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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 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 

schem e. 

 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  m arks 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 m ark up or down to 

find the best  m ark. To do this, they should take into account  how far the answer m eets 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 m atch to 

the descriptor. This m ight  represent  a balance between som e characterist ics of the 

level that  are fully met  and others that  are only barely met . 



 

Gen er ic Lev el  Descr ip t o r s f o r  Pap er  4  

Sect ion  A 

Tar g et :  AO1  ( 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. 
 

AO3  ( 2 0  m ar k s) :  Analyse and evaluate, in relat ion to the historical 

context , different  ways in which aspects of the past  have been 

interpreted. 

 

Lev el  Mar k  Descr ip t o r  

 0  No rewardable m aterial. 

1  1 – 4   Demonst rates only lim ited comprehension of the ext racts, select ing 

some material relevant  to the debate.  

 Som e accurate and relevant  knowledge is included and presented as 

informat ion, rather than being linked with the ext racts.  

 Judgement  on the view is assert ive, with lit t le support ing evidence. 

2  5 – 8   Dem onst rates som e understanding and at tem pts analysis of the 

ext racts by describing some points within them  that  are relevant  to 

the debate. 

 Most ly accurate knowledge is included, but  lacks range or depth. I t  

is added to informat ion from the ext racts, but  m ainly to expand on 

m at ters of detail or to note som e aspects which are not  included.  

 A judgem ent  on the view is given with lim ited support , but  the 

cr iter ia for judgment  are left  implicit . 

3  9 – 1 4   Dem onst rates understanding and som e analysis of the ext racts by 

select ing and explaining som e key points of interpretat ion they 

contain and indicat ing differences.  

 Knowledge of some issues related to the debate is included to link 

to, or expand, som e views given in the ext racts. 

 At tem pts are m ade to establish cr iter ia for judgem ent  and 

discussion of the ext racts is at tem pted. A judgem ent  is given, 

although with lim ited substant iat ion, and is related to some key 

points of view in the ext racts.  

4  1 5 – 2 0   Dem onst rates understanding of the ext racts, analysing the issues of 

interpretat ion raised within them  and by a com parison of them .  

 Sufficient  knowledge is deployed to explore most  of the relevant  

aspects of the debate, although t reatment  of some aspects may lack 

depth. I ntegrates issues raised by ext racts with those from own 

knowledge. 

 Valid cr iter ia by which the view can be judged are established and 

applied and the evidence provided in the ext racts discussed in the 

process of com ing to a substant iated overall judgement , although 

t reatm ent  of the ext racts m ay be uneven. Demonst rates 

understanding that  the issues are m at ters of interpretat ion. 

5  2 1 – 2 5   I nterprets the ext racts with confidence and discrim inat ion, analysing 



 

the issues raised and demonst rat ing understanding of the basis of 

argum ents offered by both authors.  

 Sufficient  knowledge is precisely selected and deployed to explore 

fully the m at ter under debate. I ntegrates issues raised by ext racts 

with those from  own knowledge when discussing the presented 

evidence and differ ing arguments.  

 A sustained evaluat ive argument  is presented, applying valid cr iter ia 

and reaching fully substant iated judgem ents on the views given in both 

ext racts and dem onst rat ing understanding of the nature of histor ical 

debate.  

 



 

Sect ion  B 

Tar g et :  AO1  ( 2 5  m ar k s) :  Demonst rate, organise and com m 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 ilar ity, difference and significance. 

Lev el  Mar k  Descr ip t o r  

 0  No rewardable m aterial. 

1  1 – 4   Sim ple or generalised statem ents 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 tem pts 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 j udgem ent  is given but  with lim ited support  and the criter ia 

for judgement  are left  implicit .  

 The answer shows some at tem pts at  organisat ion, but  most  of the 

answer is lacking in coherence, clar ity and precision. 

3  9 – 1 4   There is some analysis of, and at tempt  to explain links between, the 

relevant  key features of the period and the quest ion, although som e 

mainly-descript ive passages m ay 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 tem pts are m ade to establish cr iteria for judgem ent  and to relate the 

overall j udgem ent  to them , although with weak substant iat ion. 

 The answer shows some 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 

demands and conceptual focus of the quest ion and to meet  most  of its 

dem ands. 

 Valid cr iter ia 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 m ay be only part ly substant iated, the overall j udgement  is 

supported.  

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

communicated with clar ity, 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 dem onst rate 

understanding of the dem ands and conceptual focus of the quest ion, 

and to respond fully to its dem ands.  

 Valid cr iter ia 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 j udgem ent . 

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

throughout  and is communicated with clar ity and precision. 



