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Introduction

This exemplar material serves as a general guide. It provides the following benefits to a teacher:

Gives teachers an appreciation of the variety of work that can be produced for this unit
Shows how the mark scheme has been applied by a senior assessor
Provides examples of both good and weak application of different parts of the mark scheme

Provides real examples of work conducted under controlled assessment conditions.

It is important to make the point that the teacher support materials play a secondary role to the
Specification itself. The Specification is the document on which assessment is based and specifies
what content and skills need to be covered in delivering the course. At all times, therefore, this
teacher support should be read in conjunction with the Specification. If clarification on a particular
point is sought then that clarification should be found in the Specification itself.

Guidance on using the generic mark scheme

The generic mark scheme must be used.

It consists of five bands. Each of these bands has descriptors which cover a range of criteria
and all the assessment objectives.

A 'best fit' approach should be adopted when using the mark scheme. This means that an
answer does not have to meet all the criteria in a band before being placed in that band.
Look for a best match. If an answer matches Band 4 better than either Band 3 or Band 5,
even though it may contain elements of both Bands 3 and 5, it should be placed in Band 4.

The descriptors should be read and applied as a whole.

Answers should be read as a whole. A 'tick box' approach should not be used when marking
work, nor should it be used by candidates when they are writing their answers.

The most important criteria in the descriptors of any band are the ones in the first few bullet
points. These are to do with relevance, focus, command of the topic being analysed,
organisation, the ability to form one's own arguments and judgements and justify them. In
other words — to answer the question.

When marking the work use these first bullet points to determine which band an answer goes
into. The quality of the use of sources/interpretations will be used to determine where in the
band the answer can be placed.
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Other guidance on deciding the mark within a band

. The extent to which the statements within the band have been achieved
o The quality of written communication.
For example:

o An answer that convincingly meets nearly all the requirements of a band descriptor should be
placed at or near the top of that band.

o An answer that meets many of the requirements of the band descriptor but never does so in
a convincing manner should be placed in the middle of the band.

o If an answer is on the borderline between two bands but it is decided that it fits better the
descriptors for the lower of these two bands, then it should be placed near the top of that
band.

Annotation of candidates' work

Annotating work can be helpful to both the marker and to the moderator. There are two types of
annotation:

o Formative annotation. This might consist of short comments made throughout the work. It
can be used to identify where a candidate, for example, produced explanation or an
argument, or supports a point of view with use of evidence from sources. Such comments
are very helpful when a marker comes to make an overall assessment of the work.

o Summative annotation. This comes at the end of the work and attempts to sum up the key
qualities of the work that have led to it being placed in a certain band. It is helpful if the
terminology of the generic mark scheme is used.

OCR has produced a detailed guide to controlled assessment for this specification. It can be
downloaded from the OCR website using the following link:

http://www.ocr.org.uk/download/sm/ocr 32340 sm gcse ca quide.pdf

Anyone who has not read the guide should do so as it contains some very important guidance.
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Script A — Candidate work and moderator

commentary

How important was Lenin in Bringing about Political Change in Russia in 19177

There were several key people and factors that brought about political change in Russia in 1917,

Some historians would argue Lenin was very important in bringing about political change, whilst e
others would argue that the First World War or the Tsar's mistakes were more important. Others I E?j'
would argue Trotsky or the Provisional Government were more important, However [ argue that
Trotsky was more important than Lenin in bringing about political change in Russia, and was also U\ﬂxj |
mofe important than the other factors mentioned, Trotsky had the control of all the troops in Russia w
and his political position and his public speaking skills caused him fo have a bigger impact in

ﬂj brjnging about political change in Russia in 1917 than Lenin.

1l

ofrﬁu . cleei™ Evr‘ﬂi’ . e .

N One important and long term factor whichled to political change in Russia in 1917 was the First
Waorld War. Russia had suffered a series of heavy defeats with the Tsar in charge, with millions of
lives being lost. After the initial excitement about Russia entering the war, they lost a series of
devastating battles including the battles of Tannenburg and the Masurian Lakes where hundreds of
thousands of lives were lost. This caused the people al home to be angry at the Tsar and blamed him
for the defeats. The soldiers also showed lack of support for the war and the Tsar, as abandonment B0t
was frequent. Source 14 describes the poor conditions the soldiers had to fight in. “The army is
drowning in its own blood.” The source tells us that it wasn't the fact that the Germans or Austro-
Hungarians were particularly strong, but the fact that the Russian soldiers were poorly equipped and w*
organised. This would have led to frustration within the ranks as the Tsar was trying to lead the
poorly equipped soldiers into a battle they couldn’t win — he was leading millions of men to their |
death. This source can be trusted as it was written by a Russian general at the time, who would have ,Eﬂruf‘-Q[
had first hand experience of the lack of resources and the conditions the men were fighting in. Lyt
Another reason why the war brought about political change in Russia was the lack of compensation.
The women and children who had lost their husbands, fathers or SONS Were R:m__migmd cnrn_Ei_ai_]jg;_inn
and war ﬂng,umsian@uwmum&m;xg_mﬁvml either. Discontent began bu'ﬂamg up owards E?
the Tsar, as people blamed him for their difficulties and the death of the millions of solders. This led l{ﬁa
to many people looking for altemative Teaders fo help them through their time of troubles, and
wanting to get rid of the Tsar.™
The war also caused a shortage of food within Russia, Although there was enough food and fuel, the
rail network could not cope with the demands of the war, industry and populations of the citics, “The
mass of indusirial workers are quite ready to let themselves go to the wildest excesses of a hunger
riot.” Source 17 tells us that even at the end of 1916, the police and officials can see that the food
shortage was causing resentment and depression. This also tells us that more people began to turn
their backs on the Tsar and instead looked towards political groups who promised solutions. It also
reveals that the probability of riots was extremely high; this meant that the people were upset with
the Tsar and would go against him, which they eventually did, The food shortages widon trigger {RIC
cause for political change, as it was the final straw that the people suffered under the Tsar’s rule
before the riots that led to the March Revolution, In comparison to Lenin, the First World War was
as important in bringing about political change in Russia in 1917, 1t was both a long-term and the | e
trigger cause for the March Revolution, which took Russia into a new leadership and political ,-_-_-*)q"
structure. It also was important in later political changes, as it helped the Bolsheviks gain support
through their anti-war policies and unpopularity towards the Provisional .Governiment through their M;[
decision to continue on with the war effort. However, as explained later on, the increase in%:

Bolshevik supporl was unnecessary.
{_'lLEJ’.;E‘ Another important factor which led to political change in Russia was the Tsar’s mistakes. One

W mistake the Tsar made was during the 1905 Revolution. “[He had] lost the affection of the Russian
people.” During a peaceful protest, the Tsar sent a group of soldiers to deal with the relatively small

Page 2 ofé

ot Aan

GCSE History B 5 of 56



protestors led by Father Gapon outside his palace in St.Petersburg. This brought
ent towards the Tsar and as Source 7 says, the Tsar was never safe afterwards. As a response
"« 1905 Revolution, the Tsar had issued the October Manifesto. However, although he had
reed to some of the demands the protestors had made, these changes never had much effect. The
& 'ear had agreed to set up a Duma, so the voice of the people could be heard and acted upon, He
'. didn’t allow it to rulc and dissolved it on several occasions. The Tsar gave it no real powers; instead
it was there to keep the people happy and the Tsar still in an autocratic position. The Russian people
realised what the Tsar was doing and this was added to the long line of mistakes the Tsar made.
5. The most crucial mistake the Tsar made was the decision to take control of the army in September
-Fe"'J" " 1915, during the First World War. Unfortunately for the soldiers the Tsar had little experience in
organising and managing troops. This meant he did nothing to help the war eifort (he quite possibly
made it worse) and people began to blame him for the continuous defeats the Russian army was
taking. This meant that the soldiers and the people at home began to lose faith in the Tsar and bepan
to turn towards other people who nffe‘l:l:_ti_g_gppurt, such as the Bolsheviks. )
Coupled with him going to war, the Tsar made another mistake of leaving the Tsarina in charge. She
had assumed that she would have the same authority the Tsar had and the people would worship and
~ lrespect her the same way they worshipped and respected the Tsar. However one issue was that the
cex) Tsarina was rarely seen_in public. The Tsar was seen as a “father fipure” for the Russian people, and
father needs (0 communicate and relate to his children. Since theé Tsarina was rarely seen, the
eople of Russia felt that she couldn’t be depended on to rule the couniry, so they lost faith in her,
hat made things worse was that the Tsarina was bom jn Gerimany. This led to people thinking she
as working with the engmy,.and was plotting behind Russia’s back.
As the Tsarina was an incompetent leader she appointed the help of Rasputin to run the country.
Rasputin had helped the Tsar’s son stay alive and the Tsarina had had a place in her heart for him
since. Source 19 shows that Rasputin had a firm hold the Tsarina, both physically and mentally. This
allowed Rasputin to have a secure position in the Tsar's govemment, which he took advantage of.
Source 23 also shows the hold he has over the Tsarina; another problem it shows was that the Tsar’s
eyes were closed._We can infer that the Tsar is unaware of what is going on around him. This shows

el

P

how out of touch the Tsar was with what was going on around him, This led to the Anstocracy
concerned about Rasputin's ever growing power and the Tsar’s oblivious eye towards him.
The fact that Rasputin was running the country caused uprear among the citizens. Rasputin was
known to be a womanizer and was corrupting the government from the inside out, putting his friends
and people who would pay him in power, Opposition to the Tsar capitalized on the fact that the Tsar
?KP allowed Rasputin to make controversial decisions and change the staff in the government, Rasputin
essentially ruined the Tsar’s image a8 4 strong Jeader. The opposition claimed the Tsar was too weak
to run Russia as he was unaware ol Rasputin’s actions and they suggested changes should be made.
The fact that the Tsar was becoming inereasingly unpopular led to the Tsar's safety as ruler of
Russia under threat. People were becoming increasing angry towards him and wanted change. The
fact that he was unaware of Rasputin’s action also added to the woity of the Russian people. The
Tsar's mistakes were long term causes for political change in Russia, as people were becoming
restless under his rule and wanted a change in leadership and in the political system. Couple with the
war, the weaknesses and mistakes of the Tsar essentially brought about the first step of political
change in Bussia: the March Revolution. In comparison to Lenin, the Tsar's mistakes were as
important in creating political change. If it wasn't for the war the Tsar wouldn’t have left Russia and
ft Rasputin and the Tsarina in charge. Also if the Tsar had been a great and successful ruler there
would have been no need to change the political structure in Russia.

