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READ THESE INSTRUCTIONS FIRST

An answer booklet is provided inside this question paper. You should follow the instructions on the front cover 

of the answer booklet. If you need additional answer paper ask the invigilator for a continuation booklet.

This paper contains three sections:

Section A: European Option

Section B: American Option

Section C: International Option

Answer both parts of the question from one section only.

The marks are given in brackets [ ] at the end of each part question.
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Section A: European Option

Liberalism and Nationalism in Italy and Germany, 1815–1871

The War with Austria of 1859

1 Read the sources and then answer both parts of the question.

 Source A

 The area that is the greatest threat to European peace is Italy because its political structure is 
unsatisfactory. Either a revolution or a war is needed to alter its structure – two fatal extremes. 
Nonetheless, an Italian confederation might be set up under the nominal leadership of the 
Pope. An assembly, appointed by the various Italian states, could meet in Rome and discuss 
matters of common interest, without any change to the existing borders. Austria, by reason of its 
territories in the north, would be a member of the Italian confederation. Each state would have one 
representative for every one million inhabitants.

 Napoleon III, Memorandum, March 1856.

 Source B

 The Emperor’s answer to your proposal confirms the three key points, the marriage between 
Prince Napoleon and Princess Clotilde [Victor Emmanuel’s daughter], war against Austria, and the 
Kingdom of North Italy. Ultimately he thinks that Austria will be driven out of Italy and the war must 
be justified in the eyes of the people so it is indispensable that a convincing motive be found.

� Nigra,�Cavour’s�personal�representative�in�Paris,�to�Cavour,�May�1858.

 Source C

 Postponing the war, as your Majesty is suggesting, would have grave disadvantages. After the 
Congress of Paris we were able to persuade the National Society to put its hopes on Piedmont, 
upheld and encouraged by France. These hopes have survived for three years and have made 
even the fiercest hotheads contain their passion. But can these hopes be maintained for another 
year? Once wearied by fruitless waiting they may turn to the senseless agitation of the Mazzinians. 
With any revolutionary activity in Italy, the plan, so admirably built up by your Majesty, would be 
ruined.

� Cavour�to�Napoleon�III,�September�1858.
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 Source D

 The King and Cavour are determined to drag France into a war with Austria. The great design 
which Piedmont places above all other considerations is her own territorial expansion and the 
creation of a strong monarchy in the north of Italy. This dominates all their thinking. In pursuit of 
this favourite scheme Cavour has damaged his prestige amongst thinking people in England and 
elsewhere. He has declined in the estimation of the French public and they see him as a vulgar 
aggressor. Only in the French army is there any support for a war.

� An�unpublished�report�to�London,�by�an�English�journalist�based�in�Rome,�March�1859.

 Answer both parts of the question with reference to the sources.

  (a) To what extent do Sources A and B provide evidence that Napoleon’s views on Italy had 
changed greatly between 1856 and 1858? [15]

  (b) ‘The motive for both France and Piedmont for going to war in 1859 was to drive Austria 
out of Italy.’ How far do Sources A to D support this view? [25]
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Section B: American Option

The Origins of the Civil War, 1846–1861

The Missouri Compromise, 1820

2 Read the sources and then answer both parts of the question.

 Source A 

 An Act to authorise the people of the Missouri Territory to form a constitution and state government, 
and for the admission of such state into the Union on an equal footing with the original states, and 
to prohibit slavery in certain territories.

 SECTION 8: Be it further enacted that in all the territory ceded by France under the name of 
Louisiana, which lies north of thirty six degrees and thirty minutes north latitude, not included within 
the state contemplated by this Act, slavery and involuntary servitude shall be forever prohibited. 
Provided always that any person escaping into this territory from whom labour is lawfully claimed 
in any state or territory of the United States such fugitive may lawfully be reclaimed.

 Approved March 6 1820. 

� From�the�Act�of�Congress�known�as�the�Missouri�Compromise.�

 Source B 

 I thank you, dear sir, for the copy you have been so kind as to send me of the letter to your 
constituents on the Missouri question. I had, for a long time, ceased to read newspapers or pay 
any attention to public affairs, content to be a passenger in the boat to the shore from which I am 
not distant, but this momentous question, like a fire bell in the night, awakened me and filled me 
with terror. I considered it at once as the death knell of the Union. A geographical line coinciding 
with a marked principle, moral and political, once conceived and held up to the angry passions 
of men, will never be obliterated and every new irritation will mark it deeper and deeper. I regret 
that I am now to die in the belief that the useless sacrifice of themselves by the generation of ‘76 
to acquire self-government and happiness to their country is to be thrown away by the unwise 
passions of their sons and that my only consolation is to be that I live not to weep over it.

� From�a�letter�from�Thomas�Jefferson�to�John�Holmes,�Massachusetts�politician,�22�April�1820.�

 Source C

 Of the President’s views, I know nothing. But this I do know, that he has not disguised or concealed 

his opinion on the subject of the attempt to make a constitution for Missouri. I think I report him 

faithfully when I understood him as advising ‘mildness and firmness and decision’. I trust this 

may be no cause for a division of sentiment in Virginia as to his re-election for the Missouri Crisis 

has arrived which demands unanimity on the part of the South. I am afraid that he might put his 

veto on any Bill which attempts to restrict a territory about to become a state in the exercise of its 

sovereign power. 

