of what can be gained from the content of the source
material. Displays some understanding of the need to interpret source material in
the context of the values and concerns of the society from which it is drawn.
Evaluation of the source material uses valid criteria which are justified and applied,
although some of the evaluation may not be fully substantiated. Evaluation takes into
account the weight the evidence will bear as part of coming to a judgement.

Option 1B – Section A: Question 1
Q1 - How far could the historian make use of Sources 1 and 2 together to investigate
the abilities of Winston Churchill as a wartime political leader in the years 1940–45?
Explain your answer using both sources, the information given about them and your
own knowledge of the historical context. Link to sources booklet on IAL History web page
Example Level 5 response

Examiner commentary
This L5 response interrogates the evidence of both sources with confidence and
discrimination. In paragraph two, for example, when considering Source 1, the
candidate develops the evidence to examine what it can reveal of Churchill’s style of
leadership when considering why it was that confidential meetings of senior men were
held in the wake of the setbacks of 1941-42. This leads to the suggestion that while
the Prime Minister may have been inspiring in public, he could also be stubborn and illinformed in argument with his generals.
Knowledge of the historical context is also used effectively, regarding the different
perceptions of the progress made by 1942, in the wake of Dunkirk, the Battle of
Britain and Alamein. The use of expressions such as ‘allows us to see’ indicate that
the student’s focus is properly on what the sources can contribute to the enquiry. Of
note however, is the way this candidate also considers the weight the evidence the
sources will bear in evaluating the enquiry.
The answer considers fully whether or not Source 1’s political standpoint and timing
may compromise its evidence. Whether or not Eisenhower (who is acknowledged to
have had a close relationship with Churchill) corroborates the stubbornness suggested
in Source 1 is also considered and evaluated in the light of contextual knowledge of
Churchill’s relationship with Alanbrooke.
In coming to a judgement on the usefulness of the sources for the enquiry into the
Prime Minister’s abilities, the answer sees the value of the evidence of the sources
used together and takes into account how far Eisenhower’s perceptions can be used
with certainty.

Generic Level descriptors for L5





Interrogates the evidence of both sources with confidence and discrimination,
making reasoned inferences and showing a range of ways the material can be used,
for example by distinguishing between information and claim or opinion.
Deploys knowledge of the historical context with precision to illuminate and discuss
the limitations of what can be gained from the content of the source material,
displaying secure understanding of the need to interpret source material in the
context of the values and concerns of the society from which it is drawn.
Evaluation of the source material uses valid criteria which are justified and fully
applied. Evaluation takes into account the weight the evidence will bear as part of
coming to a judgement and, where appropriate, distinguishes between the degree of
certainty with which aspects of it can be used as the basis for claims.

