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General Marking Guidance  
 

• All candidates must  receive the same t reatment .  Examiners must  
mark the f irst  candidate in exact ly the same way as they mark the 
last . 

• Mark schemes should be applied posit ively. 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 percept ion 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 j udgement  is required, mark schemes will provide the 
principles by which marks will be awarded and exemplif icat ion 
may be limited. 

• When examiners are in doubt  regarding the applicat ion 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 alternat ive response. 



 

Sect ion A 

 

A1  

(a) Target: Recal l  of  knowledge  (AO1) (3) 

 
Quest ion Answer Mark 

(a) Cavour becomes Prime Minister of Piedmont , Treaty of Villafranca, 
Victor Emmanuel crowned king, Venet ia, Rome. 
 

 

 2 in correct sequence      1 mark 

3 in correct sequence      2 marks 

4/5 in correct sequence     3 marks 

 3 

 
 
 

(b) Target : Consequence/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                                (4)  

 
Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of  consequence 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. It aly gained Venice. Get t ing Rome meant  It aly had a capit al .  
 

(1-2) 

Level 2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Developed statements of consequence 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. The acquisit ion of  Venet ia came af t er t he Aust ro-Prussian 
War. It aly now gained import ant  port  of  Venice. Acquisit ion of  
Rome when It al ian t roops ent ered during Franco-Prussian War. 
Complet ed unif icat ion and It aly had it s capit al .   

(3-4) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 



(c) Target : Causat ion/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                            (8) 
 
Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of  causat ion 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. It  was because Garibaldi was popular. 
 
1 mark for one simple statement . 
2 marks for two or more. 
 

(1-2) 

Level 2 Developed statements of causat ion 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. One reason was Garibaldi raising a volunt eer army known as 
t he ‘ t housand’ …… 
 
3 marks for one developed statement . 
4-5 marks for two or more. 
 

(3-5) 

Level 3 Developed explanat ion of causat ion 
 
An explanat ion of more than one factor supported by selected 
knowledge. 
(One explained factor should be marked at  the top of Level 2.) 
 
e.g. As level  2..Link appeal of  Garibaldi t o unpopulari t y of  ruler of  
Naples. Could include unpopulari t y of  ruler of  t wo Sici l ies and 
support  of  local people, Bri t ish warships, lack of  foreign 
int ervent ion.  
 
6-7 marks for two or more explained factors. 
8 marks for answers which show links between factors. 

(6-8) 

 



(d) Target : Recal l  of  knowledge/ comprehension of  source (A01/ A02)                  (10) 
 
Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements using the source supported by 
some own knowledge 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. Napoleon III signed an agreement  t o help Piedmont  
  
1 mark for one simple statement . 
2-3 marks for two or more. 
Maximum 3 marks for only using the source. 
 

(1-3) 

Level 2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Developed statements using the source and relevant  own 
knowledge 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. Orsini assassinat ion at t empt  led Napoleon t o support  
Piedmont  and sign t he Pact  of  Plombières 
 
4-5 marks for one developed statement . 
6-7 marks for two or more. 
 
 

(4-7) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Level 3 Developed explanat ion using the source and precise own 
knowledge 
 
An explanat ion of more than one factor supported by selected 
knowledge.  
(One explained factor should be marked at  the top of Level 2.) 
 
e.g. As Level 2. Explanat ion of  t erms of  Pact .  Pact  led t o  French 
involvement  in war wit h Aust ria, especial ly Magent a and Solferino, 
and l ink t o Treat y of  Vil laf ranca.  
 
8-9 marks for two or more explained factors. 
10 marks for answers which show links between factors. 

(8-10) 

 



A2  

(a) Target: Recal l  of  knowledge  (AO1) (3) 

 
Quest ion Answer Mark 

(a) Bismarck becomes Minister-President  of Prussia, Blood and Iron speec
Convent ion of Gastein, Treaty of Prague, Ems Telegram 
 

 

 2 in correct sequence      1 mark 

3 in correct sequence      2 marks 

4/5 in correct sequence     3 marks 

 3 

 
 

(b) Target : Consequence/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                                (4)                     

 
Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of  consequence 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g Blood and Iron meant  war. Treat y of  Prague ended Aust ro-
Prussian War 
 

(1-2) 

Level 2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Developed statements of consequence 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. The Blood and Iron speech led t o t he use of  force by Prussia 
including t hree wars t o achieve unif icat ion. The Treat y of  Prague 
removed Aust ria f rom German unif icat ion and led t o t he Nort h 
German Confederat ion.  

(3-4) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 



(c) Target : Causat ion/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                             (8) 
 
Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of  causat ion 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. Because Prussia had a bet t er army. 
 
1 mark for one simple statement . 
2 marks for two or more. 
 

(1-2) 

Level 2 Developed statements of causat ion 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. One reason was t he discipl ine and organisat ion of  t he Prussian 
armed forces.  
 
3 marks for one developed statement . 
4-5 marks for two or more. 
 

(3-5) 

Level 3 Developed explanat ion of causat ion 
 
An explanat ion of more than one factor supported by selected 
knowledge.  
(One explained factor should be marked at  the top of Level 2.) 
 
e.g. As level  2 wit h explanat ion t act ics, needle gun. Link t o 
weaknesses French armed forces and Bismarck’ s diplomacy t o 
isolate France.  
 
6-7 marks for two or more explained factors. 
8 marks for answers which show links between factors. 

(6-8) 

 



(d) Target : Recal l  of  knowledge/ comprehension of  source (A01/ A02)                  (10) 
 
Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements using the source supported by 
some own knowledge. 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. The Frankfurt  Assembly fai led. 
 
1 mark for one simple statement . 
2-3 marks for two or more. 
Maximum 3 marks for only using the source. 
 

(1-3) 

Level 2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Developed statements using the source and relevant  own 
knowledge 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. Det ails of  t he Frankfurt  Assembly, lack of  popular support ,  
at t i t udes of  Aust ria and Prussia, refusal of  Frederick Wil l iam t o 
become emperor.  
 
4-5 marks for one developed statement . 
6-7 marks for two or more. 
 

(4-7) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Level 3 Developed explanat ion using the source and precise own 
knowledge 
 
An explanat ion of more than one factor supported by selected 
knowledge. 
(One explained factor should be marked at  the top of Level 2.) 
 
e.g. As Level 2 – show l ink bet ween at t i t ude of  Aust ria and act ions 
of  Frederick Wil l iam.  
 
