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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 sam e way as they m ark 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 m arks 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 m ust  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 mark if 

there is an even number of m arks)  and then m ove the mark up or down to find the best  m ark. 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, m arkers 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 . 
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Gen er ic Lev e l  Descr ip t o r s f o r  Pap er  3  
 

Sect io n  A  
 

Tar g et :   AO2  ( 2 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 – 4  
 

  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 or no support ing 

evidence. Concepts of reliabilit y or ut ilit y may be addressed, but  by 

making stereotypical judgements. 

 

2  
 

5 – 8  
 

  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, confirm  or challenge mat ters of detail.  
 

  Evaluat ion of the source m aterial is related to the specified enquiry but  

with lim ited support  for j udgement . Concepts of reliabilit y or ut ilit y are 

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

judgements may be based on quest ionable assumpt ions. 

 

3  
 

9 – 1 4  
 

  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 m eaning and select ing m aterial 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 m aterial is related to the specified enquiry and 

explanat ion of ut ilit y takes into account  relevant  considerat ions such as 

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

Judgements are based on valid criteria with some just ificat ion. 
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1 5 – 2 0  
 

  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 exam ple by dist inguishing between informat ion and claim  or 

opinion, although t reatment  of the two sources may be uneven. 
 

  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 . 
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Lev el  
 

Mar k  
 

Descr ip t o r  

 

5  
 

2 1 – 2 5  
 

  I nterrogates the evidence of both sources with confidence and 

discrim inat ion, making reasoned inferences and showing a range of 

ways the material can be used, for example by dist inguishing between 

informat ion and claim  or opinion. 
 

  Deploys knowledge of the historical context  with precision to illuminate 

and discuss the lim itat ions of what  can be gained from the content  of 

the source material,  displaying secure understanding of the need to 

interpret  source m aterial 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 fully applied. Evaluat ion takes into account  the weight  the evidence 

will bear as part  of com ing to a judgem ent  and, where appropriate, 

dist inguishes between the degree of certainty with which aspects of it  

can be used as the basis for claims. 



 

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, m aking substant iated judgem ents and exploring concepts, as relevant , of 

cause, consequence, change, cont inuity, sim ilarit y, difference and significance. 
 

 

Lev el  
 

Mar k  
 

Descr ip t o r  

  

0  
 

No rewardable material 

 

1  
 

1 – 4  
 

  Sim ple or generalised statements are m ade 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  
 

5 – 8  
 

  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 dem ands 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  
 

9 – 1 4  
 

  There is som e analysis of, and at tem pt  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 dem ands and conceptual focus of the 

quest ion, but  m aterial lacks range or depth. 
 

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

overall j udgement  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 5 – 2 0  
 

  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 

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

dem ands. 
 

  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 

com m unicated with clarit y, although in a few places it  m ay lack 

coherence or precision. 



 

 

Lev el  
 

Mar k  
 

Descr ip t o r  

 

5  
 

2 1 – 2 5  
 

  Key issues relevant  to the quest ion are explored by a sustained analysis 

and discussion of the relat ionships between key features of the period. 
 

  Sufficient  knowledge is precisely selected and deployed to demonst rate 

understanding of the demands and conceptual focus of the quest ion, and 

to respond fully to it s dem ands. 
 

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

applied and their relat ive significance evaluated in the process of 

reaching and substant iat ing the overall judgement . 
 

  The answer is well organised. The argument  is logical and coherent  

throughout  and is com municated with clarit y and precision. 

 

 



 

 

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

Op t ion  1 C:  Ger m an y :  Un i t ed , Div id ed  an d  Reu n i t ed , 1 8 7 0 – 1 9 9 0  

Quest ion I ndicat ive content  

1  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

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 aterial which is indicated as relevant . Other 

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

 

Candidates m ust  analyse and evaluate the sources to invest igate the m ain 

reasons for Germ an reunificat ion in 1990. 

Source 1 

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

the source and applied when evaluat ing the use of selected 

inform at ion and inferences:  

 Wörner, as a form er West  Germ an Defence Minister and 

senior diplom at , would be expected to be inform ed as to the 

key issues of reunificat ion 

 The t it le of the speech suggests that  reunificat ion is being 

openly discussed at  an internat ional forum  

 The t im ing of the speech, com ing short ly after the fall of the 

Berlin Wall, gives credence to the idea that  support  for 

reunificat ion is gathering pace. 

