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Section A: Soqrcq-.Based Case Study

Question 1.is compulsory for all candidates.

Study the sources carefully, and then gr%is%w%{_ all the questions _ :
) ¥ortagr s 2R e e W S B T ey

You may use any of the sources to help you answer the ‘questions. in Addition to those

sources you were told:to use. In. answering: the questions you should use your

knowledge of the topic tohglpyoulnlerﬁ?étgahaeyaluaie the sources.

1 (a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

Study Source A.

Was the composer of the song a supporter of Stalin's
collectivisation programme? Explain your answer. [5]

St-l‘.tdy Sources B and C.

These two sources differ in their views about collectivisation. Does
that mean one of them is wrong? Explain your answer. [6]

Study Source D.

How useful is Source D in ‘showing the impact of Stalin's
collectivisation programme on Soviet Union? Explain your answer. [6]

Study Source E.

Can you trust Source E? Explain your answer. ' (5]

Study all Sources.
‘Stalin’s _ collectivisation programme Succeeded in moving the

country forward.” How far do these sources support this view? Use
the sources and your knowledge to explain your answer., [8]
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* ek

Dld Stalin’s collecti\nsatuon program;nﬂ succeed in movmg the country
i : ; forward? 25 ey

Source A An exf ";ct from a popu!ar Russian song in the 19305.

[T ¥

Stahn stands on a coffin
gnawmg mea‘! from a cat's bories.

Well, Sovuet cows are such dtsgushng -creatures.
How the Collective fanm'had become prospefous?
" "There'used Yo"be thi rty-three"farms R
© and now there are five.
We fulfilled the Five-Year Plan
and are eating well.
We ate all the horses
and now are chasing the dogs.
O commune, O commune,
you seized everything

all in the Soviet cause.

Source B: A report by a British correspondent in March 1932.

| walked alone through the villages and twelve collective farms. Everywhere was the cry
“There is no bread; we are dying.” In a train, a Communist denied to me that there was a
famine. | flung into the spittoon* a crust of bread | had been eating from my own supply.
The peasant, my fellow passenger, fished it out and ravenously ate it. | threw orange
peel into the spittoon*. The peasant again grabbed it and devoured it. The Communist

then kept silent.

* Spittoon: A bowl-shaped, usually metal vessel, often with a funne!—shaped cover, into

which tobacco chewers penod:ca!!y spit.
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Source E An account of Stalin’s policies. pubhshed in 1996 from an American
Human Rights website. :

By rnld 1932 nearly 75 percent of the farrns in lhe Ukralne had.-been - forcibly
collectivised. The collective farms, desplla their inefficiencies, did grow more food than
the tiny, privately-owned holdmgs had done. On Stalin's order, foodstuffs to be shipped
out to the Soviet Union were drasti cally increased in 1933, until there was simply no food
remalnmg to feed the people of the Ukraine. Much of the abundant wheat crop harvested
that year was sold:internationally to generate. cash to aid 'Stalin’s.Five Year Plan for the
modernisation of the Soviet Union and alsoto help finance his massive military build-up.
If the wheat had remained in the Ukraine, it was estlmated to have been enough to feed
all of the people there for up to two years, Progress of Soviet Union was evident but it

was at a huge cost.
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4EISN History 2015 Prelim Il Suggested Answers

e e

1

Mlsmterpretation of sourcal daécn tio 0 _‘ource _

1E. g. The composer is a supporter of. Stalms collectwusatlon programmo
| because people are ‘eating well” - 7" 7 "
E.g. Source A says that the cornmune setzed everythmg m the Sowet cause

L2 | No, with valid interpretation of source contant : i 2.3

E.g. The person who wrote this song was not a supporter of Stalin's
collectivisation programme as Source A tells me that the programme had made
people’s lives very difficult. The quote "gnawing meat from a cat’s bones... now
chasing the dogs” tell me that the collectivisation programme had resulted in
food shortage such that the Soviet people had to eat animals like dogs and cats.

L3 | No, Detect tone with valid interpratation i 4
2|1 think the person who wrote this song was not a supporter of Stalin's
| collectivisation programme. The tone used to describe the programme is very
critical and mocking, as seen by the quote “Stalin stands on a coffin gnawing
meat from a cat's bones” which portrays Stalin and the conditions within the |
Soviet Union in a very negative manner. If the author was a supporter of Stalin's
collectivisation programme, he wouldnot be mocking Stalin or his policies.