8-9 marks for two or more explained factors. 
10 marks for answers which show links between factors. 

(8-10) 

 

 



A3 

(a) Target: Recal l  of  knowledge  (AO1) (3) 

 
Quest ion Answer Mark 

(a) The Dawes Plan, The Young Plan, Nuremberg Laws, 
Krist al lnacht , ghet tos, 
 

 

 2 in correct sequence      1 mark 

3 in correct sequence      2 marks 

4/5 in correct sequence     3 marks 

 3 

 
 
 

(b) Target : Consequence/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                                (4)                     

 
Level Descr iptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of consequence 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. The Dawes Plan reduced reparat ions. The Young Plan gave 
longer t o pay. 
 

(1-2) 

Level 2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Developed statements of consequence 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. The Dawes Plan al lowed Germany t o increase payment s over a 
longer period of  t ime. The Young Plan extended t he payment s t o a 
period of  59 years...  … 

(3-4) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 



(c) Target : Causat ion/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                            (8) 
 
Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of  causat ion 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. Because he got  rid of  opposit ion. 
 
1 mark for one simple statement . 
2 marks for two or more. 
 

(1-2) 

Level 2 Developed statements of causat ion 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. One reason was t he Reichst ag Fire which meant  he could ban 
t he Communist  Part y. The Enabl ing Act  gave him t he powers of  a 
dict ator.  
 
3 marks for one developed statement . 
4-5 marks for two or more. 
 

(3-5) 

Level 3 Developed explanat ion of causat ion 
 
An explanat ion of more than one factor supported by selected 
knowledge.  
(One explained factor should be marked at  the top of Level 2.) 
 
e.g. As Level 2. Link Reichst ag Fire t o Enabl ing Act .  Could ment ion 
removal of  pol i t ical  part ies, Night  of  t he Long Knives and deat h of  
Hindenburg.  
 
6-7 marks for two or more explained factors. 
8 marks for answers which show links between factors. 

(6-8) 

 



(d) Target : Recal l  of  knowledge/ comprehension of  source (A01/ A02)                  (10) 
 
Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements using the source supported by 
some own knowledge 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. The Weimar Republ ic was blamed for t he Treat y of  Versail les. 
 
1 mark for one simple statement . 
2-3 marks for two or more. 
Maximum 3 marks for only using the source. 
 

(1-3) 

Level 2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Developed statements using the source and relevant  own 
knowledge 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. Det ails of  unpopulari t y of  t he Treat y of  Versail les. Could 
include det ails of  Spart acist s, Kapp Put sch, hyperinf lat ion.  
  
4-5 marks for one developed statement . 
6-7 marks for two or more. 
 

(4-7) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Level 3 Developed explanat ion using the source and precise own 
knowledge 
 
An explanat ion of more than one factor supported by selected 
knowledge.  
(One explained factor should be marked at  the top of Level 2.) 
 
e.g. As Level 2 – l inks bet ween Treat y of  Versail les, French 
occupat ion of  t he Ruhr and hyperinf lat ion.  
 
8-9 marks for two or more explained factors. 
10 marks for answers which show links between factors. 

(8-10) 

 

 



A4  

(a) Target: Recal l  of  knowledge  (AO1) (3) 

 
Quest ion Answer Mark 

(a) The Versailles Peace Set t lement , The March on Rome, Bat t le of Birth
Balilla, Lateran Treaty. 
 

 

 2 in correct sequence      1 mark 

3 in correct sequence      2 marks 

4/5 in correct sequence     3 marks 

 3 

 
 

(b) Target : Consequence/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                                (4)                     

 
Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of  consequence 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. This was when Mussol ini t ook over. This was signed wit h t he 
Pope.  
 

(1-2) 

Level 2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Developed statements of consequence 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g..  Showed popular support  for Mussol ini and t o Fascist  
t akeover. Improved relat ions wit h Pope by set t l ing long t erm 
problems....   

(3-4) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 



(c) Target : Causat ion/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                            (8) 
 
Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of  causat ion 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. Because It al ian people were unhappy. 
 
1 mark for one simple statement . 
2 marks for two or more. 
 

(1-2) 

Level 2 Developed statements of causat ion 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. Discontent  wit h t erms of  Treat y of  Versai l les. Appeal of  
Mussol ini and t he Fascist  Part y.  
 
3 marks for one developed statement . 
4-5 marks for two or more. 
 

(3-5) 

Level 3 Developed explanat ion of causat ion 
 
An explanat ion of more than one factor supported by selected 
knowledge. 
(One explained factor should be marked at  the top of Level 2.) 
 
e.g. As Level 2. Link discont ent  wit h t erms of  Treat y of  Versail les. 
Appeal of  Mussol ini and t he Fascist  Part y. Could include fai l ings of  
parl iamentary democracy and weak coal it ions.  
 
6-7 marks for two or more explained factors. 
8 marks for answers which show links between factors. 
 

(6-8) 

 



(d) Target : Recal l  of  knowledge/ comprehension of  source (A01/ A02)                  (10) 
 
Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements using the source supported by 
some own knowledge 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. Some of  his pol icies did not  work. 
 
1 mark for one simple statement . 
2-3 marks for two or more. 
Maximum 3 marks for only using the source. 
 

(1-3) 

Level 2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Developed statements using the source and relevant  own 
knowledge 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. Det ails of  pol icies t hat  did not  work e.g. Bat t le of  Lire and 
Wheat , impact  of  Depression, lack of  underst anding, short age of  
raw materials. 
  
4-5 marks for one developed statement . 
6-7 marks for two or more. 
 

(4-7) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Level 3 Developed explanat ion using the source and precise own 
knowledge 
 
An explanat ion of more than one factor supported by selected 
knowledge.  
(One explained factor should be marked at  the top of Level 2.) 
 
e.g. As Level 2 – could l ink lack of  underst anding t o fai lures of  
Bat t le of  Wheat  and ef fect s of  Depression t o Bat t le of  Lira.  
 
8-9 marks for two or more explained factors. 
10 marks for answers which show links between factors. 