� From�a�letter�from�John�Tyler,�US�Representative�for�Virginia,�12�February�1820.�
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 Source D

 President Monroe approved and signed the Bill on the sixth day of March 1820. The president at 
first believed the Bill to be unconstitutional and in the draft of a veto message which he did not send 
to Congress, lest it might cause a civil war, he used this language – ‘that the proposed restriction 
to territories which are to be admitted to the Union, if not a direct violation of the constitution, is 
repugnant to its principle’. What other motive may have influenced him is not easy to determine 
but a Presidential election was approaching.

From�‘The�True�History�of�the�Missouri�Compromise�and�Its�Repeal’,�published�in�1899.
The�author�of�this�source�was�married�to�the�Senator�who�replaced�Henry�Clay�on�his�death� 

in�1852.�

 Answer both parts of the question with reference to the sources.

  (a) To what extent do Sources C and D agree about President Monroe’s attitude towards the 

Missouri Compromise? [15]

  (b) How far do Sources A to D support the assertion that the Missouri Compromise was in 
fact a victory for the North? [25]
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Section C: International Option

The Search for International Peace and Security, 1919–1945

The Soviet Union and the League of Nations

3 Read the sources and then answer both parts of the question.

 Source A

 The Soviet Union is not a member of the League of Nations and does not participate in its work. The 
Soviet Union is not prepared to share the responsibility for the imperialist policy of the League of 
Nations, for the ‘mandates’ which are distributed by the League for the exploitation and oppression 
of colonial countries, for the war preparations which are approved by the League, preparations 
which must inevitably lead to imperialist war. The Soviet Union does not participate in the work 
of the League because the Soviet Union is fighting with all its energy against all preparations 
for imperialist war. The Soviet Union is not prepared to become a part of that camouflage for 
imperialist ambitions represented by the League of Nations. The League is the meeting place of 
imperialist leaders who settle their business there behind the scenes.

� From�a�speech�by�Stalin,�speaking�to�foreign�delegates�in�1927.

 Source B

 The Soviet Union is about to join the League of Nations. The latest turn in Soviet diplomacy, which 
marks such a sharp departure from former days, is being justified in the Russian governmental 
press. Japan has quit the League; Germany has quit the League – which eliminates from its ranks 
the two most direct enemies of the Soviet Union. The departure of Germany and Japan from 
the League changes its political complexion, however little it alters its imperialist character. For 
Russia, joining the League is a major change of policy. Faced on the eastern and western fronts 
by two powerful enemies whose immediate aim is military attack, the Soviet Union hopes to take 
advantage of their leaving the League by joining with those who have remained within it. But what 
a price is being paid! It means that the Soviet Union will be helping to cover up all the misdeeds, 
crimes, hypocrisies and deceptions of the League. 

� From�an�article�in�an�American�communist�magazine,�1934.

 Source C

 The organisation of peace! Could there be a more urgent task for the cooperation of all nations? 
Very little has been done so far to encourage peace. Once it was believed that war could be 
averted by resolutions and declarations. Now, everybody knows that the exponents of war are 
not to be intimidated by paper obstacles. We are now confronted with the task of averting war 
by more effective means, especially since the failure of the Disarmament Conference, on which 
such high hopes were placed. It is quite clear that peace and security cannot be organised simply 
by promises and assurances. I am aware that the League does not possess the means for the 
complete abolition of war. I am, however, convinced that, with the determination and cooperation 
of all its members, a great deal could be done to prevent war.

Litvinov,�first�delegate�of�the�Soviet�Union�to�the�League�of�Nations,
addressing�the�League�of�Nations’�Assembly,�1934.
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 Source D

 The League of Nations is twenty years old but, judging by outward appearance, it could be two 
thousand years old. Dishonourably born, dishonourably buried will be the fate of the League of 
Nations. The League is the child of the criminal Versailles Treaty. It was created to strengthen 
Anglo-French power in Europe. With the expulsion of the Soviet Union, the League simply 
confirmed its political and moral bankruptcy. Soviet proposals for disarmament were ignored by 
the League. Small countries cried in vain for help from the League. Under the strict supervision 
of its Anglo-French masters, the League did nothing. The weakness of the League became more 
and more evident. If there was still any authority left, it was only because the Soviet Union was 
a member. She gave some lease of life to this failing institution. The League couldn’t act as the 
instrument of peace. The expulsion of the Soviet Union is clear proof of this. 

From�an�article�in�the�Soviet�newspaper�‘Pravda’,�1940.
[Note:�The�Soviet�Union�was�expelled�from�the�League�of�Nations

following�its�invasion�of�Finland�in�1939.]

 Answer both parts of the question with reference to the sources.

  (a) Compare and contrast Sources A and B as evidence of communist attitudes towards 
participation in the League of Nations.  [15]

  (b) ‘The Soviet Union did not believe that the League of Nations could encourage peace and 
security.’ How far do Sources A to D support this view?  [25]
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