L4 | L2/L3 + contextual knowledge 4-5
Award 4m for L2 + contextual knowledge
Award 5m for L3 + contextual knowledge

E.g. The person who wrote this song was not a supporter of Stalin's
collectivisation programme as Source A tells me that the programme had made
people’s lives very difficult. The quote gnawing meat from a cat's bones... now
chasing the dogs” tell me that the collectivisation programme had _resulted in
food shortage such that the Soviet people had to eat animals like dogs and cats.
This is supported by my contextual. knowledge as | know that as part of the
collectivisation programme, properties.of people such as their horses were
seized and killed. In addition, | know collectivisation led to famlne which led to
the deaths of many -
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They are different, so o

Identifies differences, no explanation 0 S X
Source B stated that there was not'éfotigh food whereas Source C stated that the
collective farms grew more food.

ek o

LS ALy SR

L2

Both are not wrong / biased or can't tell, justifies different point of view.
Answer based on provenance
Award additional marks for explanation

E.g. Both sourcés were not wrong, because they were eyewitness account to
what happened. T g il A o o

E.g. Source B is by British while source C is by a French communist. So they will
be different. ' T e h '

.

E.g. Both sources were not wrong as théey are from different perspectives.

L3

Choica__bas‘a"ﬁn*(:‘ontent:qnly :

E.g. Source B is not wrong as it tells‘me that collectivisation made people suffer
as everywhere ‘there was cry of ‘Thére is no bread; we are dying’. It states that
collectivisation led to great hunger and the peasant was even willing to take out
the bread he threw away, “fished it out and ravenously ate it'

Eg. Source C is not wrong as it tells me that the benefits of collectivisation is the
industrialisation of Soviet Union ‘become the greatest industrial country in Europe’
‘achieved by the power of an idea’. The great benefits of collectivisation as the
country is no longer in poverty and “People are prosperous and happy”

L4

'Reliability tested -b:y"-'"Cross_-Rbﬁbtgﬁcing to other sources ‘or Contextual

Knowledge.
Biasness explained

E.g. Source B is not wrong as it blames the collectivisation programme for the
devastating ‘impact on’Soviet Union: “Famine. From Source B, it states that
collectivisation led to’‘great ‘hunger and the peasant was even willing to take out
the bread he threw away in a spittoon and “fished it out and ravenously ate it'. It
showed the great extent the hungry peasant was willing to go to just to have
something to eat. This hunger/famine present amongst the peasants is also
supported in Source A whereby the people are so starved that they were forced to

eat their ‘horses’ and ‘dogs’.

4-5
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' years, become-

_the greatest mdusm | country..in.. pe S pl
transformation whereby the peasants now used more rnachrnery lhen before is
also supported in Source D whereby there were increase in agncuitural and
mdustnal output quote evidence from. source : i 4

Eg. Source C is wrong as it is by a French communist who will be blas towards
Communist Sovrets -policies,’ thus the Source only. wrote of the great benefits of
collectivisation as Soviet Union has been ‘transformed’ posrtwely and “The most
poverty stricken state in Europe, 1gmrant;ull—treated starved and shattered, has,

in seventeen years, become the greatest industrial country in Europe. The
negatwe u'nQan .of collectivisation .was thus not. menhoned in;the source. From
Source E, it mentioned that the collectivisation was achieved at the cost of human
suffering. “Progress of Soviet Union was evident but it was at a huge cost” where

people starved to death

{3

L5

Cis wrong Relrablllty explalned in relation to propagandaf Purpose

E.g. Source C is wrong as the source is from the French communist party, which
was of similar ideology as Soviet Union communist party, The source is thus bias
as it aims to glorify the success of the collectivisation programme. urtder a-
communist government. | know from my contextual knowledge that Soviet Union
suffered great famine i in 1933 but the source mentioned that the “people were:
happy and prosperous.”, The source is thus wrong as it is bias as it aims to
convince the world that the communist ideology will improve and strengthened a
country tremendously “it has been achieved by the power of an idea”
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E.g. Yes, the source is useful because it gives ‘an overview of the Russnan ;
economy from 1913—1940

