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Example Candidate Responses — Paper 2

Introduction

The main aim of this booklet is to exemplify standards for those teaching Cambridge IGCSE/IGCSE (9-1) History
0470 /0977 and Cambridge O Level History 2147, and to show how different levels of candidates’ performance (high,
middle or low) relate to the subject’s curriculum and assessment objectives.

In this booklet, candidate responses have been chosen from March 2020 scripts to exemplify a range of answers.

For each question, the response is annotated with a clear explanation of where and why marks were awarded or
omitted. This is followed by examiner comments on how the answer could have been improved. In this way, it is
possible for you to understand what candidates have done to gain their marks and what they could do to improve their
answers. There is also a list of common mistakes candidates made in their answers, where relevant.

This document provides illustrative examples of candidate work with some examiner commentary. These help
teachers assess the standard required to achieve marks beyond the guidance of the mark scheme. Therefore, in
some circumstances, such as where exact answers are required, there will not be much comment.

The questions and mark schemes used here are available to download from the School Support Hub. These files are:

0470 March 2020 Question Paper 22

0470 March 2020 Paper 22 Mark Scheme

Past exam resources and other teaching and learning resources are available on the School Support Hub:

www.cambridgeinternational.org/support



http://www.cambridgeinternational.org/support

Example Candidate Responses — Paper 2

How to use this booklet

This booklet goes through the paper one question at a time, showing you the high-, middle- or low-level response for
each question. The candidate answers are set in a table. In the left-hand column are the candidate answers, and in
the right-hand column are the examiner comments.

Example Candidate Response - high Examiner comments
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\the classroom to improve their skills. help your learners to refine
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How the candidate could have improved their answer

This answer reached the top level in the mark scheme, showing knowledge of the crisis and how the source was
useful. However, to achieve the top mark, the candidate should have made a more explicit statement in the crucial
paragraph about how Source A was useful as evidence about the Cuban Missile Crisis. The answer implied this, rather
than being explicit about usefulness.

This section explains how the candidate could
have improved each answer. This helps you to
interpret the standard of Cambridge exams and
helps your learners to refine their exam technique.

Common mistakes candidates made in this question

» Some responses wrote about the events in Source A without relating them to the Cuban Missile Crisis.

» Explanation of how Source A was useful to understanding the crisis was required for the highest level. However,
many candidates simply made assertions that Source A was (or was not) useful.

Often candidates were not awarded Lists the common mistakes candidates made
marks because they misread or in answering each question. This will help your
misinterpreted the questions. learners to avoid these mistakes and give them

the best chance of achieving the available marks.
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Option B — Question 1

Example Candidate Response — high Examiner comments
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How the candidate could have improved their answer

This answer reached the top level in the mark scheme, showing knowledge of the Crisis and how the source was
useful. However, to achieve the top mark, the candidate should have made a more explicit statement in the crucial
paragraph about how Source A was useful as evidence about the Cuban Missile Crisis. The answer implied this,
rather than being explicit about how it was useful.
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Example Candidate Response — middle Examiner comments
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a The candidate directly
addresses the question.

e The candidate selects several
points from Source A (Khrushchev
regarded Kennedy as
inexperienced, Khrushchev was
confident) and states that this is
useful evidence about the Crisis,
however, the candidate does not
explain why or how. The answer
reaches Level 3 here.

e Again, this answer reaches
Level 3. The candidate rejects the
source because it tells us nothing
about what happened in October
1962. As Level 3 is reached twice,
4 marks are awarded.

Total mark awarded =
4 out of 7

How the candidate could have improved their answer

The candidate identified relevant information in Source A that could be used as evidence about the Cuban Missile
Crisis but did not explain how it could be useful. To improve the response, the candidate could have selected a
development in the Crisis, such as Khrushchev placing missiles in Cuba. If the response explained how
Khrushchev thought he could get away with this, because he thought Kennedy was weak and inexperienced, then
Level 5 of the mark scheme would have been reached. This crucial move depended on the candidate selecting an
aspect of the Crisis and demonstrating how Source A helped to explain it.
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Question

Example Candidate Response —

‘Part

low

N

&jﬂ&_ﬁm

kiﬁuom“ ’Chm.-e!-u_ Decd V—LMU.—?:J:&:J:M

|
LPMQ_@@—_WAM&%___

Y-u-u-t\a.Aa—- - Klotmkokon ;. dgﬁL_b_é’.;,ma.,e___ S5 ell
u..s DJMIE.\L_ :

@% A USA, Qla e _Ouad. _.___-.,,.g@_;%-_.

