Question 1 (a)

”Consult all the sources and your knowledge of this period.  Which of them3 would an historian value most…in a study of…/in assessing…/as evidence of…”

Note:  You focus only on the positive things about the source.  

· Start by saying “All of the sources have some value to a historian”.  In other words, don’t fall into the trap of saying a source is useless or isn’t very useful – otherwise why did they bother to put it in?!

· “W” words will show you what adds to/takes away from usefulness (what you find out) and/or reliablility (can you believe it?) of each source.  Note: – you will only have time to cover perhaps 3 “w” words – prioritise what/what’s missing, who, when

What information do you find?  
Really explore the source in depth!
· Does it provide a valuable point of view?

· Does it provide a lot of important information?

· Are there any new ideas expressed?  Does the source reveal +
· Did any predictions in the source come true?

· Is there any element of self-doubt?
Was there a result of what was said in the source?  

· Perhaps something was said that made something happen.

Who wrote it? 

· Well-informed?  

· Bias (not necessarily a negative thing – bias may well help you to see a particular viewpoint) - quote to show how the view is expressed (strong words)?  

· Motive?  The author may well have a motive for not telling all the truth or exaggerating - if so, what is it?

· Are they typical within their group?  Do they reflect a particular view, or do others disagree?

When written?  

· Where possible, make a comment about what happened before/around/after dates mentioned either in the caption or in the body of the source itself.

To whom written?  

· Does this make the writer conceal or exaggerate anything?

What kind of source is it? 
	Type of source


	Advantages
	Disadvantages

	Speech


	Clear

Simple
	Made to reflect well on the speaker

	Letter


	Usually open and honest
	Do they represent a typical view?

	Newspaper


	Clear

Usually give the view of a political group as a whole
	Can be exaggerated, sensationalised

	Memoirs


	Written in detail from a witness to events
	Written to reflect well on the speaker

	Memorandum


	Usually open (limited numbers receive it)
	

	Respected historian
	Well researched
Opportunity to use a wide range of sources/check work against range of sources

More detached view
	Information may be lost of forgotten


Source 3 usually comes from a respected historian, and therefore will include carefully researched and (often) detailed information – usually extremely valuable.  This may well be the source you value most – if in doubt, say Source 3
What’s missing? 
· Affects usefulness – is there some aspect of the topic the source doesn’t do? (if you must put in limitations, only 1 minute at end)
Note – You do not have to make a comment on all of these things.  Give priority to the first 4.  

Bearing all this in mind, come to a conclusion on which source is the best.  You will not be expected to pick one in particular.

Question 1 (b)

“Use all the sources and other evidence you have studied.  How far do the sources suggest that…/ support the idea that…?”

Sources

Paragraph 1

Start with… “The sources support the statement to varying degrees”

Paragraph 2

e.g.

“Source 1 partly supports the idea that….”

Then go on to quote in the text where it supports it and where it doesn’t.  Avoid long quotes and paraphrasing.

Look to integrate your own knowledge into the source – is there anything relevant to the question that you can expand on?  Here is how you can do this:
· What’s in it - Content of the source – are there any key words/phrases you could latch on to?

· Predictions made – did they happen?

· When is the source written? – what happened before or after (think of 3 dates, not one)

· Who wrote the source? Is this person well informed (e.g. Dillon had a good track record of good predictions)

· To whom is the source written? – who is the writer really talking to (e.g. Solemn League and Covenant was making a play for English Conservative support)

Paragraph 3
e.g.

“Source 2 strongly supports the idea that...”

Then go on to quote in the text where it supports it and (if there is evidence) where it doesn’t.  Avoid long quotes and paraphrasing.

Look to integrate your own knowledge into the source – is there anything relevant to the question that you can expand on? (see above)
Paragraph 4
e.g.

“Source 3 strongly opposes the idea/largely doesn’t support the idea that…”

Then go on to quote in the text where it doesn’t support it and (if there is evidence), where it does support it. 

Look to integrate your own knowledge into the source – is there anything relevant to the question that you can expand on? (see above)
Other evidence

· Use your knowledge which supports/doesn’t support the proposal
· Use contemporary and later (historians’) interpretations which support/don’t support the proposal
· Consider who wrote the source and when they were written – these may be relevant to the proposal

Note 

· This is not like an AS/1 2(b) answer.  The sources need a thorough examination of the sources first, and it shouldn’t be in essay style
· The above are examples only.  It will not, for instance, necessarily be the case that Source 1 strongly supports the proposal, or that Source 3 strongly opposes it.  They are simply put in the way they are to show how to phrase an answer.
Question 2 (essay question)
Total or 35 marks 

· 15 marks for interpretations (contemporary interpretations and historiography [i.e. later interpretations])

· 20 marks for question technique and knowledge

Level 1 

(0-3 marks for interpretations; 0-5 marks for question/knowledge)

· Little or no awareness of contemporary or later interpretations

· Narrative

· Mainly irrelevant

· Mainly inaccurate

· Unclear

· Little understanding

· Little explanation or analysis

· Lack of evidence/detail

Level 2

(4-7 marks for interpretations; 6-10 marks for question/knowledge)

· Some awareness of contemporary or later interpretations

· More relevant than Level 1

· More accurate than Level 1, but still lapses in accuracy

· Clearer than Level 1

· Some focus on the question

· Some explanation and/or analysis

Level 3

(8-11 marks for interpretations; 11-15 marks for question/knowledge)

· Satisfactory analysis (examining in detail) of contemporary and later interpretations

· Relevant

· Accurate

· Clear

· Good focus on the question

· Uses specialist vocabulary (key terms)

· Well organised

· Balanced (looking at both sides of the argument)

· Good detail (evidence/examples)

· Sound analysis

Level 4
(12-15 marks for interpretations; 16-20 marks for question/knowledge)

· Good analysis of contemporary and later interpretations

· Consistently relevant

Mark Scheme A2/2 sources (Q1)
Question 1 (a)  (15 marks)
Level 1 (0-3)
· Paraphrasing the content of the source

· Unsupported claims made

Level 2 (4-7)
· Provides information from different viewpoints
· Provides information from different times

· Confined only to the sources

Level 3 (8-11)
· Going into more detail showing the usefulness of the sources
· Going beyond source content – exploring authorship and date of sources

Level 4 (12-15)
· Using a wide range of ways to prove the usefulness of the source – authorship, date, motive, viewpoint, intended audience
· Brings in own knowledge

Question 1 (b)   (20 marks – 10 for sources, 10 for knowledge)
Level (0-3 for sources; 0-3 for knowledge)
· Inaccurate
· Narrative

· Limited understanding

· Paraphrasing of sources only, or…

· Little reference to sources

Level 2 (4-5 for sources; 4-5 for knowledge )
· Some accuracy

· More relevant than Level 1 – still may contain irrelevance
· Clearer than Level 1 – still may lack clearness

· Contains some explanation and analysis

Level 3 (6-7 for sources; 6-7 for knowledge)
· Relevant
· Clear

· Developed explanation and analysis

Level 4 (8-10 for sources; 8-10 for knowledge)
· Very effective use of knowledge
· Well developed and substantiated (very detailed) explanation and analysis