(8-10) 

 



A5  

(a) Target: Recal l  of  knowledge  (AO1) (3) 

 
Quest ion Answer Mark 

(a) Split  in Social Democrat ic Party, Octobrists, f irst  duma, assassinat ion
Stolypin, Lena Goldf ield St rike 
 

 

 2 in correct sequence      1 mark 

3 in correct sequence      2 marks 

4/5 in correct sequence     3 marks 

 3 

 
 

(b) Target : Consequence/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                                (4)                     

 
Level Descr iptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of consequence 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. Led t o lot s of  deat hs. It  fai led.  
 

(1-2) 

Level 2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Developed statements of consequence 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. Violent  react ion by aut hori t ies showed t hat  Nicholas II st i l l  
repressive and increased discont ent . Short  l ived due t o t he 
at t i t ude of  Nicholas II.  Meant  dumas given l i t t le or no power.  

(3-4) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 



(c) Target : Causat ion/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                            (8) 
 
Level Descr ipt or  Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of  causat ion 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. Because his fat her was assassinat ed. 
 
1 mark for one simple statement . 
2 marks for two or more. 
 

(1-2) 

Level 2 Developed statements of causat ion 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. The growt h of  opposit ion in t he reign of  Alexander II and his 
assassinat ion. Inf luence of  Pobedonost sev.  
 
3 marks for one developed statement . 
4-5 marks for two or more. 
 

(3-5) 

Level 3 Developed explanat ion of causat ion 
 
An explanat ion of more than one factor supported by selected 
knowledge.  
(One explained factor should be marked at  the top of Level 2.) 
 
e.g. As Level 2. Link assassinat ion wit h inf luence Pobedonost sev. 
Could include Russif icat ion.  
 
6-7 marks for two or more explained factors. 
8 marks for answers which show links between factors. 

(6-8) 

 



(d) Target : Recal l  of  knowledge/ comprehension of  source (A01/ A02)                  (10) 
 
Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements using the source supported by 
some own knowledge 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. The peasant s and workers were unhappy. 
 
1 mark for one simple statement . 
2-3 marks for two or more. 
Maximum 3 marks for only using the source. 
 

(1-3) 

Level 2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Developed statements using the source and relevant  own 
knowledge 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. Peasant  discont ent  due to harsh condit ions. Town workers 
discont ent  due t o poor l iving and working condit ions. Refusal of  
Nicholas II t o reform. Bel ief  in aut ocracy. 
  
4-5 marks for one developed statement . 
6-7 marks for two or more 
 

(4-7) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Level 3 Developed explanat ion using the source and precise own 
knowledge 
 
An explanat ion of more than one factor supported by selected 
knowledge.  
(One explained factor should be marked at  the top of Level 2.) 
 
e.g. As Level 2 – l ink peasant  and t own workers’  discont ent  t o 
at t i t ude of  Nicholas II.  Could include Russif icat ion, repression by 
Okhrana.  
 
8-9 marks for two or more explained factors. 
10 marks for answers which show links between factors. 

(8-10) 

 

 



A6  

(a) Target: Recal l  of  knowledge  (AO1) (3) 

 
Quest ion Answer Mark 

(a) Ending the NEP, The beginning of the Second Year Plan, murder of Ki
Stakhanovites, German invasion 
 

 

 2 in correct sequence      1 mark 

3 in correct sequence      2 marks 

4/5 in correct sequence     3 marks 

 

 

 
 

(b) Target : Consequence/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                                (4)                     

 
Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of  consequence 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. The Germans advanced int o Russia. The Second FYP 
concent rat ed on making t ract ors. 
 

(1-2) 

Level 2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Developed statements of consequence 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. At  f i rst  defeat  and ret reat  by Russian armies wit h rapid 
German advance int o Russia. Second FYP improvement s in 
t ransport  and communicat ions.  

(3-4) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 



(c) Target : Causat ion/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                            (8) 
 
Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of  causat ion 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. Because St al in got  r id of  his rivals. 
 
1 mark for one simple statement . 
2 marks for two or more. 
 

(1-2) 

Level 2 Developed statements of causat ion 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. Weaknesses of  Trot sky. St rengt hs of  St al in. St al in’ s t act ics t o 
remove his rivals.  
 
3 marks for one developed statement . 
4-5 marks for two or more. 
 

(3-5) 

Level 3 Developed explanat ion of causat ion 
 
An explanat ion of more than one factor supported by selected 
knowledge.  
(One explained factor should be marked at  the top of Level 2.) 
 
e.g. As Level 2. Could l ink Trot sky’ s mist akes and weaknesses t o 
St al in’ s st rengt hs and t act ics.  
 
6-7 marks for two or more explained factors. 
8 marks for answers which show links between factors. 

(6-8) 

 



(d) Target : Recal l  of  knowledge/ comprehension of  source (A01/ A02)                  (10) 
 
Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements using the source supported by 
some own knowledge 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. It  led t o much opposit ion f rom t he kulaks. 
 
1 mark for one simple statement . 
2-3 marks for two or more. 
Maximum 3 marks for only using the source. 
 

(1-3) 

Level 2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Developed statements using the source and relevant  own 
knowledge 
 
N.B. The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  
contextual knowledge.  
 
e.g  Opposit ion f rom most  peasant s, especial ly kulaks, who 
resent ed giving up land, crops and l ivest ock 
  
4/ 5 marks for one developed statement . 
6-7 marks for two or more 
 

(4-7) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Level 3 Developed explanat ion using the source and precise own 
knowledge 
 
An explanat ion of more than one factor supported by selected 
knowledge.  
(One explained factor should be marked at  the top of Level 2.) 
 
e.g. As Level 2 – l ink t o St al in’ s pol icy of  del iberat ely provoking 
and t arget ing t he kulaks in order t o remove t heir inf luence and 
achieve great er pol i t ical cont rol . 
 
8-9 marks for two or more explained factors. 
10 marks for answers which show links between factors. 

(8-10) 

 



A7  

(a) Target: Recal l  of  knowledge  (AO1) (3) 

 
Quest ion Answer Mark 

(a) Roosevelt  president  f irst  t ime, CCC, The beginning of the 
Second New Deal, US ent ry into Second World War, The 
beginning of the Double V. 
 

 

 2 in correct sequence      1 mark 

3 in correct sequence      2 marks 

4/5 in correct sequence     3 marks 

 

 

 

 (b) Target : Consequence/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                                (4)                     

 
Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of  consequence 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g.  Helped reduce unemployment . Al lowed t rade unions. 
 

