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The main aim of this booklet is to exemplify standards for those teaching Cambridge IGCSE / IGCSE (9–1) / O Level 
History, and to show how different levels of candidates’ performance (high, middle and low) relate to the syllabus 
requirements. This document helps teachers to assess the standards required to achieve marks beyond the guidance 
of the mark scheme.

In this booklet, candidate responses have been chosen from the June 2024 exam series to exemplify a range of 
answers.

For each question, the response is annotated with examiner comments about where and why marks were awarded or 
omitted. This is followed by comments on how the answer could be improved. There is also a list of common mistakes 
and guidance for candidates.

Please refer to the June 2024 Examiner Report for further details and guidance.

Note: The questions for these example candidate responses were taken from 0470 Paper 21, June 2024 which differ 
to the 0977/2147 June 2024 questions. However, the question format and skills are the same.

The questions and mark schemes are available on the School Support Hub

Introduction

Past exam resources and other teaching and learning resources are available on the School Support Hub

0470 June 2024 Question Paper 21

0470 June 2024 Mark Scheme 21

http://www.cambridgeinternational.org/support
http://www.cambridgeinternational.org/support
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How the candidate could improve their answer
• (a) To reach the top level of the mark scheme, the candidate needed to go beyond the details in the sources and 

explain their overall messages. On the whole, Source A blames the CIA for the disaster of the invasion, while 
Source B blames Kennedy. The candidate needed to make clear that these were the overall messages of the 
sources and not just more disagreements of detail. This comparison should have been supported by evidence from 
the sources.

• (b) There is little about this answer that could have been improved, but it is worth noting its strengths. The 
candidate did not lose time describing the cartoon but moved to the point of view of the cartoonist in the first 
sentence. This point of view was supported by references to details in the cartoon in the second paragraph of the 
answer.

       The candidate immediately 
identifies a valid agreement – 
that the plan was covered in the 
newspapers. This places the 
answer in Level 2.

       The candidate explains 
a valid disagreement – the 
sources disagree over the 
effectiveness of the air raid. The 
answer reaches Level 3.

       The candidate correctly 
states the disagreement over 
the number of invaders killed 

How to use this booklet
This booklet goes through the paper one question at a time, showing you the high-, middle- or low level response for 
each question. In the left-hand column are the candidate responses, and in the right-hand column are the examiner 
comments.

Example Candidate Response – high Examiner comments

1

Common mistakes and guidance for candidates
• Candidates often appeared to have started writing their answers before they knew what the answers were going to 

be. Candidates would benefit by using some of the time to think carefully about each question and the sources and 
to plan their answers. This would lead to more coherent and relevant answers.

• It was important for candidates to directly answer the question. Some candidates wrote about the sources or the 
historical events without directly addressing the question. It would help candidates if they addressed the question 
in the first sentence of their answer, for example: ‘The message of this source is …’, ‘Source E does prove that 
Source D is wrong because…’. To do this, candidates needed to have planned their answer before they began 
writing.

1

2
2

Responses are written by real candidates in 
exam conditions, demonstrating the types of answers 

for each level. These could be used to discuss and 
analyse the answers with learners in the classroom to 

improve their skills.

Examiner comments explain 
where and why marks were 

awarded. These help to interpret 
the standard of Cambridge  

exams to help learners  
refine their exam technique.

This section explains how the candidate 
could improve each response. It helps learners to 

improve their exam technique.

This section lists common mistakes as well as 
helpful guidance from the examiner. This will help 

your learners to avoid these mistakes. You can 
use this alongside the relevant Examiner Report to 

guide your learners.

3 3
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Question 1

Example Candidate Response – high Examiner comments

       The candidate begins by stating 
how the sources disagree – Source 
A blames Britain for the naval race, 
while Source B blames Germany.

       The candidate’s opening 
statement is supported by 
quotations, showing that Germany 
poses no threat to Britain in Source 
A but does in Source B. The answer 
reaches Level 2.

       The candidate reinforces their 
argument about Germany by using 
more quotations.

       The candidate explains several 
agreements. The answer now has 
agreements and a disagreement 
and is in Level 3.

