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A Guide to Paper 2

By Miss Evans originally for the Medicine study, adapted by Mr Humphreys for the Crime study.
www.SchoolHistory.co.uk, www.learnhistory.org.uk 27/05/2004. 
Comments and corrections to the History Teachers’ Forum at www.schoolhistory.co.uk/forum 

Introduction
Paper 2 of your GCSE exam will ask questions on a certain aspect of the ‘Crime and Punishment’ section of your course, using SOURCES.

Many students think this paper is difficult. This guide is intended to help you to develop the skills you will need to perform to your best on the day of the exam. It includes advise on how examiners want the questions to be answered and sample questions with worked through answers.

It is of course impossible to cover every type of question that may be asked in an exam, but this guide will focus on 5 main types of questions:

1) Comprehension.

2) Comprehension in context.

3) Reliability/Usefulness/Value of sources.

4) Source comparison.

5) Interpretation.

Do not worry if you do not know what all of these terms mean yet, that is what the guide is for!

The best way to become confident with historical sources is to practise, and your teacher will give you plenty of opportunity to do that. Remember you have already successfully done a whole piece of coursework using these skills!
What is a Source?

· A source is a piece of evidence that historians use to find out about the past.

· There are many different types of sources that can be used, such as; letters, diaries, texts from books, pictures, cartoons etc.

· Always read the sources and the questions carefully.

· Make sure you relate your answer to the question, don’t get bogged down writing everything you can think of.

· Read and use the captions underneath pictures and cartoons, they can be hugely helpful.

· Think carefully about timing yourself. Look at how many marks the question is worth and then work out how much time you should spend on it.

· REMEMBER. An 8 mark question does not require you to make 8 points, it is the level of analysis in your answer that gets you marks.

Whenever you see this symbol there will be essential tips and hints. If you take notice of them, your answers will improve. Here are some general hints to help you when working with sources.

1. Comprehension

There are no ‘easy’ questions in History, but comprehension source questions are the easiest on paper 2 - they are usually the first questions asked and carry the lowest marks.

Comprehension questions will usually look something like this:

What can you learn from Sources A and B about ……………

What impression do Sources A and B give of …………

What message does the cartoon in source C give about ……….

All you have to do is write down what the source is telling you about the person or situation mentioned in the question.

1) Firstly read or look at the source or sources carefully and write down the obvious things it is telling you. Make sure you keep the question in mind.

2) Secondly look beyond the obvious and see what you can infer. What can you work out from what you have read or seen in the source even though it may not be immediately obvious?

3) Write down what you have inferred and use the source to back you up.

Infer = To work something out from what you have read or seen.

Let’s have a look at a real ‘comprehension’ source question.

Study the sources and read the question and then work through the ‘Hints for your answer.’

SOURCE A: A cartoon printed by Punch magazine, a London-based journal read by middle-class people, which makes fun of political issues, dated 29 April 1848, after the revelations of false signatures on the petition were revealed.
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SOURCE B: A print of the Chartist procession taking the petition to Parliament. The House of Commons voted heavily against the petition. Widespread strikes followed in the north..
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QUESTION

Study Sources A and B. What can you learn from sources A and B about the attitudes towards Chartism?
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HINTS FOR YOUR ANSWER.

1) After reading and looking at the sources carefully, ask yourself what are the obvious things that these sources tell you about the attitudes towards Chartism.
Facts such as the movement was popular, but some signatures on the third petition were false.
2) These facts are all fine, but will only gain you 2 marks at the most.

Now look beyond the obvious, what do these sources infer about attitudes. What can you work out from what you have seen and read?

Inferences such as the establishment – the middle and upper classes in London were not serious about the Chartist movement. It was to be ridiculed, as was the idea that working men could get the vote. The movement was hugely popular in some parts of the country for example the industrial north, and the rejection of the third petition was to be a big letdown for their hopes for democracy.
3) These are all good inferences and will gain you 3 or 4 marks. To get a full 5 marks, you need to make sure you use both of the sources, use several points from the sources to back up your inferences and bring all of your points together to make a general but substantiated comment. e.g.

The establishment were relieved to see the rejection of the third Chartist petition, but their concentration and reliance on the few false signatures, which may have been done by people against Chartism, at the expense of the millions of genuine signatures, reveals that the ruling classes may have been nervous about the size of the movement. Pictures such as Source B showed how proud the Chartists were of their achievements, despite their constant rejections.
‘Overall the sources tell me that Chartism was a powerful movement which did have an effect on the establishment, even if they poured scorn upon its aims and methods.
· If a question asks you to use more than one source, you must use more than one source.