Eg Yes the source rs useful as |t is frcm the ofﬁcral newspaper

W E Ry £ 1.&-F

g ¥y Lt ke e B IO ] . A

1 Eg No, |t is not usefgrr as |__t is from lhe official newspaper

=& fi ﬂ' b A

OR

Not useful based on missing information / contextual knowledge, cross
reference to support

Award 5m for additional details or for both Useful and Not Useful

The source is useful as in showing the positive impact of Stalin’s collectivisation
programme on the development of Soviet Union as an industrial power. The
source is useful as it is reliable in showing the following: It shows the agricultural
production was low before 1928: less than 73 million tonnes for grain, 13 million
tonnes for pigs, industrial production was also low before 1928. And there was a
steady increase in all industrial, agricultural and consumer goods from 1928. This
is supported by source E which stated that collective farms was successful as it
resulted in increased harvest, “collective farms, despite their inefficiencies, did
grow more food than the tiny, privately-owned holdings.”

OR

The source is not useful as it did not present the full picture of collectivisation, It
only shows the positive side and not the negative side. The source only shows an

L2 Useful based on source content ORIAND Not usafu! based on mrssrng 2
'mformatron 3 tten : .
E.g. The source is useful as it shows It shows that there was an increase in the
prcducbon of steel e!ectncrty. oil, trucks and tractors from 1928 to 1940
Or
The source is not useful - because itis only show the posiﬁve rmpact of
ccl!ectwlsatlon. It drd not show the negatWe |mpact
L3 | Both aspacts .of L2 3
L4 | Useful based on source content, cross reference to support 4-5
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Ei 9. Yes | can trust the source asit :sgfrpm an objegtwe websrte
E.g. No, | cannot trust lhe source as |t is from an Amencan website

12

of collectivisation. It menhoned the col

Yes, rqtiésle._bajsé& qn.“;é.oe'rc'e content

E.g. Yes, the source can be trusted as i_t is rel:able in what it said about the impact

'on‘hef ed toir '_re"‘se the harvest
which was sold overseas to generafe more revenue for Sowets lndustnahsatzen
effort “The collect‘ ive farms, despite their meﬁ‘lc;encnes did grow more food” “Much
of the abundant wheat crop harvested"{hat year. was sold mternationally to

generate cash to aid Stalin's Five Year Plan for the modernisation of the Soviet

Union and also to help ﬁnance hlS masswe mlr tary buxld-up

3

-YesllNo,, reliable based on source content + Cross reference to other

-sources or Using Contextual Knowledge to explain

E.g. Yes, the source can be trusted as it is reliable in what it said about the impact
of collectivisation. It mentioned the collectivisation helped to increase the harvest
which was sold overseas to generate more revenue for Soviet's industrialisation
effort “The collective farms, despite their inefficiencies, did grow more food” “Much
of the abundant wheat crop harvested that year was sold internationally to
generate cash to aid Stalin's Five Year Plan for the modernisation of the Soviet
Union and also to help finance his massive military build-up”. This is supported by
Source D which showed the steady increase of agricultural, industrial and
consumer output “ from 1921 there was 36m tonnes of grain produced to 1933,
there was 89m produced...” Source C also supported the idea that
collectivisation was beneficial as “people were prosperous and happy”. Therefore
I can trust the source as it is reliable in what it said about the benefits of
collectivisation.

OR

NO, | cannot trust the source as it is unreliable in what it said about
collectivisation. It said the benefits of collectivisation like how it helped to increase
the harvest, “collective farms, despite their inefficiencies, did grow more food than
the tiny, privately-owned holdings.” This is contradicted by Source A which states
that collectives did more harm than good as the peasants were starving and
questioned “How the collective farms had become prosperous?”
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M . : | 3
effort “The collective farms, desp:te thelr meff ciencies; did grow more food”. “Much
of the abundant- wheat crop harvestec_l_ that year .was sold rnternat:onally to

of collectivisation was that it led to starvanon as the grarn that was meant to feed
the people was exported for revenue, “On Stalin's order, foodstuffs to be shipped
out to the. Sowet Union were drastlcal}y mcreased in 1933 unhl tt'tere was s:mply

