Paper 1 Revision Section C 19th March 2021
	2015 SAMs
	In light of the differing interpretations how convincing do you find the view that the Reagan presidency was a time of 'deterioration and decline' (Extract 1, lines 7-8) in the advancement of black Americans in the USA?

	2016
	How far do you agree with the view that Reagan's economic policies damaged the US economy?

	2017
	In light of the differing interpretations how convincing do you find the view that the Reagan presidency failed to live up to its own claims to reduce 'big government'?

	2018
	In the light of differing interpretations, how convincing do you find the view that the Reagan administration's policies were an attack on the disadvantaged which increased social division?

	2019
	In the light of differing interpretations, how convincing do you find the view that the Reagan presidency cannot be given credit for revitalising American politics?

	2020
	In the light of differing interpretations, how convincing do you find the view that the Reagan presidency brought real improvements to the USA?


All past paper Qs in addition to those already in your course guide (including some from the textbooks):

How to approach Paper 1: Section C 
Section C comprises one compulsory question that assesses the ability to analyse and evaluate interpretations (AO3) and targets content specified by the ‘historical interpretations’ focus question: 
What impact did the Reagan presidency (1981–89) have on the USA in the years 1981–96?
· The effect of Reagan’s economic policies.
· The extent to which ‘big government’ was reduced.
· The nature and extent of social change.
· The extent to which the presidency and US politics were revitalised.







[bookmark: _Toc400378180]Historical interpretations: The Context 
This topic focuses on the debate concerning the nature and effect of Ronald Reagan’s presidency from 1980 to 1988, and the consequences of his two terms in office to the presidential election of 1992. 
You will need to know and consider:
· The main features of Reaganomics and his aims to reduce the role of federal government. 
· The extent and impact of cutbacks in federal government and the extent and effectiveness of deregulation policies. 
· His conservative social values and the influence of the Religious Right in the 1980s. 
· The extent to which Reagan’s social values influenced social change and affected the advancement of women and of African Americans and other minority groups. 
· The extent to which Reagan’s economic policies were successfully implemented and the extent to which economic problems were overcome. 
· Reagan’s economic legacy in the years to 1996. 
· The extent to which Reagan’s policies affected the both the nature of US electoral politics and the public perception of the role of the President up to 1996. 
· The nature of the debate on the extent to which Reagan’s presidency changed US politics. 
· The impact of the ‘Iran-Contra affair’ on attitudes towards the Reagan presidency. 
· The impact of the Reagan legacy on the period 1989–96 with regard to continuity and change in policies and general trends.
How to approach the question
Questions will be based on two extracts from historical interpretations totalling approximately 350 words.
Questions WILL ALWAYS be worded as:

In the light of differing interpretations, how convincing do you find the view that……….
To explain your answer, analyse and evaluate the material in both extracts, using your own knowledge of the issues.

Section C Mark Scheme (AO1)

Target: AO3: Analyse and evaluate, in relation to the historical context, different ways in which aspects of the past have been interpreted.
Each level descriptor has 3 strands:
· Analysis and comparison of interpretations
· Deployment of knowledge of issues related to the debate
· Evaluation of and judgement about the interpretations.  

	Level
	Mark
	Descriptor

	1
	1-3
	· Demonstrates only limited comprehension of the extracts, selecting some material relevant to the debate.
· Some relevant contextual knowledge is included, with limited linkage to the extracts.
· Judgement on the view is assertive, with little or no supporting evidence.

	2
	4-7
	· Demonstrates some understanding and attempts analysis of the extracts by describing some points within them that are relevant to the debate.
· Contextual knowledge is added to information from the extracts, but only to expand on matters of detail or to note some aspects which are not included.
· A judgement is given, but with limited support and related to the extracts overall, rather than specific issues.

	3
	8-12
	· Demonstrates understanding of the extracts and shows some analysis by selecting and explaining some key points of interpretation they contain and indicating differences.
· Knowledge of some issues related to the debate is included to link to, or expand, some views given in the extracts.
· A judgement is given and related to some key points of view in the extracts and discussion is attempted, albeit with limited substantiation.

	4
	13-16
	· Demonstrates understanding of the extracts, analysing the issues of interpretation raised within them and by comparison of them.
· Integrates issues raised by extracts with those from own knowledge to discuss the views. Most of the relevant aspects of the debate will be discussed, although treatment of some aspects may lack depth.
· Discusses evidence provided in the extracts in order to reach a supported overall judgement. Discussion of points of view in the extracts demonstrates understanding that the issues are matters of interpretation.

	5
	17-20
	· Interprets the extracts with confidence and discrimination, analysing the issues raised and demonstrating understanding of the basis of arguments offered by both authors.
· Integrates issues raised by extracts with those from own knowledge when discussing the presented evidence and differing arguments.
· Presents sustained evaluative argument, reaching fully substantiated judgements on the views given in both extracts and demonstrating understanding of the nature of historical debate.


L5 criteria in more detail:

· Analysis and comparison of interpretations:
Interprets the extracts with confidence and discrimination, analysing the issues raised and demonstrating understanding of the basis of arguments offered by both authors.
Are you treating it as a repository of information analysing the subtleties of the interpretation? Analysis should break extract into parts. 

· Integrates issues raised by extracts with those from own knowledge when discussing the presented evidence and differing arguments.
This is the knowledge you bring to the exam – do you know the debate and detail? Note the difference between lower and higher levels – at L5 knowledge is ‘integrated’ not just ‘linked’ mechanically and formulaically.

· Presents sustained evaluative argument, reaching fully substantiated judgements on the views given in both extracts and demonstrating understanding of the nature of historical debate. 
Are you using valid criteria and reaching a judgement? Is the substantiated judgement followed through?





How do I approach and structure my answer in Section C?



[image: https://thecliparts.com/wp-content/uploads/2016/05/hands-up-clip-art.png]
1.  What is the question asking? Identify the two sides of the precise debate in the question. On the one hand…. On the other hand….

2. Annotate and analyse the extracts carefully - what does each suggest? What evidence have they used? Aim to summarise the arguments of each extract in a sentence each. 

3. Apply your knowledge of the debate to the extracts - What evidence would you provide to support or challenge certain aspects of each extract? You should aim for two examples for each, as these will form your two points for and against in the essay!
[image: C:\Users\User\AppData\Local\Microsoft\Windows\Temporary Internet Files\Content.IE5\6SN8KSO3\MC900383600[1].wmf]HOWEVER…. don’t get caught out:
In the exam, you do not need to link position to a particular historian / schools of thought explicitly.
You need to know the wider debate and that there are different positions that historians can take. You need knowledge of this debate so that you can interrogate the extracts

Edexcel can be sneaky: Extracts used by Edexcel may be another historian paraphrasing another’s argument; it may be that this historian explains another’s argument more precisely or simply and is therefore of better use for the purposes of this exam! Therefore, it may be counter-productive to explicitly name-drop or link the author of the extract to a particular school of thought, as it may not be their argument. 

4. Plan and write your introduction carefully, to introduce the debate and your judgement. 

· Introduce the debate (wider debate, not simply the extracts alone)
The two extracts contain ……… points of view / interpretations / perspectives on…..