 

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

Op t ion  1 C:  Th e W or ld  Div id ed :  Su p er p ow er  Rela t ion s, 1 9 4 3 - 9 0  

Quest ion I ndicat ive content  

1  Answers will be credited according to candidates’ deployment  of material in 

relat ion to the qualit ies out lined in the generic mark scheme. The indicat ive 

content  below is not  prescript ive and candidates are not  required to include all 

the material which is indicated as relevant . Other relevant  m aterial not  suggested 

below must  also be credited. 

Candidates are expected to use the ext racts and their own knowledge to consider 

the views presented in the ext racts. Reference to the works of nam ed histor ians 

is not  expected, but  candidates may consider historians’ viewpoints in fram ing 

their  argument .  

Candidates should use their understanding of issues of interpretat ion to reach a 

reasoned conclusion concerning the view that  the Cold War policies of the USA, in 

the years 1945-53, were m ot ivated by an ideological m ission to defend ‘liberty 

against  the forces of darkness’. 

I n considering the ext racts, the points m ade by the authors should be analysed 

and evaluated. Relevant  points may include:  

Ext ract  1 

 America foreign policy was embodied in the Truman Doct r ine which saw 

the post -war world as divided into ‘free and enslaved worlds’. 

 The US react ion to Cold War events was seen as a defence against  the 

USSR’s aim  to enslave the world. 

 The permanent  US m ilitary build-up suggested by NSC 68 was seen as 

being part  of a ‘global crusade against  communism ’. 

 President  Truman himself believed that  his presidency was dom inated by 

an ideological st ruggle to defend freedom against  slavery. 

Ext ract  2  

 As the r ichest  and st rongest  nat ion in the world, the USA emerged from  

the Second World War willing and able to exert  it s econom ic influence. 

 The aim  of the US cont ribut ion towards reconst ruct ion was to further the 

interests of Am erican business.  

 The aim  and object ive of American foreign policy was econom ic -  to 

sustain and reform . capitalism . 

 American leaders were not  t rying to contain com m unism  but  to increase 

the power of the United States to further its own econom ic interests. 

Candidates should relate their  own knowledge to the m aterial in the ext racts 

to support  the view that  the Cold War policies of the USA, in the years 1945-53, 

were m ot ivated by an ideological m ission to defend ‘liberty against  the forces of 

darkness’. Relevant  points may include:  

 Post -war Soviet  influence and sponsorship of pro-com m unist  governments 

in eastern Europe was viewed by the US as act ively underm ining polit ical 

freedom and liberty 

 The Trum an Doct r ine (March 1947) , in response to events in Greece, was 

a specific declarat ion of US intent  to support  ‘free peoples who are 

resist ing subjugat ion’ 

 The US involvement  in Cold War events was promoted as defending liberty 

e.g. the orchest rat ing the Berlin Air lift ,  leading the UN forces in Korea 

 The US State Department  developed a policy of containment  (Keenan’s 

Long Telegram ,  NSC 68)  which viewed the USSR as a host ile state from  



 

Quest ion I ndicat ive content  

which the US and the rest  of the world needed to be protected. 

Candidates should relate their  own knowledge to the m aterial in the ext racts to 

counter or m odify the view that  the Cold War policies of the USA, in the years 

1945-53, were mot ivated by an ideological m ission to defend ‘liberty against  the 

forces of darkness’. Relevant  points m ay include:  

 The economic posit ion of the US at  the end of World War I I  had been 

based on war product ion, to prevent  post -war recession it  was in the 

interest  of the US to aid  reconst ruct ion to sustain econom ic product ion 

and ensure new m arkets 

 The Marshall Plan (1947)  com m it ted the US to providing large-scale 

financial aid to Europe in return for the opening up of European markets 

to US business interests;  the USSR regard this as a host ile act ion 

 The Berlin Crisis (1948-49)  developed in response to the creat ion of a 

unified econom ic area (Trizonia)  in the occupied western zones of Berlin 

and its  int roduct ion of a new currency  

 Other m ot ivat ions such as US security needs, Truman’s personality etc. 

 

  



 

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

Op t ion  1 C:  Th e W or ld  Div id ed :  Su p er p ow er  Rela t ion s, 1 9 4 3 - 9 0  

Quest ion I ndicat ive content  

2  Answers will be credited according to candidates’ deployment  of material in 

relat ion to the qualit ies out lined in the generic mark scheme. The indicat ive 

content  below is not  prescript ive and candidates are not  required to include all 

the material which is indicated as relevant . 

Candidates are expected to reach a judgement  on the suggest ion that  

superpower relat ions between the USA and USSR improved great ly during the 

years 1962-79. 

Argum ents and evidence that  superpower relat ions between the USA and USSR 

im proved great ly during the years 1962-79 should be analysed and evaluated.  