1

2

3

1

2

3

44
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Example Candidate Response – high, continued Examiner comments

       The candidate clarifies their 
answer and reinforces this by 
stating that Source A places the 
blame with Britain, while Source B 
justifies British actions and blames 
Germany. The candidate states that 
this is the overall message of both 
sources. The candidate compares 
the big messages of the two 
sources and this places the answer 
in the top level of the mark scheme.
Mark for (a) = 7 out of 7

       The candidate’s answer begins 
with a valid agreement between 
the two cartoons. Both cartoons 
suggest that the British navy 
was powerful. This agreement is 
supported with reference to content 
from both sources. This part of the 
answer is in Level 4.

       The candidate attempts to 
compare the points of view of the 
cartoonists based on both criticising 
Britain. This is not a plausible 
interpretation of Source C. Given 
the context of the late 1890s, it is 
much more likely that the cartoonist 
is praising the fact that Britain is 
willing to spend large amounts 
of money to defend itself. The 
interpretation of Source D begins 
well, but the reference to ‘the 
criticism over Germany’s ownership 
over the sea’ does not really fit here.

7

6

5

7

6

5
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Example Candidate Response – high, continued Examiner comments

       The candidate uses a similar 
line of argument – both sources 
criticising Britain. It is very unlikely 
that Source C was produced to 
encourage British people to oppose 
the naval expansion.
Mark for (b) = 5 out of 8

       The answer begins with 
some valid sub-messages, such 
as Germany was the aggressor. 
Crucially, the candidate gives this 
as a reason for sending the report. 
The answer reaches Level 3.

9 9

8 8
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Example Candidate Response – high, continued Examiner comments

       The candidate provides some 
good context – the naval race, the 
Algeciras Conference and Britain 
launching the first dreadnought. At 
this point, the answer is still in 
Level 3.

       The candidate makes a sudden 
leap to the purpose of the report 
and states that this was to ‘boost 
anti-German feelings in the British 
public and promote the production 
of more battleships’. The candidate 
already provides a good context 
and the answer moves to Level 6.
Mark for (c) = 8 out of 8

       The answer starts well with 
the candidate explaining the main 
difference between the two sources. 
Source F shows the ‘Kaiser intent 
on war’ while Source G shows 
that he wants peace with Britain. 
It is important that the candidate 
states that this means that Source 
F makes Source G surprising. The 
answer reaches Level 4.

11

10

11

10

1212
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Example Candidate Response – high, continued Examiner comments

       The candidate makes the 
important point that both sources 
come from the Kaiser.

       The candidate gives a good 
explanation of Source F.

       The candidate provides valid 
reasons why the warlike attitude in 
Source F made absolute sense at 
the time.

       The candidate directly 
addresses the question.

13

14

15

13

14

15

1616
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Example Candidate Response – high, continued Examiner comments

       The candidate evaluates the 
sources to argue that it is not 
surprising because Source F was 
private, but in Source G, the Kaiser 
had to be more diplomatic. This 
raises the answer to Level 6.
Mark for (d) = 7 out of 8

       The candidate gives an 
excellent explanation of how 
Sources A, C, D and G suggest that 
Britain was to blame. There is a 
good choice of quotations that are 
well explained. The answer reaches 
Level 3.

17

18

17

18
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Example Candidate Response – high, continued Examiner comments

       The candidate turns to sources 
that suggest Germany was to blame 
and carefully explains how Sources 
B, E and F do this. The answer is 
now in Level 4.
Mark for (e) = 9 out of 9

19 19
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Example Candidate Response – high, continued Examiner comments

Total mark awarded = 
36 out of 40

How the candidate could improve their answer
• (a) There is some lack of clarity at the beginning of the answer. It would have been a good idea for the candidate 

to start with a clear statement similar to the one in the final paragraph. This would have made it clear from the 
beginning that they were comparing the overall messages of the two sources.

• (b) This answer would have been improved by a clearer and better supported comparison of the messages of the 
cartoon. The candidate’s attempt to compare the points of view of the cartoonists would have worked if Source C 
had been read correctly – that it is praising the fact that Britain is not afraid to spend large amounts of money to 
defend itself and its people, and if the explanation of Source D had been clearer.

• (c) This was an excellent answer and directly addressed the issue of why the report was produced at that time. It 
had a valid purpose as well as relevant context. The answer could have got to the crucial part about purpose much 
earlier.

