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Section A: Topic 1
The Causes and Impact of British Imperialism, ¢.1850-1939
1 Read the extract and then answer the question.

Muslims had been the biggest losers as the British East India Company became the major military
power in the sub-continent. The great Muslim-majority lands of the Punjab were finally subdued
in 1848. All through the first half of the nineteenth century, Muslim ruling classes in north India
were either scornfully deposed by the British or enfeebled by restrictions on their authority. The
most shameful of these annexations occurred in 1856 in the province of Awadh, which since
the late eighteenth century had been subordinate to British commercial and political interests,
and had been seen, as the British governor-general put it, as a ‘cherry which will drop into our
mouths some day, as it has long been ripening’. Successive Muslim kings had made Lucknow the
capital city of Awadh. It was famous for its distinctive architecture, and for its culturally rich court
which attracted some of north India’s best poets, artists, musicians and scholars. Wajid Ali Shah,
Lucknow’s last king, sang, danced and wrote poetry to a high standard, but to the British these
accomplishments were just another sign of his unfitness to rule. Awadh’s landowning aristocracy
had long been apprehensive about British intentions before, no longer willing to wait for it to drop,
the British finally plucked the cherry. Exiling the popular king to Calcutta, the British moved quickly
to extract the steepest possible land revenues from landlords and peasants.

Passing through Delhi in 1838 the English diarist Emily Eden lamented the city’s steady
incorporation into a profit-minded empire. ‘Such impressive remains of power and wealth that have
passed and are passing away — and somehow | feel that we horrid English have just merchandised
it, revenued it and spoilt it all” As education and judicial institutions were taken out of religious
control, the Muslim clergy found it difficult to find a livelihood for itself. The replacement of Persian
by English as the official language also undermined the traditional cultural world of Indian Muslims.
The Muslims’ former subjects — Hindus — seemed to be favoured by the new rulers, and were
quick to educate themselves in western-style institutions and assume the lowly administrative
positions assigned to them. The British were beginning to replace their economic and political
regime of pure plunder as had existed in Bengal, with monopoly interests in shipping, banking,
insurance and trade, and administrative structures. They enlisted native collaborators, such as the
middlemen who expedited the lucrative export of opium to China, but these tended to be Hindu,
Sikh or Parsi rather than Muslim.

The former British indifference to Indian society and culture was being replaced by increased
cultural and racial aggression. Lord Macaulay dismissed Indian learning as laughably worthless,
urging the British in India to create ‘a class of persons, Indian in blood and colour, but English in
taste, in opinion, in morals, and in intellect’. Convinced of their superiority, the British sought to
entrench it with profound social and cultural reforms wherever they could. Often run by Christian
missionaries, British-style schools, colleges and universities in India were soon churning out
the ‘fake’ Englishmen of the kind Macaulay had hoped for. Many Muslims spurned this modern
education for fear of losing their roots. They watched helplessly as the British set up plantations,
dug canals and laid roads, and turned India into a supplier of raw materials to, and exclusive
market for, British industries. Craftsmen communities in north Indian towns, which tended to be
Muslim, were pauperised as British manufactured goods flooded Indian bazaars.

What can you learn from this extract about the interpretation and approach of the historian who
wrote it? Use the extract and your knowledge of the British Empire to explain your answer.  [40]
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Section B: Topic 2
The Holocaust
2 Read the extract and then answer the question.

After at least four decades of focusing on the structural determinants of the ‘Final Solution’,
historians have once again recognised that the distinguishing characteristic of Nazi Germany
was its obsession with race. In the last decade or so, historians have dramatically increased our
understanding of Nazi racialism, which was until recently regarded as nothing more than racial
anti-Semitism. The new cast of victims includes the so-called ‘anti-social’, Arab or Afro-Germans,
foreign forced labour, homosexuals, the mentally and physically handicapped, Sinti and Roma
(‘gypsies’) and Soviet prisoners of war, none of whose horrible fates detracts from the singularity
of the Nazi murder of 6 million European Jews. Understanding of the process of persecution now
includes greater awareness of how much various sections of the professional intelligentsia, such
as anthropologists, doctors, economists, historians, lawyers and psychiatrists, were to blame in the
formation and implementation of Nazi policies, as well as of the interaction between the general
population and the police agencies which enforced racial policy in both Germany and Austria.

