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Gen er a l  m ar k in g  g u id an ce  

• All candidates must  receive the same t reatment . Exam iners must  mark the last  candidate 

in exact ly the same way as they mark the first . 

• Mark schemes should be applied posit ively. Candidates must  be rewarded for what  they 

have shown they can do rather than penalised for om issions.  

• Examiners should mark according to the mark scheme not  according to their percept ion of 

where the grade boundaries may lie.  

• All the marks on the mark scheme are designed to be awarded. Exam iners should always 

award full marks if deserved. Exam iners should also be prepared to award zero marks if the 

candidate’s response is not  worthy of credit  according to the mark scheme. 

• When exam iners are in doubt  regarding the applicat ion of the mark scheme to a 

candidate’s response, the team leader must  be consulted. 

• Crossed-out  work should be marked u n less  the candidate has replaced it  with an 

alternat ive response. 

How  t o  aw ar d  m ar k s 

Fin d in g  t h e r ig h t  lev el  

The first  stage is to decide which level the answer should be placed in. To do this, use a ‘best - fit ’ 

approach, deciding which level most  closely describes the quality of the answer. Answers can 

display characterist ics from more than one level, and where this happens markers must  use their 

professional judgement  to decide which level is most  appropriate. 

 

Placin g  a  m ar k  w i t h in  a  lev el   

After a level has been decided on, the next  stage is to decide on the mark within the level. The 

inst ruct ions below tell you how to reward responses within a level. However, where a level has 

specific guidance about  how to place an answer within a level, always follow that  guidance. 

 

Markers should be prepared to use the full range of marks available in a level and not  rest r ict  

marks to the m iddle. Markers should start  at  the m iddle of the level (or the upper-m iddle m ark if 

there is an even number of marks)  and then move the mark up or down to find the best  mark. To 

do this, they should take into account  how far the answer meets the requirements of the level:   

• I f it  meets the requirements fully ,  markers should be prepared to award full marks within 

the level. The top mark in the level is used for answers that  are as good as can realist ically 

be expected within that  level 

• I f it  only barely  meets the requirements of the level, markers should consider awarding 

marks at  the bot tom of the level. The bot tom mark in the level is used for answers that  are 

the weakest  that  can be expected within that  level 

• The m iddle marks of the level are used for answers that  have a reasonable match to the 

descriptor. This m ight  represent  a balance between some characterist ics of the level that  

are fully met  and others that  are only barely met . 



   
 

Gen er ic Lev e l  Descr ip t o r s f o r  Pap er  2  
 

Sect io n  A:  Qu est ion  1 ( a)  
 

Tar g et :   AO2  ( 1 0  m ar k s) :  Analyse and evaluate appropriate source material, primary and/ or 

contemporary to the period, within it s historical context . 
 

 

Lev el  
 

Mar k  
 

Descr ip t o r  

  

0 
 

No rewardable material 

 

1  
 

1 – 3  
 

•  Dem onst rates surface level comprehension of the source material 

without  analysis, select ing som e material relevant  to the quest ion, but  

in the form  of direct  quotat ions or paraphrases. 
 

•  Some relevant  contextual knowledge is included but  presented as 

informat ion rather than applied to the source m aterial. 
 

•  Evaluat ion of the source material is assert ive with lit t le substant iat ion. 

The concept  of value m ay be addressed, but  by making stereotypical 

j udgements. 

 

2  
 

4 – 6  
 

•  Dem onst rates som e understanding of the source material and at tempts 

analysis by select ing and summ arising informat ion and making 

inferences relevant  to the quest ion. 
 

•  Contextual knowledge is added to informat ion from the source material, 

but  mainly to expand or confirm  mat ters of detail.  
 

•  Evaluat ion of the source material is related to the specified enquiry and 

with some substant iat ion for assert ions of value. The concept  of value is 

addressed mainly by not ing aspects of source provenance and som e 

judgements may be based on quest ionable assumpt ions. 

 

3  
 

7 – 1 0  
 

•  Dem onst rates understanding of the source material and shows som e 

analysis by select ing key points relevant  to the quest ion, explaining 

their meaning and select ing material to support  valid developed 

inferences. 
 

•  Sufficient  knowledge of the historical context  is deployed to explain or 

support  inferences, as well as to expand or confirm  mat ters of detail.  
 

•  Evaluat ion of the source material is related to the specified enquiry and 

based on valid criteria although just ificat ion is not  fully substant iated. 

Explanat ion of value takes into account  relevant  considerat ions such as 

the nature or purpose of the source material or the posit ion of the 

author. 