no food remarnlng to feed the people of the Ukrame

L5

L4+ Devalop'ed provenance !Context‘

Yes. | can trust the source because even though it's from an American, a Sovnet
Union former cold war enemy, It was ub;ectwe in statmg the posm_ve and negatwe

the author to be bzas agamst Sowét on’s pohcaes" The source |s from the
Humans rights website and though it gave a balanced view of the impact of the
policy, the focps was that the Stalin’ S, coiiecllwsahon policies succeeded in

moving the co"'(t:y forward but at the__‘_ 'eavy “cost” of “human lives / suffering/
‘standard ¢ of living. .. '
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N T

| E.g." Stalin’s t:'gjl'ie'cti\_zisation programme succeeded in moving the ‘¢ountry forward

as many _pébﬁléé";bfiﬁéﬂ" the cdil;;gﬁyiéﬁﬁ’@n-éﬁoﬁ'.’ Th’é'cdllegti_visétiﬁh”has" brought
rogias fo"Sdﬁét]Jnion"’ i ool by R b by At

L2

impact collect
‘eating well'

Yes OR No, supported by valid Source use e B

Award 2m for one Y or N supported by valid source use, and an additional mark
for each subsequent valid source use up to maximum of 4m~~** T

IC, D, support] :

[A, B and E do not support]

Eg. . . i

Source A does not support the view that Stalin's collectivisation programme
succeeded in moving the country forward. This is becatise the source mocked the
ivisation programme on the people as they starved and contrary to
are hungry and resorted to eating their own livestock and
3 dooe g i (NI OWN HVESIDCK ¢

s e L eY
animals like ‘horse

L b

Source B does not support the view that Stalin’s collectivisation programme |

succeeded in moving the country forward as there was famine ‘everywhere.
Though the communist denied it but the evidence of starvation was stark as
peasant was willing to eat “food flung into spittoon’ just to satiate his hunger. This

"shows that the collectivisation programme did not succeed in moving the country

forward as it was plagued by famine.

Source C supports the view that Stalin’s collectivisation programme succeeded
in moving the country forward. It shows how collectivisation has led to more
mechanisation of farms which subsequently led to increased production and
thereby allowing Soviet Union to be “transformed from a poverty stricken state” to
‘become the greatest industrial country in Europe”/

Source D supports the view that Stalin's collectivisation programme succeeded
in moving the country forward the statistical data shows a steady increase in
production in all three key sectors: agriculture, industrial and consumer.
Collectivisation was the foundation/key to the success of the Five Year Plan.
When the agriculture sector modernised and increased its output drastically under
the collectivisation programme, this will in turn positively impact the industrial and
consumer sectors as shown in the source. (quote data)

2-4
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 moved the country forward, it was at the e?ﬁ:ense of suffering of the p
‘they starved to death even though there was enough' food to" feed”them.” “On

Stalin's order, foodstuffs to be shipped:out to the Soviet Union were drastically
increased in 1,933 untjl there was s:mply no food remalnmg to feed the peeple of
the Ukralne L St s : _ it _

4-7

L3 | Both sideofL2 = '
Award 5m for one Y and ‘N supported by valid source use; and an add;rronaf mark
for each subsequent vahd source use up fo maxrmum of ?'m ' .
L4 | For L2 and L3 award a bonus of up, to,2 marks (1-1].'-1) for use,of contextual . 8

knowledge to questmn a source in “relation to its reliability, suffic iciency etc.
The total mark for this question must not exceed Bm

» To score |n L21L3 there must be source use, le dlrect reference to source
contenl =i
e Only credlt source use where reference ls made to a source by Ietter or
- direct quete Srmply wntmg abeut issues in the, source is not enough
Higher marks in L2!L3 to be awarded ton nu mber of sources used
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L1
E.g.

- Award f...-mérk-fo{ each detéfi up'toa méx‘._t'}num_ of 2 marks.

‘16

n Europe

World War Il in Eurdpe began when Britain and France dedlared war on |

Germany after it attacked Poland on 1 September 1939. The war
devastated Europe’s economy and resulted in heavy casualties.

L2
E.g.

Identifies or ,ﬁeécrihé‘é : tﬁe .way_fs) ln whlchUSA Wéps indirectly

involved in WW?2 in Europe.

