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Option A: 19th Century topic
HOW FAR WAS THE UNIFICATION OF GERMANY BROUGHT ABOUT
BY ECONOMIC FACTORS?

Study the Background Information and the sources carefully, and then answer all the questions.

Background Information
In January 1871 a united Germany, without Austria, was proclaimed. Some historians have argued,
as did Bismarck in his memoirs, that unification was the result of a master plan which he consistently
followed. Others have seen Bismarck as simply reacting to opportunities as they arose. Another group
of historians have stressed longer-term factors such as Prussia’s growing economic strength and have
argued that the economic needs of the German states meant that unification would inevitably take
place.

SOURCE A
Many modern historians support the view that from the 1830s onwards Prussia was using the Zollverein
to achieve a Prussian solution to the German question. The argument is that those who found financial
advantage in an economic union under Prussian leadership might be expected to take a favourable
view of similar arrangements in a political union. The Zollverein was a force for unity in the 1840s and
therefore a focal point for nationalist sentiments. As a result, Prussia, despite her reactionary political
sympathies, came to be regarded by many as the natural leader of a united Germany.
From a book published in 1986.

SOURCE B
Few would dispute that the Zollverein was a powerful factor in the eventual exclusion of Austria from
a Prussian-dominated Germany, but it is also by no means clear that it could have achieved German
unity unaided by other factors. The lesser German states clung to their independence, which was
guaranteed by the rule that decisions within the Zollverein could only be taken unanimously, and
blocked any attempts by Prussia to change this voting procedure. In 1866 the South German states
were not deterred by their membership of the Zollverein from allying with Austria against Prussia.
From a book published in 1986.
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SOURCE C

A cartoon from a German magazine published in 1852. The man on the left represents
Prussia while the man on the right represents Austria. The animals represent those
German states that did not belong to the Zollverein.
SOURCE D

A cartoon published shortly after the Austro-Prussian War in 1866.
The helmet represents Prussia while the people represent Germany.
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SOURCE E
German unity had become an economic necessity. It was the demand of the industrialist, arising
out of direct business need, for the destruction of all the small states standing in the way of the free
development of trade and entry into world markets.
From a book by Friedrich Engels, published in 1895. Engels was a close friend of Karl Marx.
SOURCE F
If the Zollverein continues, the creation of a common legislative institution which can pass laws on tariff
questions is unavoidable. I do not want to underrate the importance of such an institution in creating
an economic community for the whole of Germany. It is difficult to believe that such an institution could
avoid gradually taking on most areas of economic welfare and commerce, or could avoid bringing into
use across the whole of Germany its rules in such matters.
From a speech by Bismarck to the North German Confederation, 1867.
SOURCE G
In 1862 the Russian ambassador gave a dinner at which I was present. Among the guests was
Bismarck who had a long conversation with Disraeli after dinner. The following is part of what Bismarck
said which Disraeli repeated to me on the same evening:
When the army has been brought to such a state as to command respect then
I shall take the first opportunity to declare war with Austria, burst apart the German
Confederation, bring the middle and smaller states into subjection and give Germany
a national union under the leadership of Prussia.
From the memoirs of Count von Eckstadt, written in 1886. Disraeli was an important British politician.

SOURCE H
I think it more useful to continue for a while the present marriage with Austria despite small domestic
quarrels, and if a divorce becomes necessary, to take the prospects as they arise rather than to end
the partnership now.
Bismarck writing in 1865 about the Austro-Prussian alliance.

SOURCE I
The foundations of future Prussian greatness were being laid. More than any of the neighbouring states,
Prussia had benefited from the Zollverein. Formed under Prussian domination, it had defeated all other
attempts to create free trade areas within Germany by the end of 1833. Most of the other German
states later joined but significantly, Austria remained outside.
Prussian businessmen were given the opportunity of extending their interests throughout a wider area
of Germany, and industrialisation was speeded up. Another important effect was that the German
railway system came to be centred on Berlin, a factor which was eventually to give Prussia considerable
advantages in time of war. Prussia’s vast mineral resources were opened up and production was
revolutionized by the great ironmaster Alfred Krupp.
From a book published in 1992.
© UCLES 2007

0470/02/M/J/07

5
SOURCE J
One generation of historians found the explanation of Prussia’s victory in her superiority in men and
in economic resources. However, in 1866 Prussia had a population of 18 million against Austria’s
population of 33 million, and Prussia’s production of iron and steel did not surpass that of France until
after 1871.
From a book published in 1945.

Now answer all the following questions. You may use any of the sources to help you answer the
questions, in addition to those sources which you are told to use. In answering the questions you
should use your own knowledge of the topic to help you interpret and evaluate the sources.

1

Study Sources A and B.
How far do these sources disagree? Explain your answer using the details of the sources.

2

[6]

Study Sources C and D.
How similar are the messages of these two cartoons? Explain your answer using the details of the
cartoons and your knowledge.
[8]

3

Study Sources E and F.
Do you think that Bismarck would have agreed with Engels? Explain your answer using the details
of the sources and your knowledge.
[8]

4

Study Sources G and H.
Does Source G prove that Bismarck was lying in Source H? Explain your answer using the details
of the sources and your knowledge.
[8]

5

Study Sources I and J.
Does Source J make you surprised by what is said in Source I? Explain your answer using the
details of the sources and your knowledge.
[8]

6

Study all the sources.
‘Economic factors brought about the unification of Germany.’ Do the sources support this view?
Use the sources to explain your answer.
[12]
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Option B: 20th Century topic
THE KOREAN WAR – WAS THE UNITED NATIONS SIMPLY A TOOL OF THE USA?

