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America

Question One
This question requires students to demonstrate a strong understanding of the changing 
mercantile relationship between Great Britain and the American colonies, as well as the 
rising tensions of the 1760s and 1770s. Students should discuss the principles of imperial 
mercantilism, why duties were imposed, how the British attempted to enforce their 
collection (e.g. Navigation Acts, writs of assistance) and how the Americans responded to 
these changes in policy. The two events or policies pivotal to this question are the 
Revenue Acts (or Townshend duties) and the Tea Act. Students should position them in the 
context of the revolution by showing how the American colonists responded to these 
policies, e.g. non-importation agreements, manufacture of local goods, correspondence 
committees. Most significantly, the destruction of tea during the Boston Tea Party gave rise 
to the Coercive Acts, which intensified both British policy and American revolutionary 
ideas.

Question Two
This question is broad however the timeframe (1774-76) is narrow. Students should 
identify, define and discuss three or four critical revolutionary ideas, such as natural rights, 
popular sovereignty or republicanism. As with any question about revolutionary ideas, 
these ideas should be contextualised and linked with specific events or documents, such 
as Thomas Paine’s Common Sense, the Declaration of Independence or the writings of 
Jefferson, Franklin, Dickinson, Adams, Bland or other political writers of the era. Good 
answers should also acknowledge that the timeframe mentioned in the question produced 
an intensification and radicalisation of revolutionary ideas, leading to the erosion of 
imperial loyalty and a growing desire for independence.

Question Three
This extract on the Constitution was written by Carl Becker, an early 20th century historian 
of the Progressive movement. Becker suggests that while the Constitution has been hailed 
as a work of genius, contemporary opinions were more pessimistic and less glowing. The 
Constitution, Becker argues, was a set of compromises that pleased “almost no one”. 
Question (c) asks students to explain and discuss some of the compromises that were 
incorporated into the Constitution. There are many that could be mentioned, however the 
better known ones include the bicameral Congress that balanced the interests of large and 
small states; the creation of a federal system that allowed an increase in national power 
alongside the sovereignty of the states; and the compromises regarding slavery, namely 
the ‘three-fifths clause’ and the ‘sunset clause’. Question (d) asks students to evaluate the 
source’s value for understanding the political and economic problems of the 1780s. 
Obviously the source has little value, since it focuses on the Constitution, however it does 
mention the weakness of the federal government under the Articles of Confederation. High 
scoring answers will engage in historiographical discussion about the political and 
economic instability of the 1780s, and whether these were the product of the Articles or of 
other factors and conditions.
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Question Four
The source is a drawing of the ‘Boston Massacre’ created 108 years after the event. It 
offers a contrasting view to the better known engravings by George Pelham and Paul 
Revere, where the Bostonians are depicted as hapless victims. In Chappel’s drawing the 
Bostonians are antagonists who are not only armed with clubs and other weapons but are 
using them against the British soldiers. Question (c) requires students to show an 
understanding of the back story to the ‘Boston Massacre’. The events of March 1770 
occurred after two years of military presence in Boston. Good answers will explain why 
British troops were garrisoned in Boston and why the Bostonians objected to this, 
mentioning specifics such as the Quartering Act, the actions of the Boston mob (such as 
the storming of Thomas Hutchinson’s house in 1765) and the shooting of Christopher 
Seider. Question (d) is a relatively straightforward task that requires students to position 
the ‘Boston Massacre’ within the context of the revolution. The shootings of 1770 
generated emotion bordering on hysteria in Massachusetts and fueled propaganda and 
overreaching claims of British military tyranny. But it is doubtful whether the ‘Boston 
Massacre’ had any significant impact outside Massachusetts. Good answers will indicate 
that the soldiers were later represented and acquitted by a Boston court.

