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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. 
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Gen er ic Lev e l  Descr ip t o r s f o r  Pap er  4  
 

Sect io n  A  
 

Tar g et s:  AO1  ( 5  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  ( 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  
 

•  Dem onst rates only lim ited com prehension of the ext racts, select ing 

som e m aterial relevant  to the debate. 
 

•  Som e accurate and relevant  knowledge is included and presented as 

inform at ion, rather than being linked with the ext racts. 
 

•  Judgem ent  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 som e points within them  that  are relevant  to 

the debat e. 
 

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

is added to inform at 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 j udgem ent  on the v iew is given with lim ited support , but  the 

criteria for j udgem ent  are left  im plicit . 

 

3  
 

9 – 1 4  
 

•  Dem onst rates understanding and som e analysis of t he ext ract s by 

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

contain and indicat ing differences. 
 

•  Knowledge of som e 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 criteria for  j udgem ent  and 

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

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

points of view in the ext racts. 



 

 

Lev el  
 

Mar k  
 

Descr ip t o r  

 

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 m ost  of the relevant  

aspects of the debate, although t reatm ent  of som e aspects m ay lack 

depth. Integrates issues raised by ext ract s with those from  own 

knowledge. 
 

•  Valid criteria by which the v iew 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 j udgem ent , although 

t reatm ent  of the ext ract s m ay be uneven. Dem onst rates 

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

 

5  
 

2 1 – 2 5  
 

•  Interprets the ext racts with confidence and discrim inat ion, analysing 

the issues raised and dem onst 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. Integrates issues raised by ext ract s 

with those from  own knowledge when discussing the presented 

evidence and differing argum ents. 
 

•  A sustained evaluat ive argum ent  is presented, applying valid criteria 

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 

historical debate. 



 

Sect io n  B 

Tar g et :  AO1  ( 2 5  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. 

Lev el  Mar k  Descr ip t o r  

 0  No rewardable m aterial. 

1  1 – 4  • Sim ple or generalised statem ents are m ade about  the topic.  

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

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

• The overall j udgem ent  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 im plicit  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 criteria 

for  j udgem ent  are left  im plicit . 

• The answer shows som e at tem pts at  organisat ion, but  m ost  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 som e 

m ainly-descript ive passages m ay be included. 

• Most ly accurate and relevant  knowledge is included to dem onst 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 criteria for j udgem ent  and to relate the 

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

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

argum ent  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 m eet  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 judgem ent . Although som e of the 

evaluat ions m ay be only part ly substant iated, the overall j udgem ent  is 

supported.  

• The answer is generally well organised. The argum ent  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 dem onst rate 

understanding of the dem ands 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 j udgement . 

• The answer is well organised. The argum ent  is logical and coherent  

throughout  and is com m unicated with clarit y and precision. 



 

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

Op t ion  1 B:  Th e W or ld  in  Cr is is, 1 8 7 9 – 1 9 4 5  

Quest ion Indicat 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 which is indicated as relevant . Other relevant  m aterial not  suggested 

below m ust  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 historians 

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

their argum ent .  

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

reasoned conclusion concerning the view that  Anglo-Germ an rivalry was a m aj or 

underlying cause of the tensions in Europe in 1914. 

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

and evaluated. Relevant  points m ay include:  

Ext ract  1 

• Germ an econom ic success led to a desire for overseas expansion, which 

threatened Brit ish im perial power  

• The rise of Germ an naval power led to a naval arm s race that  further 

encouraged popular nat ionalism  

• Although Germ any was the m ore aggressive power in the 20 years before 

the war, the Brit ish were willing to stand up for  them selves if threatened 

• Britain abandoned its isolat ionism  to st rengthen t ies with France and 

Russia in the early 1900s, which led to further t ension with Germ any. 