   
 

Sect io n  A:  Qu est ion  1 ( b )  
 

Tar g et :   AO2  ( 1 5  m ar k s) :  Analyse and evaluate appropriate source material, primary and/ or 

contemporary to the period, within it s historical context . 
 

 

Lev el  
 

Mar k  
 

Descr ip t o r  

  

0 
 

No rewardable material 

 

1  
 

1 – 3  
 

•  Dem onst rates surface level comprehension of the source material 

without  analysis, select ing som e material relevant  to the quest ion, but  

in the form  of direct  quotat ions or paraphrases. 
 

•  Some relevant  contextual knowledge is included, but  presented as 

informat ion rather than applied to the source m aterial. 
 

•  Evaluat ion of the source material is assert ive with lit t le support ing 

evidence. The concept  of reliabilit y may be addressed, but  by making 

stereotypical judgements. 

 

2  
 

4 – 7  
 

•  Dem onst rates som e understanding of the source material and at tempts 

analysis, by select ing and sum marising informat ion and making 

inferences relevant  to the quest ion. 
 

•  Contextual knowledge is added to informat ion from the source material 

but  mainly to expand, confirm  or challenge mat ters of detail.  
 

•  Evaluat ion of the source material is related to the specified enquiry but  

with lim ited support  for j udgement . The concept  of reliabilit y is 

addressed mainly by not ing aspects of source provenance and som e 

judgements may be based on quest ionable assumpt ions. 

 

3  
 

8 – 1 1  
 

•  Dem onst rates understanding of the source m aterial and shows som e 

analysis by select ing key points relevant  to the quest ion, explaining 

their meaning and select ing material to support  valid developed 

inferences. 
 

•  Detailed knowledge of the historical context  is deployed to explain or 

support  inferences as well as to expand, confirm  or challenge mat ters 

of detail.  
 

•  Evaluat ion of the source material is related to the specified enquiry and 

explanat ion of weight  takes into account  relevant  considerat ions such 

as nature or purpose of the source material or t he posit ion of the 

author. Judgem ents are based on valid criteria, with some just ificat ion. 

 

4  
 

1 2 – 1 5  
 

•  Analyses the source material, interrogat ing the evidence to make 

reasoned inferences and to show a range of ways the material can be 

used, for example by dist inguishing between informat ion and claim  or 

opinion. 
 

•  Deploys well- selected knowledge of the historical context , but  mainly 

to illuminate or discuss the lim itat ions of what  can be gained from the 

content  of the source m aterial. Displays som e understanding of the 

need to interpret  source material in the context  of the values and 

concerns of the society from which it  is drawn. 
 

•  Evaluat ion of the source material uses valid criteria which are just ified 

and applied, although some of the evaluat ion may not  be fully 

substant iated. Evaluat ion takes into account  the weight  the evidence 

will bear as part  of com ing to a judgem ent . 



Sect io n  B  
 

Tar g et :   AO1  ( 2 5  m ar k s) :  Dem onst rate, organise and comm unicate knowledge 

and understanding to analyse and evaluate the key features related to the 

periods studied, making substant iated judgements and exploring 

concepts, as relevant , of cause, consequence, change, cont inuit y, 

sim ilarit y, difference and significance. 
 

 

Lev el  
 

Mar k  
 

Descr ip t o r  

  

0  
 

No rewardable material 

 

1  
 

1 – 6  
 

•  Simple or generalised statements are made about  the topic. 
 

•  Some accurate and relevant  knowledge is included, but  it  lacks range 

and depth and does not  direct ly address the quest ion. 
 

•  The overall judgement  is m issing or asserted. 
 

•  There is lit t le, if any, evidence of at tempts to st ructure the answer, and 

the answer overall lacks coherence and precision. 

 

2  
 

7 – 1 2  
 

•  There is som e analysis of som e key features of the period relevant  to 

the quest ion, but  descript ive passages are included that  are not  clearly 

shown to relate to the focus of the quest ion. 
 

•  Most ly accurate and relevant  knowledge is included, but  lacks range or 

depth and has only implicit  links to the demands and conceptual focus of 

the quest ion. 
 

•  An overall judgement  is given but  with lim ited support  and the criteria 

for judgement  are left  implicit .  
 

•  The answer shows som e at tempts at  organisat ion, but  most  of the 

answer is lacking in coherence, clarit y and precision. 

 

3  
 

1 3 – 1 8  
 

•  There is som e analysis of, and at tempt  to explain links between, the 

relevant  key features of the period and the quest ion, although some 

mainly descript ive passages may be included. 
 