(1-2) 

Level 2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Developed statements of consequence 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. Gave legal recognit ion t o t rade unions which enabled them t o 
negot iat e for bet t er pay and condit ions. Brought  immediate rel ief  
t o unemployed young men for a period of  six mont hs. Around t wo 
and hal f  mil l ion helped by scheme.  

(3-4) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 



(c) Target : Causat ion/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                            (8) 
 
Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of  causat ion 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. Because of  panic sel l ing. 
 
1 mark for one simple statement . 
2 marks for two or more. 
 

(1-2) 

Level 2 Developed statements of causat ion 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. Long t erm fact ors such as over product ion, over speculat ion. 
Immediat e reasons panic sel l ing, loss of  conf idence in banks.  
 
3 marks for one developed statement . 
4-5 marks for two or more. 
 

(3-5) 

Level 3 Developed explanat ion of causat ion 
 
An explanat ion of more than one factor supported by selected 
knowledge.  
(One explained factor should be marked at  the top of Level 2.) 
 
e.g. As Level 2. Could l ink over-product ion and speculat ion t o 
panic sel l ing and loss of  conf idence.  
 
6-7 marks for two or more explained factors. 
8 marks for answers which show links between factors. 

(6-8) 

 



(d) Target : Recal l  of  knowledge/ comprehension of  source (A01/ A02)                  (10) 
 
Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements using the source supported by 
some own knowledge 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. It  led t o many being out  of  work.  
 
1 mark for one simple statement . 
2-3 marks for two or more. 
Maximum 3 marks for only using the source. 
 

(1-3) 

Level 2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Developed statements using the source and relevant  own 
knowledge 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. Very high unemployment  wit h many famil ies suf fering. 
Problems in agricul t ural  areas worsened by dust  bowl.  
  
4-5 marks for one developed statement . 
6-7 marks for two or more. 
 

(4-7) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Level 3 Developed explanat ion using the source and precise own 
knowledge 
 
An explanat ion of more than one factor supported by selected 
knowledge.  
(One explained factor should be marked at  the top of Level 2.) 
 
e.g. As Level 2 – l ink unemployment  t o ot her social  ef fect s – 
malnut ri t ion, poor l iving condit ions, poor diet  et c.  
 
8-9 marks for two or more explained factors. 
10 marks for answers which show links between factors. 

(8-10) 

 



A8 

(a) Target: Recal l  of  knowledge  (AO1) (3) 

 
Quest ion Answer Mark 

(a) Freedom Riders, ‚ I have a dream’  speech, Vot ing Rights Act , 
Kent  State University, Watergate break-in 
 

 

 2 in correct sequence      1 mark 

3 in correct sequence      2 marks 

4/5 in correct sequence     3 marks 

 3 

 
 

(b) Target : Consequence/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                                (4)                     

 
Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of  consequence 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. Members of  CREEP caught , blacks given t he vot e. 
 

(1-2) 

Level 2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Developed statements of consequence 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. Arrest  of  burglars and l ink t o CREEP and Whit e House. It  ended 
l i t eracy t est s and ensured a lot  more blacks able t o regist er for 
vot e...  .  

(3-4) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 



(c) Target : Causat ion/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                            (8) 
 
Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of  causat ion 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. Because women were second class cit izens. 
 
1 mark for one simple statement . 
2 marks for two or more. 
 

(1-2) 

Level 2 Developed statements of causat ion 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. Inf luence of  Bet t y Friedan and Feminine Myst ique, Eleanor 
Roosevel t ,  changed expect at ions.  
 
3 marks for one developed statement . 
4-5 marks for two or more. 
 

(3-5) 

Level 3 Developed explanat ion of causat ion 
 
An explanat ion of more than one factor supported by selected 
knowledge.  
(One explained factor should be marked at  the top of Level 2.) 
 
e.g. As Level 2. Could l ink Bet t y Friedan t o changed expect at ions. 
Inf luence other prot est  movement s, t he pi l l  and t he cl imate of  t he 
1960s.  
 
6-7 marks for two or more explained factors. 
8 marks for answers which show links between factors. 

(6-8) 

 



(d) Target : Recal l  of  knowledge/ comprehension of  source (A01/ A02)                  (10) 
 
Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements using the source supported by 
some own knowledge 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. Because of  Brown v Topeka and Lit t le Rock. 
 
1 mark for one simple statement . 
2/ 3 marks for two or more. 
Maximum 3 marks for only using the source. 
 

(1-3) 

Level 2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Developed statements using the source and relevant  own 
knowledge 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. Success of  Supreme Court  in Brown v Topeka, publ icit y given 
by Lit t le Rock, success of  bus boycot t  at  Mont gomery. 
  
4-5 marks for one developed statement . 
6-7 marks for two or more. 
 

(4-7) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Level 3 Developed explanat ion using the source and precise own 
knowledge 
 
An explanat ion of more than one factor supported by selected 
knowledge.  
(One explained factor should be marked at  the top of Level 2.) 
 
e.g. As Level 2 – l ink successes of  Brown v Topeka t o Mont gomery 
and Lit t le Rock. Link Supreme Court  in al l  t hree event s. Inf luence 
of  MLK.   
 
8-9 marks for two or more explained factors. 
10 marks for answers which show links between factors. 

(8-10) 

 



A9  

(a) Target: Recal l  of  knowledge  (AO1) (3) 

 
Quest ion Answer Mark 

(a) Corfu Incident , Kellogg-Briand,  Rome-Berlin Axis, Munich 
Conference, Nazi-Soviet  Pact  
 

 

 2 in correct sequence      1 mark 

3 in correct sequence      2 marks 

4/5 in correct sequence     3 marks 

 

 

 
 

(b) Target : Consequence/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                                (4)                     

 
Level Descr ipt or  Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of  consequence 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. Brit ain and France gave way t o Hit ler.  Signed bet ween Hit ler 
and Stal in. 
 

(1-2) 

Level 2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Developed statements of consequence 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. Showed Bri t ish and French weakness which encouraged furt her 
Nazi aggression. Secret  t erms in which part i t ioned Poland. Led t o 
German invasion of  Poland... .   