• (d) A good answer, but it could have been more concise and direct. The detail on the first page of the answer was 
not necessary; the candidate could have just explained and supported the fact that the sources show different 
attitudes from the Kaiser. The move to use evaluation to show that Source F does not necessarily make G 
surprising could have been made more prominent.

• (e) This candidate did three crucial things to achieve an excellent answer: (i) made it clear whether they are writing 
about Britain or Germany being to blame, (ii) chose relevant quotations that were exactly right, and (iii) explained 
how the sources suggest Britain or Germany was more to blame.
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Example Candidate Response – middle Examiner comments

       The candidate demonstrates 
a clear agreement between the 
two sources – that Britain ruled the 
seas. This places the answer in 
Level 2.

       The candidate shows a 
disagreement between the sources 
over why Germany wanted a 
powerful navy, with support from 
the sources. Source A says it was 
because Germany wanted Britain 
as a friend, while Source B claims 
that the Kaiser wanted to make 
Germany a world power. The 
candidate now has an agreement 
and a disagreement and reaches 
Level 3.

       This is another attempt at a 
disagreement, but it does not work 
– in Source B the German decision 
to build two dreadnoughts a year is 
in response to Britain building the 
first one.
Mark for (a) = 5 out of 7

3

2

1

2

1

3
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Example Candidate Response – middle, continued Examiner comments

       The candidate interprets 
Source C – Britain wants to 
maintain its control of the seas 
despite the cost involved. The 
answer is at Level 3.

       The candidate gives a clear 
and valid comparison of the two 
sources. They argue that the 
message of both sources is that 
Britain wants to keep its control of 
the seas. This places the answer in 
Level 4.
Mark for (b) = 6 out of 8

5

4

5

4
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Example Candidate Response – middle, continued Examiner comments

       The early part of the answer 
provides some very general context 
and uses it to explain why the 
Conference took place, rather than 
why the report was published.

       This part of the answer does 
not refer to the report. It does 
mention the German desire to 
threaten Britain’s aim to reduce 
armaments, but this needs to 
connect to the publication of the 
report.
Mark for (c) = 2 out of 8

       This is a rather uncertain 
explanation of Source F, concluding 
that the Kaiser wanted to expand 
the German fleet.

8

7

8

7

6 6
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Example Candidate Response – middle, continued Examiner comments

       The candidate explains that, 
according to Source G, Germany 
wants to be on good terms with 
Britain.

       The candidate attempts to 
find agreement between the two 
sources – that the German fleet was 
not built against anyone. This is not 
very convincing and the candidate 
does not address the issue of 
‘surprise’.

       The candidate explains the 
different attitudes of the Kaiser and 
the issue of surprise is addressed. 
This moves the answer to Level 4.
Mark for (d) = 4 out of 8

9

11

10

9

11

10
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Example Candidate Response – middle, continued Examiner comments

       The candidate makes clear 
which sources they will use for 
arguing that Britain was to blame.

       The candidate demonstrates 
a good use of quotations and 
explanation to show how Source A 
suggests Britain was to blame. The 
answer reaches Level 3.

       For Sources C and D, the 
candidate needs to provide more 
detail – the quotations are too short 
and more explanation is required.

12

13

14

12

13

14
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Example Candidate Response – middle, continued Examiner comments

       The candidate switches to 
sources that suggest Germany was 
to blame.

       The candidate gives a 
reasonable explanation of Source 
B. The answer reaches Level 4.

       The candidate gives an 
inadequate explanation for Source 
E. There is no explanation of the 
significance of the Conference.

       The explanation of Source F 
is weak. Overall, the candidate 
explains one source on each side 
meaning the answer reaches the 
bottom of Level 4.
Mark for (e) = 6 out of 9

Total mark awarded = 
23 out of 40

15

16

17

18

15

16

17

18
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How the candidate could improve their answer
• (a) The candidate could have read each source as a whole and thought about their overall messages or points of 

view. How far do the two sources agree or disagree in their big messages?
• (b) The answer would have been improved by a more definite and sustained attempt to consider and compare the 

points of views of the two cartoonists. The first cartoonist approves of Britain building more ships, but the cartoonist 
of Source D does not.

• (c) The candidate needed to focus on giving reasons for the publication of the report. The report needed to stay 
at the centre of the answer. Inferences needed to be made from the report about its sub-messages and main 
message – the Conference has failed and it is the fault of Germany. The candidate needed to make clear that the 
report was published to spread these messages.