· Outline the main arguments in the extracts
Extract 1 supports this view that….. “quote to support” whilst extract 2 challenges this view “quote to support”. 

· Overall judgement in response to the question
It is argued that the view expressed in extract ….. has some strengths, but it is not the most convincing interpretation of the controversy. On balance, the most convincing interpretation is……which is supported by extract...

5. Write the essay! Suggested structure:
· The response can consist of two large paragraphs for and against rather than 4. 
· Integrate awareness of debate, contextual knowledge and extract analysis continually. 
Para 1 and 2 – FOR the statement in the question.
P: Point that relates to the question
Some might argue that …….. to some extent because… 

EE: Is there any evidence from the extracts and your own knowledge to support this?
Extract ….. argues that… Extract ….also agrees to an extent because………which is true / and indeed there is truth in this argument……
There is validity in the argument that….suggested by extract …..
This view can be further supported by…..
Those who support this view include….
In order to place….. argument that…..into context, it is important to consider….
The extract also states that….
It is typical of the ….. view that….

E: Explain, analyse and evaluate your argument and provide counter-points
This is important because…
However, this may not be the complete case because…
This is partially supported by …….which shows….
So and So too says that….
However this view is also challenged by extract…. that suggests….
…whereas extract …. leans towards….. suggesting that….

L: Link back to the question, your line of argument, summarise and state how convincing the argument for/against is.
Therefore,……..to a large extent because…
Clearly this view plays an important role in understanding the controversy ………
Clearly this view is the most convincing in ….., but that is not to dismiss the other contributory interpretations which also make a significant contribution to this controversy….

Para 3 and 4 – COUNTER OR MODIFY the argument in the question
However this view has some major limitations in terms of the evidence…
Despite the fact that both sources show that……., there is some evidence to suggest that ……
Repeat the above PEEL structure for both paragraphs. 

Conclusion - Display an understanding of the basis of the differing arguments (for example, what criteria are being used on which to base a claim or judgement) and why you find one more convincing than the other. Make sure you justify this fully! 
In conclusion, the most convincing…. / the balance of the argument appears to favour….

Basic Timeline
	1981
	Ronald Reagan became president 
First case of AIDS identified in America

	1982
	Unemployment reached 9 million 

	1983
	Reagan’s ‘evil empire’ speech
US troops invaded Grenada

	1984
	Reagan launched SDI 
Jessie Jackson sought nomination as the Democratic presidential candidate
Reagan argued for support for Contra ‘freedom fighters’ in Nicaragua
Congress outlawed funding for the Nicaragua Contras

	1986
	Reagan-Gorbachev Reykjavik summit
Challenger space shuttle disaster

	1987
	Iran-Contra scandal

	1988
	Jessie Jackson’s second attempt to win nomination as the Democratic presidential candidate

	1989
	George H W Bush became president 
Fall of the Berlin Wall

	1990
	Bush broke election pledge by introducing new taxes 

	1991
	US led forces in the Gulf War to drive Iraqi forces out of Kuwait

	1994
	Bill Clinton became president 
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Debates to be aware of: 

	Debate
	Y/N
	Key Argument (& historian)

	Was there a Reagan Revolution?
	N
	Liberal opposition constrained conservatism, limiting the chance of success for a Reagan revolution. (Jacobs & Zelizer, 2011; Schoenwald, 2011)

	
	Y
	‘Some kind’ of revolution - Reagan ‘altered the political landscape’ (Scanlon, 2015); ‘American politics became more conservative. American capitalism became more aggressive. American society was more individualistic’ (Gil Troy 2009)

	
	Y/N
	Sitting on the fence – to claim a revolution would be ‘excessive’ but too recent to make  ‘assured judgements’ (Patterson, 2003)

	
	Y
	Consolidated a revolution begun much earlier with Goldwater (Anderson, 1990) or 1996 chaos (Dallek, 2000). He simply accelerated existing deregulation trends (Anderson 2015)

	Other debates over the nature or reasons for the Reagan Revolution.
	Y
	Nature of the revolution was social, a ‘backlash against… counterculture of the 1960s’ (Kuzmarov, 2015)

	
	Y
	Nature of the revolution was in political thought (Scanlon, 2015) and the age of welfare and ‘big government’. 

	
	Y
	Nature of the revolution was in anti-environmental (Hayes, 1987)

	
	Y
	Motivation was pragmatism not idealism: ‘a consensus politicians, not an ideologue’ (Stockman, 1986); “refusing to overreach… dominant political force” (Dueck 2010)

	Did Reagan Revitalise the presidency and politics?
	Y
	Liberal historian Dallek argued that Reagan restored confidence in the presidency (1999), although short-lived. 

	
	N
	Reagan doesn’t bare sole responsibility, for example Religious Right brought ‘new vitality’ to US politics. 

	
	Y
	Reagan made politics less partisan (Chris Matthews, aide to Democrat Speaker of HoR): ‘when politics worked’. 

	
	N
	Bipartisanship disappeared under Reagan because he enthused conservatives and antagonised liberals = culture wars. 

	Was there a social revolution?
	Y
	‘An unprecedented transformation of American politics and culture’ (Sutton, 2015). 

	
	N
	Many less certain that it was a cultural revolution, as social conservatives made few gains – focused on economic and foreign policy and social agenda’s expense. . 

	
	N
	Reagan’s support for the principles of equality, was merely symbolic, as he did little to promote them 

	
	Y
	Reagan’s support for the principles of equality, was substantive; believed in ‘colour-blind’ politics and gender equality. Lack of promotion owed to opposition to big government. 
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2

	Policy
	It succeeded
	It didn’t succeed

	Stop inflation and unemployment


	· His main aim was to stop inflation. Stagflation had been the primary crisis in the 1970s.
· He tried to do this by restricting the amount of money in  circulation (restricting the money supply)
· He even stuck to this when interest rates and unemployment rose.
· Unemployment rate did fall by 45% between: Nov 1982 and Sept 1987.
· BUT Reagan did not believe solving unemployment was his problem it was businesses problem.
· BUT inflation did fall rapidly from 13.5% in 1980 to 6.2% in 1982. Right until 1996 inflation was under control. This was a success
	· Initially it did not work. Unemployment actually rose from 7.1% in 1980-9.6% in 1983.
· Although unemployment did fall to 5.5% by 1988 – this was largely due to part-time workers who were paid less and had less rights than full-time workers.
· Business that relied on credit e.g. car industry, farming suffered massively due to interest rate rises.

	Increase personal wealth



	· Tax cuts did indeed make the rich richer.
· By 1988 the number of billionaires had risen from 5 in 1981 to 52.
· The number of millionaires by assets (including all goods, house etc) rise from 574,000-1.3 million between; 1980-1988.
· Gross private domestic investment (how much people are investing in housing, shares etc) grew by 77% between; 1982-87.
· Real disposable income (what people have extra to spend) went up by 2.6% annually under Reagan compared with 1.8% in 1970s.
	· Wages (the principal income of lower class American’s stagnated) – actually dropped by 1986.
· The Reagan era saw huge gains for investors, property landlords not from salaries.