L=~

Ot wam%_&___‘

wrs a_= oﬂdh_ﬂlm&t_\,a.a\a_‘&&d: m—

Examiner comments

ﬂ The candidate is repeating the
information in Source A.

e The Bay of Pigs and its
consequences are explained, but
the candidate does not link this
with the Cuban Missile Crisis. The
issue of how far Source A provides
useful evidence about the Cuban
Missile Crisis is not addressed. In
fact, the Crisis is not mentioned.
For this reason, the response
remains in Level 1.

Total mark awarded =
1outof7

How the candidate could have improved their answer

This response needed to focus more on the Cuban Missile Crisis and how far Source A provided evidence about

it. The answer was related to the Bay of Pigs invasion rather than the Cuban Missile Crisis. There were some
opportunities in the response for the candidate to develop relevant points. For instance, after making the point that
Khrushchev did not respect Kennedy, the candidate could have suggested that this helped to explain why Khrushchev
acted as he did during the Crisis. In the same way, the point about the way the Bay of Pigs made Khrushchev and
Castro suspicious of US policy, could have been used to explain why missiles were placed on Cuba.

Common mistakes candidates made in this question

Some candidates wrote about the events in Source A without relating them to the Cuban Missile Crisis.

Explanation of how Source A was useful to understanding the crisis was required for the highest level, however,
many candidates simply made assertions that Source A was (or was not) useful.

Many focused on what the source said without selecting an aspect of the Crisis that could have been better
understood through use of Source A.
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Option B — Question 2

Example Candidate Response — high Examiner comments
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Example Candidate Response — high, continued

Examiner comments
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e The candidate states that
Khrushchev really moved
the missiles because of US
pressure. This does not answer
the question. The idea that
Khrushchev was a liar cannot be
inferred from the source.

o The response reaches Level
5. There is a clear statement
that Khrushchev was trying to
justify his actions and that he
wanted the Soviet people to see
him as the victor in the Crisis.
Later, it is stated that ‘he always
tried to raise his own position’.
Although the candidate does
not explicitly state that these are
negative impressions, they raise
the answer into Level 5. The
response gets close to Level 6
as it shows that Khrushchev was
trying to ensure that the Soviet
public should never feel that he
had accepted the US demands
and that he wanted to improve his
own position in the USSR. The
response does not directly state
that Khrushchev was criticised
at the time. To reach Level 6, the
candidate needed to be more
explicit about this.

Total mark awarded =
6 out of 7

How the candidate could have improved their answer

This answer achieved Level 5 by focusing on valid negative impressions. To be awarded Level 6, the response
needed to be clearer about the need for Khrushchev to rescue his reputation. There was not enough specific
contextual knowledge about his position after the Crisis. The candidate needed to explain that the common perception
at the time was that Khrushchev had given in to Kennedy, or about the fact that he fell from power within two years of

the events.

10
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Example Candidate Response — middle Examiner comments
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How the candidate could have improved their answer

This answer made several valid supported impressions to achieve Level 4. The candidate was aware that Khrushchev
was making positive impressions of himself and could have improved their answer if they had used this to suggest that
it showed us that Khrushchev was boastful or self-promoting. This would have raised the answer into Level 5.

1"
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Example Candidate Response — low
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Examiner comments

ﬂ The candidate attempts to
address ‘impressions’. However,
the attempt — ‘not someone who
would give up easily and was not
someone who could be stopped
or silenced’ — does not work well
with Source B. It is as much a
description as an inference and
there is nothing in Source B that
directly supports it. However, it is
an attempt to draw an inference
and is not completely wrong. It
can be allowed as Level 2 — a
valid inference (just) but not
convincing about Khrushchev.

e The candidate repeats what
is in the source and makes no
inferences about Khrushchev.
The candidate does not use
this information to support an
inference.

Total mark awarded =
2outof 7

How the candidate could have improved their answer

The question required candidates to make inferences about Khrushchev that could be supported from Source

B. The two attempts at the beginning of this answer were marginal in terms of being justified by Source B. More
obvious inferences would have been that he was responsible, understanding or in charge. These inferences needed
to be supported from the source. For example, a valid, supported inference would have been, ‘The impression of
Khrushchev is that he was in charge of events during the Crisis. This is shown by the fact that that he says he started
the exchange with Kennedy and was at the centre of the action’.

