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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 D:  Sou t h  Af r ica , 1 9 4 8 – 2 0 1 4  

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 at tem pts to improve healthcare in South Afr ica in the 1990s. 

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  claim s that  healthcare has been improved by being made more 

accessible ( ‘a clinic within walking distance of every household’)  

 I t  provides evidence that  there has been a huge building programme of 

healthcare cent res ( ‘350th clinic built  in South Afr ica since April 1994’)  

 I t  suggests that  the provision of free healthcare is a major achievement  

( ‘only people with m oney’; ’ basic healthcare has become available to 

everybody without  cost ’) . 

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 is made by President  Nelson Mandela who was responsible for 

determ ining the focus of the new republic in term s of its healthcare policy  

 The date, three years after the establishment  of the democrat ic republic, 

allows Mandela to reflect  on the progress in the provision of healthcare 

 The purpose of the speech is to indicate the rapid achievements made by 

the governm ent . 

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:  

 The governm ent  shifted resources from  city hospitals to rural clinics in 

order to fund the provision of basic healthcare 

 I n 1996 access to healthcare for children under six years of age and 

pregnant  women was made free at  the point  of care in the public sector 

and this was extended to people with disabilit ies in 1998 

 Mandela int roduced fairer parity of spending on the r ichest  and poorest  

sectors so that  the rat io of spending dropped from  3.6 t imes greater in 

1993 to 1.4 t imes greater in 2000. 

 

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 the act ions of white opponents to apartheid in the 1950s. 

 

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:  

 Gillian Slovo lived in South Afr ica in the 1950s and witnessed her parents’ 

acts of opposit ion  

 Gillian Slovo was a child at  the t ime of these events and is highly 

subject ive in her adm irat ion of her parents’ act ions 

 Writ ing many years after the events has given Gillian Slovo the 

opportunity to reflect  on the significance of her parents’ act ions. 

 

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

points of informat ion and inferences:  

 

 I t  implies that  Ruth First  and Joe Slovo were unusual in their  acts of 

opposit ion ( ‘White South Afr icans did not  bother to raise their voices in 

protest ’)  

 I t  provides evidence of a range of act ions ( ‘buy it  for them ’;  ‘changed the 

paper's nam e and started up again’;  ‘organised the Defiance Cam paign’;  

‘the drawing up of a freedom  charter ’)  

 I t  provides evidence that  white opponents to apartheid worked with the 

black opposit ion ( ‘which worked side-by-side with the blacks-only ANC’)  

 I t  suggests that  white opponents were increasingly provocat ive in their 

opposit ion ( ‘deliberately, to defy the apartheid laws’) . 

 

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:  

 Non-Afr icans who opposed apartheid form ed Congress organisat ions and 

became part  of the Congress Alliance 

 The Congress Movem ent  expressed its aim s for a non- racial South Afr ica 

in the Freedom  Charter of 1955 

 White opponents r isked the sam e punishments as blacks for their act ions, 

including detent ion under the 90 Day Law. 

 

 

Other relevant  m aterial m ust  be credited. 

 

 
 



 

 

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

Op t ion  1 D:  Sou t h  Af r ica , 1 9 4 8 – 2 0 1 4  

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 judgem ent  about  the extent  to which the 

polit ical system in South Afr ica changed in the years 1948–61. 

 

The arguments and evidence that  the polit ical system  in South Afr ica changed in 

the years 1948–61 should be analysed and evaluated.  Relevant  points m ay 

include:  

 I n 1948 South Afr ica was a self-governing part  of the Brit ish 

Commonwealth with the Queen as ceremonial head of state.  I n 1961 it  

became a republic and the president  became the head of state 

 I n early 1948 the United Party governed South Afr ica.  I n May 1948 the 

Nat ional Party was elected and proceeded to implement  ever more st r ict  

policies of segregat ion under the apartheid system 

 The franchise was changed by the 1951 Separate Representat ion of Voters 

Act ;  Coloured people were placed on a separate register and only 

perm it ted to vote for white representat ives 

 A new polit ical system was int roduced giving black South Afr icans the 

r ight  of self-government  in the Bantustans under the 1959 Prom ot ion of 

Bantu Self-Governm ent  Act . 

 

 

The argum ents and evidence that  the polit ical system in South Afr ica did not  

change in the years 1948–61 should be analysed and evaluated. Relevant  points 

m ay include:  

 The Nat ional Party was victor ious in all elect ions from  May 1948  

 Nearly all blacks were unable to vote in the 1948 nat ional elect ion and this 

situat ion cont inued under the polit ical system developed by the Nat ional 

Party after 1948 

 The South Afr ican polit ical system remained a democracy for white voters 

 Throughout  the period, non-white opposit ion to the polit ical system  was 

not  tolerated and was suppressed by repressive legislat ion. 