Question Five
This question is essentially about the nature of change created by the American 
Revolution. Students should consider and define the meaning of “rights” and “structures” 
mentioned in the question. The American Revolution did seek to protect and defend the 
rights of citizens, something consolidated by the Bill of Rights in 1789. But were the rights 
of all Americans protected or enhanced? As with any question of this kind, the rights of 
minorities (African slaves, Native Americans) and disenfranchised groups (women, the 
rural poor) might be considered. The new society also changed its political structures, from 
an imperial-colonial model to a republican and constitutional model - however it might be 
argued that these structures were not a radical departure from what the Americans had 
known under British rule. The question also asks about the nature of social change after 
1776. Unlike other revolutions, the American Revolution did not commence with a clear 
agenda for social change. Where social change occurred it was incidental or secondary to 
political changes. A good response might argue that there were no concerted attempts to 
change American society, though the revolution did change it regardless. Good answers 
will provide examples of how and why American society changed - or indeed didn’t change 
- after 1776.
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France 

Question One
This question asks students to consider how perceived problems and criticisms of the 
Catholic church in France contributed to revolutionary sentiment. Students should show an 
understanding of the role that religion and the institutional church played in the ancien 
regime, its links to the Bourbon monarchy and its responsibilities for the provision of 
education and charity. The core of responses should discuss topics such as the church’s 
wealth and ownership of land (between six and eight per cent of all land in France); 
instances of corruption among the higher clergy; sinecures and absentee bishops and 
priests; the impoverished state of many in the lower clergy; the church’s exemption from 
taxation through the don gratuit; its collection of tithes. Good answers should also 
acknowledge that the church was heavily criticised by Voltaire, who condemned the 
church’s vast wealth, the corruption of its clergy and its political influence. Other 
Enlightenment writers challenged the church’s monopoly on knowledge and 
understanding, or the lack of toleration for religious minorities and dissenters. Students 
might also consider the revolutionary activities of disgruntled clergymen like Sieyes.

Question Two
This question asks students to consider the policies of the three financial comptrollers 
(Calonne, Brienne and Necker) and how these policies contributed to a revolutionary 
situation. In many respects this is a doorway to discussing the fiscal crisis of the 1780s 
and how conservative elements of the ancien regime mobilised to block reform. A good 
answer might take a sentence or two to explain why the nation was plagued by a fiscal 
crisis, including high levels of debt, a reliance on foreign loans and falling domestic 
revenues. Necker should be mentioned initially, as his publication of the Compte Rendu in 
1781 concealed the troubled state of the nation’s finances. Calonne was the first to 
attempt to correct the situation, by presenting a reform package to the king and 
summoning the Assembly of Notables in early 1787. When the Notables blocked 
Calonne’s reforms he was sacked and replaced by Brienne, who instead sought approval 
from the parlements. Both the king’s ministers had failed to implement reforms to the tax 
system, prompting Louis XVI himself to intervene. What began as a fiscal crisis and a 
failed attempt to introduce taxation reforms quickly became a political and constitutional 
crisis, requiring the convocation of the Estates General. When the Estates General met in 
May 1789 neither the king or Necker (who had replaced Brienne) presented an acceptable 
solution to the fiscal crisis. Necker was popular with the crowd for his liberal political views, 
however as finance minister he failed to offer any solution. The issue of tax reform was 
soon overtaken by the question of political representation, eventually leading to the 
formation of the National Assembly and the other critical events of June-July 1789.
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Question Three
The source, an extract written by the Australian historian Peter McPhee, focuses on 
changing public attitudes towards Louis XVI and, by extension, to the monarchy. McPhee 
suggests that higher and lower levels of revolutionary society demonstrated no consistent 
attitude with regard to the king; he argues that most nobles “remained extraordinary 
attached to the person of the monarch” but that commoners “blew hot and cold”. Question 
(c) is an invitation for students to discuss the actions of the king and his supporters 
between August 1789 and January 1793. Public respect for the monarchy declined for a 
number of reasons that might be mentioned, including the hostile gesturing of foreign 
royals in support of Louis XVI and his family, the flight to Varennes (mentioned in the 
source) and the actions of republican-minded political clubs. Question (d) asks students to 
evaluate the usefulness of the source in understanding how the new national government 
evolved. Obviously the extract is of limited use in this regard. Other than the flight to 
Varennes it does not mention any significant events, nor does it comment on the king’s 
own intransigence, which contributed to the failure of the 1791 Constitution. The extract 
does describe a changeable and volatile political mood that contributed to instability, lack 
of direction and public disorder. Effective answers should weigh up these factors while 
mentioning historiographical views other than McPhee’s.