(3-4) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 



(c) Target : Causat ion/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                            (8) 
 
Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of  causat ion 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. Because t he Japanese invaded Manchuria. 
 
1 mark for one simple statement . 
2 marks for two or more. 
 

(1-2) 

Level 2 Developed statements of causat ion 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. Japanese desire for expansion. Failure of  t he League to act  
decisively.  
 
3 marks for one developed statement . 
4-5 marks for two or more. 
 

(3-5) 

Level 3 Developed explanat ion of causat ion 
 
An explanat ion of more than one factor supported by selected 
knowledge.  
(One explained factor should be marked at  the top of Level 2.) 
 
e.g. As Level 2. Link Japanese aggression t o weakness of  t he 
League. Could include at t i t ude of  Brit ain and France and t he 
fai l ings of  t he Lyt t on Commission.  
 
6-7 marks for two or more explained factors. 
8 marks for answers which show links between factors. 
 

(6-8) 

 



(d) Target : Recal l  of  knowledge/ comprehension of  source (A01/ A02)                  (10) 
 
Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements using the source supported by 
some own knowledge 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. The Big Three had dif ferent  aims. 
 
1 mark for one simple statement . 
2-3 marks for two or more. 
Maximum 3 marks for only using the source. 
 

(1-3) 

Level 2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Developed statements using the source and relevant  own 
knowledge 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. France had great ly suf fered and want ed t o weaken and punish 
Germany. USA not  af fect ed much by war and Wilson want ed sel f -
det erminat ion and not  punish Germany t oo much.  
  
4-5 marks for one developed statement . 
6-7 marks for two or more 
 

(4-7) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Level 3 Developed explanat ion using the source and precise own 
knowledge 
 
An explanat ion of more than one factor supported by selected 
knowledge.  
(One explained factor should be marked at  the top of Level 2.) 
 
e.g. As Level 2 – l ink ef fect s of  war on France and USA t o t heir 
dif ferent  aims. Include mixed aims of  Lloyd George.  
 
8-9 marks for two or more explained factors. 
10 marks for answers which show links between factors. 

(8-10) 

 



A10  

(a) Target: Recal l  of  knowledge  (AO1) (3) 

 
Quest ion Answer Mark 

(a) The Potsdam Conference, Truman Doct rine, Berlin Blockade, Korean 
War, Warsaw Pact  
 

 

 2 in correct sequence      1 mark 

3 in correct sequence      2 marks 

4/5 in correct sequence     3 marks 

 3 

 

 (b) Target : Consequence/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                                (4)                     

 
Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of  consequence 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. This said t he USA would st op communism. St al in blocked of f  
road and rai l  rout es int o Berl in. 
 

(1-2) 

Level 2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Developed statements of consequence 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. Commit t ed t he USA t o cont ainment , t o a pol icy of  stopping 
t he spread of  communism. Worsened relat ions bet ween 
superpowers as St al in had t o back down.  

(3-4) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 



(c) Target : Causat ion/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                            (8) 
 
Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of  causat ion 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. To block of f  West  f rom East  Berl in 
 
1 mark for one simple statement . 
2 marks for two or more. 
 

(1-2) 

Level 2 Developed statements of causat ion 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. Loss of  ski l led workers, cont rast ing l i fest yle and economies of  
t wo part s, t est ing new president  of  USA, Kennedy.  
 
3 marks for one developed statement . 
4-5 marks for two or more. 
 

(3-5) 

Level 3 Developed explanat ion of causat ion 
 
An explanat ion of more than one factor supported by selected 
knowledge. 
(One explained factor should be marked at  the top of Level 2.) 
 
e.g. As Level 2. Could l ink loss of  ski l led workers t o cont rast ing 
l i f est yles. Could ment ion fai lure of  earl ier negot iat ed set t lement s.  
 
6-7 marks for two or more explained factors. 
8 marks for answers which show links between factors. 

(6-8) 

 



(d) Target : Recal l  of  knowledge/ comprehension of  source (A01/ A02)                  (10) 
 
Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements using the source supported by 
some own knowledge 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. Because Hungary want ed t o stop communism. 
 
1 mark for one simple statement . 
2-3 marks for two or more. 
Maximum 3 marks for only using the source. 
 

(1-3) 

Level 2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Developed statements using the source and relevant  own 
knowledge 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. Reforms under Nagy, possibil i t y leaving Warsaw Pact , 
Khrushchev and East ern European bloc. 
  
4/ 5 marks for one developed statement . 
6-7 marks for two or more. 
 

(4-7) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Level 3 Developed explanat ion using the source and precise own 
knowledge 
 
An explanat ion of more than one factor supported by selected 
knowledge.  
(One explained factor should be marked at  the top of Level 2.) 
 
e.g. As Level 2 – could l ink Nagy’ s reforms and leaving Warsaw Pact  
t o Khrushchev and securi t y of  East ern Europe. Could ment ion Suez 
Crisis and preoccupat ion of  USA, France and GB.  
 
8-9 marks for two or more explained factors. 
10 marks for answers which show links between factors. 

(8-10) 

 

 
 
 



Sect ion B 
 
B1 
(a) Target : Source comprehension, inference and inference support  (A02)          (3) 
 

Quest ion Answer Mark 

(a) One inference      1 mark 
Two inferences     2 marks 
Three inferences     3 marks 
 

 

 e.g. Very bloodt hirst y, wealt hier people execut ed, radicals bot h 
male and female, want ing t o remove al l  t radit ional  inst i t ut ions. 
 3 

 
 
(b)  Target : Corroborat ion by cross-referencing of  sources (AO2)                            (7) 
 

Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple statements which ident ify support / dif ferences at  face 
value. 
1 mark – summarises or paraphrases the sources. 
2 marks for generalised comparisons. 
e.g. The t wo sources disagree about  Louis’  execut ion. 
 

(1-2) 

Level 2 Developed statements ident ifying support  OR challenge based on 
source contents. 
 
e.g.  Dif ferences in t one and cont ent . Source B pleased about  his 
execut ion and Source C remorseful .  Source B ment ions celebrat ions 
about  his deat h and Source C regret s his death. 
 

(3-5) 

Level 3 Developed statements ident ifying support  AND challenge based on 
source contents and extent  of support .  
 
e.g. Level 2. Some support .  Bot h ment ion disrespect  shown af t er 
t he execut ion. Overal l  very l i t t le support  between sources. 
 

