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National 4/5 History

Student’s Guide
‘DESCRIBE/EXPLAIN’ QUESTIONS
These types of questions will be worth 5 or 6 marks at National 5 level and will ask you to describe or explain a historical theme or event.  Examples might include:

· ‘Describe the events of the Spartacist uprising in Berlin 1919.’

· ‘Explain the reasons why Scots volunteered to join the army during the First World War.’
· ‘Describe how new technology made coal mining safer between 1760 and 1900.’
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‘Explain the reasons why housing conditions were so poor in Britain by 1870.’ 
Success Criteria

Excellent answers will demonstrate that you can do the following things:

	I have…



	· 
	Begun my response by answering the question directly



	· 
	Written at least 5 or 6 sentences including relevant evidence from my background knowledge that is directly related to the question.




	I have….
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	· Begun my answer by answering the question directly


	
	
	

	· Written at least 5 or 6 sentences including relevant evidence from my background knowledge that is directly related to the question.


	
	
	

	Marks Achieved


	​___/5     ____/6    


Example Question: 

‘Explain why there was pressure for Kaiser Wilhelm II to abdicate in 1918?’

5 marks
A bad answer:

‘The German army was getting beaten, also the people were dying from flu and starving cause of the Royal Navy thingy.  Germany’s allies Turkey and Austria-Hungary were surrendering so Germany had to fight on herself and was losing.  The Allies wanted rid of him or they wouldn’t have peace’
	I have….
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	· Begun my answer by answering the question directly
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	· Written at least 5 or 6 sentences including relevant evidence from my background knowledge that is directly related to the question.
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	Marks Achieved


	​
__1__/5     ____/6    


This answer would get 1/5 because:

· It doesn’t answer the question directly = you can’t tell what the question was from the answer.

· The ‘facts’ are really poorly written, there is no solid evidence in any of the points except for one.

· The only vaguely good sentence is the one that got the mark: ‘Germany’s allies Turkey and Austria-Hungary were surrendering so Germany had to fight on herself and was losing.’ This helps to explain why there was pressure on the Kaiser, the others don’t.

A good answer:

‘There were many factors which put pressure on the Kaiser to abdicate in 1918.  The German people were hungry and suffering from the Royal Navy’s blockade of Germany and they blamed the Kaiser for it. The German army was losing ground after the Allies attacked in 1918 and couldn’t hold them back any longer.  The hungry German civilians were dying from Spanish flu because they were starving and couldn’t fight off the disease and the Kaiser was blamed for this.  Germany’s allies Turkey and Bulgaria were surrendering and the German army couldn’t fight on alone which put more pressure on the Kaiser.  Finally the Allies said they blamed the Kaiser for starting the war and would not make peace with Germany until he was gone.’  
	I have….
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	· Begun my answer by answering the question directly
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	· Written at least 5 or 6 sentences including relevant evidence from my background knowledge that is directly related to the question.
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	Marks Achieved


	​__5_/5     ____/6    


This answer would get 5/5 because:

· The opening sentence helps to directly answer the question = you can tell what the question was from the answer.

· The ‘facts’ are well written, there is lots of solid evidence in each of the points.  Each of the facts helps to answer the question and there are 5 facts for 5 marks. 

‘TO WHAT EXTENT’ QUESTIONS
This type of question will be worth 8 marks at National 5 level and will ask you to make a judgement about the extent to which you think different factors contributed to a historical event or development and its impact.

Examples might include:

· To what extent were improvements in public health by 1900 brought about by improved medical conditions?




 8 marks
· To what extent was popular support among the German people responsible for Hitler becoming Chancellor in January 1933?


 8 marks
· To what extent did the use of new technology on the Western Front contribute to the high casualty rate among Scots soldiers?

 8 marks
These questions are designed to test your ability to make a judgement.
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Success Criteria

1. You will gain up to 5 marks for each relevant, factual, key point of knowledge that is related to the question that you use in your answer.

2. You will gain 1 mark for having your answer divided up in a structured way i.e. dealing with more than just the factor in the question.

3. You will gain 1 mark for reaching a conclusion.

4. You will gain 1 mark for giving a reason for your conclusion.

	I have….
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	· Used 5 different points of knowledge including the one mentioned in the question.
	
	
	

	· Structured my answer by dealing with different factors separately.
	
