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General Marking Guidance 

  

  

• All candidates must receive the same treatment.  Examiners 

must mark the first candidate in exactly the same way as they 

mark the last. 

• Mark schemes should be applied positively. Candidates must be 

rewarded for what they have shown they can do rather than 

penalised for omissions. 

• Examiners should mark according to the mark scheme not 

according to their perception of where the grade boundaries 

may lie. 

• There is no ceiling on achievement. All marks on the mark 

scheme should be used appropriately. 

• All the marks on the mark scheme are designed to be awarded. 

Examiners should always award full marks if deserved, i.e. if the 

answer matches the mark scheme.  Examiners should also be 

prepared to award zero marks if the candidate’s response is not 

worthy of credit according to the mark scheme. 

• Where some judgement is required, mark schemes will provide 

the principles by which marks will be awarded and 

exemplification may be limited. 

• When examiners are in doubt regarding the application of the 

mark scheme to a candidate’s response, the team leader must 

be consulted. 

• Crossed out work should be marked UNLESS the candidate has 

replaced it with an alternative response. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 

Gen er ic Lev e l  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 ilarit y, difference and significance. 

 

 AO3  ( 1 5  m ar k s) :  Analyse and evaluate, in relat ion to the historical 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 m ade about  the view 

presented in the quest ion. 

• Som e accurate and relevant  knowledge is included, but  it  

lacks range and depth and does not  direct ly address the 

issue in the quest ion. 

• Judgem ent  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 im plicit  links to issues relevant  to the 

quest ion. 

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

and the criteria for j udgem ent  are left  im plicit . 

3  1 3 – 1 8  • Understanding and som e analysis of the issue raised by the 

quest ion is shown by select ing and explaining som e key 

points of view that  are relevant . 

• Knowledge is included to dem onst rate som e understanding 

of the issues raised by the quest ion, but  m aterial lacks 

range or depth. 

• At tem pts are m ade to establish criteria for j udgem ent  on 

the view and to relate the overall judgem ent  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 dem onst rate 

understanding of the issues raised by the quest ion and to 

m eet  m ost  of it s dem ands. 

• Valid criteria 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 m ay only be 

part ly substant iated, the overall j udgem ent  is supported. 

 

 

 

 



 

Opt ion 1C:  Germany, 1918–45  

Quest ion I ndicat ive content  

1 Answers will be credited according to candidates’ 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 that  is indicated as relevant .  

Candidates are expected to reach a judgem ent  on whether the m ain consequence 

of the Treaty of Versailles, in the years 1919–24, was that  it  weakened Germ any 

m ilitarily. 

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

Relevant  points m ay include:  

• Germ any’s m ilitary capabilit y was dest royed by the Treaty and left  

Germ any hum iliated and vulnerable 

• The Treaty reduced the Germ an arm y to 100,000 m en, a decision that  led 

to significant  dissat isfact ion am ongst  leading generals, and the officer 

corps 

• Germ any was not  allowed an air force and it s navy was significant ly 

lim ited, m eaning that  Germ any was unable to develop these m ilitary 

capabilit ies  

• The dem ilitarisat ion of the Rhineland dam aged Germ any’s abilit y to defend 

it self against  France. I t  proved to be a bone of content ion, e.g. the Ruhr 

Occupat ion. 

 

The evidence countering or m odifying the given view should be analysed and 

evaluated.  

Relevant  points m ay include:  

• Germ any was m ade fully responsible for start ing the war, e.g. Art icle 231 

blam ed Germ any for the war by stat ing ‘war guilt ’,  and this dam aged 

Germ any’s m oral standing  

• Germ any was m ade financially liable for  the cost  of the war, e.g. 

reparat ions were set , in 1921, at  £6,600m  and this dam aged Germ any’s 

abilit y to recover econom ically from  the war 

• Germ any lost  t err itory of econom ic im portance, e.g. losing 20 per cent  of 

coal product ion and 15 per cent  of agricultural resources, and this 

dam aged its abilit y to rebuild after the war 

• Germ any lost  land to Poland, m eaning that  large num bers of Germ ans 

now lived in Poland beyond the cont rol of the Germ an governm ent .  

 

 

Other relevant  m aterial m ust  be credited. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Quest ion I ndicat ive content  

2 Answers will be credited according to candidates’ 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 that  is indicated as relevant .  

Candidates are expected to reach a judgem ent  on whether the developm ent  of 

Nazi party organisat ion was the m ain reason for  the survival of the Nazis in the 

years 1924–28. 