• (d) If the candidate had explained an agreement properly and used it to address the issue of surprise, they would 
have reached Level 5, by having different and similar attitudes.

• (e) The candidate attempted to use a range of sources but has only used two of them adequately. To improve the 
answer, fuller explanations were required about how the sources support or do not support the hypothesis. The 
way the candidate has used Source A is a good example of how this could be done.
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Example Candidate Response – low Examiner comments

       The candidate writes about 
Source A. There is no mention of 
Source B.

       There is an unsuccessful 
attempt to compare the two 
sources.

       Here is a more direct attempt 
to compare the sources. The 
candidate claims that both sources 
blame Britain. This does not work 
with Source B.
Mark for (a) = 1 out of 7

2

1

3

2

1

3
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Example Candidate Response – low, continued Examiner comments

       The candidate gives a good 
interpretation of Source C and sums 
this up well in the final couple of 
lines of this paragraph. Level 3.

       The candidate interprets 
Source D as showing the power of 
Britain over the oceans. The answer 
is still in Level 3, as there is no 
comparison.

       The candidate successfully 
compares the sources – they both 
suggest that Britain wants to keep 
its name as the ruler of the ocean. 
The reference to Germany is not 
helpful, but the answer is accepted.
Mark for (b) = 6 out of 8

4

5

4

5

6 6
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Example Candidate Response – low, continued Examiner comments

       This first paragraph 
demonstrates little understanding 
of Source E. It contains parts of the 
source that are simply repeated or 
paraphrased.

       The answer begins to wander 
away from the source and the 
candidate writes about the First 
World War, although no one knew 
then that this was going to start 
in 1914. The reason given for the 
report being made is invalid.

       The references to events in the 
First World War lack relevance.

       The candidate claims that the 
report was sent then because the 
First World War did take place. 
The answer is in Level 2 because 
the issue of why the report was 
published then is never properly 
addressed.
Mark for (c) = 2 out of 8

7

8

7

8

9

10

9

10
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Example Candidate Response – low, continued Examiner comments

       The candidate explains the 
Kaiser’s attitudes in Source F.

       The candidate explains how 
the Kaiser’s attitude in Source G is 
surprising because it is different – 
much more peaceful. The answer is 
in Level 4.

       There is an attempt to explain 
why there was a change in attitude, 
but this is too vague to be credited.
Mark for (d) = 4 out of 8

11

12

13

11

12

13
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Example Candidate Response – low, continued Examiner comments

       The candidate gives a 
reasonable explanation of how 
Source A suggests that Britain was 
to blame. The answer is in Level 3.

1414
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Example Candidate Response – low, continued Examiner comments

       The candidate tries to use 
Source B, but this lacks a clear 
argument.

       The explanation of Source 
C is only just good enough, but 
the attempt at using Source D 
is inadequate. This means the 
candidate explains two sources that 
suggest Britain was to blame. The 
answer remains in Level 3.

       The comments about Sources 
E, F and G are much too vague 
to move the answer up the mark 
scheme.
Mark for (e) = 4 out of 9

Total mark awarded = 
17 out of 40

16

15

17

16

15

17



Example Candidate Responses – Paper 2

27

How the candidate could improve their answer
• (a) This answer contained several attempts at comparison, but none of them were valid. The candidate could have 

looked for more straightforward agreements, such as Tirpitz being in charge of the German navy and Britain ruling 
the waves.

• (b) The candidate needed give more attention to the points of view of the cartoonists. They both show Britain was 
determined to stay in charge of the oceans, but do they approve of this?

• (c) To reach the next level in the mark scheme, the candidate needed to either explain the context of the time as a 
reason for publishing the report or to explain a sub-message of the report that goes further than paraphrasing and 
involves an inference, for example, Germany was not in favour of disarmament.

• (d) To reach the next level in the mark scheme, the candidate needed a more detailed explanation of the 
differences between the two sources. Additionally, the candidate could have explained that both sources do 
suggest the Kaiser did want to get along with Britain and that the German fleet was not necessarily a threat to 
Britain.

