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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 C:  Th e W o r ld  Div id ed :  Su p er p ow er  Re lat ion s, 1 9 4 3 – 9 0  

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  the Cold War only really began in 

the years 1947–48. 

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 

• I n the years 1947–48, t here was an increase in the intensity and pace of 

confrontat ion between the Western powers and the Soviets, which m ade 

the Cold War a realit y 

• After the int roduct ion of the Marshall Plan, an atm osphere of com pet it ive 

confrontat ion em erged, with each side countering the other in t it - for- tat  

responses 

• During the course of 1947–48, the nature of the Cold War t ransform ed 

from  econom ic r ivalry into m ilitary r ivalry 

• Events in Germ any in June 1948 led to the very real likelihood of open 

warfare in the near future. 

Ext ract  2  

• The origin of m ost  of the significant  events of t he Cold War can be found 

in the six m onths between February and August  1945 

• I n the m onths February–August  1945, m ajor developm ents occurred that  

created a Cold War r ivalry between the Soviets and the Western powers  

• There is evidence that  t here is a direct  line between the Cold War events 

of 1947–48 and pat terns of behaviour observed at  the t im e of the Yalta 

and Potsdam  conferences   

• The m ilitarised bat t le lines of the Cold War in Europe grew out  of the 

‘tem porary’ terr itorial agreem ents m ade by the Allied powers at  the Yalta 

and Potsdam  conferences. 

 

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

to support  the view that  that  the Cold War really only began in the years 1947–

48. Relevant  points m ay include:  

• The Marshall Plan had been preceded by the announcem ent  of the Trum an 

Doct r ine (March 1947) , pledging support  for dem ocrat ic governm ents in 

Greece and Turkey 



 

Quest ion Indicat ive content  

• I t  was only from  1947 that  the term  ‘Cold War’ cam e to define the 

relat ionship between the Soviets and the West ,  unt il then policies on both 

sides had st ill assum ed it  was possible for both sides to co-exist  

• The events of 1947–48 in Europe were inst rum ental in the creat ion of 

NATO (March-April 1949)  as part  of a Western m ilitarised defence st rategy  

• After the Blockade, Berlin becam e the iconic sym bol of the Cold War 

stand-off between the Soviets and Western powers;  the red line in Europe 

that  was not  t o be crossed. 

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 only really began in the years 

1947–48. Relevant  points m ay include:  

• Changes in US and Brit ish leadership at  Potsdam  changed the dynam ics of 

the Grand Alliance;  disagreem ents that  had surfaced at  Yalta about  the 

post -War world were brought  into the open perm anent ly  

• Trum an was less inclined than Roosevelt  to t rust  Stalin;  keeping the 

existence and use of the atom ic bom b a secret  (August  1945)  opened up a 

r ift  between the US and Soviets and began a nuclear arm s race 

• The geo-polit ics of the Cold War reflected the gains m ade in the Second 

World War, e.g. advances m ade during the invasion of Germ an-occupied 

Europe, gains m ade by Western forces and Com m unist  resistance in the 

Far East .  

• I n 1946, the nat ional security concerns raised by Kennan’s ‘Long’ t elegram  

and the Novikov telegram  established an irreversible posit ion, with each 

side viewing the other as a st rategic and expansionist  threat  

• Churchill had already referred to ‘an iron curtain’ in his speech at  Fulton, 

Missouri in March 1946. 

 

 

  

 



 

 

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

Op t ion  1 C:  Th e W o r ld  Div id ed :  Su p er p ow er  Re lat ion s, 1 9 4 3 – 9 0  

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 how accurate it  is to say that , 

in the years 1953–64, developm ents in nuclear warfare capabilit y increased US-

Soviet  tensions significant ly. 

Argum ents and evidence that , in the years 1953–64, developm ents in nuclear 

warfare capabilit y increased US-Soviet  tensions significant ly should be analysed 

and evaluated.  

Relevant  points m ay include:  

• The developm ent  of a hydrogen bom b by the Soviets in 1953 precipitated 

an intense period of act ivit y in the Cold War arm s race  

• The developm ent  of new delivery system s, such as the I CBM (1957)  and 

SLBM (1959–60) , increased the abilit y of both sides to target  nuclear 

weapons direct ly against  each other, so heightening tensions 

• The Soviet  use of space technology related to nuclear warfare capability, 

e.g. Sputnik (1957)  increased tensions at  the end of the 1950s, e.g. US 

rhetoric with regard to a ‘m issile gap’  

• I ncreased nuclear capabilit y allowed both sides to engage in nuclear 

brinkm anship, e.g. the US threat  of the ‘nuclear opt ion’ during the Berlin 

Crisis (1961) , the Soviet  decision to send nuclear m issiles to Cuba (1962) . 