Question Four
This image, purportedly produced in August 1789, shows the three Estates dining together 
and celebrating the health of King Louis XVI. The Estates are represented by their 
costumes and other items. A hunting scene is depicted in the background, perhaps a 
reference to the abolition of feudal restrictions on hunting and poaching. The image 
suggests that the reforms enacted on August 4th were done so with a strong degree of 
unity and collaboration. Question (c) asks students to consider how the relationship 
between the three Estates contributed to the revolution in the decade before this optimistic 
scene. Effective responses will probably focus on the various grievances of the Third 
Estate, including the inequitable taxation burden, feudal dues, an absence of political 
representation and disputes over voting at the Estates General. Both the First and Second 
Estates were subjects of criticism in Enlightenment and revolutionary literature, most of 
which derived from members of the Third Estate. Question (d) asks for a critical evaluation 
of the image, particularly when considering the events of August 4th and the extent of unity 
and cooperation between the Estates. The image provides an idealistic and exaggerated 
impression of the relationship between the Estates. It would be fair to argue that the image 
was probably created to reconcile the three Estates, rather than to reflect the realities of 
1789. Good answers will explain that while individual members of the First and Second 
Estates often sympathised with or supported the revolution (Sieyes, Mirabeau and the 
Duke of Orleans, for example), in general the Estates did not unite or collaborate. The 
August Decrees that dismantled feudalism are often presented as a benevolent act of self-
sacrifice by the French nobility, a perspective that might be supported by the source. 
However the decrees were rushed through as an emergency measure, to placate and 
calm peasant unrest that had increased markedly through July 1789. It might also be 
mentioned that the August Decrees were not supported by the king and were later revised 
and diluted, to the benefit of the nobility.

Question Five
Note: The author did not supply an answer guide for this particular question.
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Russia

Question One
This question asks students to consider the role of anti-royalist propaganda in the 
development of the revolution. By extension, this requires some discussion about the 
nature of attacks and criticisms made against the royal family. The two main waves of 
propaganda against the tsarist regime came in 1905-6 and 1915-17. The first of these 
followed the ‘Bloody Sunday’ shootings and Nicholas’ decision to dilute press controls and 
wind back censorship. This opened the floodgates for writers, artists and cartoonists, who 
produced a significant amount of anti-tsarist material. The most prominent criticisms of the 
monarchy in 1905-6 was its anti-democratic nature, its propensity for repression and 
violence, and its disregard for the rights and welfare of ordinary Russians. World War I 
propaganda took closer aim at the Romanovs themselves, particularly the Tsarina, her 
Germanic origins and her dangerous connection with Rasputin. The press in Western 
countries like Australia, Britain and the US attacked the tsar and tsarina on similar 
grounds, albeit with a more sober tone. Good answers will discuss the nature of anti-tsarist 
propaganda, perhaps mentioning specific examples as evidence. This propaganda eroded 
public support for the tsarist regime and undermined its political legitimacy, contributing in 
part to the events of early 1917.