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

Relevant  points m ay include:  

• I n 1925 the NSDAP was re- founded and the party was reorganised into a 

cent ralised bureaucrat ic ent it y;  at  the Bam berg Conference (1926)  a new 

autocrat ic and cent ralised st ructure was accepted 

• Bouhler and Schwarz divided the Nazi Party into regions and this was 

crucial to the survival of the Nazi Party 

• The role of Goebbels in his use of propaganda proved to be essent ial in 

the survival of the Nazi Party 

• The Hit ler Youth and Nazi Students’ Associat ion were founded, which 

added support  for the party and aided survival. 

 

The evidence countering or m odifying the given view should be analysed and 

evaluated.  

Relevant  points m ay include:  

• The weakness of the Weim ar Const itut ion m eant  that  sm all part ies could 

gain representat ion and, hence, support  and survive 

• Hit ler’s t r ial and im prisonm ent  were significant  for the survival of the 

Nazi’s as he gained publicit y and it  gave him  t ime to rethink party 

organisat ion  

• The Nazi Party won its first  Reichstag seats, 32, in the May 1924 elect ion 

part ly as a consequence of Hit ler’s t r ial and im prisonm ent  

• The ban on the Nazi Party was enforced weakly and lifted in 1925, and 

this enabled the Nazi Party to survive, develop and grow.  

 

Other relevant  m aterial m ust  be credited. 

 

 

 



 

 

Quest ion I ndicat ive content  

3 Answers will be credited according to candidates’ 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 that  is indicated as relevant .  

Candidates are expected to reach a judgem ent  on whether the im pact  of the 

Enabling Act  was the m ain reason why the Nazis were able to establish a 

dictatorship in the years 1933–34. 

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

Relevant  points m ay include:  

• The Enabling Act  ended part icipatory dem ocracy in Germ any and signalled 

the start  of the dictatorship, e.g. Art icle 1 t ransferred legislat ive power 

from  the Reichstag 

• The Enabling Act  gave the Nazis the power to alter the const itut ion, which 

allowed them  to establish the dictatorship, e.g. Art icle 2  

• The Enabling Act  effect ively granted Hit ler four years of power as a 

dictator, e.g. Art icle 3 t ransferred power from  President  to Chancellor.  

 

The evidence countering or m odifying the given view should be analysed and 

evaluated.  

Relevant  points m ay include:  

• The Nazis’ abolit ion of polit ical part ies and t rade unions, in spring and 

sum m er 1933, heralded the beginning of the establishm ent  of the 

dictatorship 

• The Night  of the Long Knives, 1934, was crucial in the establishm ent  of 

the dictatorship as it  resulted in a close alliance between the Nazi state 

and the arm y 

• The death of President  Hindenburg allowed Hit ler  to abolish the posit ion of 

President , declare him self Führer, and this m arked the establishm ent  of 

the dictatorship 

• The m ilitary oath of loyalty to the Führer, and the August  1934 plebiscite 

securing a ‘yes’ vote for  Hit ler as Führer,  confirm ed the establishm ent  of 

the dictatorship. 

 

Other relevant  m aterial m ust  be credited. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Quest ion I ndicat ive content  

4 Answers will be credited according to candidates’ 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 that  is indicated as relevant .  

Candidates are expected to reach a judgem ent  on whether the Nazis were bet ter 

at  m anaging the war econom y than cont rolling the civilian populat ion in the years 

1939–45. 

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

Relevant  points m ay include:  

• The creat ion of the Minist ry of Munit ions, in 1940, went  som e way towards 

ending the m ult iagency approach to m anagem ent  of the war econom y   

• Todt  and then Speer rat ionalised indust ry and raw m aterial dist ribut ion  

• I n the m anufacture of m unit ions output  per worker rose by 60 per cent  in 

the years 1939–45, and weapons product ion grew by 130 per cent  in the 

sam e period 

• Opposit ion to the Nazis cont inued during the war years, e.g. up to 1942 

the com m unist  ‘Rote Kappelle’ (Red Orchest ra)  networked opposit ion, 

students cont inued to dem onst rate openly up to 1943, the Kreisau Circle 

(Conservat ive elites)  networked opposit ion up to 1944. 

 

The evidence countering or m odifying the given view should be analysed and 

evaluated.  

Relevant  points m ay include:  

• Nazi officials, even at  the local level, m ade regular checks on households 

to ensure that  st r ict  rat ioning was not  being abused   

• The regim e used increasing repression to cont rol people, e.g. in 1944 

500,000 Germ ans were held in subsidiary cam ps com pared with 100,000 

in 1942  

• There was a lack of standardisat ion in arm s product ion with a tendency to 

produce m ult iple variants   

• The Nazis allowed the arm y to have significant  influence in econom ic 

decision m aking and this led to the tendency to produce qualit y at  the 

expense of quant it y. 

 

 

Other relevant  m aterial m ust  be credited. 

 

 

 