Ext ract  2  

• Despite there being clear econom ic r ivalry between Britain and Germ any, 

there is clear evidence that  both sides were too dependent  on each other 

com m ercially to countenance war 

• The Moroccan crises m ay have dem onst rated Anglo-Germ an colonial 

r ivalry but  in 1914 there is lit t le evidence to suggest  that  colonial issues 

were a significant  factor in causing internat ional tension  

• After 1912, the dom inance of the Brit ish navy m eant  that  Anglo-Germ an 

naval r ivalry was no longer an area of ongoing tension 

• Anglo-Germ an naval r ivalry m ay have cont r ibuted to st rong popular 

host ilit y to Germ any in 1914 but  was not  a significant  cause of t ension. 

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

to support  the view that  Anglo-Germ an rivalry was a m aj or underlying cause of 

the tensions in Europe in 1914. Relevant  points m ay include:  

• Germ an im perial policy resulted in fract ious relat ions with Britain, which 

potent ially underm ined European peace, e.g. the Kruger Telegram , the 

second Moroccan crisis (1911)  

• Anglo-Germ an naval r ivalry was indicat ive of an increase in m ilitarism  

across Europe where conscript ion, increased arm y sizes and m ilitary plans 

had resulted in a ‘war- like’ atm osphere  



 

Quest ion Indicat ive content  

• The creat ion of the Triple Entente (Britain, France, Russia)  appeared to 

the Germ ans to be a direct  challenge to the Triple Alliance (Germ any, 

Aust r ia-Hungary, I taly) ;  Germ any feared encirclem ent  

• Britain’s willingness to abandon com prom ise in the face of threat  was 

evidenced ult im ately by it s decision to declare war in August  1914 in 

response to the Germ an invasion of Belgium  as part  of the Schlieffen Plan. 

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

counter or m odify the view that  Anglo-Germ an r ivalry was a m ajor underlying 

cause of the tensions in Europe in 1914. Relevant  points m ay include:  

• Brit ish and Germ an com panies were involved in each other’s arm s 

m anufacture before the war, e.g. Brit ish firm s licensed Germ an com panies 

to m ake m achine guns, and invested in each other’s indust r ies 

• There was Anglo-Germ an co-operat ion to set t le the two Balkan Wars in 

1912 and 1913 

• By 1912, the Brit ish had m aintained the two-power naval standard and 

relat ions began to im prove, e.g. Brit ish navy ships visited Kiel in June 

1914 with a reciprocal visit  only abandoned due to the war it self 

• Other European rivalr ies were m ore significant , e.g. long- term  Franco-

Germ an rivalry, Aust ro-Russian r ivalry in the Balkans was part icularly 

significant  in 1914 

• Other underlying factors were m ore significant , e.g. the creat ion of the 

alliance system , m ilitary planning, nat ionalism  in the Balkans. 

 

  

 



 

 

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

Op t ion  1 B:  Th e W or ld  in  Cr is is, 1 8 7 9 – 1 9 4 5  

Quest ion Indicat 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 which is indicated as relevant .  

Candidates are expected to reach a judgem ent  on whether,  in the years 1920–

33, the League of Nat ions was both a respected and successful organisat ion. 

Argum ents and evidence that , in the years 1920–33, the League of Nat ions was a 

respected and/ or successful organisat ion should be analysed and evaluated.  

Relevant  points m ay include:  

• Over t im e, the m ajorit y of independent  nat ions joined the League of 

Nat ions, including Germ any;  sm aller and newly- independent  nat ions, in 

part icular, appeared to have faith in it s object ives 

• I n the years 1926–33, t he Brit ish, French and Germ an foreign m inisters 

regularly used the Council as a forum  in which to discuss internat ional 

problem s 

• Associated organisat ions and com m it tees were both respected and 

successful, e.g. the ILO and the Health Organisat ion, the at tendance of 

both the USA and USSR at  the world econom ic conferences (1927/ 1933)  

• The League carried out  successful m ediat ion in internat ional disputes, e.g. 