	
	

	· Written a conclusion
	
	
	

	· Given a reason for my conclusion
	
	
	

	Marks Achieved:

Targets for next time:


	​___/8   


Example:  To what extent were improvements in public health by 1900 brought about by improved medical conditions?  






8 marks

“Many historians think that improvements in public health were brought about by improved medical conditions.  Edward Jenner invented vaccination through his studies of cow and small pox and this saved many lives. (1 mark for knowledge) Joseph Lister also saved lives from infection through his use of antiseptic techniques during surgery.  (1 mark for knowledge)

Better knowledge of the causes of disease also improved public health.  Doctor John Snow discovered that cholera was caused by infected water rather than bad smells which saved lives in London.  (1 mark for knowledge)  Nursing care for mothers and babies improved in the later 1800s which meant that fewer women and babies died in childbirth.  (1 mark for knowledge)

Other historians think that better living conditions were responsible for improved public health. (1 mark for structure)  Many areas of slum housing were cleared in the late 1800s to make way for better housing which helped improve public health (1 mark for knowledge)

Overall, improved medical conditions were most responsible for improvements in public health.  (1 mark for a conclusion)  Basic improvements such as vaccinations and better healthcare for mothers made a massive difference and were relatively inexpensive.  (1 mark for supporting your conclusion)
	I have….
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	· Used 5 different points of knowledge including the one mentioned in the question.
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	· Structured my answer by dealing with different factors separately.
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	· Written a conclusion
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	· Given a reason for my conclusion
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	Marks Achieved:

Targets for next time:


	​_8_/8   


Example 2:  To what extent was the strength of the Nazi government important in maintaining control of Hitler’s Germany?  





8 marks

“Many historians think that the laws passed by the Nazi government were important in maintaining control.  The Enabling Act of March 1933 gave Hitler the power to pass laws without the Reichstag voting on them. (1 mark for knowledge) Hitler was also able to declare all other political parties illegal by July 1933 as a result of this law which gave him more control.  (1 mark for knowledge)

The Gestapo used informers to spy on people and so ordinary Germans were afraid to speak out against the regime.  (1 mark for knowledge)  Those that were arrested by the Gestapo often found themselves in concentration camps run by the brutal SS which caused fear among the people.  (1 mark for knowledge)

Other historians think that the weaknesses of the opponents to the Nazis were more responsible for Hitler maintaining control.  (1 mark for structure)  The Communists and SPD refused to co-operate with each other after the Spartacists were crushed. (1 mark for knowledge)

Overall, the passing of the Enabling Act was most responsible for Hitler maintaining control.   (1 mark for a conclusion)  This gave Hitler the power to pass any laws he liked and so all his power and strength came from this one law. (1 mark for supporting your conclusion)
	I have….
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	· Used 5 different points of knowledge including the one mentioned in the question.
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	· Structured my answer by dealing with different factors separately.
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	· Written a conclusion
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	· Given a reason for my conclusion
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	Marks Achieved:

Targets for next time:


	​_8_/8   


‘EVALUATE THE USEFULNESS’ QUESTIONS
This type of question will be worth 5 or 6 marks at National 5 level and will ask you to evaluate ‘how useful’ a source is as evidence for investigating a historical event.  Examples might include:

· Evaluate the usefulness of Source A as evidence of the German reaction to the signing of the Treaty of Versailles.

· Evaluate the usefulness of Source B as evidence of attitudes towards the building of railways in nineteenth century Scotland.

· Evaluate the usefulness of Source C as evidence of conditions for Scottish soldiers on the Western Front in 1916.    

These questions are designed to test your ability to look at the reasons why a source would be useful to someone investigating a period/event/person/issue in History.
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Success Criteria

In order to evaluate whether a source is useful or not, you should think about the following factors:

Time of the source = is it a primary source from the time period you are studying e.g. “Source A is useful because it was a primary source from July1919 just after the Treaty of Versailles was signed”.  Or is it a secondary source produced by someone a long time after the event but the source will have the benefit of hindsight or being properly researched perhaps e.g. “Source A is a secondary source written a long time after the railways were first built in Scotland but it will have the benefit of hindsight so it is useful.”