One of the most important people E‘:} ringing about political change in Russia in 1917 was Vadimir
Lenin. Lenin was the leader of the Bolsheviks, and had heen an avid supporter of socialism even
from when he was at University. Although his role in the March Revolution was minimal (he was
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' E':witz.u‘land in exile at the time), his impact on political change in the after months was
||["'|-i

ews that a revolution was happening in Russia, the Genmans had issued a train to take Lenin
Petrograd, in the hope that it would avert the Russians” attention off the war. Once Lenin had
. he issued the April Theses. “Bread, Peace, Land... All Power to the Soviets,” Source 44A
5 that I.min “ﬁlmkc whut the people wanted to say, but dir.ln"l km}w how™, The April Tllesm_:

power for the Bﬂ]shmrlks
i Along with the April Theses, Lenin attacked the Provisional Government and any Bolsheviks
] - supporting them. Lenin’s frequent public speeches about changes to the current system and socialist
views cansed people to begin supporting the Bolsheviks® ideals.
The April Theses and the other speeches Lenin gave made him one of the most influential and
radical-thinking people in Russia. “[Lenin] was the overall planner of the revolution...” Source 47
supports the idea that Lenin was one of the most important people to cause political change in Russia
+y in 1917. However the source was from a book in 1987, so the_accuracy of the statement may be
argued. On the other hand sources 51 and 54 both agree with source 47, saying that his speeches
nfluenced many people to join and support the Bolsheviks. This meant that more and more people
were turhing towards Bolshevik ideas, which would have led to a possibility of the Bolsheviks
F winning the elections.
i o However, it could be arpued that Lenin’s role in increasing support and the size of the party was
; irrelevant. The Bolsheviks had seized power though a coup d’etat; over the course of a few days they
uﬁ.ﬂr secured major buildings in Petrograd, post offices and train stations ete, This, known as the October
orads | Revolution, showed that Lenin's work.in-gaining_guppor_was rather pointless, as they tpok power

o | before the elggtions. (It was also the Socialist Revolutionaries who won the elections after the

El-!-':j' Cetober Revolution, but Lenin, who was in charge of Russia, 1gnored the rosulis. This shows that
Wwen after Lenin's speeches, many Russians looked towards rival political parties for support instead

of the Bolsheviks; therefore Lenin’s role in influencing the Russian public was uiterly pointless.) On
the other hand people argue that it was Lenin who decided when to seize power when they did. This
meant that it was Lenin who was the trigger cause for one of the most important events in history,
and the cause for political change in the later part of 1917.

Lenin was very important in bringing about political change in Russia. Many historians argue that it
was him who was both the long-term and the trigger canse for the October Revolution, through the
organization of the Bolsheviks, the April Theses and the decision when to take control.

Like Lenin, Leon Troisky was a very important Bolshevik who helped bring about political change

W in Russia in 1917, Although originally a Menshevik, afler his release from prison in early 1917 he

joined the Bolsheviks. Also like Lenin again, he had little impact _on_the March Revolution,

av compared to the First World War and the Tsar, Howe¥er, Trotsky's role in the October Revolution
.I.(H'Ev Was c:mm-ﬁ}.r_mu:{rﬁalﬂ

l'“? Although sources 51 and 54 argue that Lenin was a terrific public speaker and was the brains behind

the Bolsheviks - he spoke what “the people wanted to say, but didn't know how™ — sources 58 and

02 argne differently. Trotsky “outshone Lenin” in many of the ways people regard as Lenin’s finest

attributes and talents. This means that quite possibly Trotsky was more important in bringing support

for the Bolsheviks than Lenin was. However, as mentioned earlier, support for the Bolsheviks was

¢ rather pointless. Lenin’s role in the build-up to the October is unguestionable, however due 1o the

oy Soviet Union and Stalin trying to erase Trotsky from history, people sometimes forget the major role
Jrotskey had too.
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ilst Lenin was leader of the Bolsheviks, Trotsky was the luadnri:i’lm Military Revelutionary
mmittee (MRC). This gave Trotsky control over all the troops within Petrograd, giving him the
" erueial military support the Bolsheviks used during the October Revolution. His primary position in
" the Petrosrad Soviet also allowed Trotsky to have an impact on the way the country was govemned,
and could restrict the power of the Provisional Government if he wanted to. Although Lenin had the
idlens, it was Trotsky who put those into action and had the power behind him to carry out his, and
Lenin's, plans.
Whilst some historians argue that it was Lenin who was the trigger cause for the October
Revolution, Trotsky was the one who passed the suggestion, and was the one who orgamised the
coup d'etat, Source 50 says that Lenin's role in the Bolsheviks Revolution “fell far short of
Trotsky’s”. However this source is not dated and is not told where the book was written, so although
it can be used it may not be trusted. It may alse be based on opinion, rather than factual knowledge,
| weakening its reliahility. However sources 62 and 63 agree with it, staying that Trotsky was far
goh- | smarter and more important than Lenin. This correlation of the sources information means that
souree 50 can be trusted: hence Lenin's role may well have been less important, in the eyes of the
author,
To summarise, Trotsky was more important in bringing about political change in Russia in 1917 than
Lenin, Whilst Lenin may have had the ideas and be the trigger cause for the October Revolution,
Trotsky’s speaking abilitics and political position ensured that support for the Bolsheviks increased
and, as the leader_of the MRC, gave him the power the Bolsheviks needed to seize control over
Petrograd and the rest of Russia.

pa bk Another factor which led to political change in Russia in 1917 was the Provisional Government.
Whilst some argue that as they were only in power provisionally they could not have been expected
to achieve much {and yet led to yet further political change), others argue that their role in ruling
Russia could have been stronger.
Taking over from the Tsar in March, 1917, the Provisional Government inherited all the problems
the Tsar faced. They firstly set about meeting the requirements written in the October Manifesto,
from 1905, Although they did iniroduce laws such as g minimum wage and the freedom of speech,
they forgot to meet the new requirements of 1917, This meant that instead of listening 1o the
{ﬂP demands of the people at the time, they listened to the older demands, which were not necessarily
relevant in 1917. Whilst the people of Russia wanted to pull out of the-war and get back to their
}5 “normal” lives, the Provisional Government continued with the war effort and the “Kerensky
I‘l,-E Offepsive”. Their reasons to do this were to keep the allies on their side and that nobody wanted to
=

be defeated by the Germans, However the war_continued to-do-badly. It drained up Russia’s
resources and authority and pbedience Tio Tonger existed in the army. This led to people become
4 | resentful towards the Provisional Government in the same way they were to the Tsar.

| Another mistake the Provisional Government made was that they wouldn’t give the peasants the land
ﬁ*’l"\? they craved. However people tike Lenin and the Bolsheviks encouraged the peasants to seize land
fot themselves and ignore the Government, and that's what they did.
One of the most crucial mistakes the Provisional Government made was the July Days. On 17" July
1917 demonstrations took place over opposition to the war, Source 38 shows that the demonsirators
were fired on. This source was an actual photograph at the event, so it ¢an be frusted. The source
shows that the July Days were almost a mirror_image of Bloody Sunday, when the Tsar shot on
profestors who Were pescefilly protesting about working hours and wages ete. This shows that the
Provisional Government was just as bad as the Tsar — they didn’t meet the current needs of the
people and would shoot at the citizens of Russia when they prolested against the Government’s

e i

decisions,
PoEEbly the most crucial mistake made by the Provisiopal Goverpment was 1o appoint-Kornilev- as

General of the Army. Angry at Russia’s current position, Komilov decided to seize control of the
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,:-;-_.-=. erment. Worried, Kerensky (the Prime Minister of Russia at the time) asked the Bolsheviks for
W, although they were currently in exile, Kerensky gave rifles to the Red Guard, the Bolsheviks’
troops, for the battle against Komilov. However, thanks to talks betorchand, Kornilov never arrived,

however the Bolsheviks kept the rifles, This gave the Bolsheviks all they needed to seize control of

- Petrograd, which they ultimately did, This short-term cause for the October Revolution Was el
impditant, as without it the Bolsheviks : may have never thought they would be prepared to take | [;od0
power, and lost their chance to seize control. o

Although it is asy to blame the Provisional Government solely for their mistakes, it has to be taken
into account that they didn’t have total power. Source 32 shows that in Order No 1 the Provisional
Govemnment could only carry out orders when they didn’t contradict with the decisions of the
Petrograd Soviet. As the Provisional Government were_mainly-made up_of the Aristocracy, their &P
policies aud&rd_eg_aimﬁ Jrarely agrecd and would have to be discussed. This meant that creating new ’
laws and changes in the political system would {ake time, and that actions that had to be quickly

carried out took time, as it had to be authorized by the Soviets,

Owverall the Provision Government was not as important as Lenin in bringing about political change

in Russia. Although they may not have directly made any changes in the way the political system

was in Russia in 1917, their short term cause for the October Revolution was very important, as it f‘}ql'}
could be argued without it the Bolsheviks wouldn’t have got into the position to take power. Also the
Provisional Government was the first step towards a more socialist Russia; a stepping stone which

Lenin and the Bolsheviks leapt on to to take control of Russia.

Like many historical events there was no single factor or person for bringing about political change

in Russia in 1917, The combination of the First World War and the Tsar's mistakes contributed
towards the March Revolution, whilst the joint effort of Lenin and Trotsky and the failures of the
Provisional Govemnment led to the October Revolution; the two main causes of bringing about
political change in 1917. However the most important factor for bringing about poljtical change in
Russia in 1917 was Leon Trotsky. Compared to Lenin he had studied political theory and had Elef>.
control over the MRC and the Petrograd Soviet. This gave him both the theoretical and physical
advantage over Lenin in the October Revolution, of which both people were crucially important. |
Although 1 argue that Trotsky was more important, without Lenin the ball may never have got |}
rolling and the October Revolution may never have occurred at all, possibly the most important
event in the twentieth century,
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Script A — Moderator commentary

The question, although familiar and predictable, is fine. It is based on the 2010 generic question
for the Depth Study. However, it should be noted that some of the best work has been produced
by candidates using questions on less familiar topics. This often produced ‘fresher’ work and
encourages candidates to produce arguments and points of view that are genuinely their own.
This is what we are trying to encourage — provided they are supported by analysis and evidence.

The first paragraph identifies a number of factors as well as Lenin. It is good to see the candidate
telling us what the argument is going to be (Trotsky was the most important factor). Itis
encouraging to see the candidate having a point of view of his own. Perhaps the introduction also
needs a brief explanation of what the political change in 1917 consisted of.

We might have expected the candidate to have started with Lenin as he is named in the question.
His importance really needs to be compared with each of the others. However, the candidate
starts with the First World War (although it is difficult to see this as a long-term factor as the
candidate states). There is a good explanation of how and why the war had an impact back in
Russia. Evidence from sources is used to support the argument. There are weak attempts at
evaluation — the answer would be stronger without these. A comparison with Lenin is attempted
but it is not developed.