Common mistakes candidates made in this question

Many responses took surface information from the source rather than making inferences.
Some tried to make inferences about Khrushchev which could not be supported using the source content.

A few responses made inferences about Kennedy rather than Khrushchev.

Some candidates made valid inferences but did not support them from Source B.

Many did not recognise that Source B shows Khrushchev in a negative way.

Few responses explained their answers using their contextual knowledge of Khrushchev’s position after the Crisis.
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Example Candidate Responses — Paper 2

Option B — Question 3

Example Candidate Response — high

Examiner comments
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o The candidate does not answer
the question.

e The candidate identifies valid
sub-messages such as Kennedy
was defensive and Kennedy was
firm in his position. Level 3.

e The candidate identifies
further sub-messages stating
that Kennedy was decisive and
authoritative. Level 3.

@ The candidate gets to the big
message that the US was
superior and winner in this
situation. This goes further than a
Level 3 answer that might state
the US was strong. This answer
refers to the Crisis, ‘this
situation’, and makes a
statement about the US in
relation to the USSR. The big
message of a cartoon refers to
the main point that a cartoonist
was trying to make.

Total mark awarded =
7 out of 8

How the candidate could have improved their answer

This answer was awarded Level 4 because it explained the main message of the cartoon. To reach the top level in
the mark scheme, the candidate needed to explain the point of view of the cartoonist. The question asked about the
‘cartoonist’'s message’. This meant going further than the big message and explaining what the cartoonist thought of
the situation they represented. In this cartoon, the cartoonist approved of the fact that the US had the upper-hand in
the Cuban Missile Crisis. This could be seen by the way that characters were portrayed, for instance, Khrushchev and
Castro were shown in rather foolish poses compared to the calm authority of Kennedy.
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Example Candidate Responses — Paper 2

Example Candidate Response — middle Examiner comments
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0 There is an immediate attempt
to address the question. The
candidate identifies some valid
sub-messages, such as Kennedy
is warning Khrushchev to remove
the missiles. This sub-message
is supported by reference to
Source C. Level 3.

e This contextual background
does not add anything to the
answer.

e This is not quite right. The
cartoon is not criticising the arms
blockade.

o There is another valid and
supported sub-message that
America is strong. Level 3.

Total mark awarded =
4 out of 8

How the candidate could have improved their answer

The candidate identified and supported some valid sub-messages. To improve this answer, the candidate needed
to explain the big message of the cartoon. The big message was the main point that the cartoonist wanted to make.
Here, the big message was that the US had the upper-hand in the Crisis, or that the US had taken control of the
Crisis. There were two elements to this big message: (i) it must relate directly to the Cuban Missile Crisis, and (ii) it
must show an understanding that the US had taken control of the Crisis. This answer was close to this at the end

where it stated that the US was strong, but did not go far enough in recognising both of the elements explained above.
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Example Candidate Responses — Paper 2

Example Candidate Response — low
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Examiner comments

ﬂ This answer is weakened
by the candidate relying on
contextual knowledge rather
than trying to interpret what the
cartoonist wants to say. Attempts
to identify messages are based on
misinterpretations of the cartoon.
For instance, Khrushchev had
better well-quipped arms is not a
valid message of this cartoon.

e Much of this answer is about
the events of the Cuban Missile
Crisis rather than the cartoon.
There is an attempt to return
to the cartoon at the end of the
answer but ‘alarm’ is not the right
word for a confident looking
Kennedy. This answer is in Level
1. It contains misinterpretations
and does not identify valid sub-
messages.

Total mark awarded =
1 out of 8

How the candidate could have improved their answer

This answer contained some contextual knowledge of the Cuban Missile Crisis but misinterpreted the cartoon by
seeing Khrushchev as ‘better equipped’ and Kennedy as ‘alarmed’. The candidate needed to focus more carefully on
the cartoon and its messages. For example, the cartoon suggested that the US was strong, the situation was tense
and the US would retaliate.

Common mistakes candidates made in this question

15

Some responses were focused on their knowledge of the Cuban Missile Crisis rather than on interpreting the
cartoon.

