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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. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 



 4 
 

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 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 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 material.  

 

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. 
 

  Some accurate and relevant  knowledge is included and presented as 

informat ion, rather than being linked with the ext racts. 
 

  Judgement  on the view is assert ive, with lit t le support ing evidence. 

 

2  
 

5 – 8  
 

  Dem onst rates som e understanding and at tempts analysis of the 

ext racts by describing som e points within them that  are relevant  to 

the debate. 
 

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

is added to informat ion from the ext racts, but  mainly to expand on 

m at ters of detail or to note som e aspects which are not  included. 
 

  A judgement  on the view is given with lim ited support , but  the 

criteria for j udgem ent  are left  implicit .  

 

3  
 

9 – 1 4  
 

  Dem onst rates understanding and some analysis of the ext racts by 

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

contain and indicat ing differences. 
 

  Knowledge of some issues related to the debate is included to link 

to, or expand, som e views given in the ext racts. 
 

  At tempts are m ade to establish criteria for judgement  and 

discussion of the ext racts is at tempted. A judgement  is given, 

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

points of view in the ext racts. 

 
 
 
 
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 most  of the relevant  

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

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

knowledge. 

 Valid cr iter ia by which the view 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 judgem ent , although 

t reatm ent  of the ext racts may be uneven. Dem onst rates 

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



 5 
 

 
 
 
5  

 
 
 
2 1 – 2 5  

  I nterprets 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 mat ter under debate. I ntegrates issues raised by ext ract s 

with those from own knowledge when discussing the presented 

evidence and differing arguments. 
 

  A sustained evaluat ive argument  is presented, applying valid criteria 

and reaching fully substant iated judgements 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 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 – 4  
 

  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  
 

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 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  
 

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 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 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 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. 



 

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 its dem ands.  

 Valid cr iter ia 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 udgem ent . 

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

throughout  and is communicated with clar ity and precision. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

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

Op t ion  1 A:  Th e Mak in g  o f  Mod er n  Eu r op e, 1 8 0 5 – 7 1  

Quest ion I ndicat ive content  

1  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Answers will be credited according to candidates’ 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  m aterial not  suggested 

below must  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 histor ians 

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

their  argument .  

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

reasoned conclusion concerning the view that  it  was the ‘Spanish ulcer’ that  was 

responsible for downfall of the Napoleonic Empire. 

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

and evaluated. Relevant  points may include:  

Ext ract  1 
 Napoleon underest imated the effort  required to conquer Spain and was 

never willing to com m it  his own energies to achieving victory there 

 The war in Spain physically underm ined Napoleon’s m ilitary st rength by 

tying up m en and resources and had a psychological impact  on m ilitary 

confidence 

 The war in Spain had a wider impact  across the Napoleonic Empire by 

encouraging resistance and affect ing Napoleon’s other cam paigns in the 

years 1812–14 

 Napoleon’s polit ical support  base in France was adversely affected by the 

lack of success in Spain. 

Ext ract  2  

 Losses in Spain were not  decisive enough alone to br ing about  Napoleon’s 

downfall 

 I t  was the m istakes of the Russian campaign – inadequate planning, 

m isreading the Russian response and underest imat ing the Tsar’s capacity 

to survive – which were decisive in causing the Em pire to break apart  

 The failure of the Russian campaign encouraged the German states to 

reject  the Napoleonic Empire 

 The Russian campaign robbed Napoleon of the m ilitary resources and 

allies he required to maintain the Empire. 

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

to support  the view that  it  was the ‘Spanish ulcer’ that  was responsible for 

downfall of the Napoleonic Empire. Relevant  points may include:  

 At  Baylen (July 1808)  a com bined force of Spanish t roops and peasant  

guerr illa bands defeated a French force, so tying down 30,000 m en 

 Spanish resistance to the Napoleonic system  and the rule of Joseph 

Bonaparte acted as a example for unrest  in other states, e.g. resistance to 

Jerome Bonaparte in Westphalia, the defect ion of Prussia in 1813 

 Brit ish successes in Spain created the foundat ion for Wellesley’s eventual 

invasion of France  

 Napoleon himself described events in Spain as an open wound that  would 

not  go away;  it  prevented adequate preparat ion for the 1812 campaign 

and the war in Spain influenced Talleyrand’s internal coup of April 1814. 

 



 

Quest ion I ndicat ive content  

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

counter or m odify the view that  it  was the ‘Spanish ulcer’ that  was responsible for 

downfall of the Napoleonic Empire. Relevant  points may include:  

 I n 1812 Napoleon was com pletely dom inant  in Europe apart  from  the 

peripheral I berian Peninsula. I t  was the decision to invade Russia, with 

whom he had signed a t ruce at  Tilsit  in 1807, which was the turning point  

 The 1812 campaign highlighted Napoleon’s weaknesses as a commander 

and, in part icular, encouraged Prussia, Saxony, Bavaria, Sweden and 

eventually Aust r ia to turn against  him  

 Despite the war in Spain, Napoleon was able to raise sizeable arm ies and 

fight  vigorous cam paigns both in 1812 and 1813–14  

 Other factors, including the cont r ibut ion of Britain, the Fourth Coalit ion, 

failure of the Cont inental System, the French domest ic situat ion, m ilitary 

reforms in Aust r ia and Prussia. 