 

2.  The evidence could be assessed here in term s of giving weight  to 

the following points of inform at ion and inferences about  the m ain 

reasons for Germ an reunificat ion in 1990. 

 By claim ing, with a degree of certainty, that  ‘Germ an unity 

will com e’ Wörner, in early 1990, believes the process cannot  

be stopped 

 I t  im plies that  reunificat ion has to happen, as the issue is of 

internat ional geost rategic im portance to all the NATO allies 

 The tone is calm ing, recognising the fast  pace of changing 

events and the uncertainty they are producing 

 I t  claim s that  the m om entum  towards reunificat ion is being 

driven by the decisions of the people in East  Germ any. 

 

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:  

 The fall of the Berlin Wall in 1989 represented the end of a 

physical barr ier  to reunificat ion 

 The lack of Soviet  support  for the GDR signalled the end of 

the Cold War and the need for realignm ent  in European 

affairs 



 

Quest ion I ndicat ive content  

 Kohl’s ‘Ten Point  Plan’ tentat ively suggested a t im etable 

towards reunificat ion. 

 

Source 2 

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

the source and applied when evaluat ing the use of selected 

inform at ion and inferences:  

 The t it le of the telegram  suggests that  the issue of 

reunificat ion was being considered by the USA 

 The am bassador would be considered to have considerable 

knowledge of the issues and difficult ies pertaining to 

reunificat ion 

 The date of the telegram  shows that  the issue was being 

considered over a year before reunificat ion happened. 

 

2.  The evidence could be assessed here in term s of giving weight  to 

the following points of inform at ion and inferences about  the m ain 

reasons for Germ an reunificat ion in 1990:  

 I t  claim s that  the rapid unfolding of events is placing the 

future of the GDR in doubt  

 I t  suggests that  the failure of com m unism  has placed the 

future of the GDR in quest ion 

 I t  im plies that  East  Germ ans would prefer associat ion with a 

‘m arket  or iented econom y’.  

 

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:  

 The growing exodus of East  Germ ans to the West  cont inued 

into 1990 

 ‘Two plus Four’ negot iat ions started in March 1990 to 

consider ‘the Germ an Quest ion’ 

 The success of the ‘Alliance for Germ any’ in the March 1990 

elect ions in the GDR brought  a pro reunificat ion m ajor ity to 

the GDR parliam ent . 

 

 

 

Sources 1 and 2 

The following points could be m ade about  the sources in com binat ion:  

 

 Both im ply that  reunificat ion seem s only a m at ter of t im e 

 

 Both im ply that  it  will be a victory for dem ocracy 

 



 

Quest ion I ndicat ive content  

 Both suggest  that  events in East  Germ any have been param ount  in 

giving m om entum  to calls for reunificat ion 

 

 Both suggest  that  dealing with ‘the Germ an Quest ion’ is of 

internat ional geost rategic im portance. 

 
 

 



 

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

Op t ion  1 C:  Ger m an y :  Un i t ed , Div ided  an d  Reu n i t ed , 1 8 7 0 – 1 9 9 0  

Quest ion I ndicat ive content  
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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 aterial which is indicated as relevant .   
 
Candidates are expected to reach a judgem ent  on the quest ion how 

accurate is it  to say that  Germ any in the years 1870 -  79 was less 

dem ocrat ic but  m ore united than it  was in the years 1918-24. 

 

Argum ents and evidence support ing the statem ent  that  Germ any in the 

years 1870 -79 was less dem ocrat ic but  m ore united than it  was in the 

years 1918-24.  Relevant  points m ay include:  

 

 Polit ical power of the Kaiser was ent renched in the I m perial 

const itut ion but  the role had been replaced by 1919 by an elected 

president  

 

  

 Adult  m ale suffrage was used for Reichstag elect ions after 1871 but  

universal suffrage was int roduced by the Weim ar const itut ion 

 

 The Prussian three t ier vot ing system  effect ively ensured a 

conservat ive dom inance of the Prussian Landtag. This indirect ly 

gave it  dom inance over the Bundesrat . This ended in 1918 

 

 Germ any after 1919 was physically divided with East  Prussia being 

separate 

 

 Bism arck sought  to generate a m anufactured unity by focusing on 

‘Germ anisat ion.’ I n the years 1918-24 there was tolerance of 

divergent  m inority views enshrined in the Bill of Rights. 
 