Award 3 marks for describing the given policy, additional marks for details |

up todm.

Cash and -Carg_‘_ policy émd Léhc-_i-'La'a_:s'é' Ac_t,

-

USA was indirectly involved in the war In Europe before December 1941 by |
countries, involved in.the war through its ‘Cash and Carmry' |

supplying aid to col Ar B
policy and Lend;Lease Act. The ‘Cash and Carry policy was passed.on 21
September 1939 to allow Britain and France to buy goods, such as arms,

from the USA'if they paid in full and transporied ‘them on their own.
Payments for the goods had to be made immediately in cash and recipients
of the aid had to bear all transport equipment, costs and risks. The USA
then passed the Lend-Lease Act on 11 March 1941 which gave President
Roosevelt authority to supply weapons, food and equipment to Britain and
any country whose defence the President thought was vital to the national
security of the USA. Payment for the aid could be deferred and need not be
made in cash. Recipients also did not have to provide for their own
transportation.

Other forms of aid

The USA was also indirectly involved in the war in Europe before
December 1941 by providing other forms of aid. The USA helped the Allies
in providing escort roles for all Allied convoys at sea so as to prevent
German military submarines from firing on them. Roosevelt also imposed
economic sanctions on the Axis Powers to deprive them of resources
needed for their war effort. For example, he restricted supplies of important
materials such as iron to Japan from 1940 onwards to cripple Japan's
efforts on carving out its own empire in the Far East.

[3-4]

L3

Explains the ways in which USA was indirectly involved in WW2 in
Europe

[5-8]
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Award 5-.6 marks.for exp!ammg one factor i jrain

Award 7- 8 marks fdr expfa:mng rw*"‘ :

Cash and Carrv o!ucy and Lend-Leas _'Act

USA was mdarectly involved in the war in Europe before December
1941 by supplying aid to countrles involved in the war through its
‘Cash and Carry’ policy and Lend- Lease Act. The ‘Cash and Carry

policy was passed on 21 September 1939 to allow Britain and France to
buy goods, such as arms, from the USA if they paid in full and transported
them on their own. Payments for the goods had to be made immediately in
cash and recipients of the aid had to bear all transport equipment, costs
and risks. The USA then passed the Lend-Lease Act on 11 March 1941

which gave President Roosevelt authonty to supply weapons, food and
equipment to Britain and any country whose defence the President thought
was vital to the national security of the USA. Payment for the aid could be-
deferred and need not be made in cash. Recipients also did not have to
provide for their own transportation. Providing these aids allowed USA to
indirectly assist the Allies, partlcularly Britam and Soviet Umon, in
their war eﬂ‘orts while at the same time maintaining her pos:tion of
not entering . the war. The aid solved Allied military shortages and
bolstered Allied war machine at a rate that the Axis Powers could not
keep up with. This indirect assistance by the I.ISA became even more
|mportant whan the unwanted possibility of Germany winning the war
became greater after a series of rapid offensives that enabled her to
conquer even France. It was USA’s mdlrectly involvement that helped
provide Britain and Soviet Union with the materials needed to resnst
and defeat Germany in the war.

AND

Other forms of aid

The USA was also indirectly involved in the war in Europe before
December 1941 by providing other forms of aid. The USA helped the
Allies in providing escort roles for all Allied convoys at sea so as to prevent
German military submarines from firing on them. Roosevelt also imposed
economic sanctions on the Axis Powers to depnve them of resources
needed for their war effort. For example, he restricted supplies of lmportant
materials such as iron to Japan from 1940 onwards to cripple Japan's
efforts on carving out its own empire in the Far East. The escort role
provided by the USA was invaluable in protecting the Allies’
shipments of war materials across the Atlantic, This allowed the
Allied war efforts to be sustained and contributed to its eventual
victory as the important materials, such as weapons, needed were
shipped efficiently. At the same time, USA’s trade sanctions on the

Axis Powers severely hampered their war effort as they depended
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heavily on materials supplied by USA. This indirect US involvement |
turned the tide of the war against.the Axis Powers as the Allied
Powers were able to secure their war materials while the Axis Power

.wer.e losing theirs- : ; : "'-é: BT 3 e ] By e q e Y e
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E.g. The outbreak of World War It'in’ Europe Was started by Hltier when he

_'attacked Poland on 1 Sep'tember 1939 sl L

L2 =~ 'ExplamsYes or No e '; -

Award 3-marks for an expianatron and fwther marks for add:t.-onaf reasons or

-supporting details for reasons, up to a maximum of 6 marks.