•  Most ly accurate and relevant  knowledge is included to demonst rate 

som e understanding of the demands and conceptual focus of the 

quest ion, but  material lacks range or depth. 
 

•  At tempts are m ade to establish criteria for judgement  and to relate the 

overall judgement  to them, although with weak substant iat ion. 
 

•  The answer shows som e organisat ion. The general t rend of the 

argument  is clear, but  parts of it  lack logic, coherence or precision. 

 

4  
 

1 9 – 2 5  
 

•  Key issues relevant  to the quest ion are explored by an analysis of the 

relat ionships between key features of the period. 
 

•  Sufficient  knowledge is deployed to dem onst rate understanding of the 

demands and conceptual focus of the quest ion and to meet  m ost  of it s 

demands. 
 

•  Valid criteria by which the quest ion can be judged are established and 

applied in the process of com ing to a judgement . Although some of the 

evaluat ions may be only part ly substant iated, the overall j udgement  is 

supported. 
 

•  The answer is generally well organised. The argument  is logical and is 

comm unicated with clarit y, although in a few places it  may lack 

coherence or precision. 

 



 

 

Sect ion  A:  in d icat i v e con t en t  

Op t ion  1 C:  Ru ssia, 1 9 1 7 - 9 1 :   Fr om  Len in  t o  Yel t s in  

Quest ion I ndicat ive content  

1 a 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Answers will be credited according to their  deploym ent  of m aterial in 

relat ion to the qualit ies out lined in the generic m ark schem e. 

The indicat ive content  below is not  prescript ive and candidates are not  

required to include all the m ater ial which is indicated as relevant . Other 

relevant  m aterial not  suggested below m ust  also be credited. 

Candidates are required to analyse the source and consider its value for 

an enquiry into the reasons for Mikhail Gorbachev’s at tem pt  to reform  the 

Soviet  econom y in the years after 1985. 

1.The value could be ident ified in term s of the following points of 

inform at ion from  the source, and the inferences which could be drawn and 

supported from  the source:  

• Provides evidence that  Gorbachev was highly m ot ivated to 

int roduce reform s ( ‘I  would not  want  to rem ain in that  office unless 

I  got  support  in undertaking m ajor reform s’)  

• Provides evidence that  the Soviet  Union needed to em bark on 

econom ic reform  ( ‘running the r isk of falling hopelessly behind the 

technologically advanced part  of the world’)  

• Suggests that  the com m unist  system  had failed the econom ic 

developm ent  of the Soviet  Union ( ‘totally authoritar ian and over-

bureaucrat ic system . Militar ised indust r ies siphoned off our best  

resources’) .  

2.The following points could be m ade about  the authorship, nature or 

purpose of the source and applied to ascr ibe value to inform at ion and 

inferences:  

• Gorbachev is giving this speech while he was st ill in office -  a Soviet  

President  adm it t ing problem s to a world audience 

• As President  and responsible for the direct ion of policy, Gorbachev 

is in an excellent  posit ion to know why he int roduced the reform s 

• Gorbachev’s cr it icism  of the previous system , in which he had 

flour ished, suggests he is giving an honest  account . 

3. Knowledge of histor ical context  should be deployed to support  and 

develop inferences and to confirm  the accuracy / usefulness   of 

inform at ion.  Relevant  points m ay include:  

• The econom y of the Soviet  Union had been stagnat ing since the 

Brezhnev era;  by the 1980s, the Soviet  Union devoted up to 25 per 

cent  of it s econom y to m ilitary expenditure 

• Gorbachev did not  intend to overthrow the previous system  but  to 

int roduce reform s within it  

• The m ilitary- indust r ial com plex was resistant  to reform  but  there 

was m uch support  from  the scient ific- technological specialists 

• Gorbachev’s econom ic polices changed from  1985-91.  I nit ially he 

aim ed to focus on m odernisat ion but  he m oved on to int roducing 

m arket  forces and finally to abandoning the com m and econom y. 



 

Quest ion I ndicat ive content  

 

 

1 b  

 

Other relevant  m ater ial m ust  be credited. 

 

Answers will be credited according to their  deploym ent  of m aterial in 

relat ion to the qualit ies out lined in the generic m ark schem e. 

 

The indicat ive content  below is not  prescript ive and candidates are not  

required to include all the m ater ial which is indicated as relevant . Other 

relevant  m aterial not  suggested below m ust  also be credited. 

 

Candidates are required to analyse and evaluate the source in relat ion to 

an enquiry into im provem ents in em ploym ent  opportunit ies for wom en in 

the Soviet  Union in the ear ly 1930s. 