	Cut taxation
	· Reagan cut the top tax rate from 75% under Carter to 25% - this was supply-side economics.
· He massively cut taxes for the rich to encourage business and investment.
· The share of taxation paid by the rich between: 1981-86 actually rose from 18.1% - 26.1% between; 1981-86 (This was a 44% increase)
	· The share of taxation paid by the rich between: 1981-86 actually rose from 18.1% - 26.1% between; 1981-86 (This was a 44% increase)

	Increase productivity




	· Highest manufacturing productivity growth since WW2 – averaging 4.6% annually compared to 2.3% in 1970s
· In terms of productivity as GNP (how much the whole country is producing) – there is a real upturn under Reagan. Real GDP growth booms never below 3.5% growth between; 1983-1988.
· In terms of output per worker per hour – Reagan’s administration saw growth above the 1970s limits every year between; 1983-1988.
	· There is a mini downturn, economic crisis in 1982 – where GNP growth actually goes down from +2.5% to -1.7% that year.
· In terms of output per hour per worker – this was up and down over the Reagan period with big highs in 1983 and 1986 but lows in 1987.

	Encourage people to save & invest
	· Huge amounts of people began to save and invest post 1982 mini depression.
· There was huge increase in the number of people with investment portfolios and buying shares (Wall Street movie or Wolf of Wall Street)

	· Government “de-regulation” in the financial sector led to a boom and bust of this industry (on a small scale like the Wall Street Crash)

	Reduce the deficit of the Federal government
	N/A
	· This was his biggest failure. The gov deficit (e.g. how much more they borrowed than earned) in 1980 was $59 billion – by 1983 it was $208 billion
· The cost of paying of the interest also rose from 9% of all gov income to 12% by 1983.
· For the first time USA became a net borrower rather than a net lender worldwide.
· This was down to Reagan insisting on increasing defence budgets. Defence spending rose to 28% of gov budget from 22% under Carter




Reagan’s Economic Measures – 1981-8622 Oct 1986 – Tax Reform Act
Revises tax codes – supposed to help stop tax evasion and ease pressure on poor families

Which of these acts are designed to do the following?
1. Make the rich richer
2. Help the poor
3. Help businesses
4. Which are U-Turns on his ideas?
2 March 1981: Executive Order setting up the President’s Economic Policy Advisory Board: sets up board with independent experts to advise about the economy
13 August 1981 – Economic Recovery Tax Act (ERTA) – cuts income tax by 23% over 3 years, links tax to inflation and offers incentives
16 June 1981 Executive Order setting up President’s Commission on Housing - How to find ways to save government money on housing spending?
13 August 1981 – Omnibus  Budget Reconciliation  Act (ORA) – proposes a variety of tax cuts to save $35 billion (Reagan had wanted $45 initially) of gov spending
7 April 1986 – Consolidated Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act (COBRA) – saves Federal Gov money by shifting costs of healthcare to states or employers
3 Sept 1982 – Tax Equity and Financial Responsibility Act (TEFRA) – changes tax rules due to economic situation, tightens tax rules for businesses – also raises tax on cigarettes and telephone service



Section C: Study Extracts 3 and 4 before you answer this question.
Historians have different views about the impact of the Reagan presidency on the USA. Analyse and evaluate the extracts and use your own knowledge of the issues to explain your answer to the following question:
How far do you agree with the view that Reagan’s economic policies in the years 1981-96 were just a way to make the rich richer? (20 marks)
Extract 3: From The American Dream: From reconstruction to Reagan, written by Esmond Wright in 1996
So many Americans had been making so much money that the term “millionaire” became meaningless A Georgia marketing expert Thomas J. Stanley, counted almost 100,000 ‘decamillionaires’ –people worth over $10 million. Back in 1960 there hadn’t been that many plain-vanilla millionaires. In 1988, approximately 1.3 million individual Americans were millionaires by assets (what everything they possessed was worth), up from 574,000 in 1980, 180,000 in 1972, 90,000 in 1964, and just 27,000 in 1953. Even adjusted for inflation the number of millionaires doubled between the late 1970s and late 1980s. Meanwhile, the number of billionaires according to Forbes magazine ( a business magazine) went from a handful in 1981 to 26 in 1986 and 49 in 1987. As of late 1988, Forbes put that year’s number of billionaires at 52, and Fortune’s September assessment hung the billion-dollar label of 51 families.
A second circumstance was that wages – the principal source of middle and lower-class dollars – had stagnated through 1986 even while disinflation, deregulation, and commercial opportunity were escalating the return on capital. Most of the Reagan heyday, to put it mildly, was a heyday for unearned income as rents (share) dividends, capital gains, and interest gained relative to wages and salaries as a source of wealth and increasing economic inequality

Extract 4: From ‘Supply-side economics’ written by P. Craig Roberts in Reaganomics and after, a collection of articles about Reaganomics, published in 1989. From 1981-82, Roberts was Assistant Secretary to the Treasury on Economic Policy.
In the 58 month period from March 1975 though January 1980 (the beginning and end of the expansion from the 1974 recession), the unemployment rate fell by 27%, the consumer price index (CPI) rose by 48%, and gross private domestic investment rose by 50% (in 1982 dollars). In contrast, during the first 58 month period of the Reagan expansion (from Nov 1982 through Sept 1987)the unemployment rate fell by 45% (about twice as much), the CPI rose by 17% (only one-third as much),and gross private domestic investment grew by 77% (about 50% more).
The Reagan economy is remarkable in many other ways. It has produced the highest manufacturing productivity growth in the post-war period  4.6% annually since recovery began in 1982, compared with 2.3% in the 1970s, 2.7% in the 1960s, and 2% in the 1950s. Since the Reagan recovery began, per capita real personal disposable income has grown by 2.6% annually, compared with 1.8% in the 1970s, 3% in the 1960s, and 1.5% in the 1950s.
Moreover, the evidence shows the tax burden has shifted upward in the Reagan years. The latest Treasury Department data show that, between 1981 and 1986, the share of federal income tax paid by the rich rose from 18.1% to 26.1%– a 44% increase whilst the share of taxes paid by the bottom 50% fell from 7.5% to 6.4%.
Two colours:
1. Everything that suggests Reagan’s policies WERE just a way to make the rich richer?
2. Everything that suggests Reagan’s policies WERE NOT just a way to make the rich richer?

Part C Essay Plan
Intro: 
· Introduce the arguments in both extracts
· Express knowledge that there is a “controversy” and debate around this topic – state that you know historians disagree on this issue
· Make a 100% clear judgement as to whether you agree or disagree with the hypothesis stated in the question.
A/A* - you can explain how the context of the extract might explain its point of view

Section  1: 
· Tackle the argument set forward in the Hypothesis
· Pick out 2-3 quotes from the first extract and explain how they support the hypothesis.
· If you can support this with quotes from the second extract. Cross reference and link them
· Integrate 2-3 pieces of specific  own knowledge to support this argument

Section 2:
· Tackle the counter-argument set forward in the Hypothesis
· Pick out 2-3 quotes from the second extract extract and explain how they disagree with the hypothesis.
· If you can support this with quotes from the second extract. Cross reference and link them
· Integrate 2-3 pieces of specific own knowledge to support this argument

Section 3:
· Add any further argument for or against the hypothesis from your own knowledge.