Author of the source = who wrote it and why is that useful to someone. Are they an eyewitness who can give an accurate view because they were there?  Are they an eyewitness who might be biased or exaggerate things because they were involved in the event and have a personal interest in it?  Are they an expert on the event being studied e.g. a doctor in a source on health?  Are they a historian who will have studied the facts carefully before reaching a conclusion?
Purpose of the source = why was it written?  Is it a poem written to glorify something or someone and therefore cannot be fully trusted?  Was it written by someone trying to defend or promote something they did and so needs to be treated with care?  Is it a personal diary and so is more likely to give someone’s true opinion rather than something they might tell a newspaper?  Is it a piece of propaganda or trying to educate people?  Is it biased as a result of any of these points?
Content of the source = what does the source tell us that is useful?  Is it factually correct and ties in with what you already know about the subject?   Can it be trusted because of what it says?  For example, “Source A states that the ‘single ends on Glasgow’s High street are fit for the class of people living there’ but this was written by a landlord renting the houses out to people and he is biased so this makes the source less useful”

Limitations of the source = what other facts do you know about the event that are not mentioned anywhere in the source e.g. “The source doesn’t mention any other dangers that Scottish soldiers had to put up with in the trenches such as enemy snipers who could kill a man if he put his head above the parapet even for a moment.”
How marks are awarded:
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The following page has a sample answer and a marking grid to help you see how to answer the question correctly.

Example:
Source A is from the memoirs of a Scottish railway engineer who worked on the lines in the 1840s
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1. Evaluate the usefulness of Source A as evidence of attitudes towards the building of railways in nineteenth century Scotland.


6 marks
“Source A is quite useful as evidence of attitudes towards railways as it is a primary source written about the 1840s when railways were being constructed across Scotland (1 mark TIME).  It was written by a railways engineer which is useful because he worked on the lines and experienced how people reacted to them (1 mark AUTHOR), however because he has written this source as part of his personal memoirs years after he worked on the lines, he could perhaps be forgetting or changing information that might make the source more useful (1 mark PURPOSE).  The source explains that the gentry (landowners) did not like the idea of the railways as they would spoil the grouse shooting and bring ‘objectionable people’ across their lands, this is useful for showing their bias against the railways (1 mark CONTENT).  It also states that the railways would cost people who floated timber down river their jobs and this is accurate which makes the source useful (1 mark CONTENT).  However the source is less useful as it fails to mention that the railways meant working class people could travel to the seaside for holidays for the first time (1 mark LIMITATIONS).”  
The above answer is a good answer because it analyses the source in detail.  It uses full, detailed sentences to analyse why the source is useful because of:

· When it was written TIME
· Who wrote it AUTHOR
· Why it was written PURPOSE
· What it says CONTENT
· What it does not say LIMITATIONS
	I have….
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	Begun my answer by answering the question directly e.g. “Source A is useful as evidence of….”
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	Commented on why the timing of the source is useful 
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	Commented on why the author  of the source is useful 
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	Commented on why the purpose of the source is useful
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	Commented on why the content of the source is useful
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	Commented on what the limitations of the source are
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	Marks Achieved
	​___/5     ___6_/6    

	Comment/target for next time:

An excellent answer, written by one of the finest minds on the planet. Well done!




Source Comparison Questions 
These types of questions will be worth 4 marks at National 5 level and will ask you to compare two sources on a historical theme or event. The question will begin with the phrase ‘Compare the views’ For example…

· ‘Compare the views of Sources A and B of Hitler as a speaker?’
· ‘Compare the views in Sources C and D about the Spartacist uprising in Berlin 1919?
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You must read through the sources and decide whether they agree fully, disagree fully, or agree to an extent.

Success Criteria
There is a formula you should follow. You can get 2 marks for a ‘developed comparison’ point but only one mark for a ‘simple comparison’. In a four mark question you will only need to make 2 comparisons to get your marks! Excellent answers will demonstrate that you can do the following things:

	I have…



	· 
	Begun with an overall comparison between the two sources e.g. ‘Overall sources A and B do largely agree about the state of morale in the German army in 1918’. 


	· 
	Gone through all the points I can find in the sources that agree/disagree with each other and have made a developed comparison for each. I have done this by using these template sentences. ‘Source A and B agree/disagree about… Source A states that….. While source B says….’ I have filled in the dotted areas with direct quotes from the source. 


	
	


	I have….
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	· Begun my answer with an overall comparison between the two sources.


	
	
	

	· Gone through all the points I can find in the sources that agree/disagree with each other and have made a developed comparison for each. I have done this by using these template sentences. ‘Source A and B agree/disagree about… Source A states that….. While source B says….’ I have filled in the dotted areas with direct quotes from the source. 

