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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  Paper  2  
 

Sect io n  A:  Qu est ion  1 ( a)  
 

Tar g et :   AO2  ( 1 0  m ar k s) :  Analyse and evaluate appropriate source material, primary and/ or 

contemporary to the period, within it s historical context . 
 

 

Lev el  
 

Mar k  
 

Descr ip t o r  

  
0 

 
No rewardable material 

 
1  

 
1 – 3  

 
  Dem onst rates surface level comprehension of the source material 

without  analysis, select ing som e material relevant  to the quest ion, but  

in the form  of direct  quotat ions or paraphrases. 
 

  Some relevant  contextual knowledge is included but  presented as 

informat ion rather than applied to the source m aterial.  
 

  Evaluat ion of the source material is assert ive with lit t le substant iat ion. 

The concept  of value m ay be addressed, but  by m aking stereotypical 

j udgements. 

 
2  

 
4 – 6  

 
  Dem onst rates som e understanding of the source m aterial and at tem pts 

analysis by select ing and summ arising informat ion and making 

inferences relevant  to the quest ion. 
 

  Contextual knowledge is added to informat ion from the source material,  

but  mainly to expand or confirm  mat ters of detail.  
 

  Evaluat ion of the source m aterial is related to the specified enquiry and 

with some substant iat ion for assert ions of value. The concept  of value is 

addressed mainly by not ing aspects of source provenance and som e 

judgements may be based on quest ionable assumpt ions. 

 
3  

 
7 – 1 0  

 
  Dem onst rates understanding of the source m aterial and shows som e 

analysis by select ing key points relevant  to the quest ion, explaining 

their m eaning and select ing m aterial to support  valid developed 
inferences. 

 

  Sufficient  knowledge of the historical context  is deployed to explain or 

support  inferences, as well as to expand or confirm  mat ters of detail.  
 

  Evaluat ion of the source m aterial is related to the specified enquiry and 

based on valid criteria although just ificat ion is not  fully substant iated. 

Explanat ion of value takes into account  relevant  considerat ions such as 

the nature or purpose of the source material or the posit ion of the 

author. 



   
 

Sect io n  A:  Qu est ion  1 ( b )  
 

Tar g et :   AO2  ( 1 5  m ar k s) :  Analyse and evaluate appropriate source material, primary and/ or 

contemporary to the period, within it s historical context . 
 

 

Lev el  
 

Mar k  
 

Descr ip t o r  

  
0 

 
No rewardable material 

 
1  

 
1 – 3  

 
  Dem onst rates surface level comprehension of the source material 

without  analysis, select ing som e material relevant  to the quest ion, but  

in the form  of direct  quotat ions or paraphrases. 
 

  Some relevant  contextual knowledge is included, but  presented as 

informat ion rather than applied to the source m aterial.  
 

  Evaluat ion of the source material is assert ive with lit t le support ing 

evidence. The concept  of reliabilit y may be addressed, but  by making 

stereotypical judgements. 

 
2  

 
4 – 7  

 
  Dem onst rates som e understanding of the source material and at tempts 

analysis, by select ing and sum marising informat ion and making 

inferences relevant  to the quest ion. 
 

  Contextual knowledge is added to informat ion from the source material 

but  mainly to expand, confirm  or challenge mat ters of detail.  
 

  Evaluat ion of the source m aterial is related to the specified enquiry but  

with lim ited support  for j udgement . The concept  of reliabilit y is 

addressed mainly by not ing aspects of source provenance and som e 

judgements may be based on quest ionable assumpt ions. 

 
3  

 
8 – 1 1  

 
  Dem onst rates understanding of the source m aterial and shows som e 

analysis by select ing key points relevant  to the quest ion, explaining 

their m eaning and select ing m aterial to support  valid developed 

inferences. 
 

  Detailed knowledge of the historical context  is deployed to explain or 

support  inferences as well as to expand, confirm  or challenge mat ters 

of detail.  
 

  Evaluat ion of the source m aterial is related to the specified enquiry and 

explanat ion of weight  takes into account  relevant  considerat ions such 

as nature or purpose of the source material or t he posit ion of the 

author. Judgem ents are based on valid criteria, with som e just ificat ion. 

 
4  

 
1 2 – 1 5  

 
  Analyses the source material,  interrogat ing the evidence to make 

reasoned inferences and to show a range of ways the material can be 

used, for example by dist inguishing between informat ion and claim  or 

opinion. 
 