A number of responses were based on surface descriptions of the cartoon rather than making inferences and
explaining messages.

Some identified relevant sub-messages from the cartoon but did not support these with details from the cartoon.

A few answers were distracted by minor details in the cartoon, such as the fish, instead of being focused on
explaining the big message.




Example Candidate Responses — Paper 2

Option B — Question 4

Example Candidate Response — high
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Examiner comments

0 The candidate’s introductory
paragraph compares the
provenance of the two sources.
Level 2.

e The candidate’s response
demonstrates understanding
the big-message of Source D;
the superiority of the USA. This
reaches Level 3 as one source
was interpreted.
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Example Candidate Responses — Paper 2

Example Candidate Response - high, continued Examiner comments
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How the candidate could have improved their answer

This answer slowly built towards Level 5 and became secure in the final paragraph. Level 5 could have been reached
more quickly if the candidate compared the big messages of the two sources earlier in the response. Instead, the
candidate explained Source D first, and then moved on to Source E. The big message of each source was clearly
understood but the candidate was hesitant about making an explicit comparison, and this only came at the end.
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Example Candidate Response — middle Examiner comments
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6 out of 8

How the candidate could have improved their answer

This answer achieved the top mark in Level 4 with valid sub-messages being compared. The answer then continued
to explain that Source E showed the USA (or Kennedy) was getting the upper hand in the Crisis. This was a valid
reading of Source E, however, the candidate’s claim that Source D showed the two nations as equals was not correct.
Source D mentioned that Khrushchev had just blinked and this suggested that he was showing weakness. As a result,
this attempt by the candidate to reach Level 5 by comparing big messages was not successful.
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Example Candidate Response — low Examiner comments
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Example Candidate Response - low, continued
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Examiner comments

9 Up to this point, nearly all the
answer consists of the candidate
writing about the Cuban Missile
Crisis rather than the two sources.

e The candidate’s answer is not
valid for Source D.

e The candidate’s answer is
about Source E and it is valid
to say that this source suggests
Khrushchev is in a weaker
position. This places the answer
in Level 3. There is a message
from one source but no valid
comparison of the messages of
the two sources.

Total mark awarded =
3 outof 8

How the candidate could have improved their answer

At the end of the response, the candidate made a valid interpretation of one source. Source E suggested that
Khrushchev was the weaker of the two. One way of improving this answer would have been to compare this point
about Khrushchev with what Source D suggested about him. This could have led the candidate to realise that
Source D agreed about Khrushchev being weaker (the remark that Khrushchev had just blinked). This would have
been a Level 5 answer with the big messages compared. Being more precise in the opening paragraph would also
have improved this answer. The candidate claimed that the two men were pursuing a personal agenda, which was
not what the cartoons showed. However, a statement that both sources showed that the Crisis was a personal
struggle between the two men would have raised the answer to Level 4 as a comparison of sub-messages.

Common mistakes candidates made in this question

» Some responses interpreted both sources separately but did not compare them.
* A number of answers focused on minor details in the sources without considering the main point being made by

both authors.

» Some candidates misinterpreted Source D and therefore were unable to reach valid points of comparison.
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Example Candidate Responses — Paper 2

Option B — Question 5

Example Candidate Response — high Examiner comments

L. [eendk Do : o dan °The candidate’s response
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_ JU %' “9""! l“” rT]] T’” “'] A “ o claiom Bk uses this to express surprise. This
Q’—L&-Z}““L"*“‘*A-L“ibﬂﬁ places the answer in Level 3.

e The candidate evaluates
Source G in terms of its
provenance and its purpose. The
answer then states that because
of these it cannot be used to make
Source F surprising. Level 5.

Total mark awarded =
7 out of 8

e."

How the candidate could have improved their answer

The candidate evaluated Source G and used this to state that it did not make Source F surprising. This placed the
answer in Level 5. The candidate also needed to evaluate Source F. This could have been achieved by focusing on
Kennedy’s purpose. In his speech, Kennedy was trying to win the support of the American people for his actions over
Cuba. This gave another reason why Source G did not make Source F surprising because Kennedy’s speech made
perfect sense in terms of his purpose at the time.
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Example Candidate Response — middle Examiner comments
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e - ] N T the argument that Source G’s
L 1 LS Stk e e ‘. .
claim that the USSR would be

helpless is flawed because
Kennedy called off an airstrike on
Cuba, does not work. The answer
remains in Level 3.