The candidate moves on to the Tsar's mistakes. The section on 1905 and the Duma are not really
made relevant to 1917. The answer is much better on the Tsar's mistakes in relation the First
World War. There is some use of sources to support the argument. Towards the bottom of page 3
there is a link made with the March Revolution and a comparison with Lenin.

The answer then moves to Lenin. His role is explained. There is some use of sources to support it
but weak evaluation. Comments like these should be left out, for example, it is from a book from
1987 so not accurate. There is a good final paragraph assessing Lenin's importance.

The answer moves on to Trotsky and then the Provisional Government. The relative importance of
Lenin and Trotsky are compared. As Trotsky is the candidate's choice as most important factor we
might have expected rather more analysis of him. There is some use of sources to support. The
importance of the Provisional Government is explained well.

The candidate does keep to the question and does compare the importance of each of the factors
with the importance of Lenin. He argues that Trotsky was the most important factor and it would
have been better to have seen this emerging more strongly as the answer developed, for example,
explaining why Trotsky was more important than each of the other factors. As this has not been
done the conclusion needs to be longer to finally establish the case for Trotsky. However, it would
have been better to have argued this throughout the answer so that a conclusion was not
necessary.

The candidate does compare factors and does make links, and does answer the question. There
is almost no irrelevance and the organisation is sound if not perfect. The candidate demonstrates
a good command of the topic, although there is some uncertainty in relation to short-term and long-
term causes. The strength of the answer is that the candidate has a clear view of what his answer
is and argues and supports it. These qualities are in Band 5. There is a frequent use of sources
as evidence to support the analysis and the arguments — there could have been a little more.
However, the major weaknesses of the work are the naive attempts at evaluation — these should
have been left out. The candidate touches on interpretations but this is not a major focus.

Band 5 — selects and deploys relevant knowledge and information well. This is used to answer the
question. Good understanding of the events. The candidate is aware of links and makes good
comparisons. He develops an argument of his own which is supported. Good regular use of
sources to support the argument, although sometimes the sources are used to illustrate points
rather than to support arguments. Some awareness of interpretations. The answer is too long but
there is almost no irrelevance. One way of shortening the answer would have been to have
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covered fewer factors. We are not expecting candidates to cover every possible aspect of a
guestion. They should make clear at the beginning of the answer what their strategy is.

Overall — Band 5/48. A few weaknesses here and there prevent full marks being awarded.
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Script B — Candidate work and moderator

commentary

Ty
=

e ot o
l.l'l:l-"*ll

et HRE

How important was Sir Douglas Haig in bringing allied
victory in world war one?

Tuesday 20" March 2010

Sir Douglas Haig very important man because he was commander in
chief for the British arm. And I think that he is very important
because he is the leader of the British arm also he was commander in
chief of the French arms. So that goes to show that this man was truly
important to the both countries.

On the battle of the Somme Lloyd George said that it was one of the
bloodiest battles that he had ever seen or heard and Lloyd George
even put the blame on Sir Douglas because it was like about 70,000
British solders died in that battle.

Also Sir Douglas Haig was working on an *outbreak of the war in
August 1914, Haig helped organize the British Expeditionary Force,
commanded by Field marshal with sir john French”. And that’s all
what happened when the world war one was going on.

Also Sir Douglas Haig was badly criticised for his leader ship during
the First World War, The criticism what Haig got was bad and good.
The bad was about “Haig was a bad Fields marshal and in the war he
didn’t give No supplies. And No equipments for the solders”. “The
good criticism what Haig got was that he was good commander“form
the solders...

CWK 2. Tuesday 20™ April 2010

12 of 56

I can back up this information on a TV series because the TV show
goes on about Sir Douglas Haig like what had happened in the First
World War with all the poor conditions and the TV show. Show how
the British solders didn’t like Haig for the lark of supplies, equipment
and weapﬁﬁs. But the TV show is not with Haig side because there just
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saying really bad comments about him. Finally they only some good
things that they said on the TV show and that he is a good fields
marshal and a good commander.

Now Fields marshal Sir Douglas Haig was commander in chief of two
brilliant armies one of them was the British and the other one was the
France from 1916 to 1918, Haig was in charge of the British forces. At
CK the battle of Somme, this was from July to I"h'tw,eﬁhcr 1916. This was
n ‘ one of the bloodiest battles in the history of warfare. Now I think that
- "% Haig was a hero because the British did win the war and it was one of
Ldti;hnf: bloodiest battles and Haig got blamed for it because hundreds of
people was missing they loved ones from the battle in world war one.

But on the other hand Britain did win war of Sir Douglas Haig.

Fhag
lll.':u-'t‘l

And Finally Douglas Haig Butcher or hero? Douglas Haig has been
blamed for the deaths of thousands of men who were under his control
in worlds war one. The battle of Somme was one of his worst fights
hﬁfm& what Haig has ever commarided. They were 55,000 British soldiers
wofied  died in the First World War on the first day alone. After the Battle of
Somme Haig earned himself a nickname “Butcher of the Somme”,

CWK 3. Tuesday 20™ April 2010

Well all know is at the Americans wanted to join the war and they
would have needed to pick a side with the Germans or with British
and the /Frem:h. So the Americans join with the British and the
French. The Americans was actually well equipped for the war also
they got four million men going to the war and they had two million
men all;cady there, so that meant they was well organised and well
planed. I can back up all that information, “on July 29 1918, the

- Germans were just 55 miles from Paris“I really think that the
k Americans was important in the war because they did so much in the

Swvuu}m

i i-q,'!r""
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war, they even was a big help fighting in the war, I can back up this
information. By this fact “they held off the Germans attacks for two
“ {“days and then they s::mudr attacked”. So I think they was the

"“ =y
Americans was such a big help to Britain and France yﬁl them to
countries wouldn’t of won the First World War with out America.
o ok tuge  lgeah
CWK 4, Tuesday 20™" April 2010

There are lots of different things what had helped Britain. By wining
the war, one of the things was they the weapons and the tanks. The
tanks were the mean thing what made Britain won the war. America
was the one who had the higher technology of weapons they had
machine guns to kill off the enemies quicker besides the British had

Tk o) the big tanks to Kill people with, farthermore the tanks could take

oo g down bigger thm? however the Germans had some think different

"l“i:l:d they had the gas mask, to cover over they faces since they was
throwing gases. Finally overall the Britain had the best weapon of all
the tanks it was bigger, ht;ifter in use in the war,

Well I would like to talk to you about the British blockade and what
they did in world war one. In 1916 — 17 the British blockade used a
British Navy to go over sea to block off the Germans food supply,
materials, weapons equipment and other stuff being imported over
EL’;L&* sea. With the blockade did seceded in that, I can back up this
lwoled  conclusion in this quotation “Over 750,000 German civilians are said
oed '-”"; to have died from starvation caused by the blockade during and after
= the War™ now if this wasn’t for Hai’g}{uf making this plain for the war
Germany would of got they way around the war and won. So that
goes to show how Haig though of this himself as well he was

independent in this work,
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CWK5. ' Tuesday 207 April 2010

During the war with all the battles and all the other stuff what was

going on Germany was loosening a lot of support from they allies

with was Austria-Hungary and Italy on the other Britain had France

Russia. But Germany had a lack of support from they alliances and 1

think that Italy was the first to drop out because it would of took one

mouth to get to the war and Austria-Hungary drop out because

didn’t want to fight in the war. So I think that if Germany had they

allies back together they could have won the war, © Oh pobr  Gesdad ok sejoe e

Lastly I'm going to talk about if Haig was significant or not? So
know that Haig was a very good commander and he was a field
marshal as well he was dedicated to his work and he determined to
what he support 1_9. do and he did great as well the out come of it was

Covcbnn. e had good plains he had won lots of battles. However they was a

v axe', down side of one Haig’s battles and that was the Battle of the Somme,

suped.  the Somme was a epic fight after the battle a lot of bad criticism was
said about him now I know allot of soldier died in that battle, But
they tried fighting and they did well. Other than Sir Douglas Haig
determined as a general and Britain did win the war, Finally I think
that Sir Douglas Haig was significant.

The End

Ropd Z- 69 Soun ik lrwldhg  damanhhed
G cawetn  dled eod  mobnoh vumd - Con it e qmcl
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Script B — Moderator commentary

The question is acceptable for the Role of the Individual. It fits the generic question.

There is nothing that can really be identified as an introduction. The candidate begins by making a
series of statements about Haig. These statements are valid in themselves but are not related to
why the Allies won in 1918, for example, references to the BEF and the Somme. It is possible to
link these to eventual victory but the candidate fails to attempt this.

The candidate then tries to discuss a TV programme but there is little of merit in this and what is
said is not related to the question. The candidate then moves on to the Somme; again there is a
failure to use any of the material to engage with the question. By this stage of the answer very little
has been said that engages directly with the question about Allied victory in the war.

The candidate, without being explicit about it, then appears to move on to other factors that helped
the Allied victory. American entry into the war is dealt with first. A couple of basic points are made
with some attempt at providing support from sources, but all at a basic level. However, the
candidate does get closer to engaging with the question. The candidate then moves on to other
factors — tanks, the war at sea, and problems facing Germany. These sections are better than the
first half of the answer as they are closer to the question. However, most of the factors are
described. There is no causal explanation and certainly no comparison in terms of importance.

The candidate returns to Haig at the end. This might be intended as a conclusion. There are
several general assertions and the references to the Somme add little. A very weak conclusion.