• (e) This answer could have been improved by better use of the sources, especially those that suggested Germany 
was to blame. The candidate needed to explain the sources properly, for example: ‘Source E suggests that 
Germany was to blame for the naval race because it shows how Germany made sure there were no agreements 
about disarmament at the Hague Conference. Germany’s actions encouraged countries to do more to prepare for 
war’.
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Question 2

Example Candidate Response – high Examiner comments

       The candidate immediately 
identifies a valid agreement – 
that the plan was covered in the 
newspapers. This places the 
answer in Level 2.

       The candidate explains a 
valid disagreement – the sources 
disagree over the effectiveness of 
the air raid. The answer reaches 
Level 3.

       The candidate correctly states 
the disagreement over the number 
of invaders killed – 67 in Source B 
and over a hundred in Source A. 
This moves the answer to the top of 
Level 3.
Mark for (a) = 6 out of 7

       The candidate gets to the 
main point quickly by stating the 
point of view of the cartoonist – 
the message of the cartoon is to 
criticise ‘Cuban Communism’. There 
is some support and the answer is 
in Level 5.

       The candidate reinforces the 
point, explaining that the cartoon is 
praising the invasion ‘as an effort to 
set Cuba free from Communism’.

       The candidate supports the 
claim that the cartoon is criticising 
Castro and communism by the 
relevant use of details in the 
cartoon, for example, liberty being 
locked up, signifying the lack of 
freedom for people in Cuba. This 
support confirms that the answer 
belongs in the top level of the mark 
scheme.
Mark for (b) = 8 out of 8

3

4

1

2

6

5

3

4

1

2

6

5
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Example Candidate Response – high, continued Examiner comments

       The candidate clearly states 
the different views over who was to 
blame, but this is not yet supported.

       These attempts to provide 
support do not work because of the 
use of Source E. The candidate 
refers to the parts of Source E 
about how the investigation was 
carried out, but not about the events 
of the invasion.

       The candidate explains some 
valid doubts about how far Source 
D can be trusted. This places the 
answer in Level 3.

       The candidate uses the key 
sentence in Source E (the failure 
was caused by the actions and 
inactions of Kennedy) to show that 
Source D is wrong. This raises the 
answer to Level 4. However, as 
the answer already provides some 
evaluation of the sources, Level 5 is 
awarded.
Mark for (c) = 7 out of 8

       The candidate makes the 
crucial points that Kennedy 
is distancing the US from the 
invasion and that it was purely a 
Cuban affair. This is followed by 
an explanation – that Kennedy 
was trying to avoid an escalation 
that could draw the USSR into the 
conflict. Another valid explanation 
could be that he did not want to be 
identified with what was a disaster. 
Level 5 is achieved.

       The candidate gives a reason 
for the speech, ‘This is done likely 
to…’.

9

8

10

11

9

8

10

11

7
7

12

12
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Example Candidate Response – high, continued Examiner comments

       By itself, this paragraph 
would reach Level 3 as it explains 
perfectly valid reasons why 
Kennedy was making the speech.

       The candidate reinforces the 
point about Kennedy wanting to 
distance himself from the invasion.
Mark for (d) = 7 out of 8

       The candidate uses Source 
E to support the hypothesis that 
Kennedy was to blame. The 
reference to his ‘lack of action’ 
directly relates to what Source E 
claims. It is a weak use of Source E.

       The candidate uses Source 
B much more satisfactorily. They 
explain that Kennedy refused to 
authorise the second air raid and 
that, without this, the invasion was 
doomed to failure. The answer 
reaches a secure Level 3.

13

14

15

16

13

14

15

16
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Example Candidate Response – high, continued Examiner comments

       The candidate explains how 
Source A places the blame on the 
CIA because of its choice of landing 
point and the use of obsolete 
bombers. The answer moves into 
Level 4 because the candidate 
explains some support for the 
hypothesis and some evidence 
against it.

       Source D is chosen for blaming 
the CIA for its poor planning and 
lack of proper management and 
staffing. The use of the source 
could be better, but the candidate’s 
use of the terms do match up with 
those in Source D.

       The candidate evaluates 
Source D and some doubt is cast 
over its use as evidence against 
the CIA. The earlier use of Sources 
A, B, D and E could have been 
much better and a mark of 6 was 
considered. However, this valid 
evaluation of Source D leads to a 
mark of 7 being given.
Mark for (e) = 7 out of 9

Total mark awarded = 
35 out of 40

17

18

19

17

18

19
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How the candidate could improve their answer
• (a) To reach the top level of the mark scheme, the candidate needed to go beyond the details in the sources and 

explain their overall messages. On the whole, Source A blames the CIA for the disaster of the invasion, while 
Source B blames Kennedy. The candidate needed to make clear that these were the overall messages of the 
sources and not just more disagreements of detail. This comparison should have been supported by evidence from 
the sources.

