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Option 1D Section B: Question 2
Q - ‘The influence of southern Democrats was successful in preventing the
advancement of civil rights in the years 1865-77 and 1933-45.’ How far do you
agree with this statement?
L2 example answer

Examiner commentary
There is some consideration of key features relevant to the question in
this answer, for example, the opposition in southern states to the full
implementations of the Thirteenth and Fourteenth Amendments or with
regard to the impact of the New Deal on the black community.
However, there are also descriptive passages which are not clearly
related to the focus of the question, notably the reference to the Second
World War, while the section relating to Roosevelt and the effects of the
New Deal needed to be more closely linked with the opposition of
southern Democrats. Here the material lacks depth and tends to
assertion.
An overall judgement is given in the final paragraph with the candidate
stating that southern Democrats were too reluctant to accept change
and blocked legislation but this has limited support from the material
included in the rest of the essay.
It was given a mid L2 mark.

Generic Level Descriptors for L2





There is some analysis of some key features of the period relevant to the question,
but descriptive passages are included that are not clearly shown to relate to the
focus of the question.
Mostly accurate and relevant knowledge is included, but lacks range or depth and
has only implicit links to the demands and conceptual focus of the question.
An overall judgement is given but with limited support and the criteria for
judgement are left implicit.
The answer shows some attempts at organisation, but most of the answer is lacking
in coherence, clarity and precision.

Option 1C Section B: Question 2
Q2 - How acurate is it to say that Germany in the years 1870-79 was less
democratic but more united than it was in the years 1918-24?
Level 3 example response

Examiner commentary
This response includes some analysis of the relevant key features of the periods in the
question. So, for example, it refers to the governmental systems used in Germany in
the 1870s and just after the First World War and makes an attempt to compare just
how democratic they were. Links are made, the comparison of the Kaiser’s powers
during the Second Reich with those of the President under the constitution of the
Weimar Republic, for example. It then goes on to attempt the same for the issue of
unity.
The answer also includes some accurate and relevant knowledge, particularly with
reference to the different ways in which Germany was governed however, the longer
the essay goes on, the more it lacks depth, becoming increasingly assertive with
regard to the issue of unity in particular. This is exemplified in the paragraph
beginnning ‘However, during 1918-24, there was not much nationality…’ – here the
candiate attempts to assess how united Germany was under Bismarck, but it is clear
that the criteria for the judgement that ‘a kind of unity’ was created are not properly
substantiated by the material.
This same weakness is apparent in the conclusion. The answer does show some
organisation and the general trend of the argument is clear.
It was given a mid L3 mark.

Generic Level Descriptors for L3





There is some analysis of, and attempt to explain links between, the relevant key
features of the period and the question, although some mainly descriptive passages
may be included.
Mostly accurate and relevant knowledge is included to demonstrate some
understanding of the demands and conceptual focus of the question, but
material lacks range or depth.
Attempts are made to establish criteria for judgement and to relate the overall
judgement to them, although with weak substantiation.
The answer shows some organisation. The general trend of the argument is clear, but
parts of it lack logic, coherence or precision.

Option 1A Section B: Question 2
Q2 - How accurate is it to describe the new American state as united in the
years 1776-83 and 1786-91?
Level 4 example response

Examiner commentary
This answer responds directly to the conceptual focus of the question by considering
the degree to which the American state was united in both periods specified. So, for
example, there is reference to the unifying effects of the war against Britain and
individuals such as Jefferson, together with consideration of the differences over the
structure of the new state between the ‘Feds’ and ‘Non-Feds’.
Throughout, sufficient knowledge is deployed to demonstrate understanding and meet
most of the demands of the question. However there is some lack of development in
places (with regard to the unifying effects of the Declaration of Independence for
example) and generally, the answer could have benefitted by reference to a wider
range of material, the way in which slavery remained a dis-unifying factor in both
periods perhaps.
Valid criteria are established by which a judgement can be made. Notably the fact that
both ‘Feds’ and ‘Non-Feds’ were able to work through their differences and ratify the
new constitution justifies the conclusion that the American state was unified in the
‘main part’. Again, some of the evaluations made, with regard to the manner in which
the Revolutionary War acted as a unifying factor for example, are only partially
substantiated, thus this was given a Level 4 rather than a Level 5 mark.
Overall, the argument is well organised and communicated with clarity, sufficient to
merit a mark high in Level four.

Generic Level Descriptors for L4





Key issues relevant to the question are explored by an analysis of the relationships
between key features of the period.
Sufficient knowledge is deployed to demonstrate understanding of the demands and
conceptual focus of the question and to most of its demands.
Valid criteria by which the question can be judged are established and applied in the
process of coming to a judgement. Although some of the evaluations may be only
partly substantiated, the overall judgement is supported.
The answer is generally well organised. The argument is logical and is communicated
with clarity, although in a few places it may lack coherence or precision.

Option 1D Section B: Question 2
Question - ‘The influence of southern Democrats was successful in preventing the advancement
of civil rights in the years 1865-77 and 1933-45.’ How far do you agree with this statement?

L5 example response

Examiner commentaries
This mid L5 response sustains an analysis of the issues key to the question
throughout. It considers both the different ways in which southern Democrats were
able to hinder the advancement of civil rights in both periods specified, and the extent
to which these attempts could be considered successful.
A key feature of this answer is the confident deployment of knowledge which allows
the candidate to demonstrate an understanding the issues raised by the question. The
paragraph concerning the manner in which southern Democrats prevented the
implementation of civil rights in the former period is a good example of this, and
generally, the essay includes a range of precise and detailed knowledge. Also, in
making a judgement, valid criteria are established, and their relative significance
evaluated. For example, it is noted that the actions of southern Democrats allowed the
de facto segregation of society to emerge in the years 1865-77 and blocked attempts
to dismantle it in the years 1933-45. In contrast, the actions of Presidents Grant and
Roosevelt were able to overcome this with, for example, the New Deal which boosted
the status of Black Americans.
This justifies the conclusion that in fact, Southern Democrats were not fully successful
in preventing the advancement of civil rights.

Generic Level Descriptors for L5





Key issues relevant to the question are explored by a sustained analysis and
discussion of the relationships between key features of the period.
Sufficient knowledge is precisely selected and deployed to demonstrate
understanding of the demands and conceptual focus of the question, and to respond
fully to its demands.
Valid criteria by which the question can be judged are established and applied and
their relative significance evaluated in the process of reaching and substantiating
the overall judgement.
The answer is well organised. The argument is logical and coherent throughout and is
communicated with clarity and precision.