(6-7) 

 



(c) Target : Making a j udgement  about  an int erpret at ion, relat ing analysis of  sources 
t o own knowledge (AO1,  A02 and AO3)                                                         (15) 
 

Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple statements, based on sources and/or  own knowledge. 
Answers will often make generalised comments with lit t le or no 
focus on the quest ion. 
 
1-2 marks for answers which summarise or copy sources. 
e.g. Source B says t hat  his blood f lows. 
3-4 marks for answers which at tempt  to answer the quest ion using 
sources or own knowledge. 
 
e.g. Source C shows t hat  t he king’ s deat h was t he worst  feature. 
 

1-4 

Level 2 Developed statements offering evidence for and/ or against  the 
view and is supported with details f rom the sources. 
 
5-6 marks for using sources/ own knowledge only. 
7-8 marks for using the sources and own knowledge. 
 
e.g. Sources B and C suggest  i t  was t he execut ion of  t he King. 
Source B ment ions t he react ion of  people t o his deat h, for example 
t he cries of  j oy. Source C ment ions t he great  courage he showed.   
 

5-8 

Level 3 Developed explanat ion offering support  for and/or against  the view 
and is supported by precisely selected details from the sources. 
 
9-10 marks for using the sources/ own knowledge only. 
11-12 marks for using the sources and own knowledge. 
 
e.g. As Level 2. However Source A suggest s it  was t he mass 
execut ions t hat  t ook place carried out  by t he radicals. 
 

9-12 

Level 4 Sustained argument , explicit ly focused on the quest ion, which 
reviews alternat ive views before giving a balanced j udgement . The 
answer is supported by precisely selected details from sources and 
own knowledge. 
 
13-14 marks for explicit  j udgement  on one factor. 
15-16 marks for explicit  j udgement  comparing the relat ive 
importance of a number of  factors. 
 
e.g. Al t hough execut ion of  t he king was dist ast eful , as suggest ed 
in Sources B and C, Sources A and  D suggest s t hat  i t  was t he scale 
and manner of  t he Terror t hat  was i t s worst  feat ure. More det ai ls 
of  execut ions and arbit rary nat ure, Robespierre and t he Law of  
Suspect s.  

     13-15 

 



B2 
(a) Target : Source comprehension, inference and inference support  (A02)         (3) 
 

Quest ion Answer Mark 

(a) One inference      1 mark 
Two inferences     2 marks 
Three inferences     3 marks 
 

 

 e.g. Overcrowded, basic, Turks in st ronger posit ion, improvised, 
weak defences, ramshackle 3 

 
 
(b)  Target : Corroborat ion by cross-referencing of  sources  (AO2)                          (7) 
 

Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple statements which ident ify support / dif ferences at  face 
value. 
 
1 mark – summarises or paraphrases the sources. 
2 marks for generalised comparisons. 
e.g. The t wo sources disagree about  t he Gal l ipol i  landings. 
 

(1-2) 

Level 2 Developed statements ident ifying support  OR challenge based on 
source contents. 
 
e.g. Dif ferences. Source B suggest s few able t o reach beach due t o 
st rong Turkish defences and heavy casualt ies. Source C suggest s 
landings easy due t o lack of  opposit ion. 
 

(3-5) 

Level 3 Developed statements ident ifying support  AND challenge based on 
source contents and extent  of support . 
 
e.g. Some support  as bot h ment ion boat s and landings. Overal l  
very l i t t le support  as B suggest s landings were a disast er and C 
suggest s t hey were successful .  
 

(6-7) 

 



(c) Target : Making a j udgement  about  an int erpret at ion, relat ing analysis of  sources 
t o own  knowledge (AO1,  A02 and AO3)                                                         (15) 
 

Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple statements, based on sources and/or  own knowledge. 
Answers will often make generalised comments with lit t le or no 
focus on the quest ion. 
 
1-2 marks for answers which summarise or copy sources. 
e.g. Source B says t hat  t he Turks were ready for t hem 
3-4 marks for answers which at tempt  to answer the quest ion using 
sources or own knowledge. 
 
e.g. Source D suggest s it  was due t o lack of  leadership at  t he t op. 
 

1-4 

Level 2 Developed statements offering evidence for and/or against  the 
view and is supported with details f rom the sources. 
 
5-6 marks for using sources/ own knowledge only. 
7-8 marks for using the sources and own knowledge. 
 
e.g. Source B suggest s t hat  t he landings were badly planned, 
resul t ing in heavy casualt ies due t o st rong Turkish defence. 
 

5-8 

Level 3 Developed explanat ion offering support  for and/or against  the view 
and is supported by precisely selected details from the sources. 
 
9-10 marks for using sources/ own knowledge only. 
11-12 marks for using the sources and own knowledge. 
 
e.g. As Level 2. However Sources A, B and C suggest  i t  was due t o 
t he st rength of  t he Turkish opposit ion. 
 

9-12 

Level 4 Sustained argument , explicit ly focused on the quest ion, which 
reviews alternat ive views before giving a balanced j udgement . The 
answer is supported by precisely selected details from sources and 
own knowledge. 
 
13-14 marks for explicit  j udgement  on one factor. 
15-16 marks for explicit  j udgement  comparing the relat ive 
importance of a number of  factors. 
 
e.g. Int er-act ion of  variet y of  fact ors including poor planning and 
preparat ion due t o poor leadership, st rengt h of  Turkish defences 
and at t i t ude of  Turkish defenders. 
 

     13-15 

 
 



B3 
(a) Target : Source comprehension, inference and inference support  (A02)           (3) 
 

Quest ion Answer Mark 

(a) One inference      1 mark 
Two inferences     2 marks 
Three inferences     3 marks 
 

 

 e.g. Lack of  discipl ine in army, great  number of  desert ers, t hey 
seem very happy, of f icers and soldiers t oget her, war not  popular 
wit h bot h soldiers and of f icers 
 3 

 
 
(b)  Target : Corroborat ion by cross-referencing of  sources  (AO2)                           (7) 
 

Level Descr iptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple statements which ident ify support / dif ferences at  face 
value. 
 
1 mark – summarise or paraphrases the sources. 
2 marks for generalised comparisons. 
 
e.g. The t wo sources disagree about  t he sit uat ion in Pet rograd. 
 