· DO NOT paraphrase or describe everything in a source - it is a waste of time, it will not get you any marks.

· Always keep referring to the question asked, it will helpyou to avoid getting side-tracked.

2. Comprehension in Context

These questions require you to understand what a source tells us about a person or situation and then link it with knowledge you already have which is also relevant to the question.

Comprehension in context questions usually look something like this:

Use Source A and Source B and your own knowledge to explain ……….

How does Source A help you to understand …..? 
Use the source and your own knowledge to explain.

1) Firstly study the source or sources - what does it tell you? Go through the same process as you would for a straight forward comprehension question, looking for inferences as well as the obvious.

2) Then think about what else you know about the particular issue. If it is relevant and it would help you to understand the source better include it in your answer.

SOURCE A:  Archibald Alison, "The Chartists and Universal Suffrage", Blackwood's Edinburgh Magazine September 1839 (a magazine for the established middle-class in Edinburgh, the capital of Scotland)
‘The working-classes have now proved themselves unworthy of that extension of the Suffrage for which they contend; and that, whatever doubts might formerly have existed on the subject in the minds of well-meaning and enthusiastic, but simple and ill-informed men, it is now established beyond all doubt, that Universal Suffrage in reality means nothing else but universal pillage...’ (pillage=theft)
Let’s have a look at a real comprehension in context question.

Read the source and the question and then work through the ‘Hints for your answer.’

QUESTION

Use the source and your knowledge to explain what Source A tells you about some people’s views on Chartism in during the peak of the movement’s power. (8)

HINTS FOR YOUR ANSWER

1) Firstly read the caption and the source carefully and ask yourself what the source tells you about people’s understanding of the aims of Chartism.

For example the source tells you that some people believed that working-class people were not good enough to get the vote as they were simple.
2) This will only gain you a couple of marks because you have not used your own knowledge at all in the answer. Now think about what you know. What do you know about people’s understanding of the way industrial Britain was developing?

You know that the first petition was presented in 1839, mainly as a result of the Poor Law of 1834 which made poverty a crime and placed poor people in workhouses.
 - You know that the Reform Act of 1832 gave many middle-class people the vote (suffrage), but excluded working people.

You know that the vast majority of working people had no access to education and that many middle-class people were fearful that poorer people were after their wealth which they had gained at the expense of the workers.
3) You should now be aware of what the source is telling you and what your background knowledge is. However it is not enough to just write down this is what the source tells me….., and this is what I know …
To gain maximum marks you need to link your knowledge with the information in the source.

You can link Mr. Alison’s comment that ‘Universal Suffrage in reality means nothing else but universal pillage’ to your knowledge of the fear of poor people that led to them being locked up in workhouses.
You can link the fact that the source was written in 1839 to the fact that this was the first year of a great petition being presented to Parliament, which may have caused anger and fear amongst some of the people who had recently been given the vote in 1832. 
You can then link the two facts above, (i.e. that Mr. Alison believed that working class people were ‘simple’ and ‘not worthy’), to your knowledge that there was no rights for working people in 1839 while the new middle classes, the business owners and entrepreneurs, were being given more power. They also had memories of the various revolts and riots which working class people had taken part in against the rich, such as the Swing Riots and 
4) Linking what you already know to what the source is telling you creates a very good answer. Make sure it is written in a sensible way.

If a question asks you to use the source and your own knowledge then you must use both.

Start with the source and then add in what you can remember which will help you to understand the source better.

Your own knowledge must be relevant to the question, keep referring to the question in your answer to keep you focussed.

Do not start writing about the usefulness or reliability of sources in comprehension in context questions, it will gain you nothing.

Do not paraphrase the source.

3. Reliability/Usefulness/Value of Sources

You are almost guaranteed to see a question of this type on you exam paper, so be prepared. The examiner wants you to recognise that some sources have more value to historians than others, some are more reliable than others, and some are more useful than others.

Reliability/Usefulness/value questions usually look something like this:

What is the value of Source A for an historian trying to find out about……..

How useful is Source B for an historian enquiring into ………

1) The first thing to ask of the source is, is it reliable? To do this think about:

who wrote it?

when was it written?

why was it written?

2) Then you should be able to identify whether or not the source is biased. If you believe it is biased you must be able to explain why you believe this.

3) You should then be able to make a judgment as to the source’s reliability. Whether or not a source is biased affects its reliability. The more biased the source the less reliable it is, BUT sources are never completely reliable or unreliable.

4) The second thing to ask of the source is, is it useful or valuable to an historian? Remember just because a source is not very reliable does not mean it is not useful or of value to a historian. e.g. A source written by a member of Parliament that gives an unfavourable view of a Chartist organiser may be biased, and yet be useful in telling an historian about the attitude of the wealthy towards working people at that time.