Study the Background Information and the sources carefully, and then answer all the questions.

Background Information
When the Second World War ended the northern half of Korea was occupied by Soviet troops and the
southern half by American troops. South of the 38th parallel the United States supported a government
that was corrupt but anti-communist. In the North a communist government emerged. Both sides
frequently announced their desire for national unity but in fact they grew further apart.
On 25 June 1950, troops from North Korea invaded the South and made rapid progress. On the same
day, after pressure from the USA, a special session of the UN Security Council condemned the invasion
and called for a withdrawal to the 38th parallel. When the North ignored this request the Security Council
decided to take military action. Sixteen countries contributed to the UN force but it was overwhelmingly
made up of American troops and was led by an American – General MacArthur.
Some historians have argued that the Korean War represents a good example of the UN resisting
unprovoked aggression. Others however, have argued that the USA was simply using the UN in its
Cold War struggle against communism. Was the UN really just a tool of the Americans in Korea?
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SOURCE A

A British cartoon published on 28 June 1950. On the left, Stalin is shown talking to some of his friends.

SOURCE B
The American military intervention in Korea in the summer of 1950 made the already tense international
situation even worse. The United States, having landed troops in Southern Korea after Japan’s surrender
in 1945, was seeking to gain control of the whole country.
By unleashing a civil war in June 1950 the South Koreans, backed by the United States, turned Korea
into a place of fierce international conflict but in the end failed to achieve the aims of their Washington
masters. Soviet and Chinese assistance to the People’s Democratic Republic of Korea frustrated the
plan to take over North Korea.
From a Soviet history book published in 1984.
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SOURCE C
In South Korea the government forces were attacked by invading forces from North Korea. The UN
Security Council called on the invading troops to cease hostilities and to withdraw to the 38th parallel.
This they have not done, on the contrary they have continued the attack. The Security Council called
on all members of the United Nations to give assistance. I have ordered US air and sea forces to give
Korean government troops cover and support.
The attack upon Korea makes it plain that communism will now use armed invasion and war. A return to
the rule of force in international affairs would have far-reaching effects. The United States will continue
to uphold the rule of law.
An announcement to the American people by President Truman on 27 June 1950.
SOURCE D

A cartoon published in Britain on 30 June 1950. The figure with the United Nations
is President Truman.
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SOURCE E

A Soviet cartoon published in 1950. The building represents the White House where the
American President lives and works.
SOURCE F
We are not at war. The Republic of Korea was unlawfully attacked by a bunch of bandits from North
Korea. The United Nations held a meeting and asked the members to go to the relief of the Korean
Republic, and the members of the United Nations are going to the relief of the Korean Republic, to
suppress a bandit raid on the Republic of Korea. That is all there is to it.
President Truman speaking at a press conference in June 1950. He was replying to a
reporter who asked him whether it was correct to call events in Korea merely
a policing action under the United Nations.

SOURCE G
In the final analysis I did this for the United Nations. I believed in the League of Nations. It failed. Lots of
people thought it failed because we were not in it to support it. OK, now we started the UN. It was our
idea, and in its first big test we just couldn’t let it down.
President Truman writing in his memoirs in 1956.

SOURCE H
Clearly the invasion of South Korea was an open, undisguised challenge to America’s internationally
accepted position as the protector of South Korea, an area of great importance to the security of
American-occupied Japan. To back away from this challenge, in view of the power of the USA, would
be highly destructive of our strength and reputation.
From Dean Acheson’s memoirs written in 1969. Acheson was a leading member of Truman’s
government and was in charge of American foreign policy during the Korean War.
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SOURCE I

A photograph of UN soldiers in the Korean War. The soldiers include an American, an
Australian, an Englishman, and two South Koreans.

SOURCE J
Even in 1950 it was only the accident of the Soviet boycott that made the UN vote to intervene in
Korea possible. The relatively small number of countries which then belonged to the UN, most of them
sympathetic to the US, accepted American leadership in going to war for Korea. But only sixteen
members provided military support. The way in which the war was fought made the presence of the UN
flag seem to many to be a mockery. One British soldier said, ‘Though we called ourselves the UN, there
were so few of us. I felt very much an observer of an American show.’ Other nations were less likely to
rally to the UN flag again, because of the widespread view that this was used in Korea in the interests
of the United States.
From a British history book published in 1987.
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Now answer all the following questions. You may use any of the sources to help you answer the
questions, in addition to those sources which you are told to use. In answering the questions you
should use your knowledge of the topic to help you interpret and evaluate the sources.

1

Study Source A.
What is the message of this cartoon? Explain your answer using details of the source and your
knowledge.
[6]

2

Study Sources B and C.
Why do these two sources disagree? Explain your answer using details of the sources and your
knowledge.
[7]

3

Study Sources D and E.
How far do these two sources share the same view of American foreign policy? Explain your
answer using details of the sources and your knowledge.
[8]

4

Study Sources F, G and H.

How far do Sources G and H help you to decide if Truman was telling the truth in Source F?
Explain your answer using details of the sources and your knowledge.
[9]

5

Study Source I.
How useful is this photograph as evidence to an historian studying UN involvement in the Korean
War? Explain your answer using details of the source and your knowledge.
[8]

6

Study all the sources.
Do these sources provide convincing evidence that in Korea the UN was simply a tool of the USA?
Use the sources to explain your answer.
[12]
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