(1-2) 

Level 2 Developed statements ident ifying support  OR challenge based on 
source contents. 
 
e.g.  Lit t le support . Source B suggest s t hat  i t  is no t oo serious and 
simply a few hool igans. Source C suggest s very serious and need 
for change of  government .  
 

(3-5) 

Level 3 Developed statements ident ifying support  AND challenge based on 
source contents and extent  of support . 
 
e.g. Level  2. Some support .  Bot h agree t here was some discont ent  
in Pet rograd, especial ly due t o food short ages. Overal l  st rong 
dif ferences, wit h Tsarina t rying t o play down t he nat ure of  t he 
discont ent  and t he President  of  t he Duma t rying t o emphasise it s 
serious nat ure. 
 

(6-7) 

 



(c) Target : Making a j udgement  about  an int erpret at ion, relat ing analysis of  sources 
t o own knowledge (AO1,  A02 and AO3)                                                         (15) 
 

Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple statements, based on sources and/or  own knowledge. 
Answers will often make generalised comments with lit t le or no 
focus on the quest ion. 
 
1-2 marks for answers which summarise or copy sources. 
e.g. Source A shows lot s of  soldiers and of f icers. 
3-4 marks for answers which at tempt  to answer the quest ion using 
sources or own knowledge. 
 
e.g. Source C says t he supply syst ems for food are complet ely 
disorganised. 
 

1-4 

Level 2 Developed statements offering evidence for and/or against  the 
view and is supported with details f rom the sources.   
 
5-6 marks for using sources/ own knowledge only 
7-8 marks for using the sources and own knowledge. 
 
Source D suggest s t hat  food short ages played an import ant  role. 
They led t o inf lat ion and rat ioning. 
 

5-8 

Level 3 Developed explanat ion offering support  for and/or against  the view 
and is supported by precisely selected details from the sources. 
 
9-10 marks for using sources/ own knowledge only. 
11-12 marks for using the sources and own knowledge. 
 
e.g. As Level 2. However, Source A suggest s i t  was due t o defeat s 
in t he First  World War which led t o discont ent  in t he armed forces 
and mass desert ions of  of f icers and men. 
 

9-12 

Level 4 Sustained argument , explicit ly focused on the quest ion, which 
reviews alternat ive views before giving a balanced j udgement . The 
answer is supported by precisely selected details from sources and 
own knowledge. 
 
13-14 marks for explicit  j udgement  on one factor. 
15-16 marks for explicit  j udgement  comparing the relat ive 
importance of a number of  factors. 
 
e.g. As Level 3. Int er-act ion of  variet y of  fact ors, including food 
short ages, Rasput in, mil i t ary defeat , lack of  ef fect ive government , 
t he at t i t ude of  t he Tsar and Tsarina. 
 

     13-15 

 



B4 
(a) Target : Source comprehension, inference and inference support  (A02)          (3) 
 

Quest ion Answer Mark 

(a) One inference      1 mark 
Two inferences     2 marks 
Three inferences     3 marks 
 

 

 e.g. It  did not  work, many ingenious met hods t o get  alcohol, many 
broke t he law, people go to any lengt hs t o get  alcohol 
 3 

 
 
(b)  Target : Corroborat ion by cross-referencing of  sources  (AO2)                           (7) 
 

Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple statements which ident ify support / dif ferences at  face 
value. 
 
1 mark – summarises or paraphrases the sources. 
2 marks for generalised comparisons. 
 
e.g. The t wo sources agree about  t he at t i t ude of  t he pol ice. 
 

(1-2) 

Level 2 Developed statements ident ifying support  OR challenge based on 
source contents. 
 
e.g.  The t wo sources support  each other. They bot h suggest  t hat  
t he pol ice were bribed, in Source B wit h $50 dol lar bi l l  and in C a 
$75 dol lar bi l l .   
 

(3-5) 

Level 3 Developed statements ident ifying support  AND challenge based on 
source contents and extent  of support . 
 
e.g. Level 2. Some dif ferences. Source B suggest s cops keen t o t ake 
bribes but  in C he does i t  reluct ant ly. Overal l  st rong support  as 
bot h agree about  t he bribery of  t he pol ice t o t urn a bl ind eye. 
 

(6-7) 

 



(c) Target : Making a j udgement  about  an int erpret at ion, relat ing analysis of  sources 
t o own knowledge (AO1,  A02 and AO3)                                                         (15) 
 

Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple statements, based on sources and/or  own knowledge. 
Answers will often make generalised comments with lit t le or no 
focus on the quest ion. 
 
1-2 marks for answers which summarise or copy sources. 
e.g. Source B says t hat  t hey had some arrangement s wit h t he cops. 
3-4 marks for answers which at tempt  to answer the quest ion using 
sources or own knowledge. 
 
e.g. Source C suggest s t hat  i t  was due t o corrupt  pol ice. 
 

1-4 

Level 2 Developed statements offering evidence for and/or against  the 
view and is supported with details f rom the sources. 
 
5-6 marks for using sources/ own knowledge only 
7-8 marks for using the sources and own knowledge. 
 
Sources B and C suggest  t hat  i t  was due t o t he corrupt ion of  t he 
pol ice who t ook bribes and t urned a bl ind eye t o speakeasies. 
Source D suggest s it  was due t o t he short age of  of f icials.  
 

5-8 

Level 3 Developed explanat ion offering support  for and/or against  the view 
and is supported by precisely selected details from the sources. 
 
9-10 marks for using sources/ own knowledge only. 
11-12 marks for using the sources and own knowledge. 
 
e.g. As Level 2. However Source A suggest s t hat  i t  was t he 
wil l ingness of  many individuals t o use any means, even i l legal , t o 
access alcohol 
 

9-12 

Level 4 Sustained argument , explicit ly focused on the quest ion, which 
reviews alternat ive views before giving a balanced j udgement . The 
answer is supported by precisely selected details from sources and 
own knowledge. 
 
13-14 marks for explicit  j udgement  on one factor. 
15-16 marks for explicit  j udgement  comparing the relat ive 
importance of a number of  factors. 
 
e.g. As Level 3. Int eract ion of  variet y of  fact ors including corrupt  
of f icials, short age agent s, boot legging and organised crime.  