Agree/Yes/

| E.g. The outbreak of World War |l in Europe was due to Hitler's .aggressive

expansionist foreign policies, which contributed to tensions in Europe.and made
war imminent. When Hitler came to power in 1933, he challenged the Treaty of
Versailles and adopted his aims, which was to destroy the Treaty of Versailles,
bringing more German speakers into: the Reich and creating Lebensraum for the
Germans. For example, Hitler demanded that France disarm to the same level
as Germany did under the Versailles Treaty during the: Geneva-Disarmament
Conference in. 1933. France refused and Hitler: used this :as an excuse to
withdraw from the conference and:League of Nations.: Thus, Hitler-was free to
re-introduce conscription and rearmament-in violation. of the Treaty of Versailles.
He proceeded to remilitarise the Rhineland in March 1936. Hitler justified this
action by saying that it was defending its own frontiers as Germany. was now
under threat from France and the USSR. Hitler faced little opposition and he was
emboldened to establish a political union with Austria, which he could now take
advantage of Austrla s gold and iron ore, - as well as army and -weapons.. Hitler
invaded Poland after securing a Nazi- Soviet Pact with USSR which prompted a
declaration of war on Germany by both Britain and France;- Hem:eE Hitler's

aggressive expansmm policies and actions_in achlevmg his _aims
| increased tensions in_ Euro 8 and caused the- outbraak_ of: Woﬂd War 1l to

bema\ntable. et i e &ay el m Bk 6 ke ey
E.g. The outbreak of World War Il in Europe was due to the weaknesses of the
League of Nations played a part in motivating Hitler in starting a'war-in Europe.
Firstly, the League failed in getting major powers to disarm. The rnajor powers
were unwilling to cooperate. Disarmament would make the country vulnerab!e to
foreign attacks and thus the major powers were determined to protect their
national interests. It also highlighted the importance of commitment of the main
members of the League — Britain and France. However, both nations were

[3-6]
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L4

_ fadors

E.g. In conclusion, the outbreak of World War - Il “in Europe ‘was largely _
unavoidable given the fact that Hrtler was emboldened by the faJlure of the |

League. of Nations and, the pohcy of appeasement adopted by Bn{am and

France. Thus, Hitler was able to pursue his aggressive forelgn polrc;es w:thout_

fear of repnsal and retalsatlon from the other European countnes

bodo o vt b 50 ¥y R

11-12
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'Gorbachev saw a need to reform Soviet Union domestic and foreign policy
in order to develop the country and made it stronger economically. ~-:

L2

‘Describes how Gorbachev's élaér;{::ﬁt__and Péreétroika Improvecl the

peoples’ lives _ _
Award 3 marks for describing one reason, additional marks for details up to
4m. :

He introduced Glasnost. Glasnost means openness, essentially calling for
greater transparency, freedom of speech and expression. Gorbachev
believed that changes for SU could only happen if the economic and social
problems of the country were allowed to be discussed openly. By
implementing Glasnost, he sought to give his supporters permission to
speak out in favour of reform and to provide the space and opportunities to
convince the Soviet people these reforms were necessary. Gorbachev
launched a series of public debates in 1986. Gorbachev instructed Soviet
censors to relax the censorship of books, journals and newspapers.
Gorbachev also allowed historians to examine Soviet history and to tell the

people the truth about famines and killings that Stalin ‘was responsible for. |-

He also allowed the media to report on the problems that the Soviet Union
faced. Gorbachev loosened government control over what was said or
written in the media. For example, Stalin’s past atrocities and the problems
of the Soviet Army in Afghanistan were subject to media attention.