	
	
	

	Marks Achieved


	​___/4     


Example Question: 

Source A is from Kurt Ludecke’s book “I Knew Hitler”, published in 1938.
Source A
Source B describes Hitler speaking at a Nazi rally.
Source B
Q.1. ‘Compare the views in Sources A and B about Hitler as a speaker?’













4 marks

A bad answer:

Source A states that “when Hitler arrived onto the platform there was not a sound to be heard” and Source B states that “when Hitler moved onto the stage, 100,000 people became silent”.

Source A states that Hitler “spoke of the disgrace of Versailles” and source B agrees as it states Hitler “spoke of how awful the Treaty of Versailles was”.
	I have….
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	· Begun my answer with an overall comparison between the two sources.


	
	
	

	· Gone through all the points I can find in the sources that agree/disagree with each other and have made a developed comparison for each. I have done this by using these template sentences. ‘Source A and B agree/disagree about… Source A states that….. While source B says….’ I have filled in the dotted areas with direct quotes from the source. 

	
	
	

	Marks Achieved


	​

2/4     


This answer would get 2/4 because:

· It doesn’t begin the answer with an overall comparison. You don’t even know what the question is from the answer.

· It doesn’t make any developed comparisons. This means the writer gains one mark for each comparison point, not 2. 

A good answer:

Overall, the views in sources A and B agree about Hitler as a speaker.

Sources A and B agree about how the crowd reacted when Hitler arrived. Source A states that “when Hitler arrived onto the platform there was not a sound to be heard” and Source B states that “when Hitler moved onto the stage, 100,000 people became silent”.

Sources A and B also agree that Hitler criticised the Treaty of Versailles in his speeches. Source A states that Hitler “spoke of the disgrace of Versailles” and source B agrees as it states Hitler “spoke of how awful the Treaty of Versailles was”.

	I have….
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	· Begun my answer with an overall comparison between the two sources.
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	· Gone through all the points I can find in the sources that agree/disagree with each other and have made a developed comparison for each. I have done this by using these template sentences. ‘Source A and B agree/disagree about… Source A states that….. While source B says….’ I have filled in the dotted areas with direct quotes from the source. 
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	Marks Achieved


	​4/4     


This answer would get 4/4 because:

· It begins with an overall comparison between the two sources as it states that both sources agree overall.

· It makes developed comparisons before it goes onto quote from the source. This is better as you only have to do this twice to get four marks. 

‘How fully’ Questions
These types of questions will be worth 5 or 6 marks at National 5 level and will ask you to assess how fully a source describes a historical theme or event. The question will usually begin with ‘How fully.’ For example…

· ‘How fully does Source A describe the terms of the Treaty of Versailles?’
· ‘How fully does Source B describe the use of new technology on the Western Front?’

· ‘How fully does Source E describe the conditions that soldiers had to endure in the trenches?’

Success Criteria
For this answer you must use the source and your own background knowledge. 


If the source is worth 5 marks then you take 3 points from the source and 2 from your own background knowledge (or vice versa).

If the source is worth 6 marks then you take 3 points from the source and 3 from your own background knowledge. 
	I have….
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	· Begun with an introductory sentence that sets up my answer and shows I understand the question: “Source A describes…… to an extent but does not give the complete picture”

	
	
	

	· Written a paragraph that mentions 3 points from the source or sources taken from the source: “The source gives some information but not all. The source says…”


	
	
	

	· Written a paragraph that includes 3 points from my own background knowledge which are not mentioned in the source (recall). e.g. “However, from my own recall I know that...”


	
	
	

	Marks Achieved


	​___/5     ____/6   


Example Question: 

Source A describes how the Treaty of Versailles affected Germany.
Source A
Q.1. How fully does Source A describes the terms of the Treaty of Versailles













6 marks
A bad answer:
Source A is about the Treaty of Versailles and it says that Germany had to pay a large sum in compensation. The source also mentions that Germany lost all her colonies. The source also states that the second aim was to make sure Germany could never make war again. 

	I have….
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	· Begun with an introductory sentence that sets up my answer and shows I understand the question: “Source A describes…… to an extent but does not give the complete picture”

	
	
	

	· Written a paragraph that mentions 3 points from the source or sources taken from the source: “The source gives some information but not all. The source says…”


	
	

	

	· Written a paragraph that includes 3 points from my own background knowledge which are not mentioned in the source (recall). e.g. “However, from my own recall I know that...”
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	Marks Achieved


	​

____/5     2/6   


This answer would get 2/6 because:

· It doesn’t start with an introductory sentence that sets up the answer.

