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Gen er a l  Mar k in g  Gu id an ce  
  
  

                     All candidates m ust  receive the sam e t reatm ent .  

Exam iners m ust  m ark the first  candidate in exact ly the sam e way 

as they m ark the last . 

            Mark schem es should be applied posit ively. Candidates m ust  

be rewarded for what  they have shown they can do rather than 

penalised for om issions.  

                     Exam iners should m ark according to the m ark schem e not  

according to their  percept ion of where the grade boundaries m ay 

lie.  

                     There is no ceiling on achievem ent . All m arks on the m ark 

schem e should be used appropriately.  

            All the m arks on the m ark schem e are designed to be 

awarded. Exam iners should always award full m arks if deserved, 

i.e. if the answer m atches the m ark schem e.  Exam iners should 

also be prepared to award zero m arks if the candidate’s response 

is not  worthy of credit  according to the m ark schem e.  

             Where som e judgem ent  is required, m ark schem es will 

provide the pr inciples by which m arks will be awarded and 

exem plificat ion m ay be lim ited.  

                     When exam iners are in doubt  regarding the applicat ion of 

the m ark schem e to a candidate’s response, the team  leader m ust  

be consulted.  

                     Crossed out  work should be m arked UNLESS the candidate 

has replaced it  with an alternat ive response.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

Gen er ic Lev el  Descr ip t o r s f o r  Pap er  1  

 

Tar g et s:  AO1  ( 1 0  m ar k s) :  Dem onst 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. 

 

 AO3  ( 1 5  m ar k s) :  Analyse and evaluate, in relat ion to the histor ical context , 

difference 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 - 6   Sim ple or generalised statem ents are made about  the view 

presented in the quest ion. 

 Some accurate and relevant  knowledge is included, but  it  

lacks range and depth and does not  direct ly address the 

issue in the quest ion. 

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

evidence. 

2  7 - 1 2   Som e understanding of the issue raised by the quest ion is 

shown and analysis is at tem pted by describing som e points 

that  are relevant . 

 Most ly accurate knowledge is included, but  it  lacks range or 

depth and only has implicit  links to issues relevant  to the 

quest ion. 

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

and the criter ia for judgement  are left  implicit .  

3  1 3 - 1 8   Understanding and some analysis of the issue raised by the 

quest ion is shown by select ing and explaining some key 

points of view that  are relevant . 

 Knowledge is included to demonst rate some understanding 

of the issues raised by the quest ion, but  material lacks 

range or depth 

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

the view and to relate the overall j udgement  to them, 

although with weak substant iat ion. 

4  1 9 - 2 5   Key issues relevant  to the quest ion are explored by 

analysing and explaining the issues of interpretat ion raised 

by the claim . 

 Sufficient  knowledge is deployed to demonst rate 

understanding of the issues raised by the quest ion and to 

meet  most  of its demands. 

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

established and applied in the process of com ing to a 

judgem ent . Although som e of the evaluat ions may only be 

part ly substant iated, the overall judgement  is supported. 

 

 

 

 



 

 

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 m aterial that  is indicated as relevant . 

Candidates are expected to reach a judgement  on whether the growth of railways 

was the main reason for econom ic developm ent  in Russia in the years 1891-1903 

The evidence support ing the given view should be analysed and evaluated. 

Relevant  points may include:  

 State capital,  raised through tar iffs and foreign loans, financed a t ransport  

revolut ion based on railways, e.g. Russian rail network doubled between 

1891 and 1903 

 The railways opened up t rade with Europe, China and the USA, e.g. the 

export  of grain, and this aided econom ic development  

 Railways opened up Siberia’s m ineral wealth for exploitat ion which then 

st im ulated and benefit ted developing Russian indust ry 

 Rail links across Russia united the empire allowing people and goods to 

move which aided econom ic development . 

 

The evidence countering or modifying the given view should be analysed and 

evaluated. Relevant  points may include:  

 I t  was the impact  of Wit te’s placing of the rouble on the gold standard 

(1897) , which encouraged foreign investm ent , that  led to Russian 

econom ic development  and modernisat ion 

 The growth of cit ies led to a growth in the professional and managerial 

m iddle class and this promoted and aided econom ic development  

 Banks and other financial inst itut ions mushroomed, financing iron, steel, 

cot ton, silk and chem ical product ion and this aided econom ic development  

 The impact  of increasing product ion from m ines in the Ukraine and oil 

from  the oil fields of the Baku furthered econom ic development .  

 

 

Other relevant  material m ust  be credited. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

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 m aterial that  is indicated as relevant . 

Candidates are expected to reach a judgement  on whether the Tsarist  polit ical 

system was significant ly changed in the years 1903-14 

The evidence support ing the given view should be analysed and evaluated. 