Total mark awarded =
4 out of 8

How the candidate could have improved their answer

This answer started in Level 3 with an explanation of how the sources disagreed, which means Source G makes
Source F surprising. Several attempts were made to evaluate the sources to demonstrate that Source G did not make
Source F surprising. These did not work. The candidate understood what was required, but was unable to carry out
the necessary evaluation. A more effective way of evaluating the sources would have been to focus on purpose.

For instance, the author of Source G, as a supporter of Batista, was trying to show that the US could have easily
destroyed the missiles and invaded and Cuba. The fact that he had this purpose meant that Source G could not be
trusted, and therefore could not be used to make Source F surprising.
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Example Candidate Response — low Examiner comments
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How the candidate could have improved their answer

This answer made limited use of the sources and the question was not addressed. The first step the candidate
needed to make to improve their answer was to focus on what the two sources were saying. The next step was to find
an agreement or disagreement between the two sources and use this as a reason for Source G either making or not
making Source F surprising.

Common mistakes candidates made in this question

» A small number of responses compared and even evaluated the sources, but did not draw a conclusion about
whether or not Source G made Source F surprising.
» Some responses made assertions about surprise without support or explanation.

» Some responses were limited because they were based on the assumption that finding a difference or agreement
between the sources provided the full answer to the question.

*  Where responses attempted evaluation, this was often less effective because it was based on the provenance of
sources rather than on the purpose of their authors.
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Option B — Question 6

Example Candidate Response — high Examiner comments
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Example Candidate Response — high, continued Examiner comments
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Example Candidate Response — high, continued

Examiner comments
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Example Candidate Response - high, continued Examiner comments
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How the candidate could have improved their answer

This was a very good answer with 11 marks out of 12 being awarded. Source content was used to support and
challenge the statement in the question and Source A was evaluated effectively. To achieve 12 marks, the candidate
needed another satisfactory evaluation of a source. A weak attempt was made to evaluate Source B. This would
have been improved if the candidate had considered Khrushchev’s purpose in context. For instance, it was possible
to argue that ‘This source cannot be trusted because it was written later when Khrushchev was trying to rescue his
reputation after he had been toppled from power in the USSR because of his handling of the Cuban Missile Crisis’.
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Example Candidate Response — middle Examiner comments
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How the candidate could have improved their answer

This answer attempted to explain how some sources supported the statement and others did not. Much of the answer
was focused on support. The answer was placed at the bottom of Level 2. To improve this answer, the candidate
needed to explain more thoroughly how sources support or do not support the statement. It was necessary to use

the source content to support the point being made. For example, ‘Source F does not support this statement. This is
because Kennedy focuses on the threat the missiles in Cuba pose to American cities. He is interested in the threat to
the country and people of the USA and does not mention any personal rivalry with Khrushchev’.
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Example Candidate Responses — Paper 2

Examiner comments
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detail. Level 1.
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statement in Question 6 and so
achieves Level 1.
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ush,

1 out of 12

How the candidate could have improved their answer

This candidate addressed the statement about the Cuban Missile Crisis being about personal rivalry but did not make
valid use of the sources. They needed to use the content of sources to explain whether they supported the statement
or not. For instance, Source E supports the statement and shows that the Crisis was really about personal rivalry. It

shows Khrushchev and Kennedy face to face having an arm wrestle. This strongly implies that the Crisis was a trial of
strength and determination between the two men.

Common mistakes candidates made in this question

Some answers were not based on the sources and were written from contextual knowledge instead.

Many responses made assertions that the sources supported or challenged the statement but lacked an
explanation which was based on the content of the source.

A small number of responses analysed the sources without making it clear whether or not they supported the
statement.

Some misread the statement and, as a result, used the sources to test a slightly different statement from the one
given in Question 6.

There were a number of one-sided answers which only explained how sources supported the statement or only
explained how they did not support the statement.

In some cases, responses did not make it clear which source they were using by referring to the source letter or
provenance.

31



Cambridge Assessment International Education

The Triangle Building, Shaftesbury Road, Cambridge, CB2 8EA, United Kingdom
t: +44 1223 553554

e: info@cambridgeinternational.org  www.cambridgeinternational.org

Copyright © UCLES November 2020