Conclusion: 
· Express knowledge that there is a “controversy” and debate around this topic – state that you know historians disagree on this issue
· Make a 100% clear judgement as to whether you agree or disagree with the hypothesis stated in the question
· Support this clear judgement with 1 quote and 1 specific piece of own knowledge.

	Specific own knowledge in support of the view in the Q
	Specific own knowledge against the view in the Q

	



	

	



	

	



	

	



	




Section C: Study Extracts 3 and 4 before you answer this question.
Historians have different views about the impact of the Reagan presidency on the USA. Analyse and evaluate the extracts and use your own knowledge of the issues to explain your answer to the following question:
How far do you agree with the view that Reagan’s economic policies in the years 1981-96 were just a way to make the rich richer? (20 marks)
Extract 3: From The American Dream: From reconstruction to Reagan, written by Esmond Wright in 1996
So many Americans had been making so much money that the term “millionaire” became meaningless A Georgia marketing expert Thomas J. Stanley, counted almost 100,000 ‘decamillionaires’ –people worth over $10 million. Back in 1960 there hadn’t been that many plain-vanilla millionaires. In 1988, approximately 1.3 million individual Americans were millionaires by assets (what everything they possessed was worth), up from 574,000 in 1980, 180,000 in 1972, 90,000 in 1964, and just 27,000 in 1953. Even adjusted for inflation the number of millionaires doubled between the late 1970s and late 1980s. Meanwhile, the number of billionaires according to Forbes magazine ( a business magazine) went from a handful in 1981 to 26 in 1986 and 49 in 1987. As of late 1988, Forbes put that year’s number of billionaires at 52, and Fortune’s September assessment hung the billion-dollar label of 51 families.
A second circumstance was that wages – the principal source of middle and lower-class dollars – had stagnated through 1986 even while disinflation, deregulation, and commercial opportunity were escalating the return on capital. Most of the Reagan heyday, to put it mildly, was a heyday for unearned income as rents (share) dividends, capital gains, and interest gained relative to wages and salaries as a source of wealth and increasing economic inequality

Extract 4: From ‘Supply-side economics’ written by P. Craig Roberts in Reaganomics and after, a collection of articles about Reaganomics, published in 1989. From 1981-82, Roberts was Assistant Secretary to the Treasury on Economic Policy.
In the 58 month period from March 1975 though January 1980 (the beginning and end of the expansion from the 1974 recession), the unemployment rate fell by 27%, the consumer price index (CPI) rose by 48%, and gross private domestic investment rose by 50% (in 1982 dollars). In contrast, during the first 58 month period of the Reagan expansion (from Nov 1982 through Sept 1987)the unemployment rate fell by 45% (about twice as much), the CPI rose by 17% (only one-third as much),and gross private domestic investment grew by 77% (about 50% more).
The Reagan economy is remarkable in many other ways. It has produced the highest manufacturing productivity growth in the post-war period  4.6% annually since recovery began in 1982, compared with 2.3% in the 1970s, 2.7% in the 1960s, and 2% in the 1950s. Since the Reagan recovery began, per capita real personal disposable income has grown by 2.6% annually, compared with 1.8% in the 1970s, 3% in the 1960s, and 1.5% in the 1950s.
Moreover, the evidence shows the tax burden has shifted upward in the Reagan years. The latest Treasury Department data show that, between 1981 and 1986, the share of federal income tax paid by the rich rose from 18.1% to 26.1%– a 44% increase whilst the share of taxes paid by the bottom 50% fell from 7.5% to 6.4%.
Two colours:
1. Everything that suggests Reagan’s policies WERE just a way to make the rich richer?
2. Everything that suggests Reagan’s policies WERE NOT just a way to make the rich richer?
                         Quotes		  Own knowledge		       Link/cross reference



Strengths:
Suggested improvements:
Mark / 20:
There is a controversy about Reagan, just as there is a similar controversy about FDR. This is because both of these men did more than other presidents in the 20th century, not only did they convince the public of their positions, but they forced their oppositions to accept their arguments. From FDR until Reagan, Republican or Democrat, government’s believed in Keynesianism. From Reagan to Trump, Republican or Democrat, governments have believed in supply-side economics or Reaganomics. Because of this anyone who studies the Reagan period should know that historians disagree on almost everything about him and his administration. It is clear that the question is correct in asserting that Reagan’s economic policies in the years 1981-96 were just a way to make the rich richer. Reagan not only set out to make the rich richer, thinking it would also help the poor. 
The arguments of extract 3 and extract 4 are very clear. Extract 3 deals with this question by using statistics about how well the rich were doing in terms of income, and how well the poor were doing in terms of income. Extract 4 deals with this question by talking about the issues, and statistics relating to, unemployment and inflation. Inflation being the nemesis of the middle classes and unemployment being the enemy of the very poorest. The context behind extract 4 already gives away the view of the extract, Roberts was an assistant secretary to the treasury on economic policy from 1981-82. This shows that he himself worked for Reagan’s administration, presumably not because he disliked Reagan. 
One of the key points set out in extract 3 is that the numbers of people who were rich grew massively, the wealth shared by those at the very top grew by an incredible amount. This is clear from the outset: ‘So many Americans had been making so much money that the term “millionaire” became meaningless’. From my own knowledge I can indeed confirm that by 1988 the number of billionaires had risen from 5 in 1981 to 52. Extract 3 is indeed correct to assert that the rich did become far richer, however the question that must therefore be asked is if this effect was limited to the richest, or shared by the poorest. Extract 3 does address this critical question: ‘a second circumstance was that wages – the principal source of middle and lower-class dollars – had stagnated through 1986’. This shows how even though those on top grew richer, those in the middle and at the bottom saw little improvements. Although the unemployment situation may have improved under Reagan, reducing by 45% between 1982 and 1987, many of the new jobs that were created paid less and gave workers less rights than full workers due to them being part time jobs. Reagan’s administration does not appear to be a friend of the poor from the evidence so far assessed. Extract 4 which speaks of Reagan mostly with praise, does however make a concession: ‘during the first 58 month period of the Reagan expansion (from Nov 1982 through Sept 1987) the unemployment rate fell by 45%’. From extract 3 we can see that the poor did not become richer, but from this quote from extract 4 we can see that more poor people were working. This means the poor must have been getting less out for what they put in after this period than before. Perhaps it is not surprising that the poor did not appear to see an improvement in their living standards during this time. Reagan did not think they were his responsibility and did less to help them as he believed in “Less government in business and more business in government”.
In extract 4, a defence of Reagan and his policies is mounted, the piece takes the opposite view to that of extract 3. One of the major problems that had scourged the poor, bringing Reagan to power in the first place, was Stagflation. Stagflation is a combination of inflation and declining real economic output. Reagan did indeed fix the problem of inflation. Extract 4 takes note of this: “In the 58 month period from March 1975 through January 1980 (the beginning of the end of the expansion from the 1974 recession)… the consumer price index (CPI) rose by 48%... In contrast, during the first 58 month period of the Reagan expansion… the CPI rose by 17% (only one-third as much)’. Inflation fell rapidly from 13.5% in 1980 to 6.2% in 1982. Reagan solved the problem of inflation by limiting the money supply, thus eliminating stagflation. Extract 4 also makes attempts to show that the rich were actually helping the poor ‘The latest Treasury Department data show that, between 1981 and 1986, the share of federal income tax paid by the rich rose from 18.1% to 26.1%- a 44% increase.’ Although there may have been more wealth at the top, despite a drop in their tax rate from 75% to 25%, the rich in total paid more to the government. This is a fact that went unmentioned in extract 3. No matter the appearance, the Reagan administration took more from the rich than the administration before them. Even extract 3 has something defenders of Reagan could cite as evidence for their case: ‘So many Americans had been making so much money that the term “millionaire” became meaningless’. This quote can work both ways, yes extract 3 correctly lays out that there were many more millionaires, but also simultaneously here says that the point is meaningless. Tax cuts were not initiated by Reagan in order to benefit rich friends in some kind of conspiracy, but because Reagan believed giving the rich more money to spend would generate more economic activity, which the poor desperately needed.
I have to agree enthusiastically with the question that Reagan did indeed just make the rich richer. However even today historians are completely torn over the question of Reagan, torn straight down the political divide. Reagan radically transformed the USA, from a Keynesian economy to a Neo-liberal economy the USA has never looked back. However the rejection of what Reagan stood for after the economic crash of 2008 ironically echoes the rejection of Keynesianism after the stagflation of the 1970s. Reagan dismantled government controls on the economy, which allowed for a housing boom which ultimately exploded in 2008. Up until this point although their wages were stagnant many families felt better off because house prices soared. In some cases the price of people’s houses increased by more than their family’s annual wage. This has gone now. The controls the Keynesians placed on the banks after the 1929 Wall Street Crash were well and truly removed by Reagan and his neo-liberal successors, the Bushes and Clintons. The political zeitgeist of the modern era is to reject the system left by Reagan and his followers. Reagan very obviously helped the rich whilst leaving the poor illusions of bubbles.
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Study Extracts 1 and 9.
How far do you agree with the view that Reagan’s administration “altered the landscape of political debate and public policy” in the years 1981-1996?
Extract 1: From More equal than others: America from Nixon to the New Century, written by Godfrey Hodgson in 2004. Hodgson had worked in Britain and the USA as a journalist, radio and television presenter, university lecturer and author who writes mainly about American history
The proportion of Americans who called themselves “liberal” had been declining even before 1980. By 1990 it was 16 percent. Since the 1970s, substantial majorities disapproved of affirmative action for minorities. There was a broad and growing assumption that government was often not the right agent to provide solutions for social problems. Instead, there was a new consensus that the “free market”- a term loosely used to describe extremely complex phenomena, and even more loosely invoked to propose solutions that were often unproved- was the place to find answers.
From the 1970s’ on there was a huge shift in voters attitudes to government, on one hand, and to corporate business on the other. Since 1932 the great majority of Americans had accepted the idea of a welfare state. That implied, at least in principle, willingness to pay taxes that would enable government to provide the services people could not provide for themselves. By the middle 1970’s, that fundamental assumption was already under attack.  