Relevant  points may include:  

 The October Manifesto (1905)  m arked a significant  polit ical departure with the 

creat ion of a legislat ive Duma, which effect ively diluted the Tsar’s powers and 

cont inued to funct ion up to 1914  

 Polit ical part ies became legally recognised organisat ions (1905)  with the r ight  

to hold meet ings and sit  in the Duma, which impacted Tsarist  power 

 Press censorship was relaxed from  1905 ushering in a new, less repressive 

period when polit ical issues could be discussed openly and the main polit ical 

part ies had their own newspapers  

 The Duma changed the polit ical process significant ly under the Tsarist  regime, 

e.g. the Assem bly was not  a passive polit ical ‘rubber stamp’ for Tsarist  

policies. 

 

The evidence countering or modifying the given view should be analysed and 

evaluated. Relevant  points may include:  

 Tsarist  authority cont inued to be underpinned by the loyalty of the Orthodox 

Church, the army and the bureaucracy, and significant  peasant  support  

 The Fundamental Laws of 1906 made it  clear that , although the Duma had 

been established, Tsarist  autocracy would cont inue as the polit ically 

dom inant  inst itut ion 

 Nicholas I I  used his polit ical power to marginalise reform-m inded m inisters, 

e.g. Wit te (1906) , and Stolypin was close to being dism issed when he was 

assassinated (1911)  

 The Electoral Law of 1907 demonst rated that  the Tsar retained considerable 

polit ical power since the measure excluded vir tually all workers and peasants 

and it  was int roduced, unconst itut ionally, without  the consent  of the Duma. 

 

Other relevant  material 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 m aterial that  is indicated as relevant . 

Candidates are expected to reach a judgement  on whether Russia’s 

ent ry into the First  World War was the key turning point  in the 

process that  ended Rom anov rule in 1917. 

 

The evidence support ing the given view should be analysed and evaluated. 

Relevant  points may include:  

 Russia’s ent ry into the war exposed the backwards nature of its economy 

and m ilitary, and this reflected on the inadequacy of Romanov rule 

 The Tsar’s decision to take personal cont rol of the war at  the front  

at t racted blame for loss and defeat  and fundamentally dam aged Rom anov 

rule  

 Som e revolut ionary opposit ion to Rom anov rule grew as a consequence of 

discontent  over cont inued involvement  in the war 

 Over focus on the war effort  produced devastat ing consequences for the 

econom y and this did enorm ous dam age to confidence in Rom anov rule. 

 

The evidence countering or modifying the given view should be analysed and 

evaluated. Relevant  points may include:  

 Russia’s ent ry into the war saw the Tsar’s reputat ion soar and there was 

support  for Rom anov rule 

 Opposit ion to Rom anov rule predated 1914 and was not  just  based on his 

decision m aking during the First  World War, and this cont r ibuted to the 

end of Romanov rule 

 The polit ical m isjudgement  of the Empress in m inister ial appointment  and 

taking advice (e.g. Rasput in)  fundamentally damaged Romanov rule and 

hastened its end 

 The actual situat ion in February 1917 in Pet rograd proved to be the real 

undoing of the Rom anov rule, as women protested about  food shortages 

and supported st r iking factory workers 

 Rom anov rule was actually ended by Michael’s refusal to take the throne. 

 

Other relevant  material m ust  be credited. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Quest ion I ndicat ive content  

4 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 m aterial that  is indicated as relevant . 

Candidates are expected to reach a judgement  on whether the act ions of Trotsky 

were more significant  than the act ions of Lenin in the Bolshevik seizure of power 

in October 1917. 

The evidence support ing the given view should be analysed and evaluated. 

Relevant  points may include:  

 Trotsky st rongly backed Lenin’s call for a Bolshevik seizure of power in 

October when other senior Bolsheviks raised object ions 

 Trotsky, tact ically, persuaded Lenin to delay the at tem pted coup unt il the 

Second Congress of All-Russian Soviets so that  the Bolshevik insurrect ion 

could be presented as a popularly-endorsed takeover 

 Lenin played no part  in Trotsky’s use of the Military Revolut ionary 

Commit tee to plan the overthrow of the Provisional Government  

 Under Trotsky’s com m and, Red Guard detachments, soldiers and sailors 

seized the main st rategic points in Pet rograd on the night  of 24/ 25 

October, paving the way for the Bolshevik capture of the Winter Palace. 

The evidence countering or modifying the given view should be analysed and 

evaluated. Relevant  points may include:  

 Lenin forced through the April Theses as Bolshevik Party policy which 

advocated a second revolut ion 

 Lenin pressured the Bolshevik Cent ral Com m it tee into staging the October 

coup 

 By opposing the new coalit ion governm ent  Lenin showed that  the 

Bolsheviks were the only party staying loyal to the working class and this 

at t racted support  for further change 

 Lenin organised an aggressive propaganda cam paign, aimed at  Russian 

t roops, to support  the Bolsheviks in their seizure of power. 

 

 

Other relevant  material m ust  be credited. 

 

 

 