Question Two
This questions asks students to consider the “ideas and actions of the Petrograd Soviet”. 
Good answers should first describe the origins and composition of the Petrograd Soviet, 
explaining its formation and dissolution during the 1905 Revolution; its role as a 
representative council of workers, soldiers and sailors; and its re-formation in the wake of 
the February Revolution. There were hundreds of soviets formed across Russia, however 
with more than 3,000 delegates the Petrograd Soviet was the largest and most significant 
of these bodies. Student answers often describe the Petrograd Soviet as a repository for 
“Bolshevik” or “Marxist” ideas, however in its first months it was a conglomerate of left-
wing delegates dominated by Mensheviks and Socialist-Revolutionaries. All effective 
answers should mention the Petrograd Soviet’s Order Number One of March 1917; this 
document required government policies and orders to be verified by the Soviet before 
implementation. The Soviet thus became a block on the liberal-dominated Provisional 
Government and gave rise to the ‘Dual Power’ of March-August 1917. Good answers 
might also refer to the role of the Petrograd Soviet during the ‘July Days’ uprising; the 
Kornilov affair; Lenin’s April Theses and his call for a soviet-led socialist government; the 
growing Bolshevik representation in the Petrograd Soviet, leading to a majority in 
September 1917; and the role of the Soviet in the October Revolution.
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Question Three
This extract from Australian historian Sheila Fitzpatrick refers broadly to Bolshevik 
economic responses to the Russian Civil War. Fitzpatrick argues that the economic policy 
of ‘war communism‘ may have had pragmatic or ideological motives. It can be argued that 
war communism was chiefly pragmatic, designed to secure Bolshevik power by 
maintaining the war effort and an exhausted economy. It can also be argued that war 
communism was an ideological mission to achieve socialist goals, such as the abolition of 
private property and the redistribution of wealth. Fitzpatrick claims that the Bolsheviks 
themselves were divided on whether it was ideological or pragmatic, though the 
introduction of the NEP in 1921 suggests it was the latter. Question (c) asks students to 
explain the origins and purposes of war communism. This task requires an understanding 
of why this policy was introduced and its various components, including grain 
requisitioning, state control of factories and industries, and the eradication of the market. 
War communism was overseen by the Vesenkha (Supreme Economic Soviet) and 
implemented by a range of bodies including Soviet bureaucracies, the Red Army and the 
CHEKA. Question (d) asks students to consider the value of the extract in understanding 
the economic devastation in Russia from late 1917. The source does list some economic 
problems but not their causes. Good answers will offer reasons for the economic problems 
of 1917-21. These reasons may include the economic exhaustion created by Russia’s 
involvement in World War I; the high death toll in both World War I and the Civil War; 
disruption to Russia’s civilian labour force; the abandonment of towns and cities, causing 
sharp downturns in industrial production; the effects of grain requisitioning during war 
communism; and human and natural causes of the 1921-22 famine. There is also scope 
for mentioning historiographical perspectives about the extent to which the Bolsheviks 
created or exacerbated economic suffering during this period.