• (b) There is little about this answer that could have been improved, but it is worth noting its strengths. The 
candidate did not lose time describing the cartoon but moved to the point of view of the cartoonist in the first 
sentence. This point of view was supported by references to details in the cartoon in the second paragraph of the 
answer.

• (c) This answer rather stumbled its way to Levels 4 and 5. It could have been much clearer and more carefully 
organised. For example, the candidate might have first explained the disagreement over who was to blame 
between the two sources, using key and relevant parts of the sources. This then might have moved on to reasons 
why either Source D or Source E was problematic, such as Kennedy being a member of the Committee or Source 
E being produced by the CIA. This would have then reached a conclusion about whether or not Source E proves 
that Taylor’s findings were wrong.

• (d) To reach the top level in the mark scheme, the candidate needed to consider the importance of Kennedy giving 
this speech to a group of newspaper editors. This showed how important he felt it was to respond to events in 
Cuba. He was keen to get his version of events across and clearly hoped that it would reach a large audience 
through the newspapers.

• (e) To obtain a higher mark in Level 4, the candidate needed to use the sources more effectively. Some of the 
explanations of how the sources did and did not support the hypothesis are weak. For example, the following would 
have been a more satisfactory use of Source E: ‘Source E does blame Kennedy for the failure. It says that the 
major causes of the failure were the actions and inactions of the Kennedy Administration, including the President’. 
A higher mark could also have been achieved by using a wider range of sources.
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Example Candidate Response – middle Examiner comments

       The candidate begins well, 
by explaining how both sources 
state that the invasion was not 
kept secret and was reported in 
the newspapers. This places the 
answer in Level 2.

       The candidate identifies 
another agreement, about the 
number of invaders and numbers 
killed. This agreement places the 
answer higher in Level 2.

       The candidate attempts to 
explain a disagreement, but it does 
not work. The candidate claims 
that Source A does not mention 
something about Kennedy that 
Source B does and adds that 
Source A is objective. There are 
two problems with this: this is not a 
proper comparison and Source A is 
no more objective than Source B.
Mark for (a) = 3 out of 8

2

1

3

2

1

3
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Example Candidate Response – middle, continued Examiner comments

       The answer focuses on the 
message of the cartoon. It states 
that the message is that the 
invasion was a failure. This is valid. 
The cartoon was published on 21 
April and by that date it was clear 
that the invasion was going badly 
wrong.

       The candidate supports this 
message by using details in the 
cartoon – that the bolt of lightning 
labelled ‘Invasion Effort’ misses the 
Cuban fortress. This is a perfectly 
plausible use of the details in the 
cartoon. The answer reaches  
Level 3.

       The answer begins to drift 
away from the source, but the final 
sentence of the answer makes a 
good point about public outrage 
leading to the portrayal of the 
invasion as a failure.
Mark for (b) = 3 out of 8

       The answer avoids the issue of 
how the two sources disagree.

       The candidate explains how 
there are doubts over Source D 
because Kennedy was on the 
Committee and because Source 
E claims that Kennedy was more 
interested in his image than with 
conducting the investigation 
properly. This part of the answer 
reaches Level 3.
Mark for (c) = 3 out of 7
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Example Candidate Response – middle, continued Examiner comments

       The answer begins with an 
excellent explanation of Kennedy’s 
attempt to distance himself 
from the invasion of Cuba. The 
candidate explains that Kennedy 
wanted the invasion to be seen 
as a struggle between Cuban 
patriots and Castro and that by 
emphasising this, Kennedy is trying 
to take the moral high ground. The 
answer is in Level 5.

       The second half of this answer 
explains the sub-messages of the 
speech.
Mark for (d) = 7 out of 8
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Example Candidate Response – middle, continued Examiner comments

       There is a vague reference to 
Source A containing ‘details’ that 
suggest it was Kennedy’s fault, 
but no evidence from the source is 
given.