Argum ents and evidence that , in the years 1953–64, developm ents in nuclear 

warfare capabilit y did not  increase US-Soviet  tensions significant ly should be 

analysed and evaluated. Relevant  points m ay include:  

• The scale of the developm ent  encouraged the use of diplom acy to defuse 

tensions created as a result  of the nuclear threat , e.g. the Geneva Sum m it  

(1955) , m oves towards the suspension of nuclear test ing (1958)   

• Knowledge of the im pact  of developm ents in nuclear warfare acted as a 

deterrent , e.g. US non- intervent ion over Hungary (1956)   

• Although developm ents in nuclear warfare capabilit y encouraged 

brinkm anship, at  no point  did a Cold War incident  between the two powers 

develop into a ‘hot  war’ 

• The act ions of US and Soviet  leaders dem onst rated awareness of living in 

the ‘shadow of the bom b’, e.g. Khrushchev’s withdrawal of nuclear  

expert ise from  China, Kennedy’s diplom acy during the Cuban Missile Crisis  

• Soviet  awareness of the realit y of the m assive US superiorit y in nuclear 

weaponry reduced the possibilit y of a Russian offensive during these years 

• The specific threat  t o the US posed by the Soviet  abilit y to deploy nuclear 

weapons in Cuba, and the subsequent  Missile Crisis, led direct ly to a 

decrease in tension, e.g. the ‘hot - line’, Test  Ban Treaty (1963) . 

 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 of the 

breakdown of Soviet  cont rol over Eastern Europe in bringing the Cold War to an 

end. 

Argum ents and evidence that  the breakdown of Soviet  cont rol over Eastern 

Europe was significant  in bringing the Cold War to an end should be analysed and 

evaluated. Relevant  points m ay include:  

• The relat ive success of t he challenge to Com m unist  rule in Poland from  

Solidarity in the 1980s highlighted the Soviet  inabilit y to enforce the 

Brezhnev Doct r ine and st rengthened the negot iat ing posit ion of the West  

• The rapid collapse of the Com m unist  governm ents in Poland, Hungary, 

Czechoslovakia and East  Germ any in 1989 eroded the Eastern Bloc to such 

an extent  that  the Cold War seem ed no longer relevant  

• The refugee/ em igrat ion crisis that  resulted from  the breakdown of Soviet  

cont rol led to widespread instabilit y in Europe, so encouraging a speedy 

resolut ion to Cold War disagreem ents 

• The reunificat ion of Germ any after the fall of the Berlin Wall rem oved a 

m ajor Cold War ‘hot  spot ’;  with the withdrawal of Soviet  forces and the 

‘new’ Germ any a NATO m em ber it  seem ed that  the West  had won. 

Argum ents and evidence that  the breakdown of Soviet  cont rol over Eastern 

Europe was not  significant  and/ or other factors were significant  in bringing the 

Cold War to an end should be analysed and evaluated. Relevant  points m ay 

include:  

• The breakdown of Soviet  cont rol over Eastern Europe did not  bring the 

Cold War to an end but  was it self a consequence of the at tem pts to 

resolve the Cold War  

• Conference diplom acy in the years 1985–88, part icularly the INF Treaty 

signed at  the Washington Sum m it  (1987) , laid the groundwork for the end 

of the Cold War 

• The growth of nat ionalism  in states on the borders of the USSR, such as 

Georgia and the Balt ic states, threatened the integrity of the USSR and 

underm ined it s negot iat ing posit ion with the West  

• Gorbachev was responsible;  his reform  program m e unintent ionally 

underm ined Soviet  power globally and his reject ion of the Brezhnev 

Doct r ine led to the dism ant ling of the Eastern Bloc 

• Ronald Reagan’s policies of reject ing détente and building up US arm s 

created a situat ion in which the Soviet  Union could no longer com pete 

with the West  and so was forced to negot iate 

• By the 1980s, the Soviet  econom y was in such a poor posit ion that  it  was 

increasingly unable to m aintain an arm s race or support  proxy 

states/ wars. 

Other relevant  m aterial m ust  be credited. 

 