  Deploys well- selected knowledge of the historical context , but  m ainly 

to illuminate or discuss the lim itat ions of what  can be gained from the 

content  of the source m aterial. Displays som e understanding of the 

need to interpret  source material in the context  of the values and 

concerns of the society from  which it  is drawn. 
 

  Evaluat ion of the source material uses valid criteria which are just ified 

and applied, although some of the evaluat ion may not  be fully 

substant iated. Evaluat ion takes into account  the weight  the evidence 

will bear as part  of com ing to a judgem ent . 



Sect io n  B  
 

Tar g et :   AO1  ( 2 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 inuit y, 

sim ilarit y, difference and significance. 
 

 

Lev el  
 

Mar k  
 

Descr ip t o r  

  
0  

 
No rewardable material 

 
1  

 
1 – 6  

 
  Sim ple or generalised statements are m ade 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 tempts to st ructure the answer, and 

the answer overall lacks coherence and precision. 

 
2  

 
7 – 1 2  

 
  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 judgement  is given but  with lim ited support  and the criteria 

for judgement  are left  implicit .  
 

  The answer shows som e at tempts at  organisat ion, but  most  of the 

answer is lacking in coherence, clarit y and precision. 

 
3  

 
1 3 – 1 8  

 
  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 some 

mainly descript ive passages may 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 tempts are m ade to establish criteria for judgement  and to relate the 

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

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

argument  is clear, but  parts of it  lack logic, coherence or precision. 

 
4  

 
1 9 – 2 5  

 
  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 meet  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 judgement . Although some of the 

evaluat ions may be only part ly substant iated, the overall j udgement  is 

supported. 
 

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

com m unicated with clarit y, although in a few places it  m ay lack 

coherence or precision. 

 



 

 

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

Op t ion  1 A:  I n d ia , 1 8 5 7 – 1 9 4 8 :  Th e Raj  t o  Par t i t ion  

Quest ion I ndicat ive content  

1 a 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Answers will be credited according to their 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  material 

not  suggested below m ust  also be credited. 

Candidates are required to analyse the source and consider its value for an 

enquiry into the reasons for the decision to part it ion I ndia in 1947. 

1. The value could be ident ified in term s of the following points of 

inform at ion from  the source, and the inferences which could be drawn and 

supported from  the source:  

 I t  im plies that  I ndian I ndependence could not  be achieved without  

Part it ion ( ‘No agreement  will be possible t ill the Pakistan issue is solved’)  

 I t  claim s that  Part it ion was necessary because Muslim s would not  be 

t reated fair ly under an All- I ndia Union ( ‘a t iny m inority’;  ‘at  the m ercy of 

Hindu majority dom inat ion’)  

 I t  suggests that  the Hindus and Muslim s were already divided and that  

Part it ion would recognise this fact  ( ‘Hindus and the Muslims are two major 

nat ions liv ing in this sub-cont inent ’) . 

 

2. The following points could be m ade about  the authorship, nature or 

purpose of the source and applied to ascribe value to informat ion and inferences:  

 The speech was by Jinnah who represented Muslim  interests and was well 

qualified to speak for  Muslims 

 The purpose of the speech was to out line Muslim  demands to the 

Delegat ion that  was to begin the discussion on independence 

 The tone of the speech m akes it  clear that  Jinnah did not  intend to 

comprom ise on the substant ive issue of Part it ion. 

 

3. Knowledge of the historical context  should be deployed to support  and 

develop inferences and to confirm  the accuracy/ usefulness of informat ion.  

Relevant  points may include:  

 About  70 per cent  of I ndians were Hindu and 20 per cent  Muslim . Muslim  

I ndians were highly concent rated in the north-west  and north-east  of 

I ndia where they were in the majority 

 Jinnah had already announced in the Lahore Resolut ion in 1940 that  

Muslims were a nat ion not  a m inority and that  this needed to be 

considered in any discussions on independence 

 Jinnah was aware that  the decision on Pakistan had to com e from  the 

Brit ish who needed their cooperat ion and that  it  would not  be agreed by a 

Congress Party, dom inated by Hindus. 

 

Other relevant  m aterial m ust  be credited. 

 

 

 



 

Quest ion I ndicat ive content  

1 b  

 

Answers will be credited according to their 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  material 

not  suggested below m ust  also be credited. 

 

Candidates are required to analyse and evaluate the source in relat ion to an 

enquiry into General Dyer’s handling of the protests at  Amritsar in April 1919. 