Nazi racialism had both long-term and international origins, even though its most murderous phase
was towards the Jews between 1941 and 1945, an outcome that was neither a chance occurrence
nor absolutely predetermined. Adolf Hitler, without discussion of whom any consideration of Nazi
racialism is meaningless, drew upon many different existing strands of racism. In line with other
racists elsewhere and in other times, Hitler and the National Socialists believed that intellectual
and physical differences between people were indicative of their relative value in the human scale.
In Germany an aggressive form of chauvinism emphasised German cultural superiority over, for
example, the Slavs, as well as the need to ‘purify’ the German race of Jews and ‘gypsies’, who
were frequently associated in nineteenth-century racist discourse as being criminous, foreign,
dark-skinned, short of stature and inclined to such activities as kidnapping children.

Like the Jews, the Sinti and Roma were deemed to be racially ‘alien’, although they were often also
persecuted on the grounds of anti-social behaviour. Discrimination against Sinti and Roma had a
long history, and like anti-Semitism was a prejudice by no means local to Germany. Inheriting
existing legislation whose effect was permanent harassment, the Nazis centralised the apparatus
of persecution in the Reich Central Office for the Fight against the Gypsy Nuisance established
in 1936. Sinti and Roma were also effectively subjected to the Nuremberg racial laws which
prohibited marriages between racial ‘aliens’ and Germans. Local authorities frequently took the
initiative in corralling Roma into temporary camps, often as a means of shedding any obligation
towards them by way of health care, schooling or basic utilities. These initiatives were frequently
a response to popular complaints about the behaviour of Sinti and Roma. Although final formal
legislative convergence regarding Jews and Sinti and Roma only took place in 1942, long before
then wagons of Sinti and Roma were regularly added to those trains deporting Jews to Poland,
while from 1941 onwards the Einsatzgrippen, SS and police killing units in the occupied Soviet
Union repeatedly referred in their reports to massacres of ‘gypsies’ (as well as the mentally ill) in
addition to Jewish people.

What can you learn from this extract about the interpretation and approach of the historian who
wrote it? Use the extract and your knowledge of the Holocaust to explain your answer. [40]
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Section C: Topic 3
The Origins and Development of the Cold War, 1941-1950
3 Read the extract and then answer the question.

With the defeat of the Fascist aggressors and the disappearance of the common enemy, the
chief bonds holding together the anti-Hitler coalition began to disintegrate. Radical differences
in social and political structure, value-system and ideology of the Soviet Union on the one hand,
and the West, especially the USA, on the other, became powerful factors for breaking up the
victors’ alliance. Far-reaching changes in the distribution of roles between the great powers and
in the relations of strength between them marked a transition to antagonism between the USSR
and the western powers. This was obviously bound to happen in one way or another. It is another
question, however, whether the form that this antagonism took — the Cold War, meaning acute
military and political confrontations, with constant crises and conflicts — was inevitable. | think we
have to answer this question affirmatively if we take account of the modes of thought and systems
of ideas of the leaders and the ruling circles of the principal victor powers. It seems to me that on
neither side (meaning mainly the USSR and the USA) was willingness shown to recognise and
accept the reality of the post-war world and adapt its political line accordingly.

The wartime experience caused the leaders of the great victor powers to over-emphasise military
strength as the instrument for deciding socio-political, territorial and other international problems.
On their part, the leaders of the USA provided evidence enough of their endeavour to pursue a
policy from a position of strength, and unwillingness to seek consistently for mutually acceptable
decisions at the conference table: the actual relation of strength in the first post-war years was
plainly favourable to the USA. At the end of the war the USA was the biggest industrial power in the
world (responsible for about half of the world’s total industrial production) and it had a monopoly
on the atomic bomb. America’s rulers appreciated perfectly well the weakness of the huge Red
Army. Under conditions of an unfavourable relation of strength, Stalin and his circle considered
that time would work for the Soviet Union. The Soviet leaders proceeded from confidence that
there would inevitably come a new economic crisis in the West, and particularly in the USA. Stalin
showed mistrust, suspicion and profound hostility towards the West. As early as January 1945, in
a conversation with the Bulgarian communist leader, Dimitrov, he contemplated the possibility of a
future conflict with his allies in the anti-Hitler coalition.

The most important aim of Stalinist leadership was to strengthen the position of the USSR in
international politics, and, in the first place, to consolidate its control over the Soviet sphere of
influence. This was required for the performance of several tasks: ensuring the USSR’s security;
increasing its weight in international affairs; not allowing the positions of Britain and the USA
to grow too strong. It was from the standpoint of struggle for its sphere of influence that the
Stalinist leadership approached the joint decisions of the Allies on post-war reconstruction. In a
conversation with Dimitrov in August 1945, Molotov summed up the decisions of the Potsdam
Conference, with particular reference to the Balkans: ‘Basically these decisions are good for us. To
all intents and purposes this has been recognised as our sphere of influence.

What can you learn from this extract about the interpretation and approach of the historian who
wrote it? Use the extract and your knowledge of the Cold War to explain your answer. [40]
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