Question Four
This source is a French parody of the Romanov double eagle coat-of-arms. It was created 
after the tsarist regime’s defeat in the Russo-Japanese War, an event referenced by 
Nicholas II’s bleeding head, the ‘Moukden’ bandage and the ascendent Japanese ‘rising 
sun’. The executed French king, Louis XVI, is depicted at the bottom of the image. 
Question (c) asks students to explain why the tsarist regime was in peril in 1905. Given the 
content of the source, Russia’s disastrous war with Japan and its political and economic 
effects on the tsarist government should be discussed. Students should also introduce 
their own knowledge of the problems that precipitated the 1905 revolution, including long- 
and short-term problems created by political repression, industrial growth and a lack of 
social reform. Specifics might include conditions in Russian factories, the unrest in the 
Putilov steel works, the Gapon petition, the ‘Bloody Sunday’ shootings, the terrorist 
campaign waged by radical Socialist-Revolutionaries, the Potemkin incident and other 
military mutinies, and the formation of the St Petersburg Soviet. Question (d) focuses more  
specifically on the leadership of Nicholas II. This question contains no timeframe so 
answers may draw on policies and events from almost the entire Area of Study, January 
1905 to February 1917. Good answers should discuss both the fundamental problems 
both in the autocratic system of government and Nicholas’ own temperament. As might be 
interpreted from the source, Nicholas II was chiefly responsible for Russia’s aggressive 
policy in Korea and Manchuria, and the resultant war with Japan. Other factors not 
represented in the source include Nicholas’ unwillingness to accept reform in 1905; his 
betrayal of the October Manifesto (1905) and undermining of the State Duma (1906-17); 
and his errors and mismanagement during World War I (1914-17).
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Question Five
This question is essentially about opposition to the Bolshevik regime from the October 
Revolution to the death of Lenin in January 1924. This question has a broad scope 
because opposition to the Bolsheviks and their policies came from many sources. Among 
these sources of opposition were the Mensheviks and SR delegates who left the Second 
Congress of Soviets after the October Revolution; the non-Bolshevik Constituent Assembly  
delegates of January 1918; the Czech Legion, White armies and foreign troops who fought 
against the Bolsheviks during the Civil War; the Left SRs who attempted an uprising in July 
1918; the peasants and kulaks who resisted war communism by hoarding or destroying 
grain; the Tambov peasants who rose up in 1920-21; the Kronstadt rebels who attempted 
to initiate a third revolution in 1921; and the Poles, Ukrainians and other nationalities who 
fought for independence from Soviet rule. Strong answers might also discuss internal 
dissent within the Bolshevik movement itself. The Treaty of Brest-Litovsk and Soviet 
economic management during the Civil War caused many in the party, such as Nikolai 
Bukharin and the Workers’ Opposition faction, to question Bolshevik policies. The extent to 
which each of these dissenting people or groups were ‘enemies of the people’ is arguable, 
however groups like the Workers’ Opposition were clearly focused on improving the rights 
and conditions of Russia’s industrial working class.
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China

Question One
This question asks how the failure of China’s first republican government under President 
Yuan Shikai (1912-16) contributed to the development of the revolution. Students should 
acknowledge that Shikai was a Qing loyalist who became president in return for his military  
support, which was required to force the abdication of the Qing emperor. Shikai was an 
opportunist rather than a republican and had no interest in honouring or advancing 
republican principles. Good answers will mention Shikai’s attempt to subvert republican 
democracy and the National Assembly; his probable involvement in the assassination of 
Song Jiaoren; his submission to Japan’s Twenty-One Demands; and his attempt to restore 
the imperial dynasty with himself at the helm. During Shikai’s rule Sun Yat-sen and his 
followers were forced into exile and the Guomindang (formed in 1912) was declared an 
illegal organisation. Shikai’s autocratic leadership eroded the little support that existed for 
republican democracy. It also failed to unify China, which after Shikai’s death in 1916 
collapsed into a patchwork of areas controlled by local militarists. Shikai’s presidency 
weakened the national government, scattered the nationalist-republican movement and 
gave rise to the Warlord Era.