 

1.The following points could be m ade about  the origin and nature of the 

source and applied when giving weight  to selected inform at ion and 

inferences:  

• The art icle is published in a governm ent  publicat ion subject  to 

censorship 

• The art icle reflects the views of the authorit ies 

• The art icle is cr it ical of the t reatm ent  of wom en in em ploym ent  in 

the factory 

• The publicat ion is focused on em ploym ent  in a single “Bolshevik”  

factory and m ay not  reflect  the situat ion in the Soviet  Union as a 

whole. 

2. The evidence could be assessed in term s of giv ing weight  to the 

following points of inform at ion and inferences:  

• Provides evidence that  m ore wom en are being em ployed in the 

factory ( ‘new ranks of wom en workers have flowed into the 

“Bolshevik”  factory’)  

• Provides evidence that  wom en are being rewarded for outstanding 

work ( ‘Whilst  it  is t rue that  14 percent  of all wom en working on 

product ion- lines received var ious kinds of awards for their  shock 

work’)  

• Provides evidence that  wom en have not  been allowed to progress in 

this factory ( ‘Many older wom en workers, who have worked for a 

long t im e at  the factory have not  progressed any further’)   

• I m plies that  wom en are being held back in other organisat ions 

( ‘But  the percentage of wom en workers in all kinds of public 

organisat ions is lower than the percentage of m en workers’) .  

 

3. Knowledge of histor ical context  should be deployed to support  and 

develop inferences and to confirm  the accuracy/ usefulness of inform at ion 

or to note lim itat ions or to challenge aspects of content . Relevant  points 

m ay include:  

 

• By 1928 3 m illion wom en were in em ploym ent  and in the 1930s 

they m oved into t radit ional m ale indust r ies as their labour was 

essent ial to the success of the Five Year Plans 

• I ncreased educat ional opportunit ies enabled wom en to achieve the 

qualif icat ions needed for em ploym ent  in technical occupat ions;    in 

1929 20%  of higher educat ion places were reserved for wom en 

• Wom en in factories were encouraged to becom e stakhanovites 
 



 

Quest ion I ndicat ive content  

• I n theory wom en received the sam e pay and condit ions as m en but  

this was rarely the case;  in the m id-1930s t radit ional at t itudes to 

wom en and their role in em ploym ent  and the fam ily were revived. 

 

Other relevant  m ater ial m ust  be credited. 
 

 
 



 

 

Sect ion  B:  I n d icat i v e con t en t  

Op t ion  1 C:  Ru ssia, 1 9 1 7 - 9 1 :   Fr om  Len in  t o  Yel t s in  

Quest ion I ndicat ive content  

2  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Answers will be credited according to their  deploym ent  of m aterial in 

relat ion to the qualit ies out lined in the generic m ark schem e. The 

indicat ive content  below is not  prescript ive and candidates are not  

required to include all the m ater ial which is indicated as relevant . 

 

Candidates are expected to reach a judgem ent  about  whether there was 

lit t le difference between the policies of Lenin and Stalin towards 

agriculture. 

 

The argum ents and evidence that  there was lit t le difference between the 

policies of Lenin and Stalin towards agriculture should be analysed and 

evaluated. Relevant  points m ay include:  

 

• Both Lenin and Stalin intended to use their  agricultural policies to 

replace the capitalist  system  with a com m unist  system  

• Both War Com m unism  and collect ivisat ion relied on grain 

requisit ioning to feed the workers in the towns 

• Both War Com m unism  and collect ivisat ion were im plem ented by 

the use of force and resulted in fam ine 

• Both Lenin, in the NEP, and Stalin, with the int roduct ion of pr ivate 

plots, m ade concessions to peasant  host ilit y 

• The lack of incent ives in both War Com m unism  and collect ivisat ion 

led to decreases in product ion as peasants stopped producing food 

that  was to be taken from  them . 

  

 

The argum ents and evidence that  there were real differences between the 

policies of Lenin and Stalin’s policies towards agriculture should be 

analysed and evaluated. Relevant  points m ay include:  

 

• Lenin responded to discontent  with his agricultural policies by the 

int roduct ion of the NEP, which abandoned the use of food 

requisit ioning 

• Stalin responded to agricultural discontent  by closing off the 

villages that  refused to cooperate and starving the inhabitants  

• Lenin allowed a r ich class of peasants, kulaks, to develop who 

m ade a profit  by selling surplus produce;  Stalin labelled the kulaks 

as the class enem y and called for their liquidat ion 

• By 1939, Stalin had succeeded in collect ivising agriculture with 93 

per cent  of the peasants working on collect ive farm s;  the private 

farm s perm it ted under Lenin no longer existed. 