5) Usefulness/Value of sources can only be decided when you know what the historian wants to use the source for. Once you know the question being asked you need to make two lists.

	What are the uses of this source to answer the question?
	What are the problems of

using this source to answer

that question?

	
	


6) Finally once you have discussed all of the above in your answer, you need to make a final judgement. Sum up how useful or valuable you think the source is.

Reliable - can be trusted or made use of at face value.

Biased - gives a one-sided point of view.

Useful - can be used by an historian to answer a given question.

Valuable - can be used by an historian to answer a given question.

SOURCE B:  A letter dictated by Richard Dillingham to his parents. He had been sentenced for taking part in protests in 1830-1. He was assigned as a gardener to the colony’s architect, a kind and considerate man.
‘As to my living I find it better than I ever expected thank God. I want for nothing in that respect. As for tea and sugar I could almost swim in it. I am allowed a pound of sugar and quarter a pound of tea per week and plenty of tobacco and good white bread and sometimes beef, sometimes mutton, sometimes pork. This I have every day. Plenty of fruit puddings in the season of all sorts and I have two suits of clothes a year and three pairs of shoes a year. I want for nothing but my liberty but is not the same with all that come as prisoners.’
QUESTION

How useful is Source B for an historian enquiring into the conditions of convicts transported to Australia?
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HINTS FOR YOUR ANSWER

1) The first thing to ask the source is, is it reliable? The information for this part of your answer is in the caption that introduces the source.

Who wrote it? Richard Dillingham, a prisoner convicted of protest.
When was it written? After 1831, when the huge amount of industrial and rural protests had led to many people being transported to the southern hemisphere. The 1830s was the peak decade for transportation.
Why was it written? A personal letter to his parents, but it would also have knowingly been read to all their friends and neighbours.

Let’s have a look at a real reliability/usefulness/value question.

Read the source and the question and then work through the ‘Hints for your answer.’

2) This initial search through the source will really help with the rest of your answer. From this information, you can make a judgement as to whether the source is reliable.

Your answer could be that the prisoner has no obvious motive to lie, yet there may be exaggerations about the conditions as he did not want to upset his parents.

3) Now that you have picked out all of these facts, you need to use them to answer the specific question. How useful is the source for an enquiry into the conditions of convicts transported to Australia?

It is very important that you keep the question in mind. For example the fact that the source tells us of the different food he eats is irrelevant. If we were enquiring into diet of Australians then it would be useful, but we are not, we are enquiring into the conditions of convicts and therefore it that question against which we should judge the source’s usefulness.

4) At this point it would be useful to draw up a table. (Never include such a table and include it in your answer - draw it in rough and then cross it out. Don’t worry about it looking neat either, you haven’t got time.)

	What are the uses of this

source to tell me about

conditions in the penal colonies in Australia at the time?
	What are the problems of using

this source to tell me about

conditions in the penal colonies in Australia at the time?

	 - An eye-witness account gives detailed description of the conditions.  - Gives the details of the food and clothing the prisoner enjoys – no reason to doubt it.
 - Mentions that it is not the same for all prisoners and that he still wants his liberty

 - The letter would have been read by the authorities before it was sent, and the prisoner would have known this.
	 - The convict was a protestor so may not have wanted to discourage others from protesting by mentioning poor conditions.
 - It tells us more about the food and clothing than the work he has to do. 

 - It is only one account, it does not provide details of any other convicts’ conditions. 

 - It was probably written to make his parents feel secure that he was okay, or even to encourage more people to risk protesting against the English ruling class




5) You now have the information that you require to write out a balanced answer as to how useful the source is. It should be quite obvious that although the source is useful for some things it is not very useful in this particular enquiry. You would need to write both sides of the argument but then sum up your judgement as to it’s usefulness at the end.

A source is never completely useful or useless.

Biased, unreliable sources can still be useful.

Usefulness or value can only be judged when you know the question you need to answer with it.

Make sure your answer is relevant. Keep referring back to the question.

The planning of your answer (e.g. the table) is very important to a good answer, nevertheless don’t waste too much time.

It is very likely that you will be asked to compare the usefulness(utility) or value of sources, in which case you would go through this process for each one and state a preference as to which is more useful.

4. Source Comparison

Once you are happy with the skills required to answer the 3 previous types of questions, comparison questions are a piece of cake.

Comparison questions usually look something like this:

Compare the value of Sources H and K for an historian enquiring into….