 Argum ents and evidence opposing the statem ent  that  Germ any in the 

years 1870 -79 was less dem ocrat ic but  m ore united than it  was in the 

years 1918-24 should be analysed and evaluated. Relevant  points m ay 

include:  

 

 The extensive powers of the president  under the Weim ar 

Const itut ion led som e to conclude he was an ‘ersatz Kaiser ’ 

 

 Both periods had sim ilar  ant i-dem ocrat ic features eg I m portant  

inst itut ions such as the Judiciary, in the Weim ar period, retained 

m any judges from  the Kaiserreich who were host ile to dem ocracy 

 

 After 1918 polit ical part ies such as the DNVP were host ile to 

dem ocracy and openly cam paigned to restore the m onarchy 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 The loss of terr itor ies such as Alsace in 1919 reduced the divisions 

caused by nat ional m inorit ies, which had been a feature of the early 

Kaiserreich 

 

 Prussian Junkers retained their  dom inance of key inst itut ions such 

as the arm y throughout  the years 1918-24 
 

  Sym bols of unity such as a nat ional arm y and nat ional anthem  

were absent  in the 1870s but  present  in the years 1918-24. 

 

 

 

 

 

Other relevant  m aterial 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 aterial which is indicated as relevant .   

 

Candidates are expected to reach a judgem ent  on the statem ent  that  the 

nazificat ion of Germ any between 1933-39 was so extensive that  this 

accounts for the lim itat ions of de-Nazificat ion in the FRG after 1949. 

 

Argum ents and evidence support ing the statem ent  that  the nazificat ion of 

Germ any between 1933-39 was so extensive that  this accounts for the 

lim itat ions of de-Nazificat ion in the FRG after 1949 should be analysed 

and evaluated. Relevant  points m ay include:   
 

 Massive popular support  as shown through the March 1933 elect ion 

and various plebiscites in the 1930s showed the depth of 

nazificat ion 

 

 Extensive use of select ive terror had popular support  and 

highlighted the success of the regim e in persuading Germ ans of its 

values 

 

 Millions of Germ ans had, in the 1930s, associated with the Nazis, 

whether as party m em bers, m em bers of the Hit ler Youth or 

part icipants in Nazi worker holiday program m es 

 

 The difficulty in ident ifying Nazis and the sheer scale of num bers of 

those involved m ade it  difficult  to fulfil the prom ise of the allies at  

Potsdam  to com pletely dest roy all t races of Nazism  

 

 The official US policy of using the Fragebogen was such a crude 

m ethod of determ ining who were die-hard Nazis that  it  developed 

considerable opposit ion to it  in the fledgling FRG and so was ended. 

 

  

 

 

 

Argum ents and evidence opposing the statem ent  that  the nazificat ion of 

Germ any between 1933-9 was so extensive that  this accounts for the 

lim itat ions of denazificat ion in the FRG after 1949 should be analysed and 

evaluated.  Relevant  points m ay include:  

 

 Opposit ion to both Nazism  in general and specific Nazi policies such 

as ant i-sem it ism  cont inued throughout  the 1930s 

 

 The lack of total success in building a Volksgem einschaft  am ongst  

key groups such as Catholics and working class suggested that  the 



 

process of nazificat ion was not  com plete 

 

 The em phasis placed on the im portance of propaganda by the Nazis 

im plied that  m any elem ents of nazificat ion were m anufactured 

im agery rather than reality 

 

 Adenauer’s governm ent , after 1951,pursued m ore flexible policies 

to help integrate ex-Nazis into FRG society 

 

 Adenauer’s governm ent  acted firm ly with any persist ing exam ples 

of r ight  wing ext rem ism  and, in 1952, banned the neo-Nazi 

Socialist  Reich party 

 By 1949, the Cold War was clear ly in progress and the threat  from  

the Eastern Bloc rather than latent  Nazism  within West  Germ any 

becam e of m ore concern to the governm ent . 

 

 

 

 

  

Other relevant  m aterial m ust  be credited. 

 

 

 

 