Question Two
This question asks how Chiang Kai-shek’s anti-communist campaigns of 1927-1934 
impacted on the development of the revolution. Good answers will explain that Chiang was 
a militarist from the right-wing of the Guomindang; unlike his predecessor, Sun Yat-sen, he 
did not support any long term collaboration between his party and the recently-formed 
CCP. Mention should be made of Chiang’s three significant anti-communist campaigns: 
the Shanghai Massacre, the White Terror and the Encirclement Campaigns of 1930-1934. 
The events in Shanghai in April 1927 had an impact on the CCP, forcing many of its 
members inland into eastern China. This exodus contributed to events such as the Autumn 
Harvest Uprising and the formation of the Jiangxi Soviet, as communist activity moved 
away from urban-industrial Shanghai and into rural areas. This itself eventually created a 
shift in leadership and ideology, as rural leaders like Mao Zedong became more prominent 
in the communist movement. Answers might explore the military development of the CCP 
and its Red Army and how the communists adapted to withstand Chiang’s Encirclement 
Campaigns in 1930-34. The fifth and final campaign expelled the CCP from Jiangxi and 
led to the Long March to Shaanxi; while this almost led to the eradication of the Red Army, 
the Long March allowed the CCP to survive, relocate and reorganise under new 
leadership.
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Question Three
The source is an extract from a communist newspaper, describing the activities of the Red 
Guards early in the Cultural Revolution. Its function as propaganda should be evident. The 
source suggests that the Red Guards are the driving force behind the Cultural Revolution. 
It describes the Red Guards as “an irresistible revolutionary torrent”, loyal to Mao Zedong 
and guided by Mao Zedong Thought. Question (c) requires students to demonstrate an 
understanding of the origins and composition of the Red Guards. Good answers might 
mention the activities of Lin Biao, Chen Boda and Peng Zhen; the play Hai Rui Dismissed 
from Office; and the emergence of the Red Guards in Beijing schools and universities. The 
Red Guards were the main source of persecution and violence during the Cultural 
Revolution; effective responses might mention examples, such as the denunciation and 
public mistreatment of Liu Shaoqi. Question (d) asks students to evaluate the source’s 
value when forming an understanding of the Cultural Revolution. As propaganda its value 
is clearly limited, though the ideas contained in the source undoubtedly motivated many 
individual Red Guards. Other conditions and causal factors in the Cultural Revolution 
should be considered, including Mao Zedong’s political marginalisation after the Great 
Leap Forward; the rise of moderates like Liu Shaoqi and Deng Xiaoping; the internal party 
maneuvering of the mid-1960s; and the formulation of a Mao cult during this period. Good 
responses should acknowledge historiographical perspectives about whether the Cultural 
Revolution was a youthful popular movement, as the source implies - or the product of 
manipulation by Mao and his allies.

Question Four
This source, an American cartoon, depicts the punitive treaty imposed on China by 
Western powers in the wake of the Boxer Rebellion. Russia, Japan, Germany and Britain 
are all shown, while a concerned United States observes from the background. Question 
(c) requires students to discuss the Boxer uprising, its long- and short-term causes and the 
heavy-handed response of the foreign powers. Strong answers might include 19th century 
foreign imperialism in China; economic exploitation and the creation of spheres of 
influence; the actions of Christian missionaries, particularly in Shandong province; the 
formation of the anti-foreign anti-Christian Boxer movement; the siege of the foreign 
legations in Peking; and the relief of these legations by the Eight-Nation Alliance. Question 
(d) asks students to critically evaluate the source and identify how China’s relationship with 
imperialist powers contributed to revolution. While the image is focused only on the Boxer 
Protocol, it does hint at the imbalanced relationship between China and the Western 
powers in the 19th century. It also depicts the foreign powers as chiefly concerned with 
money, a justifiable view, though other factors are not represented. Effective answers will 
explore how foreign imperialism, the Boxer Rebellion and the Boxer Protocol contributed to 
the weakening of the Qing dynasty, while acknowledging that the dynasty’s own 
shortcomings were probably of equal or greater importance.
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Question Five
This question focuses on the leadership of the new regime and asks whether its ideas and 
policies were in tune with the ideas and needs of ordinary Chinese. It is very easy to argue 
against this proposition by pointing to policies that created or exacerbated human 
suffering, such as the Great Leap Forward, the creation of People’s Communes, the 
Cultural Revolution and the Rustification movement. But a more nuanced answer might 
acknowledge the new regime’s genuine attempts to improve the lives of ordinary people, 
particularly in its first years of rule post-1949. The CCP’s agrarian and social reforms might 
be discussed, such as the abolition of arranged marriages, concubinage and footbinding. 
Answers should also explore the nature of leadership in the new regime. Mao’s Mass Line 
- the claim that communist policies should be a crystalized form of the people’s will - was 
widely touted but never truly practised. Instead, the policies of the new regime came very 
much from the ‘top down‘ and were concerned with the consolidation of power and the 
advancement of national economic goals. From the 1950s leadership and policy-making 
was largely shaped by ideology, internal party politics and power struggles; the ideas and 
interests of the people were secondary considerations, if they were considered at all. The 
Cultural Revolution, though hailed as a mass movement and an expression of 
revolutionary energy, was itself the product of party politics, manipulation and propaganda. 
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