· The ‘facts’ are really poorly written, both from the source and from recalled knowledge. 

· The writer doesn’t get a mark for writing “The source also states that the second aim was to make sure Germany could never make war again”. This is not a term of the Treaty of Versailles. Be sure that the evidence you are putting into your answer relates to the question.

· The answer doesn’t have 3 bits of recall and doesn’t take a new paragraph.

A good answer:

Source A describes the terms of the Treaty of Versailles to an extent but does not give the complete picture. 

The source gives some information but not all. The source says that under the terms of the Treaty of Versailles Germany lost all her colonies. The source also states that Germany had to pay a large sum in reparations payments - a total of 6.6 billion. The source also mentions that Germany lost her air force and submarines to ensure that they couldn’t start war again. 

However, from my own recall I know that the terms of the Treaty of Versailles stated that the Rhineland had to remain demilitarised in order to protect France. Furthermore, the Treaty of Versailles stated that Germany was not allowed to join the League of Nations which was supposed to keep world peace. Finally, the Treaty of Versailles stated that under Article 231, Germany had to accept all the blame for starting the war and all deaths caused by it. 

	I have….
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	· Begun with an introductory sentence that sets up my answer and shows I understand the question: “Source A describes…… to an extent but does not give the complete picture”

	[image: image59.wmf]
	
	

	· Written a paragraph that mentions 3 points from the source or sources taken from the source: “The source gives some information but not all. The source says…”
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	· Written a paragraph that includes 3 points from my own background knowledge which are not mentioned in the source (recall). e.g. “However, from my own recall I know that...”
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	Marks Achieved


	​____/5     6/6    


This answer would get 6/6 because:

· There is an introductory sentence sets up the answer and shows the writer understands the question.

· The first paragraph is well written and contains 3 relevant points from the source which describe the terms of the Treaty of Versailles.

· The second paragraph is also well written and mentions 3 points of relevant background knowledge which shows the candidate has a good understanding of the topic.
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Up to 4 marks for accurate comments on: the type and time of the source; the authorship of the source; the purpose of the source.  





Up to 2 marks for accurate comments on: the content of the source  





Up to 2 marks for accurate comments on: the limitations of the source (what it doesn’t mention)  





We had to build the line to Perth over Lord Seafield’s land.  Lady Seafield very decidedly told us that she hated railways.  ‘Cheap travel’, she said, ‘brought together such an objectionable variety of people.’  Lord Seafield said the railway would frighten away the grouse from his moors.  ‘Besides’, he went on, ‘what would become of the men who have for many years been employed to float timber down the River Spey to the sea.  Would a railway replace them?’
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I have 


Begun with an introductory sentence that sets up my answer and shows I understand the question e.g. Source A describes…… to an extent but does not give the complete picture.





Written a paragraph that mentions 3 points from the source or sources taken from the source e.g. “The source gives some information but not all. The source says…”





Written a paragraph that includes 3 points from my own background knowledge which are not mentioned in the source (recall). e.g. “However, the source doesn’t mention that...”











The Treaty of Versailles had two main aims. The first aim was to make Germany pay for the losses the Allies had suffered, so Germany lost all her colonies. She also had to pay a large sum in compensation, later fixed at £6,600,000,000. The second aim was to make sure Germany could never make war again, so Germany lost her air force. She also lost all her submarines. As a defeated power, the Germans had no choice but to agree to these dictated terms.
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When Hitler stepped onto the platform, there was not a sound to be heard. Then he began to speak, quietly at first. Before long, however, his voice had risen to a hoarse shriek that gave an extraordinary effect. He was holding the masses, and me with them, under a hypnotic spell. I don’t know how to describe the emotions that swept over me as I heard this man. When he spoke of the disgrace of Versailles, I felt ready to spring on any enemy.





When Hitler moved onto the stage, 100,000 people became silent. Hitler started his speech very quietly. People had to strain to hear him. By the end, however, he was yelling at the crowd and the crowd yelled back. Hitler spoke of how awful the Treaty of Versailles was and of the need to tear it up. The crowd were hypnotised by Hitler. When he finished, the audience rose and cheered and cheered.








_1441105183

_1441105254

_1441105302

_1441105303

_1441105255

_1441105184

_1441105182

_1420619623