Overall this answer is Band 2/17 marks. The answer contains some potentially relevant material
which is almost nowhere deployed relevantly to answer the question. There is some irrelevance
but the main characteristic of the answer is a failure to use potentially relevant material to directly
engage with the question. There is little use of sources as support. There is very little on Haig,
especially as he is named in the question. There is no attempt at comparing factors or making
assessments. There are some views but these are assertions. Some relevant knowledge and
information, some description of relevant factors. Little understanding of broad context or the
overall picture. The answer is structured to some degree — it has a shape. It briefly attempts a
conclusion but it is very weak. Little use of sources as supporting evidence.
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Script C — Candidate work and moderator
commentary

my haig history coursework

r.l""xk?tfrd%-!]}f:..- _

ir Douglas Hai€fwas a leading officer since 1914 that many people thought was a
terri eneral/ and a butcher for aﬂﬂﬂmg_ﬁl&,.ﬂ[}ﬂ%ﬂ_ﬁjﬁ_ﬁﬂﬁlﬁwdnmjg
f omme. ITwe-neVET et a man Tn a high position who seemed to me

so utterly devoid of imagination” This was taken from ‘Lloyd George war
S0 Memoirs’, and this statement shows his view of Haig as a British general during
the war. Although this statement could be shown as ‘stabbing Haig in the back'.
Gr Due to the many negative opinions of Haig, some people felt Lloyd George was
assing the blame onte Hafg, as the source was written in 1928 Haig was
deceased and couldn't defend his honour. However, alot of peup1e think that he
- ;- was an extremely good general because he E]ayed a major role in helping the
.ﬂﬁip A1 Fres win the-war—amd_Wasn't afraid to make sacrifices (such as Joss of soldier
.'Jh“and Tand) in order to Win. SOME tWOUGHY We Wi doing the best he could because
r beinﬁhpressur15ed by the British government to 1aqu;hTanhatxnsﬁmﬁn,xhe_San@din
“jﬁh1c Ehere was & very Tow chante of winming thebattle due to the German -~ . fa
defences. Reason being, The government wanted to relieve the french forces ia” ™. f
Ci. rdun by launching an attack at the north of Verdun. The idea of this was to ‘ﬂ*ﬁpqﬂ}ﬁ
force the germans to move s number of their troops away from the battlefield
thers thought that the large number of casualties throughout the war was the
fault of haig being Stubborn. Refered to Hafg as being 'as_stubborn _as a
St . donkey'' because po matter what happened, he never changei His battle plans.
Halg still had big hopes for his army and he continued to keep up his men's
spirits and moghle. “Al11 _the commanders are full of confidence." This is an <vcge
extract taken from Maig's war diaries, every Géferil - believed the army with the
Clhigher spirits and morale would eventually succeed within the battle so Haig
f'tr_ed his uerﬁ best to keep the victory din his hands. I personally think that )
rha1g wash't the biggest contributer to the Allied wictory But his si nificanczggin
as still rather great. He never gave up when things went wrong and his
V;fgérsistency caused the British to be victorious in battles such as the battle of
the Somme. Although a tremendous amount of haigs troops were killed, during each
\ battle he was commanding. this could be interpreted as him being a bad generg},
:Qﬂ{ﬂﬂl *or just a general who is wWilling to mae sacrifices for the greater good,

Ldepending on how you look at it. People who Took at it in the long run would sa f}ﬂﬂ*
that he's a good general because nt mattér WhHat people s ) HE"fﬁE"HTTTEE‘EfTT% ‘]
wor—the~war—and he was the commander —Tor ohe of the winming AFiies BT Te™ 4 f+
who 166 at it in the short ruf wouTd say he’ 5 @ bad gehéral because each battle z) 14k
Commanded by haig had a high death rate, '

N LA ML)

TAmEr i CANS were-supplyingthe allies with equipmert-but Finy o “ships C%:
transporting the goods were destroyed by the German U-hoats en america foun .
out that Germany were plotting to ally with Mexico, They declared war,

U;EECIarat1ﬂn was on the 1st april 1917,

uff;nuther important aspect of the war is the introduction of the Hﬁg' The

think that america joining the war was a major factor in why Britain won the
- war because they had the biggest and best army throughout the world and they
= hadn't been involved in trench warfare for over 3 years. The fact that they had
Ujﬂ big and powerful army gave them a much needed advantage over the Germans
because they brought over fresh tactics, More soldiers and supplies. This
rapidly heightened the morale of the British troeps because tﬁey had a much
ﬁhiy,ffb1gger chance of defeating Germahy than ever before. “The allies will gain much
S [fj more heart and spirit in your £ompany” This is taken from a letter written to
o \ Ty

American Troops from His MfJ Kin? George V. Everzunﬂ believed the usa would
t

have a_huge impact gn the final result of the war, the American troops took a

sizeable amount of/Weight from the British army’s shoulders which proved to be a
bit advantage.

#/Hhe hundred days was the last German offensive in the war. Tt was the last
possible chance for them to break the stalemate and storm Paris. The hundred
days was caused hK starvation in the German army. And that was caused by the
C\ British navy blocking the German ports for about 3 years] stopping food and
supplies entering the country. The hundred days offengive made a victory on
er1t er side more possible as 1t broke the stalemate dnd transformed the war into
a moving war again. The Americans trained 4 million” troops much guicker than the
Germans expected.
It's sigrificance wasn't huge but still fairly big. Things went guite well for
the Germans; They gained 64 kilometres, broke through Allied 1ines in several
locations, and had the ability to attack paris with heavy gunfire. However, they

Page 1
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ufffp my haig history coursework . /
(. had lost around 400,000 in the process and had no reserve garrison to help. They nfb.%{
were badly fed due to the British Blockade sp“they were forced to raid captured
villages and enemy trenches for food and agsuntion. Also if the stalemate wasn't
broken, it might have bought them more time to train more tpdops to come and
help them whilst they held off the allies in the trenches.

e british blockade put the whole of Germany into poverty. not only was the
army’'s morale rapidly decreasing, but the men, women and children of germany’s
was Jlowering aswell. It lowered Germany's trade from $5.9 billion to 0.8

Ct billden in just 3 years. Over the years, the death toll increased. In
1915-75,000 deaths, 1916-120,000 deaths, 1917-270,000 deaths, and in
191R-300,000 deaths. “By 1918 the German people were hungry and civilian morale
Siv%, was collapsing” This was published in ‘Twentieth Century Battlefields’, this
Spt  shows that the British Blockade LA_massive impa;xqpn_Gg;m?ggwggdmuraTghlgve15
_were_contistently low, cansing-many people, including THE soldiers, to lose 7
i ar. This is5 shown as one of the many reasons

aith in the wvictory of the :
inﬁermany were defeated. However, another belief is that they brought the

starvation on themselves because they took millions of men from the country to
()%t~ t-Fight the allies which caused high prices. That caused farmers and peasants to
o ~5ell their livestock to the markets. Then they had very bad Tuck and were later
struck by abad harvest in 1916 and a terrible winter. those are some of the
thoughts A.1.P Taylpr that are written in a book called 'The first world
war' . Sl o e g
Throughout the war, new weapons were developed and improved (such as tanks,
.,ﬂ""sh'ips1 defence turrets). They esventually came to p]aﬁ a major role in the war.
Britain developed the first successful tank giving the allies an advantage as a
tank could provide excellent cover for the attacking or moving troops. IT could
transport several soldiers at a time and was very hard to destroy unless hit by
direct mortar shell, and because artillery was very inaccurate then, the
chances of that happening were very unlikely. Also, tanks were wvery aood at
{ETTQ crushing barbed-wire defences and providing machine gun fire. However the first
: nks created were prone to break down, they didn't move verY fast at all (They
ug?ﬁave1led at walking speed) and weren't very manoeuvrable. Also the conditions
inside the tank were almost unbearable. “ In some cases where 1nfant;y were
Coeep  CArried din the tank, th&x fainted within three-quarters of an hour of the
0 start,” The soldiers couldn’t breathe inside the machine as there were no
ventilation. Pulses were taken soon after they departed the vehicle and results
uch as 130 beats to the minute were found, this is twice as fast as it should
u;’ﬁave been. Months after the tank was created, the Germans managed to capture one
of them and develop their own. The first British tank was called the mark 1 and
nicknamed "little willie',
I think is has a little bit of importance because if the didn't develop the
tank, the short period if time where Germany never had a tank and Britain had an
‘{fhdvantage could have been replaced by the Germans winning the war or gaining
more of a chance. The tank gave Allies a massive advantage, therefore if it
wasn't developed, Germany might possibly have won the war. The topic of the
development of new weapons cﬁﬁld"he closely Tinked to the USA_joining the war iﬂtr
hecause when they did join, They brought new weapons and technology which the N
allies may not have previously used or Seen. ' o s sy e oy

i

affected the short term of the war but in the bigger picture he proved to be
victorious. However, he couldn’'t have done it alone. I believe Britain couldn’t
have won the war without the entry of the usa and the development of the tanks.
e entry of the Usa relieved Eressure off the British and French soldiers. Haig
had been ordered however to relieve the pressure from the French at verdun and
was fn11¢w1nﬂ.L1nyd George's urders,‘L1n¥d George only started criticiging Halg
once he had died, therefore making himself look better. In 1928 he claimed that
Sg-t« he had "never met a man in a high Ensitinn who seemed so devoid of imagination .
This shows how Lloyd George was taking advantage of the fact that Haig is not in
[, & position to defend himself. Haig wasn’t entirely to blame for the mistakes
caused but he did take respunsihi?ity for his actions. He didn’t take full
redit for the victory as well, he knew he wasn’'t the only contributing factor
dqriqg1th15 war and he praised his fellow allies. Haig realised the usA played a
signiticant part, he recognised he may have been defeated without their elp. vl
The Usa supplied many highly trained troops and advanced weaponry. also, they

Page ? W

#xﬂﬁﬂg was a highly significant factor in World war One. His mistakes only
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szf’ L my haig history coursework
gave the British and French troops a lot more morale, It was believed that the
sjde with_the highest morale would be victorious within the war, so therefore,
ny people believe that reason was one of many how the USA enterin? the war
vgaue us advantage. Another important factor of the war was the development of
the tanks. The new technology also gave Britain and France a morale boost, with
fiew weapons the troops were to feel more eguipped and it gave them more
Ifffsecurity. The tank development showed signs of Britain advancing mere than
Germany . The heavy machines made it easier for the troops as it produced more
machine fire and 1t crushed a huge amount of barbed wire in the battle field.

e tanks proved to be immensely hard to_destroy due to artillery and fire being
guite inaccurate and unreliable. Many soldiers could fit inside the machines
therefore protecting and transporting soldiers aTHng the frontline. T believe
that these factors, including Haig, were proved to be the most important and the
most reliable during world war one. They made Britain wictories in different
ways, such as keeping up morale, advancing weaponry and infantry, and also
protecting more troops. Keeping the count of troops was important as if the
death rate was higher thanephe amount of men recruiting, then they'd be less
soldiers to fight for our £ountry. This would be a huge disadvantage and would
have Tost us the war but fortunately the entry of the USA, the development of
the tanks and the leadership of Haig avoideéd this disaster, thus helping Britain
win the World war and defeat Germany.
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Script C — Moderator commentary

The question is acceptable for the Role of the Individual. The first paragraph is rather crowded. It
presents the two interpretations about Haig — for and against. There is support from sources and
the candidate does present his own judgement — that Haig was not the most important reason for
the Allied victory. The final sentence is interesting. This opening paragraph is the only section on
Haig (apart from the conclusion). As Haig is named in the question, one would have expected
rather more on his contribution (what he actually did), although there is a good explanation of
different interpretations.