 

  

 

 

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 judgem ent  about  whether the role of John 

Vorster was the most  significant  factor in maintaining apartheid in the years 

1961–89. 

The argum ents and evidence that  the role of John Vorster was the most  

significant  factor in m aintaining apartheid in the years 1961–89 should be 

analysed and evaluated.  Relevant  points may include:  

 As Minister for Just ice, Vorster was responsible for the development  of the 

Security Police that  enforced apartheid.  By 1970, South Afr ica had the 

t rappings of a police state 

 As prime m inister, Vorster was responsible for int roducing the 1967 

Terrorism  Act , which imprisoned opponents without  t r ial and was effect ive 

in reducing overt  opposit ion to apartheid 

 As prime m inister, Vorster was responsible for int roducing the Separate 

Representat ion of Voters Act , which changed the vot ing r ights of the 

Coloured populat ion and ensured that  the House of Assembly would be 

elected solely by white voters 

 Vorster’s successor, P W Botha (1978-89) , was more amenable to change 

and softened som e aspects of apartheid, e.g. reducing rest r ict ions on 

Coloureds’ vot ing r ights and opening negot iat ions with Mandela in 1989. 

 The arguments and evidence that  the role of John Vorster was not  the m ost  

significant  factor/ there were other more important  factors in maintaining 

apartheid in the years 1961–89 should be analysed and evaluated. Relevant  

points may include:  

 Vorster was weakened by his unapologet ic support  for Nazism  and 

disgraced by his involvement  in the I nformat ion Scandal by inappropriate 

use of defence funds, which forced his resignat ion 

 As prime m inister, Verwoerd was responsible for creat ing the republic and 

rem oving South Afr ica from  the Com m onwealth, which was an essent ial 

condit ion of maintaining apartheid in the face of opposit ion from Britain 

 PW Botha was responsible for establishing the total st rategy, which 

enforced apartheid by developing the State Security Council of army 

generals and police chiefs to oversee security and maintain apartheid  

 Apartheid was m aintained in the 1960s and early 1970s by an econom ic 

recovery, which arose from  increased investment  and brought  growing 

prosperity to the white populat ion and encouraged support  for apartheid. 

 

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 opposit ion to 

apartheid by the UN was the m ost  significant  external pressure on the Nat ional 

Party in the years 1961–94. 

The argum ents and evidence that  opposit ion to apartheid by the UN was the 

most  significant  external pressure on the Nat ional Party in the years 1961–94 

should be analysed and evaluated.  Relevant  points may include:  

 I n the 1960s the UN passed resolut ions banning im port  and exports and 

advocat ing an arm s embargo.  Leading UN count r ies enforced the bans, 

e.g. the Brit ish Labour Governm ent  in 1974 

 The Special Commit tee Against  Apartheid found increasing support  for 

opposing apartheid from  newly independent  Asian and African states as 

they joined the UN 

 I n the 1970s the UN passed a resolut ion for a sport ing boycot t  of South 

Afr ica.  This called for a boycot t  of all teams that  were selected in violat ion 

of the Olympic pr inciple of non-discr im inat ion 

 UN pressure was significant  in the face of lim ited act ion by Britain and the 

USA who saw South Africa as an ally against  the spread of communism  

and who wanted to preserve their t rading links. 

 

The argum ents and evidence that  the UN was not  the most  significant  external 

pressure/ there were other more significant  external pressures on the Nat ional 

Party in the years 1960–94 should be analysed and evaluated. Relevant  points 

m ay include:  

 UN resolut ions were voluntary and western powers with st rong interests in 

the region did not  take up sanct ions  

 The Ant i-apartheid Movem ent , founded in London in 1960, kept  up 

pressure on South Afr ica throughout  the period including the Free Mandela 

Campaign in the 1980s and 1990s 

 I n 1963 the form at ion of the Organisat ion of Afr ican Unity, m ade up of 

independent  Afr ican states, im m ediately began to take steps against  

South Afr ica, e.g. establishing the fund for liberat ion 

 I n 1974 the collapse of Portuguese rule in Angola and Mozam bique 

enabled MK to establish t raining cam ps in these count ies and send 

guerr illa fighters over the border into South Africa. 

 

Other relevant  m aterial m ust  be credited. 
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