He introduced Perestroika. Perestroika means restructuring. It was a
programme of economic and political reforms which Glasnost was meant to
pave the way for. Gorbachev wanted to encourage greater interest,
productivity and the investment among Soviet workers in their respective
industries. He advocated that cooperative ownership was vital to the new
Soviet economy, and believed that these reforms were consistent with
socialism. He also believed that Communist Party would be rejuvenated
only by admitting leaders who would carry out his institutional and policy
reforms. He permitted prices of goods and services to be set by enterprises
themselves. State control over the banking centre was decentralized and
he even allowed private ownership of small businesses. He believed that
by empowering the locals, they would be faster and more flexible than the
central government at making wise economic decisions. Individuals and
businesses also had a better idea of local conditions than the central
government when making decisions. Thus they were in a better position to

[3-4]
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deCtde how to use. the country s resturces efficnently

L3

| Explams how Gorba;:hev’s Glasnos

t: gnd Perestroska mpmved the
peoples’ Hves i 2 n w 5 oty
Award 5- 6 marks for exp.'ammg me facror
Award 7- 8 marks for. expfammg two factors

& by

He lntroduced G!asnost Giasnosl means openness essentlally caillng for:
greater transparency,  freedom of - speech and. expression. - Gorbachev_, :
believed that changes for SU could only happen if the economic and social

problems of the country were “allowed to be discussed openly. By
implementing Glasnost, he sought to give his supporters permission to
speak out in favour of reform and to provide the space and opportunities to
convince the Soviet people these reforms were necessary. Gorbachev
launched a series of public debates in 1986. Gorbachev instructed Soviet

'censors to relax the censorship of books, journals and - newspapers.

Gorbachev also allowed historians to examine Soviet hlstory and to tell the
people the truth about famines and killings that Stalin was responsible for.
He also allowed the media to report on the problems that the Soviet Union
faced. Gorbachev loosened government control over what was said or
written in the media: For-example, Stalin’s past atrocities and the problems
of the Soviet Army in Afghanistan were subject to media attention. As a
result of people enjoying greater liberties, their quallty ‘of life has
increased, were exposed to different ideas and ways of iwmg. People
were more informed about the governmant’ performance in
governance. As a result, they would be more engaged in political
affairs and more willing to give suggestrons to the government to
improve the system. As such, they were no longer exposed to solely
communist ideals, thus Gorbachev’s rule improved the lives of the
Soviet people.

He introduced Perestroika. Perestroika means restructuring. It was a
programme of economic and political reforms which Glasnost was meant to
pave the way for. Gorbachev wanted to encourage greater interest,
productivity and the investment among Soviet workers in their respective
industries. He advocated that cooperative ownersh:p was vital to the new
Soviet economy, and believed that these ‘reforms were consistent with
socialism. He also believed that Communlst Party would be rejuvenated
only by admitting leaders who would carry out his institutional and policy
reforms. He permitted prices of goods and services to be set by enterprises
themselves. State control over the banking centre was decentralized and
he even allowed private ownership of small businesses. He believed that
by empowering the locals, they would be faster and more flexible than the
central government at making wise economic decisions. Individuals and
businesses also had a better idea of local conditions than the central
government when making decisions. Thus they were in a better position to
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decide how to use the country’s resources efficiently. As a result of this
initiative, people’s lives improved because they had more say over
__productlon ‘of ‘goods and sémcas ‘They'were also able"to enj‘oy al
greater variety of goods and services as evidenced in the opemng of |-
the first McDonald’s in the USSR. This will in turn result’in better
profits for the businesses because ‘they are producing what- peopla
want to buy. More profits will mean more earnings for the
government, thus improving the economic growth 'of the country and
allowing more people to be able to escape from poverty.
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Descn_ es t eend of. theCo d: us
Award 1m for addwona! detail up to a maxrmum of /s EP

The end of the Cold War took’ piace aftér the collapse of the Sowet Umon
in 1991.

tir

Explains Yes OR No.

Award 3 marks for an explanation and further marks for add:r:ona! reasons |

or supporting details for reasons, up to a maximum of 6 marks..." .