       The candidate gives a relevant 
quotation from Source B that 
suggests Kennedy was to blame. 
However, it needs to be explained 
much better. The answer is at the 
lower end of Level 3.

       The candidate provides no 
evidence from the cartoon to 
support the claims being made.

       The candidate correctly states 
that Source D claims that the CIA 
was to blame but gives no evidence 
from the source to support this 
claim.
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Example Candidate Response – middle, continued Examiner comments

       The candidate correctly states 
that Source E suggests Kennedy 
was to blame but provides no 
evidence to support this.
Mark for (e) = 3 out of 9

Total mark awarded = 
19 out of 40

15 15
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How the candidate could improve their answer
• (a) The answer could have been improved if the candidate had explained a valid disagreement. There are several 

that the candidate could have used, for example Source A says the air strike was not effective, but Source B says 
it was, and in Source A the second airstrike was cancelled to hide US involvement, while in Source B, it did not 
happen because Kennedy claimed he had not been told about it.

• (b) This answer could have been better if the candidate had considered a wider range of messages. For example, 
the cartoon suggested that Castro was a threat to liberty and that the Cuban people had no freedom. It also 
suggested that the Soviets were helping to defend Castro’s regime. The explanation of more than one message 
would have led to a higher mark in Level 3. The big message of the cartoon was also missed – that the Cuban 
people will continue to fight for their freedom despite the failure of the invasion. This would have placed the answer 
in Level 4.

• (c) The candidate needed to explain other ways in which there were problems with either or both Source D and 
Source E, such as the promotion of Maxwell. To reach Level 4, the candidate needed to explain and support the 
disagreement between the sources over who was to blame for the disaster. This move is side-stepped in this 
answer.

• (d) At the end of the answer, the candidate made the point that Kennedy was hoping to ‘shape the narrative’. This 
could have been linked to the fact that the speech was being made to newspaper editors. This would have moved 
the answer into the top level of the mark scheme.

• (e) The candidate referred to a range of sources and made claims about them. However, with the exception of 
Source B, no evidence was provided from the sources to support the points being made. The candidate needed 
to identify evidence from sources and then explain how this evidence supported or did not support the view 
that Kennedy was to blame, for example: ‘Source B tells us that Kennedy was to blame because it states that 
he cancelled the second air raid. The source goes on to say that the CIA knew that without this air support the 
invasion would fail’.
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Example Candidate Response – low Examiner comments

       The candidate attempts to 
identify an agreement by giving 
two quotations from the sources. 
This does not work because the 
quotations do not agree with each 
other. This attempt is not helped 
by the fact that the quotations are 
not given in full and the truncated 
versions struggle to make sense.

       The attempts at comparing 
numbers are either not valid 
comparisons or incorrect.

       The fact that two of the 
invaders’ ships were sunk is a valid 
agreement and places the answer 
at the bottom of Level 2.
Mark for (a) = 2 out of 8
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Example Candidate Response – low, continued Examiner comments

       The answer begins with the 
description of the cartoon which 
reaches Level 1 of the mark 
scheme.

       The candidate attempts to 
interpret the cartoon but mistakes 
are made, for example, the claim 
that the cartoon is indicating that 
Cuban people did not mind Castro’s 
rule and the identification of Soviet 
tankers. The answer reaches  
Level 2.

       The candidate gives a more 
valid message here – that the 
invasion was ‘a disaster’. The 
sentences that precede this claim 
provide some basic support. The 
answer just gets into Level 3.
Mark for (b) = 3 out of 8
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Example Candidate Response – low, continued Examiner comments

       These truncated quotations are 
not useful in this answer. In the form 
they are presented here, they do 
not provide support for any points 
that might be being made.

       The attempt at explaining how 
the sources disagree does not 
produce any valid explanation. The 
candidate identifies odd pieces of 
evidence but these are not used in 
any useful way.

       A valid and useful statement is 
made here, but it is not used in any 
meaningful way. This part of the 
answer is in Level 2.
Mark for (c) = 2 out of 7
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Example Candidate Response – low, continued Examiner comments

       There is a misunderstanding 
of the statement in the speech 
about the US not using armed 
forces. The candidate appears to 
think that an agreement has been 
reached between the US and the 
USSR. There appears to be some 
confusion with the Cuban Missile 
Crisis.