The candidate then moves on to other factors: the entry of the US into the war, the naval blockade
and the failure of the final German offensive, and tanks. In each of these sections there is some
support from sources. This sometimes works well but is not always effective. There is some good
explanation, for example, see the section on the US. There is also some effective linking, for
example, between the blockade and the failure of the German offensive. There is some good
explanation of the failure of the offensive and the effects of the blockade. Overall, these sections
contain good explanation, good command of the topic, some linking, some support from sources
and an awareness of different interpretations. The linking also involves comparing the relative
importance of the factors.

However, a major weakness is that the question asks about the importance of Haig and he does
not reappear in this answer until the conclusion. There is some very good work in the body of this
answer but there is little that gives us the candidate's views and judgements about the question, ie
the overall importance of Haig. It would have been better if Haig had been compared with the
other factors as each was dealt with. The conclusion is weak. The candidate argues that although
Haig was important to the Allied victory, the other factors were also important. However, much of
what is said here simply repeats what has already been said about each of these factors. There is
little direct comparison, or linking, between Haig and the other factors.

There is much good work in this answer. The candidate has selected relevant knowledge and
information and deployed it relevantly. He demonstrates a good understanding of the topic and
makes some interesting points. In places there is a good understanding of interrelationships.
There is some use of evidence from sources to support explanations. There could be more and it
does not always contribute to answering the question. In places there is some interesting
discussion of interpretations. Some of the above are on the borderline between Bands 4 and 5.
The main weakness of the work is that it lacks judgements/arguments from the candidate in
relation to the question — how important was Haig in relation to the other factors. This is only dealt
with, and not very satisfactorily, in the conclusion. The overall strategy of the candidate is to deal
with each factor in turn (although there is some linking). This means there is little comparison
between Haig and the other factors and this in turn means there is little argument. It is a shame
this is left until the conclusion where it is not developed enough. Overall — top of Band 4/42
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Script D — Candidate work and moderator
commentary

’
i

How imporiant was haig in bring about unessasary deaths at the batle of the somme.

I thnk tha[@ﬂg was g very important factor in bring about unessasary deaths bui there
were many other fators that helped ld8d to the 420,000 causlites,not just the
uﬂmm@cr and chiel of the british army,

~ To reach a coneclusion on such a sensitive topic you must first analise both sides of the
argument in great detail.

Its an easy thing to blame the man at the top of the whaole British army for the Deaths
at the battle of (he somme, but there were many factors why Haig should not be held
responsible for the 420,000 men killed at the battle of the somme,
When Haig was appointed to the top of the britsh army there had already been one
and a hall years of stalemate in the trenches. No-one, encluding haig had ever had to
“'}ﬁght a war like this ome before long and tactical.So with no experience haig had 1o
adapt his tactics.
It was the germans not the britsh who first dug in trenches, so the britsh had to do the
same or slaughter would have been certain,
w7 (Peapledalways assume that it was Haig’s plan 1o attack at the somme so, because it
was his plan he therefore should be to blame. However the plan it”s self wasn’t Haig’s
idea at all it was the french chief-of-staff gernral Joseph Jacgques Cesaire JofTre.An
extract from the book * The battle of the somme” written by * John Harris’ it says that
W “Z * the moving spirt behind the decision was Gemal Joffre’. This sourse is a brilliant
m...-ﬂ’ example of people being to quick to judge Haig, | find it very hard to comdem a man
over a battle that wasn't even his idea, Upon dicussing a place to attack Haig wanted
!:-;*5“% to attack at Flanders but * Joffre had other ideas and insisted on the somme” This
W v “extract taken from the same book written by John Harris, This sourse shows that Haig
' was foursed into choeosing to attack at the somme. The battle of the somme was

b
M Bl supposed to be a mostly french operation, with the french having 39 divisions, to the

' ("lw._.rul'

ez britsh 25-30, but it turned out to be almost all british affair, this point is well
supported by john harris who said ‘largely a french battle into an almost exclusively
britsh one’,
Douglas Haig set himself two main objectives before the battle had begun, first the
presure at verdun had to be lifted { or the war could have been won by the Germans),
. and to kill more germans than germans could kill British men. From 1* of july 1916
“ to Movember 1916 Haig acived both theres ohjectives and so must be prased not
critisised.
A quote from a German offcial history of the first world war book( published 1930)
says the, the battle of the somme * gave the westen powers confidence’. This sourse
« tells of the confidence of the britsh and french soliders afier the battle of the somme
and the victories at the somme could well have been a telling factor in winning the
rest of the war, This book also says © A great part of the best, most experinced and
most reliable offeers and men were no longer in their places®, This sourse tells of how
- damaging the attack was to the germans making their armies a much weaker force
after the battle of the somme led by Douglas Haig. Both of these sourses are very

A relibale because they come from a german point of view,
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The Question says that the deaths at the somme were unsessary, but to some extent

they were nessary for the situation, none of the people in charge of the war had much

past experience of trench warefare, The britsh army needed men to the front lines fast
a0 they didn’t have time to train them fully,

In 1916 Haig himself says the * the nation must be taught to bear losses.” This sourse

is a message from Haig to the whole of Britain saying that in a war of this size, the

nation has to be expecting to lose a heavy ammount of men. One of haig main

weritisiam was that he didn't care for the mens lifes, but the simple true is if vou are
trying to win a world war you must focus on the war alone and not be distracted but
the loss of men.
Another big critisism of Haig was the use of the poor tactics, but the truth is that he
couldn’t of predicted many of the factors within the faluire of the tactics like the fact
1/3 shells wouldn’t explode. It was also very hard to have known that the germans
were 50 well dug in, with trenches up to 40 feet deep..If the shells had all gone off and
the permans weren't =o well dug in the would there not have been so many deaths?

o In places one came to a trench in good condition but this was rare” this sourse comes
from Malcolm Brown writing three days after the attack on July the st { writing in
1996). This sourse show that in some places the barage worked very effectivly and
complety destroved the enemy trenches. This sourse is a reliable one beacause it came

= from a man who fought at the somme, but on the other hand it could be unreliable

because it was published years after, and from a man who survived the war this could

wmean his opinon of haig could have been changed because he survived the somme and

£ =
{mf')u the war,
e &t is intresting that none of the military historians argue that the battle of the somme

o ¥
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was a complete disarstar and that Haig was a complete fool, this may be because he
won the battle of the somme mabye opinons would have been very different if Haig
had lost the battle of the somme.

On the 217 of september 1916 Lloyd George( secretary for war at the time of the
somime) wrote to Haig congratulating him on doing so well in the somme * [
congratulate you most warmly on the skill with which vour plans were laid’. This

\~-sourse is a fantastic example of David Lloyd George showing supposed support of

Haig during the somme. So if he and the other members of parliament back in britain
hadn’t been happy will how Haig was fighting the war then they could have replaced
him.

However the fact remains that 57,000 casualties 20,000 of them died these figures are
to large to ignore and has the head of the British army Haig must accept that the
number of deaths at the somme were unessasary.. © very succesessful attack this
morning” { haig speaking after the first day of the attack) this is Haig showing
complete disvespect for the mens lifes He must have known that s6 many men had
died that very day.

A huge critisium of haig during the somme was that he kept to ridge tactics all the
way through the batttle. With such high death lists it was clean that the tactics were
wrong and should have been changed. The battle of the somme went no [or a
stagering 5 months, with Brifain losing thousands of men per day, you would have
thought that Haig would have called the battle off at some point. My view is that if
Haig
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had called off the battle then he would have looked like he was admitting that he was
wrong in the first place, plus there was no other option he had to relive pressure at
verdun.,

* whom he rarely maneged to see or meet’ this is an guole from the writer * john
harris” he is refering to General Hiag whom very rarely visited the trenches to see
how the men and the war was going, it is very hard to laed an army into battle from 50

- miles behind the lines.Because Haig never visited the front lines he was relling on

W

W

information coming back from the front which could well have been false,

The german wire and general haig was proberbly the two most critisised things of
waorld war one, after days of heavy shelling the wire was ment to be compleaty
distroyed but in reality it only tangled the wire even worse than before. © like fish
caught in a net’ this was an extract from a book write but Private George Coppard. He
15 discribing how hard the wire was to get across, and how easy it was for the germans
having a layer of wire as protection. * Machine-guns turned these narrow alleys into
death traps’ { from a history book published in 1971) this sourse is diseribing how the
British cut remarkably clean pathways in the wire and how simple and easy it was for
the getmans to * m@uwn' the british solders, they were slow moving, casy targets.

* the nation must be taught to bear losses” this a quote from Haig before the battle of
the somme ( june 1916), this makes you feel that he had already expected there 1o be
heavy losses form the battle, why go ahead when you think that vou will lose
thousands of men.

The British began to become very pradictable, after five months of exacly the same
tactics it would be hard not be. The permans knew when they were about to charge
over the top because of the bardge, they British would stop the bardge about 2 minitus
betore they would go over the top, this gave the germans time to man there machine-
guns the slughter the on-coming British.,

With thousands of German men waiting o machine-gun you down Genral Haig made
the brave british men’s task no easier by making them walk not run and not to load
there gun before hand. This tactic was stupid it turned the brave willing british men |
into walking targets. The germans were all, ment to be killed but after hours of
shelling, but in actual fact,they were still there waiting, The result from the poor tatics
were horrific This sourse from a private who was there fighting at the somme, ©
Hundreds of dead swere strung out like wreckage’( George Coppard , & machine-
gunner in the somme) The sourse is a reliable one because its from a man whom
fought at the somme.

The British seacret weapon at the time was the tank, General Haig had a choice to
push forward with less tanks, or wait for more tanks to become avaliable. He chose to
push forward, possiably a wrong more on Haig's part. If more tanks were used would
there have been less loss of unessasary deaths during the battle of the somme?

* There is a sickly smell of gas, blood, putrefying corpses and broken bricks® this
sourse 15 from Guy Chapman, he is speaking of the gut-wrenching conditions that the
men had to fight in. How Haig could have expected them to fight in such discusting
conitions is unthinkable, he was troly to blame for bring about unessasary deaths at
the battle of the somme.

I think that Sir Douglas Haig was very important in bring about unessary death at the
battle of the somme,. But its very easy just to point the finger at one man,it's a case of
people passing the hlame up ,its an easy but imature way out of the situation.

Ome man can’t be held accountable for the deaths of thousands of men.
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~..; Butin the end he achived his objectives that were set at the start of the somme which
5 was to relive the presure al verdun and to kill more germans men than the British lost
~. % mien, both objectives he Achived and eventulty he won the war. But as the
Commarder and Chief of the British army Haig he has to accept responsibility for the
20,000 unessary British deaths during the battle of the sogme, _
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Script D — Moderator commentary

The question is acceptable and fits the generic question for the Role of the Individual.