Extract 9: From ideological images for a television age written by Charles W Dunn and J .David Woodward published in 1989. Dunn is an academic, Woodward has written a biography of Reagan.
Such (tax) reforms had effects that were more symbolic than real but in the world of media impressions such illusions are often important. Reagan was seen as a helmsman who was turning the ship of the state in a new direction. Even when his changes were seen to be illusory Reagan was seen as an effective leader. Going for tax cuts in the first year of the administration gave the appearance of change.
A popular conservative messenger with a popular conservative message had altered the landscape of political debate and public policy. The word conservative, no longer anathema in American political discourse has replaced the word “liberal” as the most popular of the two words, forcing the political opposition to search for other ways to express their ideas, sometimes using the word conservative itself. Liberal Democrats are now reacting to the successes of the conservative Reagan agenda rather than conservative Republicans reacting to the successes of successful New deal policies that had dominated America’s political landscape for three decades.






Student A:
Extract 1 discusses Reagan latching onto the new emerging views of the American people as their realisations occur in terms of the unjust and inappropriate involvement of the government in the welfare state. Extract 9 comparatively, suggests that Reagan managed to revolutionise America’s public policies beyond 30 years of Democratic leadership, presenting the fact that Reagan was the “helmsman” and perhaps beyond his time. 
Extract 1 disagrees with the statement that Reagan’s administration “altered the landscape of political debate and public policy” to a large extent suggesting that the American people had discovered the truths about the governments involvement in social issues and its ineffectiveness long before this was established in Reagan’s presidency. Extract 1 displays that Reagan’s administration was far from new and innovative as it suggests the “fundamental assumption” that the welfare state was always there was “already under attack” by the mid 1970’s. This presents a growing assumption of the majorities that the welfare state was unwanted as the growing taxes for those to pay for the minorities was becoming unacceptable in many people’s eyes. I agree with the ideas presented in Extract 1 to a large extent as Reagan wasn’t new and innovative and merely hooked onto the growing ideas of the majorities leading to tax cuts and the promotion of “trickle-down economics” to help the working class/impoverished in a less direct way. He promoted the idea that hard work earns you a living and without it you cannot survive in the competitive American society; this is the idea of rugged individualism. However, this ideology was seen long before Reagan in the 20’s by other Republican presidents (such as Herbert Hoover) promoting the American dream, supporting the fact that Reagans administration did not alter the landscape of public policy but instead brought it back to the eyes of Americans after years of Democratic handouts and welfare. 
Extract 9 depicts the image of Reagan as a literal “helmsman’ at the forefront on the changes in America, turning America in a so called “new direction” it argues to a large extent that he did alter the landscape of both Americas political debate and public policy as he turned away from the “New Deal” legislations of Franklin Roosevelt and instead brought new found power to the Republican initiative as this brought a clear change to America due to his strong methods of instilling “laissez-faire” policies. Extract 9 supports the fact that Reagan’s administration was literally ground breaking due to his tax cuts within the first year of presidency and his quick actions of deregulating businesses and promoting the tarnishing of “big government”. This could be seen as altering the landscape of America in general to a large extent even if his policies weren’t officially enforced or legislated as Dunn and Woodward suggest that “such illusions are often more important” as the American people believed that Reagan would bring them change. This shows a large amount of change to social policy as at first the people were not inclined to believe him due to the discrediting of presidential stature following the Watergate Scandal. He managed to change the idea of the presidency and credit his changes with a beacon of hope for the U.S.A that he would bring prosperity and had acknowledged that social welfare only weakened America. 
Extract 1 also suggests that Reagan’s social policies towards ethnic minorities were no more than a depiction of the feelings of American majorities as many “disproved of affirmative action for minorities”. It could be said that despite the points made in Extract 1, that Reagan did change the political and social landscape of the country but was merely embodying the feelings Americans had held for many years. Reagan didn’t support the Equal Rights Act for gender equality, shunned gays publicly due to suspicions over the cause of the AIDS/HIV epidemic and gave little social welfare to the ill/disabled through tax due to the cuts he enforced. Yet this has been the case 60 years earlier in the times of Harding and Hoover too as the policies of laissez faire meant no aid to struggling minorities due to large outcry from the richer majorities. I agree with the views see in Extract 1 to a large extent as this suggests that it is possible that Reagan mainly initiated these unfair policies and tax cuts/deregulation policies to keep and gain popularity with the larger majorities within the American society. Reagan seems to have simply expressed the views of 60 years before him at a suitable time when majorities felt threatened by minorities and the so called “inequality” of paying social welfare. 
Despite this strong evidence, I partially agree with the views presented in Extract 9 to a small extent as this depicts that Reagan was clever to enact such policies at this time and they “altered the landscape” for many years after. This is evident and thoroughly supported outside of Extract 9 due to the continued use of tax cuts and the further reduction of “big government” in the following opposing Democratic presidencies of Clinton and others. Clinton continued policies of low tax and deregulation to reduce government involvement and to reduce the people’s overwhelming dependency on what was left of the American welfare state. This supports the views seen in Extract 9 that Democrats began to “react to the successes of the conservative Reagan agenda” as the policies he implemented were carried through for many years. This certifies that to some extent Reagan “altered the landscape of political debate and social policy” but in the later years of his presidency and after his terms in office were over”. Extract 9 suggests that despite the “New Deal agenda” that had taken over America for 3 decades, Reagan was able to change this to a large extent through his policies and was ahead of his time doing his best to aid the people and keep American on the straight and narrow in terms of social policy and the abuse of the welfare state.
Overall, it can be said that Reagan had some lasting impact on the political stature of America and did change the landscape in terms of politics and social policies to a large extent due to the continuation of his policies and his grand popularity in the history of presidents. However, I agree with the first extract to a large extent as it presents the fact that Reagan’s policy was not new and innovative but simply popular as his policies of tax cuts and deregulation addressed the struggles of the majorities under previous Democratic view that were finally illuminated by protest and outcry against the inequality of paying for welfare. I disagree with the statement to a relative extent as I believe that Reagan purely latched onto new realisations and the struggles of the majority to maintain popularity and was responsible for the reincarnation of the previous legislations of Republican presidents such as Hoover who presented that America would prosper due to the hard work of the individual and that government support was ineffective, unfair and would lead to the deterioration of the U.S.A. 