       The candidate attempts to link 
the statement in the speech about 
not underestimating the threat from 
communism to the Korean War.

       This claim that the struggle 
was part of Kennedy’s plan goes 
against Kennedy’s purpose in 
this speech, which is to persuade 
his audience that the US was not 
involved and that the struggle was 
purely between the Cuban exiles 
and Castro.
Mark for (d) = 1 out of 8

       The candidate gives some 
assertions about who was to blame, 
but there is no evidence from the 
sources to support them. There 
is some basic source use which 
means the answer reaches Level 2.
Mark for (e) = 2 out of 9

Total mark awarded = 
10 out of 40
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How the candidate could improve their answer
• (a) The answer would have been improved by the use of quotations in full and by making clear and direct 

comparisons. The candidate attempted several comparisons, but only one worked because the others were 
unclear, not direct enough and not quite correct. For example, the attempt over air support would have worked 
properly if the answer had said that without air support the invaders were struggling.

• (b) This answer would have been improved by avoiding all description of the cartoon. The candidate needed to 
spend some time carefully thinking about the cartoon and its message. What points is the cartoonist trying to 
make? How does the fact that the cartoon is American possibly affect its likely messages? Misinterpretations such 
as the ones given should have been avoided. It is clear an American cartoon would not have been saying that the 
Cuban people did not mind being ruled by Castro. A basic valid message does appear at the end of the answer. 
The answer should have started with this message.

• (c) The candidate understood that Source D and Source E disagreed about who was to blame for the failure of the 
Bay of Pigs. However, there needed to be a clear explanation of the problematic nature of either of the sources and 
a clear explanation of how the sources disagree. The use of truncated quotations and a lack of clear explanation 
meant that neither of these two elements were present in the answer.

• (d) The candidate attempted to explain several parts of the speech but has misunderstood Kennedy’s message. 
The candidate could have explained that Kennedy was giving this speech to emphasise the seriousness of the 
threat from communism and how it endangered freedom and liberty. Alternatively, the context of the speech could 
have been given as the reason for the speech – it was made at the time when things were going badly wrong for 
the invaders. Either of these approaches would have reached Level 3 of the mark scheme.

• (e) The content of the sources needed to be used to support the assertions. For example, the claim made about 
Source D could have been supported by explaining that the source says that the fundamental cause of the disaster 
was the CIA’s failure to provide the necessary organisation and leadership.

Common mistakes and guidance for candidates
• Candidates often appeared to have started writing their answers before they knew what the answers were going to 

be. Candidates would benefit by using some of the time to think carefully about each question and the sources and 
to plan their answers. This would lead to more coherent and relevant answers.

• It was important for candidates to directly answer the question. Some candidates wrote about the sources or the 
historical events without directly addressing the question. It would help candidates if they addressed the question 
in the first sentence of their answer, for example: ‘The message of this source is …’, ‘Source E does prove that 
Source D is wrong because…’. To do this, candidates needed to have planned their answer before they began 
writing.

• Candidates sometimes used truncated versions of quotations from the sources. These versions often did not make 
sense and did not properly support the point that the candidates intended to make.

• In comparison questions, some candidates summarised each source in turn instead of making a point-by-point 
comparison. It would benefit candidates to go through the sources and identify agreements and disagreements 
before starting to write their answer.

• The best answers to comparison questions were those based on a reading of the sources as a whole and where 
there was an attempt to work out the overall message of each source. These answers were also fully supported 
from the sources.

• When asked to explain the message of a source, it was important for candidates to avoid just describing or 
paraphrasing the source. It was also important for candidates to support the message with evidence from the 
source.

• The provenance of sources was provided for candidates to use. It can help in attempts to interpret a source and 
work out its possible purpose.

• When asked about the message of a source it was important for candidates to work out the point of view of the 
artist or author. This was particularly important when using cartoons.

• Some of the questions required sources to be evaluated. Candidates needed to work out which questions these 
were. For example, questions asking whether one source proved another source to be wrong or whether a source 
was surprising, required the sources to be evaluated. When evaluating a source, it is always useful to use the 
provenance of the source, the content of the source and the historical context.

• The final question on the paper was about the sources, rather than the events themselves. This means that 
candidates’ answers should have been based on the sources. It was important for candidates to carefully explain 
how a source did or did not support the hypothesis, rather than to make assertions.
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