The introduction, however, is weak — the candidate fails to state what his argument is going to be
or how the answer will be organised (a vague claim that 'you must first analyse both sides of the

argument in great detail' is not enough). The spelling and grammar are weak and this continues

throughout the answer.

The candidate begins by attempting a defence of Haig using some evidence from sources as
support. In places the answer loses focus on the 'unnecessary deaths' aspect of the question
although there is an attempt to deal with this at the top of the second page. The attempts at
evaluation of sources are weak, for example, 'Both of these sources are very relibale because they
come from a german point of view'.

The second page of the answer does mention criticism of Haig and does try to deal with the
criticisms. This means that for most of the second page the candidate continues to attempt to
defend Haig. However, the candidate then turns to explaining the anti-Haig case. Some of this is
rather basic and simplistic. It is a statement of the anti-Haig case rather than an evaluation of it.

By the time one approaches the end of this answer it is still not clear what the overall
argument/point of view of the candidate is. There has been a defence of Haig and an explanation
of the criticisms of him, but no overall argument. This means that much rests on the conclusion.
However, the conclusion is very weak. It is unclear and fails to state the candidate's point of view.
It contains assertions and no analysis, argument or evidence.

Overall — a reasonable attempt to explain the arguments for and against Haig. However, this is all
the candidate does. There is little attempt made by the candidate to develop, argue and justify a
personal point of view. The candidate surveys the relevant points and arguments but rarely goes
any further (there are hints of attempting to do so on the first page).

The candidate is never really in control of the topic or the arguments — but is not far off. The work
is mostly relevant, there is some understanding of the main aspects of the topic but this is
uncertain in places. There is some use of sources to support the explanations but more is
required. The sources are not used to support the candidate's own point of view — whatever that
is. There are weak attempts at evaluating sources.

Towards the top end of Band 3 — uses mostly relevant knowledge and information and this is
deployed relevantly up to a point, but it is not deployed to support arguments that are the
candidate's own. The organisation breaks down in places. There are some structured
explanations and some understanding of the topic and the issues. The conclusions are not at all
clear: they are barely attempted and are not substantiated. There is some explicit use of sources
to support explanations but more is needed, especially in relation to an argument and conclusion
that are the candidate's own. Weak attempts at evaluation — the candidate would have done better
by leaving these out.
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Script E — Candidate work and moderator
commentary
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Script E — Moderator commentary

The question matches the general question for the Depth Study. It is an ambitious question in
terms of covering the period from 1941 instead of just covering the war with the US. This means
that the Viet Minh will have to be covered as well as the Viet Cong, and that the French and even
the Japanese roles will need to be recognised as well as that of the USA.

The introduction provides a brief introduction to guerrilla warfare and identifies the other possible
factors. Itis a pity that the candidate does not at this stage tell us what their overall argument is
going to be. It looks at this stage as if it will be left until the conclusion at the end.

The answer continues with an explanation of guerrilla warfare and some good supporting evidence
from sources, although the attempts at evaluation are weak. The candidate demonstrates a sound
understanding of the topic. It is important to note that the supporting sources come from the
French period as well as the American. By the end of this section the candidate has made the
case for guerrilla warfare being important. The answer so far is focused and relevant, although it is
a pity that there have, as yet, been no judgements in relation to comparative importance. This is
the disadvantage of dealing with each factor separately. The 'how?' part of the question now
needs to be dealt with.

The candidate moves on to other factors. The first covers the attitudes of the US, France and
Japan towards the Vietcong and their level of preparedness. These are well explained with plenty
of broader context used. There is also regular use of sources to provide evidence to support the
points being made. There is, however, some very simplistic evaluation. Right at the end of this
section there is a reasonable attempt to compare the relative importance of this factor with guerrilla
warfare. A good point is made but this comparison needed to be developed and should have been
ongoing throughout the answer.

The candidate then explains the importance of the support of the Viethamese people for the
Vietcong and the lack of support the American government had in the US. The latter is rather brief
and rushed. However, overall, these sections contain the same qualities as the earlier sections —
good command of the material, good explanation, relevance and focus, good use of sources and
some, but not enough, attempts at comparison.

The conclusion is where another attempt is made to compare the importance of the factors. As
has already been said, this should have been a major feature of the answer all the way through.
The conclusion is rather weak and claims that guerrilla warfare was only as important as it was
because of the other factors. This needed to be developed more with much more linking of the
factors explained. Although a strong piece of work, the answer lacks a strong personal argument
by the candidate and has a tendency to put off directly confronting the question until the
conclusion.

The candidate has selected relevant material and deployed it relevantly. The answer is organised.
The candidate has a strong command of the material and has written some excellent explanations
that are supported by regular and effective use of sources. All of these are Band 5 attributes. The
major area where the answer fails to hit the very highest standard for GCSE is the lack of a
personal argument. It would have been better if the candidate had started by stating how
important she thought guerrilla warfare was compared to the other factors and then had spent the
rest of the answer defending her judgement by comparing its importance with that of other factors
through supported argument. As it is, most of the comparison is left until a rather brief conclusion.
This places the answer in the middle of Band 5.
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Script F — Candidate work and moderator
commentary
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Script F — Moderator commentary

The question is acceptable for the Role of the Individual unit. The candidate starts by listing other
possible factors but the answer begins to fall apart after this. There is some description of events
and of what Haig did and random quotations from sources that are often not cited as such and are
not used in any meaningful way. There is also the occasional reference to the Somme for no good
reason. The answer is disjointed and only directly answers the question in isolated sections every
now and then. There are passages that appear to address the question but, in fact, are
unreferenced quotations taken from books (the teacher annotated the work identifying where this
happens).

The answer then moves on to discuss factors other than Haig and improves a little. The answer is
more coherent and there are attempts to directly address the question. However, there are still
sections of irrelevance and misunderstanding. There are also small sections of limited
explanation. The answer then returns to the Somme for no obvious reason.

The conclusion is vague and full of assertions. There is no proper argument, no content and no
support.

Overall Band 2 because much of the material included in the answer is potentially relevant to the
guestion. Some limited relevant knowledge, only sometimes deployed relevantly. There is also
irrelevance. Itis mostly descriptive or assertive but there are some attempts made at limited
explanation. Understanding of the material used and of the topic and events is weak. Attempts to
use sources but they are not used for any purpose. They are inserted into the answer, often at
random, and do not further the argument. Many are not referenced or recognised as sources.
Band 2/17.
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Script G — Candidate work and moderator

commentary

. / History Controlled Assessment

In Russia in 1917, there was a great deal of political change. There were

many contributing factors to these changes. The peasants hated the Tsar e S0, of
because he was a poor leader and wouldn't end the war. This resultad in v t_ﬂ:]_
more and more inexperianced men being pulled from country and placed in ) I

the war resulting in more and more deaths of innocent men. Trotsky played a | Pl
very important role as he brought a great deal of support to the Bolsheviks ! 'Fntﬂ':?—"“ X\
with his oratical talent. Lenin also played an important part in the political '

change as the revolution was pretty much his idea and he was the possibly e
the greatest driving force behind it. But the most important factor was the war J (A ol

because it turned a majority of the peasants against the government and ol u-fl-
meart that the Tsar couldn't continue ruling. r::i./r]r K

poral ] Lenin played a important role in the revolutions of 1917. He was one of the 5
most important members of the Bolshevik parly and he believed ip_?lnw ' “}ﬁwhr .

change, unlike the Mensheviks. He had bean trying to bring about s reviilution

since the start of the 1900s and was always active in trying lo get workers in

the cities fo support the Bolsheviks. In source 44B, Charles Rappaport, a

Russo-French Socialist, called him ‘a man of iron will and an incomparable A
organiser of groups’. This really shows how he was a strong and determined | .;m;wﬂ_,& \
man and he had the power to start a revolution. This souwrce is reliable as it . I Vi 0
was writien around the time of the revolutions. In source 46, The Times also .r“{k*af b
called him *a man of iron will and inflexible ambition’. As you can see it was

widaly acknowledged that Lenin was a powerlul man, because both sources

refer to him as a man of ‘iron will', After he came back from Germany in 1917

he issued his April Thesis of "bread, peace and land” which appealed to the e
Russian people, he was promising them what they wanted and what the Tsar t'r-”-ﬂ}(ib '

and then the Provisional Government didn't give them. Also, Lenin played a
wery important role in bringing around the 1917 revolutions as he managed to
drive people away from the Tsar and towards the Bolshaviks. In source 43,
you can see the painting as depicting Lenin as being the driving force behind
the Revolution, As the Bolshavik leader he took the decision to have the
revolution before any elections took place which he knew the Bolsheviks
couldn't win. Lenin played a very important role in bringing around the political
change as without him, there wouldn't be such a great driving force. However,
he is not the most important factor as he was mainly a trigger cause not a
long term cause and he played no role in the March revolution.

b,

w\ﬂtir‘ir |. The First World War was very important in bringing around political change. It

meant that men were being taken from normal life and made to fight, without
exparience or equipmeant. Out of the 13 million soldiers sent out to fight in the
war against Germany, over 8 million were injured in some way. In a lelter from
the Tsar to the Tsarina in source 13, the Tsar says "Without metal the mills
cannot supply a sufficient number of bullets and bombs' This shows how
even though the Tsar continued the war and took control of the army himself,
he didn't have enough ammunition to be able to fight back and stand a

t"’l"'&i{j}& l chance. This source is very reliable as it is a letter from the Tsar to the

. Tsarina. There is no reason why he would lie in this letter as the only other oyt

| w0 person that is going to read the letter is his wife. He also doesn't benefit from Eu‘tbaa
ﬁalm-jf lying it is very likely that evendhing said in the letter was completely true. -

gy Without enough weapons, they were never going to make any progress in the
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ar. This meant that soldiers and people stopped trusting the T{fjr because
a war went so badly and he could do nothing about it. In source 14, Belaiev,
a Russian general says how 'In recent battles, a third of the men have on
rifles. The poor devils had to wait patiently until their comrades fell before thelr

k ayes and they could pick up weapons. The army is drowning in its own blood.’