Relevant  points may include:  

 I n the wake of the Cuban Missile Crisis relat ions improved with the set t ing 

up of a ‘hot  line’ com municat ion between Washington and Moscow and the 

conclusion of a Nuclear Test  Ban Treaty  

 Fear of nuclear confrontat ion led to a series of discussions and 

agreements, such as Nuclear Non-Proliferat ion Treaty, St rategic Arms 

Lim itat ion talks, SALT I , and SALT I I   

 Diplomat ic t ies were enhanced in the early 1970s with Nixon visit ing 

Moscow (1972 and 1974)  and Brezhnev visit ing Washington (1973)  

 Trade negot iat ions took place, including agreem ents to export  US wheat  

to Russia 

 The détente of the 1970s was symbolised by the Helsinki Agreement   

which saw the USA and USSR accept  the post -World War I I  European 

borders including the permanent  division of Germany. 

Argum ents and evidence that  superpower relat ions between the USA and USSR 

did not  improve great ly during the years 1962-79 should be analysed and 

evaluated. Relevant  points may include:  

 Throughout  the period the nuclear arm s race cont inued, as did the build-  

up and increased sophist icat ion of convent ional weaponry, leading to 

tensions between the USA and USSR 

 The USA and USSR carr ied out  a virtual war by proxy by intervening in 

independence and power st ruggles in Asia, Africa, the Middle East , and the 

Americas 

 The Americans cont inued to cr it icise the lack of human r ights and direct  

Soviet  intervent ion (Czechoslovakia, 1968)  in Eastern bloc terr itor ies 

 I n the 1960s many Soviet  polit icians believed that  the USSR should take a 

more hard- line direct ion than Khrushchev advocated and these m en 

became more influent ial in the 1970s 

 By the late 1970s, USA-USSR détente came under st rain as the situat ion 

in areas such as I ran, Afghanistan and Cent ral America made it  

increasingly difficult  to maintain diplomacy and part icularly nuclear talks. 

Other relevant  m aterial m ust  be credited. 

  



 

Quest ion I ndicat ive content  

3  Answers will be credited according to candidates’ deployment  of material in 

relat ion to the qualit ies out lined in the generic mark scheme. The indicat ive 

content  below is not  prescript ive and candidates are not  required to include all 

the material which is indicated as relevant . 

Candidates are expected to reach a judgement  on the suggest ion that  the Reagan 

presidency was the most  significant  cont r ibutory factor to the heightening of Cold 

War tensions in the early 1980s. 

Argum ents and evidence that  the Reagan presidency was the m ost  significant  

cont r ibutory factor to the heightening of Cold War tensions in the early 1980s 

should be analysed and evaluated. Relevant  points may include:  

 Reagan cam e to the Presidency with the reputat ion of being a hard- line 

r ight -wing polit ician with a part icular hat red of com m unism;  he viewed the 

USSR as an ‘evil’ em pire 

 Reagan had based much of his elect ion campaign on the percept ion that  

President  Carter had been unable and unwilling to confront  increasing 

Soviet  aggression, part icular ly in Afghanistan 

 Reagan increased defence spending on both nuclear and convent ional 

weapons and developed the St rategic Defence I nit iat ive specifically to 

challenge the m ilitary power of Com m unist  states 

 Reagan gained the support  of other ant i-communist  western polit icians 

e.g. Margaret  Thatcher agreed to allow US nuclear weapons to be based in 

Britain 

 The Reagan Doct r ine was designed  specifically to combat  communist  

influences in less developed areas of the world e.g. supplying m ilitary aid 

to ant i-comm unist  forces (Nicaragua)  or support ing ant i-com m unist  

regimes (El Salvador, Philippines) . 

Argum ents and evidence that  the Reagan presidency was not  the most  significant  

cont r ibutory factor to the heightening of Cold War tensions in the early 1980s 

should be analysed and evaluated. Relevant  points may include:  

 Cold War tensions had increased sharply in 1980 before Reagan’s elect ion 

e.g. President  Carter ’s withdrawal from  SALT I I  and the US- led boycot t  of 

the Moscow Olympics 

 The Soviet  invasion and occupat ion of Afghanistan was the event  most  

responsible for t r iggering the ‘second Cold War’ 

 The Soviets heightened tension in Europe considerably by deploying a new 

range of bat t lefield nuclear weapons  

 A succession of short - term  and/ or ill leaders (Brezhnev, Andropov, 

Chernenko)  saw an inabilit y to respond swift ly to events and a return of 

Soviet  inflexibilit y in foreign policy 

 Events and influences in Eastern Europe underm ined the security of the 

Soviet  Union e.g. Solidarity in Poland, the popularity of Pope John Paul I I ,  

econom ic problems in the Eastern bloc, access to western culture. 

 

Other relevant  m aterial m ust  be credited. 

 

 