Student B:
The two extracts seem to be saying two separate things. Dunn and Woodward state very clearly that it was the Reagan administration that shifted political debate and policy lines away from liberal and New Deal thinking towards conservatism and what many call New Right thinking.  The implication of what they are saying is that if Reagan had not become President then this swing would not have come about. Hodgson, on the other hand, talks about liberalism declining before Reagan came to power. He sees the 1970’s as a time when more and more people became more conservative in their views. Now, if this was the case then it wasn’t the Reagan administration that altered the landscape, it was changing anyway.
Reagan came to power announcing that he was going to make changes. These included cutting back on “big government” by which he meant federal intervention in business, state and local government and the lives of US citizens.  He made it quite plain that he was against the level to which the government provided welfare benefits and social care via the systems set up by Johnson’s Great Society measures. He wanted to stop people sponging on welfare (as he saw it) and wanted to tie benefits that people received more closely to working. He also wanted low taxes. He put himself forward as a complete change to previous administrations (all the way back to Roosevelt) who took on more and more federal social welfare responsibility. The speech would seem to confirm the Dunn idea that Reagan brought the shift towards conservative thinking and New Right ideas, including low tax and “workfare” It is certainly true that after Reagan’s administration many New Right ideas stayed in place- including low taxes and a lower level of federal intervention. This was the case even for the next democrat to become president- Bill Clinton. The impact of the Reagan administration on political debate meant that the Democrats had to reform their ideas and polices. So I think it is fair to say that after the Reagan administration left office, their conservative ideas became ideas that drove both policy and debate. If not, then the Democrats would not have had to take on the policies of lower taxes and reduced federal intervention.
However, while both the political debate and policy changed after the Reagan administration that does not mean that this change was begun by this administration. So it is not yet possible to give the administration credit for beginning this change. Is there evidence that before Reagan there as a move beginning towards conservative policies and conservative thinking?  Hodgson certainly thinks so. Extract 1 says that there was a decline in people calling themselves liberal (presumably this was from census evidence) and that many people were also coming to think that federal intervention as not the way to solve social problems The extract also suggests that there was a move towards “free markets” All of these shifts in thinking can be found in the Reagan administration’s anti “big government” ways of thinking. So are the other moves in thinking that he gives, including an unwillingness to pay higher taxes to fund welfare. 
There is evidence outside of Extract 1 for the beginning of a change in thinking starting before Reagan came to power. Because the economy was in trouble and the government seemed unable to cope (for example, during the two oil crisis of the 1970’s) people were losing confidence in the government, were more critical and outspoken about their lack of confidence and so encouraged Republicans to think they could win an election by appealing to this new conservative reaction. In 1978 California’s Proposition 18 was a revolt against higher property prices and raised the debate on taxes in general to a higher level.   The growing religious right was arguing for conservative measures from the early 1970s (groups like Phyllis Schafly’s STOP ERA) and the number of people campaigning against abortion was rowing. Anti-gay groups were also on the rise (with Proposition 6 against gay teachers)  and this ties in with the idea that more people were being critical of affirmative action for non-whites and women, which supports the point in Extract 1 about deriding political correctness when talking about minority groups.
Even the Carter administration, which was in power at the end of the 1970’s, was beginning to shift their liberal position. Carter had, for instance, begun to deregulate some businesses. Deregulation was one of the policies that Reagan presented as new for reducing big government. Carter also introduced tax cuts in the last two years of his presidency- this was something else that the Reagan administration presented as a new idea.   So it seems likely that any president to be elected in 1980, Democrat or Republican, would have carried on these measures.   
Overall the balance of the argument seems to lie with Hodgson’s view. I think that it is clear that there was a significant shift away from liberal thinking even before Reagan was elected; indeed, it was one of the reasons he was elected. We now that he had support from both conservative groups and the radical right; we even know that he disappointed both of these groups by not going far enough once he became President, due to the fact that Congress turned down some of his proposals. However, I do think that the Reagan administration accelerated the change. Reagan knew that he had been elected to bring change and New Right thinking, so his administration did its best to do so. Because of this the extent of change is probably due to the Reagan administration, although the change would have come anyway, perhaps more slowly, under a different administration.    
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Chapter 13

Toward a Historiography of Reagan
and the 1980s: Why Have We
Done Such A Lousy Job?
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Furthermore, historians are a very diverse group and they are all located In social, A
cultural, political, economic, geographic and ideological spaces, as well as in time Q

(Appleby, Hunt and Jacob, 1995; Novick, 1988). Histories are decisively shaped by
the identities of the people who write them (Schama, 1991). Histories are always
narratives, to one degree or another, and writing a story involves a series of
identifications and decisions, all of which are shaped by the assumptions and
identities of the story’s narrator.

‘Ultimate” history seemed possible in the late nineteenth century partly because it
could safely be assumed that professional academic history was “his-story’ (rather
than ‘her-story" or 'their-stories’) and because it could safely be assumed that high
- rather than gender, or labour, or racial, or cultural - politics was the *fit and
proper’ subject of this story.