y stood in the war. It is clear

that a smaller but better trained army would have been more efficient as there

is no point in sending thousands of soldiers out to fight a war without any

guns. This clearly links into source 13 as they both identify the problem of | ¢ o8 -
there being a lack of weapons and ammunition. In source 12, the Chairman of r hé} ] '-i'“j‘
the Military Commission of the Duma says that the ‘average number of | d ll s
deserters reached 25 per cent’. This shows how men really didn't want to be = o TTQA
fighting in & war when they had no guns. They realised how little point there
was in them being there as they had no experience and thay knew they would
end up dying. This source is reliable as it was taken from an important
member of the Duma. He would have known best about the problems
happaning in the war, The war was the most important factor because it had a
huge affect over Russia. It turned people against the Tsar meaning that |

people wanted a new government which would end the war and help to {{.f)lff'}-
improve their lives and the best way to do that is by revalting. It killed many fpt- ¢ of-
innocent men and it tumed families against the govemnment. It also meant

there was hobody to drive the trains meaning that nobody in the cities could }«v-u“j
get as much bread as they needed. This factor is more impartant than Lenin L:' d,wc}
because it had a bigger affect on the people and the country itself and unlike &/ 4
Lenin, it was a long term cause and had been angering the Russian people |

for years,

1

ok F Ancther important contributing factor was Leon Trotsky. He, like Lenin, was

one of the most important members of the Bolshevik party. Even though he
had a similar role in the party a lot of people agres that he was more talented
in certain areas. He helped make people support the Bolsheviks with his
speaches and he aciually arranged.-the_Oclobal Revalition. He decided how
f1e_would happen and made sure that it was done quickly. He made that it
happen in by capturing key targets like telephone exchanges and banks. In
source 58, Victor Serge, a member of the Bolshevik party, said that Trotsky
‘outshone Lenin through his oratical talent, his organising ability, first with the
army and then with the railways, and by his brilliant gift as a student of
political theory. This shows how he was better at motivating an inspiring
people. This source is reliable because it was written by a Bolshavik so he
would have most likely met or seen Trotsky at work. In source 61, Orlando
Figes, a famous historian, said how ‘The Bolshevik party was greatly
strengthened by Trotsky's entry into the party. No one else in the leadership
came anywhere near him as & public speaker.’ This clearly shows how he
was possibly the most influential and powerful mambars of the Bolshevik and
possibly more so than Lenin. Alse, this source is reliable as it was written by a
historian, whose job is to try and be as objective as possible. Both of these
sources identify how Trotsky played a strong role in strengthening the
Bolshevik party , with the number of members increasing by over 120,000 in
just three months, and that he was the most talented and intellectual
Bolshevik member. The fact that many of the sources in both the source
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klet and the OCR GCSE Modern World History textbook agree that he
“ | was the most important member of the Bolshevik party, would suggest he
.| played a bigger role in bringing around political change in Russia in 1917, He
was more important than Lenin because he gained the Bolshevik some much
needed support and had such a strong influence over many people. He wasn't
always a Bolshevik though, he only joined the party in 1917 and as he had
been a Menshevik he wasn't always trusted. Lenin on the other hand, as
© | pretty much a trigger cause and therefore in the long term, a less contributing
- 4o Lown | factor towards the 1917 revolutions.

Rasputin and the Tsarina can also be partially held responsible for bringing
around political change in 1917. Many people believe that they were having
an affair, which would have driven many Russians to want to replace the Tsar,
Because she was German, people also started speculating that she was
trying to help Germany win the war and millions of Russians hated Rasputin
for what they saw him as; a dirly, corrupt sex-maniac. He would blackmail
people and give them important jobs in return for sex. In source 20, one
women said how ‘anxious and worried, disturbed, too-fascinated, in short - |
obtained a low-cut dress and, pale-faced went to see him... a few days later
my husband got his promotion’. This source really shows the level of
corruption in Russia at that time. That Rasputin, a man of great power and
influence, would blackmail people to gel what he wanted. People also
iwas out at war, Source 19 is a postcard that was circulated in Petrograd in
L olle (1917, the time of the revolutions. It shows Rasputin and the Tsarina. At the
R bottom it says 'samoderzhavie’, meaning ‘holding’, which represents the both
M the influence Rasputin had over her and also the physical holding of herin a
sexual way. This source shows us what the people living in Petrograd saw
them as. Another source that shows Rasputin’s control over the Tsar and
Tsarina's actions is source 23, 1t is a painting, published in 1916, of Rasputin
halding the Tsar and Tsarina in his hands. In the picture he is much larger
than both of them, suggesting the unprecedented power he had over them,
and has a dirty sleazy look, clearly signifying his corruption. Also the Tsar has
his eyes closed which could possibly represent how he was totally ablivious to
the possible affair that the Tsarina and Rasputin might have been having. This
Lot i source is reliable because it was published in 1816, around the time when
fed | paeople believed that the affair took place and also when Rasputin was
exploiting his power and relationship with the Tsar and Tsarina. It shows what
Russian people thought about the Tsar, Tsarina and Rasputin and showed
how he made it difficult for the Tsar to rule by looking like ha was controlling
him. Rasputin and the Tesarina played a very important role in bringing about
political change as they angered many people. They angered the Russian
public because they didn't want to be run by a German woman, who could
possibly be trying to betray Russia and a sex-maniac who gives out important
) jobs to pecple who haven't earmed or daserved them. They also angered the
Q’KP - | aristocrats because they didn't like the amount of influence and power he had
over the way Russia was run. However they weren't as important as Lenin.
This is because even though they could be seen as a long term cause, they
didn't really play that big of a rale compared to Lenin. They turned people

48 of 56 GCSE History B



m@ojﬂ
Guad |

History Controlled Assessment

against the Tsar, but they didn't directly gain other parties support and s0me
people might not even be that bothered aboutic— T i Porendl

The Tsar himself also played a noticeable role in bringing around political
change. He wasn't a very strong leader and he was easily manipulated by
Rasputin. He also abandoned running the country to go and fight in the war.
This angered a lot of people because not only did it seem as he was Just
deserting his country, but he left his Incompetent wife and corrupt sex-maniac
friend to run the country. In source 20, from the OCR GCSE Modermn World
History textbook, Guchkov, a Russian conservative in the Duma said 'Lat
those in power make no mistake about the mood of the people ... never were
the Russian people ... so profoundly revolutionised by the actions of the
government, for day by day, faith in the government is steadily waning.” This
not only shows what members of the Duma thought of his leading but also
what the Russian people thought. It says how the Tsar's leading
revolutionised’ the people, meaning his actions made them want a revolution
and how the support of the government was slowly wearing away. This source
is reliable as it was written by an important member of the Duma who would
have been told about what people though of the Tsar and how he was ruling
the country, This source is reliable because it was taken from a school
textbook and textbooks have to be as truthful as possible!'so it is unlikely that
this source was made Uip or changed. In source 28, also from the OCR GCSE
Modern World History Textbook, Margot Tracey, the daughter of wealthy
Russian capitalists, says how ‘Everybody was fed up with the Tsar because
they felt he was weak. When he abdicated, there was great rejoicing.
Everybody thought things would be much better.’ This shows how very few
people liked how the Tsar was running Russia and they were happy to see a
new government take over, These two sources both show how people had
another of the Tsar, Source 20, says how 'faith in the government | steadily
waning’ and source 28 says ‘everybody was fed up with the Tsar'. This link
shows us how it was a commoan view that the Tsar was a poor leader and that
lots of the Russians wanted political change. The Tsar played a big role in
bringing about political change because his poor leading infuriated the
Russian people and made them want political change. However, he only had
an affect on the March Revolution, whereas Lenin played a significant role in
both the March and Octobe “Revolutions, so overall, Lenin played a more

— et

important role in bringing about political change.

An important factor that contributed towards the October Revolution was the | i fed™
Pravisional Government. Even though they didn’t play a huge role in the
March Revolution, their actions and leading partially lead to the Octobar
Revolution. Many people would argue that the Provisional Government played
a greater role than Lenin In the political change in Russia in 1917_However,
the change in power wasn't raally Provisional Government's faujﬁ.rrn source
33, Alexander Kerans ky said how ‘The new govermnment inheritad nothing
from tsardom but a terrible war, an acute food shortage, a paralysed
transportation system, an empty treasury and a population in a state of furious
discontent and anarchic disintegration.’ This really shows how a majority of
the problems in Russia, after March, weren't really the new govermment's
faull. No matter who took over from the Tsar, they were always geing to have
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to handle the problems created before, There was nothing they could really do
and they can definitely not be held responsible for creating many problems.
Another source that shows that the Provisional Government didn't create
problems as much as they did have people create them for them is source 35.
A Bolshevik speaker asks ‘Do you have as much land as the landlords do? ...
But will the Kerensky government give you land? No, never. It protects the
; interest of the landlords.’ This is a perfect example showing how rather than
B the Provisional Government creating problems, opposing groups would just
accuse them of doing things and this would turn people away from them.
These two sources slightly link with one another as they both show how the
Provisional Government didn't create problems, it was more that people
created problems for them. They didn't help themselves with continuing the
war with the Kerensky offensive and also they made mistakes by not giving
gf’(;? out land and by giving the Bolsheviks guns in July Days. So overall, the
Provisional Gnvernmei'rt_ mﬁﬂ:ﬁﬁd'fﬁr“lﬁs’?ﬁ the political change in 1917

Bt

| parties.

in conclusion, Lenin played a very important role in bringing about political
change in 1917 but he was not the most important factor. The war was the
maost important because it had the biggest effect over Russia. It meant
thousands of unequipped and untrained men were sent out to fight where thay
were almost certainly going to get injured or even die. These unnecessary
deaths turned nearly all of Russia against both the Tsar and Provisional
Government, meaning it played an important role in both revolutions, not just
one. Trotsky also played a more important role than Lenin because even
though Lenin was the driving force of the revolution, Trotsky had more
" -~ influence and power through his intelligence and oratical superiority. Through
L{‘@D—l his talent he also earned the Bolsheviks a great deal of support and managed
{{Nﬁ. to turn people against the Tsar and Provisional Government. Also both the
War and Trotsky can be seen as long-term causes but Lenin is mainly a
f( trigger cause. Lenin was in exile during the March Revolution and only
returned lo help in the October Revolution. This shows how he pretty much
~} Jdﬂ%%i ; played no part in the March Revolutions, whereas the War and Trotsky did.
Hnwever, Lenin was more important than some other factors. He played a
Ov Tl | bigger role than Rasputin as there is no doubt that what Lenin did played a big

W'-'Tl_' role in starting the revolutions. But Rasputin may not have angered some
o people. Some people might not have been bothered that he was having an
I wﬂ" ¥ | affair with the Tsarina or that he was incredibly corrupt. Lenin also played a

ﬁ“‘to bigger role than the Tsar because the Tsar only played a role in the March
Revolution but Lenin played a key role in both the March and the October
revolution.
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Script G — Moderator commentary

The question is fine for the Depth Study. The candidate identifies a series of factors in the
introductory paragraph and states his view that the war was the most important factor. The answer
then moves on to consider the importance of Lenin. There is some reasonable explanation in
relation to the April Theses and the candidate argues his role as a trigger rather than a long term
cause. There is also some useful support from sources, although there is also some weak and
simplistic evaluation. A similar pattern is followed for other factors: the war, Trotsky, Rasputin, the
Tsar, and the Provisional Government. Each is dealt with separately and while there is reasonable
explanation of the role of each of them, there is no linking and no comparison. Support from
sources is a regular feature throughout. There is occasional cross-referencing of sources but also
some weak evaluation. Each of these sections produces detailed explanations.