Do you think that Source B is more useful than Source C for an enquiry into……

In what ways do Sources D and E agree about ……….

To what extent to Sources A and B agree about ……….

In many ways there are two types of question in source comparison, those that wish you to compare their value and those that wish you to look for differences and similarities. You know how to tackle the former from the last chapter.

1) The question may well ask you to compare two sources, but more likely you will be asked, what do these sources agree on, or how do they differ. Whichever way the question is worded, you MUST always look for both SIMILARITIES AND DIFFERENCES.

2) As with usefulness/value questions it is often useful to draw up a table.

	Similarities
	Differences

	
	


SOURCE G : An account of John Howard’s life from ‘Crime and Punishment through Time’, a school textbook written by Chris Culpin in 1997..

John Howard became High Sheriff of Bedfordshire in 1773. One of his jobs was to inspect the county’s gaols and he was shocked by what he saw. He made it his life’s work to visit and report on every prison, first in England and Wales, then in Europe. He was scrupulously careful in his work, measuring each cell, weighing prisoners’ food, noting numbers and types of prisoners and recording deaths from disease. Howard recommended more space, better food, paid gaolers, separation of types and genders of prisoners.
SOURCE H : An account of John Howard’s life by the John Howard Society of Canada, a prison reform pressure group named after him, in 2003.
There can be no question that John Howard merits the accolade of being the father of prison reform. However, it is difficult to understand how he came to make this cause his life's work. At age 50 he was unknown, at age 60 he was an international hero. The more critical event for John Howard would seem to have been his appointment as High Sheriff or Bedfordshire in 1773. For the next seventeen years he was committed to the task, travelling thousands of miles by horse and carriage not only throughout Great Britain but including seven trips to the continent. What were the reforms John Howard advocated? Clean, healthy accommodation with the provision of adequate clothing and linen; segregation of prisoners according to sex, age and nature of offence; proper health care: these were his priorities. There should be a Chaplain service because he was of his age in believing that spiritual starvation was a major obstacle to reformation of character. Finally, he was a firm believer in the work ethic and the need for prisoners to be provided with work in order that the sin of idleness could be combated.
QUESTION

To what extent does Source H agree with Source G about the work of John Howard?
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Let’s have a look at a real source comparison question. Read the source and the question and then work through the ‘Hints for your answer.’

HINTS FOR YOUR ANSWER

1) Although the question asks you to look at how far the sources agree, to answer the question fully, you must also consider the areas of disagreement. The best way to plan your answer, would be to draw up a table.

	Agree
	Disagree



	 - He became High Sheriff of Bedfordshire in 1773
 - He visited many prisons at home and abroad

 - He wanted segregation of prisoners by gender (sex)

 - He was committed and scrupulously careful in his task.
	 - He is known as the ‘Father of Prison Reform’ according to source H
 - Source H mentions that religion played a big part in his motivation

 - He believed that useful work played a big part in the reform of prisoners according to source H
 - Source G mentions better food




2) Having completed the table you should be clear on whether the sources agree on a great deal, on some aspects but not others, or not at all. You can therefore now write a solid answer.

3) For a well-structured answer, first write about the points on which the sources agree, then write about the points on which they do not agree.

Finally write a small conclusion commenting on the extent to which they agree.

When a question asks you to compare sources; it expects your answer to include similarities and differences.
 - Draw up a quick table to focus your thoughts.

Even if the details are slightly different, the sources might agree on a broader issue.

5. Interpretation

These questions are usually the last to be asked on Paper 2 and carry the most marks. You should be prepared to spend more time on these questions. They will ask you to explain or make a judgement about the past. You are usually required to use the sources and your own knowledge.

Interpretation questions usually look something like this:
Why did the Chartist movement fail in 1848? Use all the sources and your own knowledge to explain your answer.

Source H suggests that John Howard played the greatest part in prison reform. Do you agree?
Use the sources and your own knowledge to explain your answer.

1) It would not be feasible to go through a sample interpretation question due to the number of sources and the length of the answer.

Nevertheless the important thing to remember in answering this type of question is to produce a balanced and well structured response.

You should also plan what you are going to say - again maybe in the form of a table.

2) You should structure your answer like this:

a. An opening paragraph which refers to the question and suggests your opinion.

b. Points from the sources and your own knowledge that support the view in the question.

c. Points from the sources and your own knowledge that oppose the view in the question

d. A closing paragraph, which again refers to the question and sums up your opinion.

Plan your answer and your time carefully.

Use the sources and your own knowledge.
By Miss Evans, adapted by Mr. Humphreys, originally at www.schoolhistory.co.uk for Medicine, for Crime at www.learnhistory.org.uk