History is a collective practice

‘Ultimate” history, then, was an illusion.? This does not mean, however, that the
discipline of history is an illusion. Despite their differences, historians have a great
deal in common and share a common professional identity as historians, despite
variations in approach, in interpretive framework, in topic, in method, and so on
(Megill, 2007). Now, as in the late nineteenth century, history is an interpersonal
and collective practice, and gains much of the obje ity that it can claim from this

e
* It was possible to think of Stonehenge as a stand-alone monument, for example, until the development of v
aerial photography during the First World War made it clear that it was one of a number of elements of a much
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fact (Evans, 1997; Megill, 2007; Rusen, 2005; Seixas, 1993). History is the work of " ®
many hands - of archivists, historians, curators, and so on (Samuel, 1994) - and
not driven simply by individual subjectivity and whim. Historians both depend upon B
each other’s work and depend on each other for the recognition and validation of
their own work. The disciplinary community of historians acts as the arbiter of what H=
counts as historical work and history is made through public and open debate
within this community. Histories always involve stories, to one degree or another, B

but there is much more to history writing than story-telling: the form of historical
writing, characterised by close attribution of sources and an infrastructure of
argumentation and justification (Grafton, 2003; Megill, 2007), embodies a
commitment to debate and critical evaluation.

Learning about historical interpretations involves coming to understand why it is -
that history is inherently plural and changing, rather than singular and ‘ultimate’. < £
Learning about historical interpretations also involves coming to understand the

ways in which interpretations are constrained by disciplinary practices. The rigour

of historical practices is not measured by the permanence or the ‘ultimate’ nature

of the histories that they produce. Rigour consists, rather, in the qualities of

research and argument that historical works display and in the processes of debate

and argument through which historical claims to knowledge are advanced, tested

and, perhaps, sustained and developed.

Historical interpretations, then, are representations and constructions of the past,

created in particular moments of time, by particular authors who have particular

agendas and who aim, through the interrogation of the records of the past, to

make sense of time and change (Risen, 2005). In so far as they are historical v
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Historical interpretations, then, are representations and constructions of the past, " ®
created in particular moments of time, by particular authors who have particular
agendas and who aim, through the interrogation of the records of the past, to B
make sense of time and change (Risen, 2005). In so far as they are historical
(rather than simply about the past), historical interpretations are arguments and, H=
as such, are amenable to rational scrutiny and debate. Historians cannot, as it
were, ‘make it up’ or ‘say what they like’.> The processes of historical debate aim B

to ensure that the representations of the past constructed in historical narratives
are subject to rational evaluation and these processes differentiate histories from
the past-referencing practices of collective memory, party history, national myth,
and so on (Lowenthal, 1985 and 1998; Megill, 2007; Wertsch, 2002; Wineburg,
2001 and 2007).

» <« 5
Summary =
Students should understand:
- that histories are representations and constructions of the past 2
- that histories are inherently plural and variable ()]
- that histories exist in time and change with time
- that histories are authored and shaped by the subjectivities of their authors 4
- that histories are typically narratives grounded in evidence and argument ey
- that history is a discipline and an interpersonal practice. :
v >
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What are historical interpretations?

mportant feature of the history A key point to note about historical ‘interpretations’ is that they are plural. To
At requirements for Advanced understand historical interpretations, it is necessary to understand something
‘son’s Edexcel GCE A level about the nature and development of the discipline of history.

oretations through the

° Although histories have been written for millennia, the academic discipline of
15 in Paper 1 Section C.

history is generally understood to be a nineteenth century creation (Beiser, 2011;

1ssignment, students analyse, Berger, Feldner and Passmore, 2003; Novick, 1988). Despite the expectation,

» torians around a particular shared by leading nineteenth century practitioners of the discipline such as Lord
owing a free choice of Acton, that the professionalisation of history would lead to the creation of ‘ultimate’
and the nature and purpose of history providing a singular and definitive account of the past (Carr, 1961, p.1;
critical view based on relevant Megill, 2007, pp.162-164), the growth of academic history in the twentieth century

led to the proliferation of histories rather than to their consolidation (Ankersmit,
1994).

[ions and constructions of the The illusion of ultimate history

Like everything and everyone else, the discipline of history and the historians who

practice it exist in time. History asks and aims to answer questions about the past,
1ts of particular interpretations however, neither history nor the past are static. The topics, issues and themes that
ations they do and understand we think merit attention, the questions that we consider worth asking, the methods
imate of research and analysis that we use to answer these questions and the sources
1gainst appropriate and that we have available to us all change with time. Our understandings of time itself
and of change over time are emphatically impacted, for example, by changing Ve

:ations and the questions that
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Common misconceptions. powerful ideas about the ¢
ed of the past.

Many students talk about history in a way that assumes that the past has a
single and fixed meaning, and these students talk about historical interpretation
as if it should also be singular and fixed (accounts should agree in mirroring a
“fixed’ past). This is a misconception. What we can say about the past relates to
the topics and issues that we focus on and the questions that we ask and to a
range of other variables, including, for example, the methods that we use to
answer our questions. As Lee and Shemilt argue, histories are more like theories,
developed to solve problems and to answer questions, than they are like
pictures, developed to mirror ‘what happened’ (Lee and Shemilt, 2004).

The pas
As was argued in relation
thinking about interpretati
thinking, notably ‘evidence
understandings of interpre
often assuming, for examy
“testimony’ and that they ¢
reports. Developing studer a
understandings of evidenc

Historians are searching for the “truth’ Strategies

» Many students assume that historical sources should be thought of as witness ] «
statements reporting ‘what happened’ and that the historian’s job is to find The History Virtual Acader
reliable reports and to piece them together, in the manner in which one might which srudents were prese ||
reassemble a jigsaw or a broken mosaic, to create a true ‘picture’ of the past. asked to explain how it we =
This is a misconception and one that fails to appreciate the importance of adjudicate between the co
questions. If accounts are answers to questions then it follows that there can be received feedback from ad 2
as many different and legitimate accounts as there can be different questions answers to the discussion
about the past. Questions also determine the conclusions that can be drawn from via a process of reflection o
sources. Any source, 'reliable’ or otherwise in testimonial terms, must be good progress on their un:

4

" ! process of reflection prom
interrogated and reliability is relative to the question that is asked. Jhsrpeliubantall

o first, it asked stude

Research on 16-19 year-old students’ thinking about

T providing develope s
interpretation « second, it provided A
The table below shows a range of ways 16-19 year-old history students tend to issues that they ha |
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illusion of ultimate history

Like everything and everyone else, the discipline of history and the historians who
practice it exist in time. History asks and aims to answer questions about the past,
however, neither history nor the past are static. The topics, issues and themes that
we think merit attention, the questions that we consider worth asking, the methods
of research and analysis that we use to answer these questions and the sources
that we have available to us all change with time. Our understandings of time itself
and of change over time are emphatically impacted, for example, by changing
research technologies and methods.!

Furthermore, historians are a very diverse group and they are all located in social,
cultural, political, economic, geographic and ideological spaces, as well as in time
(Appleby, Hunt and Jacob, 1995; Novick, 1988). Histories are decisively shaped by
the identities of the people who write them (Schama, 1991). Histories are always
narratives, to one degree or another, and writing a story involves a series of
identifications and decisions, all of which are shaped by the assumptions and
identities of the story’s narrator.