 

1. The following points could be m ade about  the origin and nature of the 

source and applied when giving weight  to selected informat ion and inferences:  

 

 The authors of the source were a commit tee of both Brit ish and I ndian 

representat ives and are likely to have provided a range of opinions in the 

creat ion of the report  

 The report  was based on an enquiry in which the authors have had the 

opportunity to exam ine the evidence on which their conclusions are based 

 The language and tone of the source show that  they have focused on 

Dyer’s personal responsibilit y and avoided any direct  cr it icism  of the Raj . 

2. The evidence could be assessed in term s of giving weight  to the following 

points of informat ion and inferences:  

 

 I t  claim s that  General Dyer’s act ions were wrong ( ‘commit ted a grave 

error ’)  

 I t  suggests that  the dem onst rat ion did not  threaten Brit ish rule ( ‘does not  

accept  the view that  General Dyer's act ion saved the situat ion and 

prevented a rebellion on a scale sim ilar to the Mut iny’)  

 I t  claims that  General Dyer sincerely believed that  his act ion was 

necessary ( ‘honest ly believed that  he was called upon to take this step’;  

‘m istaken concept ion of his duty’) . 

 

3. Knowledge of histor ical context  should be deployed to support  and 

develop inferences and to confirm  the accuracy/ usefulness of informat ion or to 

note lim itat ions or to challenge aspects of the content .  Relevant  points may 

include:  

 

 General Dyer’s m en had fired 1650 rounds of am m unit ion on a crowd of 

unarmed people, killed 400 and injured 1500. He told the inquiry that  his 

act ion was intended to have m oral effect  

 Dyer told the inquiry that  he had intended to punish the I ndians for their  

behaviour and that  he would have used m achine guns if he had been able 

to take armoured cars into the Jallianwala Bagh 

 Dyer told the wives of white colleagues in the dist r ict  that  he had saved 

more lives by his act ion  

 I n Britain, the House of Lords was cr it ical of the censuring of Dyer as a 

dangerous precedent  that  would underm ine the Raj .  

 

Other relevant  material m ust  be credited.

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

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

Op t ion  1 A:  I n d ia , 1 8 5 7 – 1 9 4 8 :  Th e Raj  t o  Par t i t ion  

Quest ion I ndicat ive content  

2  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Answers will be credited according to their 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  about  whether the liv ing 

standards of the I ndian populat ion improved in the years 1857–99. 

 

The arguments and evidence that  the liv ing standards of the I ndian populat ion 

im proved in the years 1857–99 should be analysed and evaluated.  Relevant  

points may include:  

 I nvestment  in the railways increased employment  in the const ruct ion 

indust r ies and the wages of labourers increased the buying power in local 

regions that  improved liv ing standards 

 Under Brit ish rule, after tax the income of village econom ies rose;  three-

quarters of the I ndian populat ion lived in these villages 

 The developm ent  of irr igat ion systems encouraged the growth of cash 

crops for export  and increased agricultural incom es in the relevant  areas, 

e.g. in the dist r icts irr igated by the Ganges Canal 

 The tax burden under the Raj  was steadily reduced.  Under the Mughal 

Em pire it  was 15 per cent ;  the Brit ish reduced it  to 6 per cent  

 Policies pursued by the Raj  after 1857 improved internal t rade, e.g. r iver 

t ransport , which benefited som e local producers by increased sales and so 

enhanced their liv ing standards. 

 

The arguments and evidence that  the liv ing standards of the I ndian populat ion 

did not  improve in the years 1857–99 should be analysed and evaluated. 

Relevant  points may include:  

 The I ndian taxpayer paid for the investment  in the railways and the rails, 

engines, steel and coal were imported from  Britain, thus developm ent  of 

the railways was of lim ited benefit  to I ndian standards of liv ing 

 I ncreased wages paid to those working on the railways pushed up food 

prices and the consequent  inflat ion had a negat ive im pact  on the standard 

of liv ing  

 Populat ion growth in I ndia resulted in the decline of GDP per capita and 

lower liv ing standards 

 Living standards were precarious;  there were frequent  fam ines in I ndia 

after 1860 including a severe fam ine in 1876–78.  Most  vict im s suffered 

because they were too poor to buy food  

 The liv ing standards of peasants were underm ined on occasions by low 

prices paid by creditors for crops, high rents demanded by landlords and 

high taxes when landlords did not  pass on the tax reduct ions. 

 

Other relevant  m aterial m ust  be credited. 