In the conclusion, the candidate returns to the statement in the introductory paragraph that the war
was the most important factor. It is a shame that there is not more comparison of importance of
factors before now — it is all left until the conclusion. This means the question is only directly
addressed in the conclusion. For a higher band and mark there needed to be more comparison of
the importance of Lenin with that of other factors in the main body of the answer. In the
conclusion, there is some direct comparison with the main argument being that the other factors
were more important because Lenin did not appear until after the March Revolution. There is
some genuine argument here and the candidate's own views begin to emerge.

Good relevant selection of knowledge and information. Reasonable understanding of the events,
although the candidate could have related some of the explanations more closely to actual
events/developments in 1917. Sometimes there is a lot about the factor but its impact on actual
events in 1917 is not pinned down. There is also little on the March Revolution. The main problem
with the answer is dealing with each factor separately and making few comparisons and links —
until the conclusion. There is plenty of support from sources, although not in the crucial place — the
conclusion — where the final argument needs support. Some of the attempts at evaluation are
weak. Overall — Band 4 rather than Band 5 with a mark of 39.
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Where there unneccasary deaths during the somme?

One could argue that there were many unneccarry deaths and most of them would say

—_that haig plaved a important part in that. People felt that haigs tactics were old and
well they would be right , one would think this because Haig fought in the boure war
where cavelry was used (it was the main source of attack) and Britain did start the war
with cavelry , because that’s all he new .Also his training methods were questioned
one of the main technigues was that men would walk round a field with their bayonets
stabbing bags of hay (giving them just a poke) but when they were doing this they
were walking, Haig did take this tactic to the trenches but I didn™t work their missons
were suicide , the Germans would just pick them of one by one.But there was a
alternative the French had a technique called Rushing they would run when they

~.could and when the Germans started firing at them they would jump to the floor,
Haig did not think his men where skilled enough to pull this off but him and
Rawlinson had a plan they would bormbard the german front line with 1.5 million
shells and they wouldn try and follow this up with men just walking , this didn’t
work the germans were dug so deep that it was hard for anything to reach them and
also , one in three shells didn’t blow up when they were sent over (but that was hardly

_~ Haigs fault) but the nievity was extradinary Haig was so sure that he was going to get
through this way .

People have said Haig was a coward because of many reasons , his chabeau was fifty
miles away from the front line and alzo he never visited the froni line once (this was a
rle that his staff a had to abize by) , one of his generals ( sir Lancelot Kiggel , Haigs
chief-of-staff) did and was horrified when he went. People can wonder if haig had
gone to the front line and maybe talked to some of the soldiers he may have changed
his tactics, '

A lot of people will say there were a lot of unneccasary deaths but as well as
critisising Haig he did do some things right he did relive the pressure at verdun for the
french and also he wasn’t given the best men to go to war with they were just normal
men they werent trained soldiers so maybe he had (o keep things simple.But also there
WENE SOME MAssive errors. Al ﬁﬁﬁ‘ili a lot of men were lost there Tor reason at all ,

_~ all they did was just walk into Bullets and he didn’t leam from his mistakes from that ,
his tactic was simply kill more germans than we loose how he can just think like that
he is using people like toys he felt ne emotion for it

Source [ is a letter from lloyd george to haig say I congradulate you most warmly on
the skill with which your plans were laid,”
()(J:Ji 14 years later his view changed he said he visited the front line and says it was

9 pootley organised but back in the war he was congradulating him him , well most
M people say its because when he said Haig did a bad job in 1930 the reason for this
@:r-g certain outburst and heroie point of view was simple Haig was dead , so in the end it

wﬁ."“% “ was not so heroic because he was scared of Haig in a certain way and during the war
o ¢ couldn’t of said this (the front line being awful) because the Brittish public would
Q:\;y” /l;: getting scared and uncertain about the war, The Brittish press were saying
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everything was alright they were showing pictures on font pages of lots of dead
Germans when really mere Brittish men had died on that day.Another man who was
lets say not on Haigs side was Rawlinson he was a verteran af places such as South
Africa and Ypres , he was known as a man who could think for himself aparently had
been unhappy for some time with haigs plans | he disliked the thought of just
throwing attack after attack at the enemy he prefered a series of limited attacks
because one of the mains reasons for this was that it didn’t tire the men out as much
becanse he said loads of attacks after another tired the men out to much.One massive
problem for the Brittish was the barbed wire , source f is George Coppard talking
about it (He was a mchine —gunner in the war) “Hundreds of dead were strung out like
wreckedge washed up to a high-water mark, Quite as many died on the enemy wire as
on the ground , like fish caught in a net. They hung there in grotesque postures. Some
looked as though they were praying , they had died on their knees and the wire had
prevented their fall From the way the dead were equally spread out , whether on the
wire or lying in front of it , it was clear that there were no gaps in the wire at the fime

of the attack.”™ = Loty (i Bk bandenn

Before the war men were aloud to join in groups (fighting at the front line with people
you now) , a group called the sheffield pals battalion made a group and they all
thought they would go over and it would be a bit of a holiday but in source a it
owed that there were 548 casualties on the first day of the battle so it wasn't what
w-they thought , some say Haig was part of the idea that you try and make the war seem
like its going to be fun and you go over kill some Hun and come back a hero and it
would all be over by christmas it was false but clever.

A source in 1916 written by Haig he said “The nation must be taught to bear
losses. Mo amount of skill on the part of the higher commanders, no training , however
good , on the part of the officers and men , no superiority of arms and ammunition ,
however great , will enable victories to be won without the sacrafice of mens lifes.

__ The nation must be prepared to see heavy casulty listz.” The way he porirys this is
very forceful but if comes across as very nieve and a lot of people thought he was
nieve he is saying this is right and this is what were going to do, he should of put
himself in the shoes of a parent of a soldier or a soldier himself because if he did he
would see that in this little rant of his hes not really giving soldiers much hope people
now men are going to die but he could at least sugar coat it because some reading this
at home is going to have doubts. Haig obviously didn’t listen to anyone he gave the
public and the soldiers the tough love he was all about getling the job done.

Some have labbled Haig as the butcher of the somme , he might have been that.
On the july the 1* 1916 Brittish troops went over the top and the battle started , after 5
7 months of the battle 620,000 alllies had died (most of them Brittish) and on the first
day of the somme 120,000 men went over , thers were 57,000 casualties (20,000
dead). Haig should take some blame for this because the generals showed no mercy
with men going over the top and Haig hired these men, The generals would send in
fresh, young soldiers that have there whole life to live and they would come back
mangled and maimed and from now on there lives wold be a hard struggle Haig has lo
take some blame for this.

HAIGS TACTICS
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officer was right it really was lions lead by donkeys.

1. The defenders were on high ground with a good vue of any atlacking forces.

2. The Germans defenders had been in place since 1914 and the German soldiers
had not been idle. Their dug-ocuts were dep underground and fortified with =
concrele.

3. the Germans had streched wire like band more than 30 metres wide all along
frontit was almst impossible to penetrate.

4. Many of the shells supplied to the allied gunners were of poor quality. There
was certainly a vast bombardment, but many shells were not powerful enough
to destroy the defences simply failed 1o go off.

His tactics were simple but were they going to work but he didn’t think a lot of
things through like the Germans had the high ground and it was almost impossible
to penetrate so how did he thinks he was going to get through?.

Source fis written in a recent book called Brittish Buthers and Bunglers of World
War it said “Haig was as stubborn as a donkey and as unthinking as a donkey. The
principle that guided him was if he could kill more Germans than the Germans
could kill his men , then he would at some time win the war. That is an appalling
kind of strategy It is not a sirategy at all , its slaughter. The Somme was criminal
negligence He knew he had no chance of a breakthrough but still sent men to their
deaths.” This is a good source because it tells you all the critisms of Haig but 1t
i50 leads onto points to defend Haig because I think they are being a bit harsh n

some ways because they say he wanted to kill more germans than we lost , it does

sound really bad but think that's a tactice for every war but they do say in this that
Haig didn't have a strategy but he did (it might not have been a good one but he
had a strategy) and a lot of people blame him and it is easy to blame him but what
would you do in the situation at that time , Haig stuck to his principles but he also
didn't help himself in many ways him and Lloyd George didn’t get on and some
people did now about it. [ think if he had maybe gone with the times he could
have had tanks instead of cavelry at the begging of the war that could of helped.

Thinking about everything a lot of people blame him for everything 1 think that’s
a bit harsh as [ said before what would you do in that situation , he didn’t help
himself either the mistakes he made ELL@WI-}‘.I_IB were vast and he never learnt from
his mistakes from that and with his tactics it was a bit half and half some of them
werc do —able but some just wemnt thought through like walking instead of
running and not nowing what the Germans had on there front line and in there
trenches like barbed wire and very deep holes in the trenches.But | guess that
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Script H — Moderator commentary

The question is suitable for the Role of the Individual unit. The candidate does begin by directly
addressing the issue of unnecessary deaths (although does not discuss what might be meant by
‘'unnecessary'). Several valid reasons are asserted and there is some minimal explanation in
places. The spelling and syntax are poor. There is one reason heaped on top of another with little
time left for reflection or proper explanation. Later, there are also some points made in support of
Haig, for example, relieving Verdun.

There are some attempts to use and analyse sources but these are in a separate section of the
answer. The discussion of Source | is interesting but needs to be related to the question. The
extract from Coppard is not used in relation to the question. By this stage, the answer is becoming
disjointed. The candidate jumps from one thing to another with little coherence. The purpose of
the paragraph on Pals battalions is not clear. There are some reasonable points made about the
letter from Haig but again this is not used as part of an organised answer to the question. The
same can be said about the comments on 'British Butchers and Bunglers'. The candidate is simply
commenting on one source after another (sometimes validly and interestingly) but these do not add
up to an organised answer to the question.

The conclusion is weak. Overall, there are many interesting points made in this answer but it lacks
organisation and coherence. Separating the sources from the earlier part of the answer does not
help. This answer is borderline Bands 2 and 3. Relevant knowledge and information has been
selected, although there are many important issues not mentioned. There is an attempt to deploy
the material relevantly — with limited success. Fewer but better developed and reasoned points at
the beginning of the answer would have helped. Structured explanations are limited in number.
Some of the comments about sources in the second half of the answer are interesting but they
needed to be integrated into the main answer. There is a good awareness of different
interpretations and some of the issues arising. The organisation overall is weak. Just Band 3/24.
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