‘Ultimate” history seemed possible in the late nineteenth century partly because it
could safely be assumed that professional academic history was “his-story’ (rather
than ‘her-story" or 'their-stories’) and because it could safely be assumed that high
- rather than gender, or labour, or racial, or cultural - politics was the *fit and
proper’ subject of this story.

Historv is a collective practice
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SECTION C
Study Extracts 1 and 2 in the Extracts Booklet before you answer this question.

5 In the light of differing interpretations, how convincing do you find the view that the
Reagan presidency failed to live up to its own claims to reduce ‘big government'?

B2 0& %

To explain your answer, analyse and evaluate the material in both extracts, using your
own knowledge of the issues.
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Extracts for use with Section C.

Extract 1: From David Stockman, The Great Deformation: The Corruption of Capitalism in
America, published 2013.

The long ago Reagan-era battle of the budget ended in dismal failure.
Notwithstanding decades of Republican speech-making about Ronald Reagan’s
rebuke tobig government; it never happened. Republican administrations
whose slogan was ‘smaller government’ only made big government bigger.
Republican hypocrisy about the evils of deficit finance was evident. Almost
nobody was willing to challenge the core components that comprise big
government. Thus, the giant social insurance programs of Medicare and Social
Security had barely been scratched; means-tested entitlements had been
modestly reformed but had saved very little money because there weren't so
many welfare queens* after all; farm subsidies and veterans' benefits had not
been cut because these were Republican voters; and the Education Department
had emerged standing tall because middle-class families demanded their
student loans and grants. In all, Ronald Reagan had left the ‘welfare state’ barely
one-half of 1 percent of GDP smaller than that in the late 19705, and added a
massive structural deficit as well. In fact, Reagan was an out-and-out supporter
of big government in the realm of the military and national security. All the
well-warranted scepticism he had about big government did not apply to the
Pentagon. Nor did he have any sense that money spent on defense imposed
the same burden on taxpayers and drain on the economy as did all other kinds
of government spending.

10

15

20

* welfare queens - a term used to indicate those supposedly living prosperous
lives from welfare fraud
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lives from welfare fraud

Extract 2: From Andrew Busch, Ronald Reagan and the Politics of Freedom, published 2001.

The Reagan coalition, declared dead by many commentators after 1992, proved

itself quite alive in the 1994 elections. Essentially the combination of voters

that had appeared at the presidential level in 1980, 1984, and 1988 reappeared

in 1994 to give Republicans control of both houses of Congress for the first

time in forty years. They retained this control (albeit by somewhat narrower 25
margins) throughout the 1990s. The coalition also proved powerful enough to

block most major expansions of government, or when that failed in the 1990

and 1993 tax increases, to exact a sharp revenge, first against George Bush and

then against congressional Democrats. Indeed, much of what the supporters

of big government have called stalemate’ or ‘gridlock'in the two decades since 30
Reagan took office has been a consequence of the continuing power of Reagan’s

new coalition to balance and block the old coalition's appetite for bigger

government. Before 1980, America lacked a strong electoral coalition for limited
government. By 1988, it had one.

Every effort has been made to contact copyright holders to obtain their permission for the use of copyright
material. Pearson Education Ltd. will if notified, be happy to rectify any errors or omissions and include any
such rectifications in future editions.
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In considering the extracts, the points made by the authors should be analysed
and evaluated. Relevant points may include:

Extract 1

« The Reagan slogan against big government was more rhetoric than reality,
leaving welfare spending barely reduced
« The increase in deficit financing and the resulting growth of the structural
deficit
« Alack of willingness to challenge the central aspects of big government,
such as Medicare and Social Security
« The costs imposed upon taxpayers due to the expansion of the military.
Extract 2
«  Reagan amassed a combination of voter support for a presidency from
1980 onwards which stood against big government
« The coalition produced a Republican Congress which was largely able to
block government expansion in the early 1990s
« The contrast drawn between the Reagan coalition and George Bush, with
reference to the 1990 tax increase
« This coalition reversed and replaced previous trends (in the face of
opponents who portrayed this as “gridlock”).

Candidates should relate their own knowledge to the material in the extracts
to support the view that the Reagan presidency failed to live up to its own claims
to reduce 'big government’. Relevant points may include:

«  The budget deficit averaged 4.2% of GDP during both Reagan and George
Bush’s presidencies, significantly higher than under either Clinton or
Carter
Despite Bush’s promise of 'Read my lips: no new taxes’, he had to agree
to tax increases as part of the 1990 budget in order to tackle the
continued issue of government spending and deficits

Government assistance for corporations and agribusiness amounted to
$80 billion a year by the end of the first term
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« The costs imposed upon taxpayers due to the expansion of the military.
Extract 2
«  Reagan amassed a combination of voter support for a presidency from
1980 onwards which stood against big government
« The coalition produced a Republican Congress which was largely able to
block government expansion in the early 1990s
« The contrast drawn between the Reagan coalition and George Bush, with
reference to the 1990 tax increase
« This coalition reversed and replaced previous trends (in the face of
opponents who portrayed this as “gridlock”).

9HIO_1F_rms_201

Candidates should relate their own knowledge to the material in the extracts
to support the view that the Reagan presidency failed to live up to its own claims
to reduce 'big government’. Relevant points may include:

«  The budget deficit averaged 4.2% of GDP during both Reagan and George
Bush’s presidencies, significantly higher than under either Clinton or
Carter

« Despite Bush’s promise of 'Read my lips: no new taxes’, he had to agree
to tax increases as part of the 1990 budget in order to tackle the
continued issue of government spending and deficits

«  Government assistance for corporations and agribusiness amounted to
$80 billion a year by the end of the first term

«  The Reagan administrations saw an increase in federal employment, both
in absolute and relative terms, when compared to either the Carter or
Clinton administrations.

Candidates should relate their own knowledge to the material in the extracts to

counter or modify the view that the Reagan presidency failed to live up to its own
claims to reduce ‘big government'. Relevant points may include:

« The Reagan administration did remove some regulation, and new
regulation, such as the Food Security Act of 1985, was driven by Congress
rather than the president
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regulation, such as the Food Security Act of 1985, was driven by Congress
rather than the president

Indicative content

+ Reagan’s Executive Order 12291 (1981) established the principle that
government regulation should only be issued after a cost-benefit analysis,
a process overseen by the Office for Management and Budget (OMB)

« The period of 1981-2 saw significant budget cuts, and Reagan’s legacy (as
argued by Extract 2) can be seen in the budget cuts of the Republican
Congress headed by Gingrich and Dole from 1995

« Reagan’s tax cuts can be seen to have produced significant growth, but
were being diluted as early as 1982-3 in the face of public concern over

rising deficits.
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ResultsPlus

Examiner Comments

This response demonstrates many of the qualities of a
level 5 essay. There is clear recognition of the different
views, and the candidate offers a confident analysis of
these, examining the arguments offered in the light of
their own contextual knowledge. There are developed
comparisons of the two views, and although perhaps
more of these could be found, they are well reasoned.
The candidate is able to integrate their own contextual
knowledge into a discussion of the arguments and issues
raised. A convincing judgment is reached overall, which is
related back to the views of the two authors, and foll)ows
from the preceding analysis.
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