 

 
 



 

 

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

Op t ion  1 A:  Th e Mak in g  o f  Mod er n  Eu r op e, 1 8 0 5 – 7 1  

Quest ion I ndicat ive content  

2  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Answers will be credited according to candidates’ 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  on the extent  to which the key 

features of nat ionalism  in I taly and nat ionalism  in Germany in the years 1815–48 

were sim ilar. 

Arguments and evidence that  the key features of nat ionalism  in I taly and 

nat ionalism  in Germ any in the years 1815–48 were sim ilar should be analysed 

and evaluated. Relevant  points may include:  

 Both were influenced by the legacy of the Napoleonic occupat ion and the 

react ionary nature of the peace set t lement  of 1815 

 Both were influenced by resentm ent  of Aust r ian polit ical influence and the 

repressive policies of the Met ternich System 

 Both looked to unite geographical areas that  were divided into separate 

polit ical states but  with a common culture;  in I taly the Risorgimento and 

in Germany Romant icism  

 Both were m ainly organised and supported by small (often secret )  groups 

of dedicated followers many of whom were also liberals and m iddle-class 

 Both looked to gain support  by harnessing the social and econom ic 

tensions emerging in I taly and Germany in the 1830s and 1840s. 

 

Arguments and evidence that  the key features of nat ionalism  in I taly and 

nat ionalism  in Germ any in the years 1815–48 were different  should be analysed 

and evaluated. Relevant  points may include:  

 I talian nat ionalists were more divided in their object ives, e.g.  Mazzinian 

republicanism , neo-Guelphism , unity under Sardinia-Piedm ont ;  Sicilian 

independence from  Naples 

 Germ an nat ionalism  was ident ified with a com m on language and social 

concept  ( ‘Volk’)  exem plif ied by the Watch on Rhine (1840) ;  I talian 

nat ionalism  with a geographical ident ity lacking in a common language 

 Economic and polit ical organisat ions existed within Germany that  provided 

a possible foundat ion for future unity, i.e. the Prussian- led Zollverein and 

the German Confederat ion 

 German nat ionalism  was aided by growing econom ic integrat ion across 

Germany, e.g. railway building, but  I talian nat ionalism  was hampered by 

stark econom ic cont rasts between north and south 

 Germ an nat ionalists cam e close to success in the 1848 revolut ion with the 

creat ion of the Frankfurt  Assem bly but  the 1848 revolut ions only 

highlighted the weaknesses and divisions within I talian nat ionalism . 

Other relevant  m aterial m ust  be credited. 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Quest ion I ndicat ive content  

3  Answers will be credited according to candidates’ 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  on how accurate it  is to say that  

the Prussian victory over Aust r ia in 1866 was the key turning point  in the process 

of unificat ion of Germany in the years 1850–71. 

Arguments and evidence that  the Prussian victory over Aust r ia in 1866 was the 

key turning point  in the process of unificat ion of Germany in the years 1850–71 

should be analysed and evaluated. Relevant  points may include:  

 The victory led to a decisive weakening of Aust r ian polit ical influence in 

Germ any and Aust r ian exclusion from  the process of unificat ion;  any 

future unificat ion of Germ any would be in the form  of a Kleindeutschland 

 Prussia increased its terr itory by the annexat ion of m any of Aust r ia’s m ain 

allies and Prussia becam e the dominant  polit ical force in the newly created 

North German Confederat ion 

 Despite fielding a larger army, Aust r ian m ilitary supremacy in Germany 

was completely dest royed by the superior tact ics and m ilitary technology 

of the Prussians  

 Prussia’s dom inant  econom ic posit ion within Germ any as leader of the 

Zollverein was now reinforced by its polit ical and m ilitary st rength 

 Bism arck’s sym pathet ic t reatm ent  of Aust r ia in the peace set t lem ent  

(Treaty of Prague)  ensured Aust r ian neut ralit y I n the Franco-Prussian 

War. 

 

Arguments and evidence that  the Prussian victory over Aust r ia in 1866 was not  

the key turning point / another event  was the key turning point  in the process of 

unificat ion of Germany in the years 1850–71 should be analysed and evaluated. 

Relevant  points may include:  

 The victory over Aust r ia only excluded Aust r ia from  the process of 

unificat ion;  the southern Germ an states were st ill independent , and it  was 

not  inevitable that  Prussia would ‘unify’ Germ any 

 Aust r ian exclusion from  the Zollverein in 1865 was the beginning of 

Prussia’s emergence as the dom inant  German state after the hum iliat ion 

at  Olm ütz 1850 

 The Crimean War was the point  at  which the Aust r ian relat ionship with 

Russia deteriorated leaving Aust r ia weakened diplomat ically, e.g. Russian 

unwillingness to support  Aust r ia in 1866 

 The appointment  of Bismarck as Minister-President  in 1862 by Wilhelm  I  

led to the series of events, including the wars with Denm ark, Aust r ia and 

France, which resulted in Germ an unificat ion under Prussia 

 The French declarat ion of war in 1870 brought  the southern Germ any 

states into a m ilitary alliance with Prussia, which led to the defeat  of 

France and the creat ion of the German Empire (January 1871) . 

 

Other relevant  m aterial m ust  be credited. 
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