 

 

 
 
 
 



 

Quest ion I ndicat ive content  

 

3  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Answers will be credited according to their 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  about  whether Britain 

cont inuously st rengthened its cont rol over the governm ent  of I ndia in the years 

1857–1917. 

 The argum ents and evidence that  Britain cont inuously st rengthened its 

cont rol over the government  of I ndia in the years 1857–1917 should be 

analysed and evaluated.  Relevant points may include:  The 1858 Royal 

Proclam at ion and Governm ent  of I ndia Act  upgraded the Governor General 

to Viceroy and st rengthened powers compared to cont rol by the East  I ndia 

Com pany 

 After 1857 the Princely States were forced to acknowledge Britain as the 

paramount  power in the subcont inent . Most  t reat ies enabled Britain to 

rem ove princes working against  its interest  

 Brit ish cont rol was st rengthened by the reorganisat ion of the army after 

the Mut iny;  the proport ion of I ndian sepoys was reduced by 40 per cent  

and Brit ish t roops increased by 50 per cent  

 The Royal Tit les Act  1876 created the Raj  by Queen Victoria’s assumpt ion 

of the t it le of Queen-Empress 

  Later reforms including the I lbert  Bill 1883 and the I ndian Council Act  

1909 granted concessions to I ndians but  maintained Brit ish supremacy. 

 

The argum ents and evidence that  Britain did not  cont inuously st rengthen its 

cont rol over the government  of I ndia in the years 1857-1917 should be analysed 

and evaluated. Relevant  points may include:  

 The form at ion of the I ndian Nat ional Congress in 1885 was a challenge to 

Brit ish rule and it  rapidly grew into a polit ical force that  underm ined the 

Raj  by demanding full independence 

 The I ndian Councils Act  1892 included the INC demand for elect ion rather 

than nom inat ion and increased the number of I ndians on local councils 

 Agitat ion over the part it ion of Bengal in 1905 prom pted fear of m ut iny and 

led to concessions in the Morley-Minto reforms, including appoint ing 

I ndians to high posit ions on execut ive councils 

 I n 1917, the Brit ish response to the Ghadr Movement  and the Home Rule 

League was the Montagu Declarat ion, which appeared to prom ise eventual 

self-government . 

  

Other relevant  m aterial m ust  be credited. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Quest ion I ndicat ive content  



 

 

4  

 

 

Answers will be credited according to their 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 judgem ent  about  whether, in the years 

1930–45, Gandhi’s cont r ibut ion to I ndian independence was very lim ited. 

The argum ents and evidence that , in the years 1930–45, Gandhi’s cont r ibut ion to 

I ndian independence was very lim ited should be analysed and evaluated.  

Relevant  points may include:   

 Gandhi did not  part icipate in the first  Round Table Conference in London.  

The agreement  about  dom inion status was achieved without  his 

involvement  

 Gandhi’s behaviour at  the second Round Table Conference alienated fellow 

I ndians and no agreements were concluded 

 The 1935 Government  of I ndia Act  ignored Gandhi’s demands for Purna 

Swaraj  and the decision to reserve seats for Muslims was completely 

against  his wishes 

 Gandhi was arrested at  the start  of the Quit  I ndia campaign in 1942 and 

the cam paign was crushed 

 The decisions about  I ndian I ndependence that  were being discussed in 

1945 had more to do with the im pact  of the Second World War on Britain 

and lit t le to do with Gandhi’s dem ands. 

 

The argum ents and evidence that , in the years 1930–45, Gandhi’s cont r ibut ion to 

I ndian independence was not  very lim ited should be analysed and evaluated. 

Relevant  points may include:  

 Gandhi’s Salt  March in 1930 drew a crowd of 10,000 and at t racted huge 

at tent ion in the internat ional press, which was crit ical of the Brit ish 

react ion and increased pressure for change 

 The enorm ous st rain placed on the Raj  as a result  of the 1930 civil 

disobedience cam paign encouraged the Raj  to reach a t ruce with the 

campaigners, which resulted in the Gandhi- I rwin Pact  

 I t  was agreed in the 1930 that  Gandhi needed to be present  at  the Round 

Table Conferences and he was released from  prison for that  purpose 

 Gandhi led the 1942 Quit  I ndia Cam paign, which provoked such a st rong 

Brit ish react ion that , in the eyes of the world, Britain lost  the moral 

authority to govern I ndia.   

 

 

Other relevant  m aterial m ust  be credited. 
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