Agree/ Yes

e.g. Yes, Mikhail Gorbachev forelgn pohc:es snng!e-handediy brought about
the end of the Cold ‘War: He believed that command -economy ‘was

inefficient and military- force was no longer a viable option for addressing |
social dissent, He believed: that the solution' was to reform Soviet economy |-
as well as fo end the military competition with USA. In short, he:wanted to |

end the Cold War. He introduced ‘New Thinking’ to Soviet Foreign policy; It
advocated the idea ‘that global problems ought to be solved-based on
shared moral and ethical principle instead of conflict between communism
and capitalism. Thus, Gorbachev sought to cultivate friendly relationship

with the west, esp-USA. For example in‘Nov 1985; Reagan and Gorbachev-
met for the’ first time and then ‘again <in 1986 'to ‘discuss * nuclear |

disarmament These friendly meetings culminated in_nuclear ‘disarmament
agreement for eg Intermediated-Range Nuclear ‘Forces" Treaty (INF) in

1987. This was a mgmﬂcant milestone as'it was the first agreamant_

between the superpowers which eventually led to arms reduction. It
was thus Gorbachev’s foreign policies that lay the groundwork to an
open and friendlier relationship with USA in the discussion of nuclear
arms reductmn which was a key to end the Cold War. Thus
GorbacheV’s foreign policies smg!e-handedly ended the Cold War.

 Gorbachev's de-ideologisation of Soviet Foreign pohcy was arguably the
most obvious example of the extension of his ‘New Thmklng ‘to” Soviet |

Foreign policy. He intended to end the ideologically driven pohc:es that
brought Soviet Union into conflict with USA. These policies previously
included intervention in other countries to support communist revolutions or
regimes. In demonstrating his commitment to his new foreign policy

Gorbachev withdrew Soviet troops from Afghanistan from 1988-1989. This |

marked the end of the Soviet war in Afghanistan which lasted for a decade.
In 1988, in his UN speech, Gorbachev also emphasised each.country’s
right to choose its political and economic system. Gorbachev's de-
ideologisation was instrumental in removing . direct confrontations
with USA which reduced the tensions between the two Superpowers

[3-6]

214




- 26

and led to the end of Cold War: _Mqreover, an ldeological C
the root of the catise of Cold Wa and Gorbachex 's foreign
‘de- ideologisation’ removed the main reason why the US2 JS
came into conflict as it advocated the tdea that globa] p[ol;l_gms_ ought

to be solved based on shared moral and ethical’ prineiple instead of |
conflict between communism 'and “capitalism: Thus Gorbachev's |

foreign policies. smgle-handedly anded the Cold War.
OR

Disagree/ No
e.g. No, Mikhail Gorbachev did not smgle—handedly bring about the end of

the Cold War because there were other factors such as the economic and
military strength of the United States. By the 1980s, it was clear that the
United States were economically way stronger than the Soviet Union and
that the American people enjoyed a much better quality of life. This was
more evident under Reagan's successful economic liberalisation-and soon
other western. countries also mplemented similar measures. In: addition,
the United States military was much stronger than the Soviet Union as can
be seen from the renewal of arms race under Reagan’s 'Star Wars'
programme. This led to the development of. various inter-continental
ballistic missiles: by the United: States; :The strength of the Upited: States
convinced the people living in Soviet Union that:life in the United States
under democracy -and capitalism was much -better than - life ' under
communism. This led to the resistance and calls for reforms. within the
Soviet Union that eventually resulted in its. collapse: Therefore, the
economic and military strength of the United 'States was another
reason that brought.about the end of the Cold: War because it
convinced the Soviets that communism was not working.

Note: Award three marks for an explanation and further marks for
additional reasons or supporting detat! for reascns up toa max&murn of six
marks.

L3

Explains Yes AND No.

Award 7 marks for an explanation of responsible and an explanation_of not |

responsible and fuﬂher additional reasons or suppomng deraf!s or reasons,
to a maximum of 10 marks _

Both aspects of L2

[7-10]

L4

=)

L3 + Reaches a balanced conclusion based on relevant significance
of factors -
Award the higher mark in the level for more developed answers.

| agree that Gorbachev's single-handedly brought about the end of Cold
war because of his openness and willingly to transform Soviet Union. His
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policies was a catalyst that led to the end of Cold War. Not only did it
resulted in the lessening of the tensions between the two superpowers but |-
it led to_strengthening the good relations béetween the two former enemies.
As the leader of the communist bloc, Gorbachev’s policies was the catalyst
that led the countries in the communist bloc to press more similar
openness which led to the eventual  collapse of the. communist
governments in Eastern Europe. Without the disintegration of the
communist bloc also signifies the disappearance of Cold War enemies.
Hence Gorbachev single-handedly ended the Cold War.
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