Aaland I slands, Upper Silesia, Mem el, Greco-Bulgarian conflict  

• The League showed it  was capable of m ediat ing in com plex internat ional 

disputes, e.g. the agreem ent  over Mosul involved Britain, Turkey and 

Kurdish m inorit ies. 

Argum ents and evidence that , in the years 1920–33, the League of Nat ions was 

unsuccessful and/ or not  respected as an organisat ion should be analysed and 

evaluated. Relevant  points m ay include:  

• I n it s early years the reputat ion of the League of Nat ions suffered from  its 

direct  link to the Versailles Set t lem ent , e.g. the exclusion of Germ any, t he 

resentm ent  of the ‘losing powers’,  responsibilit y for m andates 

• The abilit y of the League of Nat ions to solve internat ional disputes, and 

the respect  in which it  was held, was severely underm ined part icularly by 

the absence of the US, USSR and Germ any (unt il 1926)  

• Major League powers often t reated it  with contem pt , e.g. I taly over Corfu, 

France over the Ruhr, Japan over Manchuria or negot iated outside of 

League m achinery, e.g. the use of the Conference of Am bassadors 

• Major financial and econom ic disputes result ing from  the Versailles 

Set t lem ent  were dealt  with outside the League, e.g. the Dawes and Young 

Plans, due to the absence of the US and it s own Charter regulat ions 

• I nternat ional peace init iat ives were often undertaken outside the League 

(Kellogg-Briand Pact )  while League at tem pts at  disarm am ent  were slow 

and unsuccessful, e.g. collapse of the World Disarm am ent  Conference. 

 Other relevant  m aterial m ust  be credited. 



 

 

Quest ion Indicat 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 which is indicated as relevant .  

Candidates are expected to reach a judgem ent  on the significance, in the years 

1939–45, of the role of the USA in the course of the war in Europe. 

Argum ents and evidence that , in the years 1939–45, of the role of the USA in the 

course of the war in Europe was significant  should be analysed and evaluated. 

Relevant  points m ay include:  

• The Lend-Lease Agreem ents (March 1941)  were part icularly valuable in 

keeping Britain in the war and in Britain being able to send supplies to 

Russia over the winter of 1941–42 

• The signing of the At lant ic Charter (August  1941)  gave sym bolic and 

psychological support  to the Brit ish in cont inuing to prosecute the war 

• After the US ent ry into the war in Decem ber 1941, the Allies determ ined 

to prosecute the war in Europe as a priorit y 

• From  1941–44 US involvem ent  in the Allied bom bing raids on Germ any, in 

supplying Russia with dom est ic and m ilitary goods and in the invasion of 

I taly advanced the Allied at tack on Nazi-occupied terr itories in Europe 

• The US led the Allied D-Day invasion of Europe and the subsequent  

invasion of Germ any from  the west .  

Argum ents and evidence that , in the years 1939–45, the role of the USA in the 

course of the war in Europe was not  significant / of lim ited significance should be 

analysed and evaluated. Relevant  points m ay include:  

• The decision of the US to rem ain neut ral in 1939 m eant  that  it  had lim ited 

im pact  on the course of the war from  the invasion of Poland unt il the 

at tack on Pearl Harbour 

• The At lant ic Charter could only be im plem ented if Germ any was defeated 

in Europe and in August  1941 the US was st ill a non-belligerent  state 

• The im pact  of Lend-Lease was lim ited;  Britain had had to survive for 

nearly a year after the fall of France before agreem ents were signed and 

the Soviets disputed the im pact  of US supplies after  1941 

• The final defeat  of Germ any in 1944–45 cam e as the result  of a com bined 

effort  on behalf of the US, Britain and the Soviet  Union at tacking on three 

fronts 

• The role of other count r ies in the war was m ore significant , e.g. the 

resilience of the Brit ish, the failures and m iscalculat ions of the Germ ans, 

the determ inat ion of the Soviets on the Eastern Front .  

Other relevant  m aterial m ust  be credited. 

 