 

Other relevant  m ater ial m ust  be credited. 
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Answers will be credited according to their  deploym ent  of m aterial in 

relat ion to the qualit ies out lined in the generic m ark schem e. The 

indicat ive content  below is not  prescript ive and candidates are not  

required to include all the m ater ial which is indicated as relevant . 

Candidates are expected to reach a judgem ent  about  how far 

Khrushchev’s policies changed the Soviet  system  of governm ent  in the 

years 1953-64. 

 

The argum ents and evidence that  Khrushchev’s policies changed the 

Soviet  system  of governm ent  in the years 1953-64 should be analysed 

and evaluated. Relevant  points m ay include:   

• The process of de-Stalinisat ion led to the resum pt ion of regular 

m eet ings of the presidium  and the Cent ral Com m it tee so that  

governm ent  no longer relied on a single person 

• Khrushchev allowed an expansion of party m em bership from  1954-

64, which was designed to reduce the power of the cent ral party 

• I n 1954 Khrushchev rest ructured the governm ent  by cut t ing the 

num ber of cent ral Soviet  m inist r ies from  55 to 25 

• Khrushchev m oved towards decent ralising decision-m aking by 

t ransferr ing powers from  the cent ral m inist r ies to regional councils 

in 1957 

• Khrushchev int roduced fixed term s for senior Com m unists, which 

led to the replacem ent  of 66 per cent  of regional Secretaries and 

the Presidium  between 1957 and 1961. 

 

The argum ents and evidence that  Khrushchev’s policies did not  change 

the Soviet  system  of governm ent  in the years 1953-64 should be 

analysed and evaluated. Relevant  points m ay include:  

 

• I n 1957 Khrushchev ret reated from  de-Stalinisat ion, author ised the 

suppression of ant i-com m unists and acknowledged that  all 

com m unists were Stalinists 

• Khrushchev packed the Cent ral Com m it tee with his supporters, just  

as Stalin had done, and this was essent ial in surviving the cr isis of 

1957 

• I n 1958 Khrushchev assum ed the posit ion of pr im e m inister as well 

as First  Secretary of the Party;  as Stalin had been, Khrushchev was 

in charge of both the governm ent  and the Party. 

 

Other relevant  m ater ial m ust  be credited. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

4  

 

 

Answers will be credited according to their  deploym ent  of m aterial in 

relat ion to the qualit ies out lined in the generic m ark schem e. The 

indicat ive content  below is not  prescript ive and candidates are not  

required to include all the m ater ial which is indicated as relevant . 

Candidates are expected to reach a judgem ent  about  the extent  to which 

Khrushchev’s and Brezhnev’s policies achieved stability in Soviet  society 

in the years 1953-82. 

 

The argum ents and evidence that  Khrushchev’s and Brezhnev’s policies 

achieved stability in Soviet  society in the years 1953-82 should be 

analysed and evaluated. Relevant  points m ay include:   

• Khrushchev doubled the investm ent  in healthcare to im prove health 

and m ortality and im proved pensions. By 1965 both death rates 

and infant  m ortalit y had dropped   

• Khrushchev invested in building housing in blocks, which allowed 

fam ilies to live in an ent ire apartm ent  instead of in shared 

accom m odat ion. This recreated privacy for Soviet  cit izens 

• Brezhnev prom oted the social cont ract  that  guaranteed job 

secur it y, low prices for essent ial goods, subsidised rents and 

pract ically- free ut ilit ies like elect r icity and water  

• Rising standards of liv ing under Brezhnev prom oted social stability. 

The m inim um  wage m eant  that  the differences between the highest  

and lowest  paid prevented anger over excessive inequalit y. 

 

The argum ents and evidence that  Khrushchev’s and Brezhnev’s policies 

did not  achieve stability in Soviet  society in the years 1953-82 should be 

analysed and evaluated. Relevant  points m ay include:  

 

• There were concerns that  the new housing could prom ote 

dissidence as fam ilies could no longer be m onitored by inform ant  in 

dorm itor ies 

• Job securit y led to a high labour turnover of about  30 per cent  a 

year  

• Pensions rem ained below the levels needed to live adequately, 

which led to m any people having to work part - t im e after they 

reached ret irem ent  age 

• Social problem s im pacted on social cohesion;  these included 

alcoholism  and hooliganism . 

  

Other relevant  m ater ial m ust  be credited.  
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