     13-15 

 



B5 
(a) Target : Source comprehension, inference and inference support  (A02)           (3) 
 

Quest ion Answer Mark 

(a) One inference      1 mark 
Two inferences     2 marks 
Three inferences     3 marks 
 

 

 e.g. Brit ish t roops were cruel , Indians were seen as inferior, 
punishment  was humil iat ing, Brit ish seen as superior 
 3 

 
 
(b)  Target : Corroborat ion by cross-referencing of  sources  (AO2)                          (7) 
 

Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple statements which ident ify support / dif ferences at  face 
value. 
 
1 mark – summarises or paraphrases the sources. 
2 marks for generalised comparisons. 
 
e.g. The t wo sources disagree about  t he Amrit sar Massacre. 
 

(1-2) 

Level 2 Developed statements ident ifying support  OR challenge based on 
source contents. 
 
e.g.  The t wo sources do not  support  each ot her. Source B suggest s 
t hat  t here was a revolut ionary army and t he t roops f ired t o 
prevent  t rouble. Whilst  Source C suggest s t he t roops kil led 
unarmed people.  
 

(3-5) 

Level 3 Developed statements ident ifying support  AND challenge based on 
source contents and extent  of support . 
 
e.g. Level 2. Some support .  Bot h ment ion t hat  t he t roops f i red on 
t he crowd. However, st rong dif ferences in at t i t ude as Source B 
suggest s act ions were j ust if ied and Source C suggest s t hey were 
not . 
 

(6-7) 

 



(c) Target : Making a j udgement  about  an int erpret at ion, relat ing analysis of  sources 
t o own knowledge (AO1,  A02 and AO3)                                                         (15) 
 

Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple statements, based on sources and/or  own knowledge. 
Answers will often make generalised comments with lit t le or no 
focus on the quest ion. 
 
1-2 marks for answers which summarise or copy sources. 
e.g. Source C says t hat  t he crowd were unarmed. 
3-4 marks for answers which at tempt  to answer the quest ion using 
sources or own knowledge. 
 
e.g. Source C suggest s t hat  t he shoot ing was unj ust i f ied. 
 

1-4 

Level 2 Developed statements offering evidence for and/or against  the 
view and is supported with details f rom the sources. 
 
5-6 marks for using sources/ own knowledge only. 
7-8 marks for using the sources and own knowledge. 
 
e.g. Sources B and C suggest  i t  was due t o t he Massacre. Dyer has 
no regret  whi lst  Churchi l l  insist s t hey f ired on an unarmed crowd. 
 

5-8 

Level 3 Developed explanat ion offering support  for and/or against  the view 
and is supported by precisely selected details from the sources. 
 
9-10 marks for using sources/ own knowledge only 
11-12 marks for using the sources and own knowledge. 
 
e.g. As Level 2. Source D suggest s ot her reasons for opposit ion, 
including t he Rowlat t  and Government  of  India Act s and t he 
support  for Gandhi and t he Congress Part y. 
 

9-12 

Level 4 Sustained argument , explicit ly focused on the quest ion, which 
reviews alternat ive views before giving a balanced j udgement . The 
answer is supported by precisely selected details from sources and 
own knowledge. 
 
13-14 marks for explicit  j udgement  on one factor. 
15-16 marks for explicit  j udgement  comparing the relat ive 
importance of a number of  factors. 
 
e.g. As level  3. Int er-act ion of  variet y of  fact ors including Rowlat t  
Act s, Government  of  India Act , act ivi t ies of  Gandhi, long t erm 
desire for independence and t he Massacre. 

     13-15 

 



B6 
(a) Target : Source comprehension, inference and inference support  (A02)         (3) 
 

Quest ion Answer Mark 

(a) One inference      1 mark 
Two inferences     2 marks 
Three inferences     3 marks 
 

 

 e.g. Walesa was a key f igure, t here was popular support  for 
Sol idari t y, many agreed wit h Walesa’ s views, crowds of  workers 
l ist ened ent husiast ical ly t o Walesa 
 3 

 
(b)  Target : Corroborat ion by cross-referencing of  sources  (AO2)                           (7) 
 

Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple statements which ident ify support / dif ferences at  face 
value. 
 
1 mark – summarises or paraphrases the sources. 
2 marks for generalised comparisons. 
e.g. The t wo sources do not  agree about  Walesa. 
 

(1-2) 

Level 2 Developed statements ident ifying support  OR challenge based on 
source contents. 
 
e.g.  The t wo sources do not  support  each ot her. The eyewit ness in 
Source B was impressed wit h Walesa as a person whi lst  Source C 
suggest s he was not  suit able as a leader of  t he t rade union.  
 

(3-5) 

Level 3 Developed statements ident ifying support  AND challenge based on 
source contents and extent  of support . 
 
e.g. Level 2. Some support  as ini t ial ly eyewit ness in Source B 
af raid of  reput at ion of  Walesa and not  impressed much l ike 
int erview in Source C. However st rong dif ferences in at t i t ude. 
Source B event ual ly very impressed unl ike evidence of  Source C.  

(6-7) 

 



(c) Target : Making a j udgement  about  an int erpret at ion, relat ing analysis of  sources 
t o own knowledge (AO1,  A02 and AO3)                                                         (15) 
 

Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple statements, based on sources and/or  own knowledge. 
Answers will often make generalised comments with lit t le or no 
focus on the quest ion. 
 
1-2 marks for answers which summarise or copy sources. 
e.g. Source A shows Walesa t alking t o t he workers. 
3-4 marks for answers which at tempt  to answer the quest ion using 
sources or own knowledge. 
 
e.g. Source A suggest s t hat  Walesa was a f r iendly leader. 
 

1-4 

Level 2 Developed statements offering evidence for and/or against  the 
view and is supported with details f rom the sources.    
 
5-6 marks for using sources/ own knowledge only 
7-8 marks for using the sources and own knowledge. 
 
e.g. Sources A and B suggest  i t  was due t o t he leadership of  
Walesa. In A he is t he cent ral  f igure holding t he at t ent ion of  t he 
workers. The eyewit ness in B describes him as very impressive. 
 

5-8 

Level 3 Developed explanat ion offering support  for and/or against  the view 
and is supported by precisely selected details from the sources. 
 
9-10 marks for using sources/ own knowledge only 
11-12 marks for using the sources and own knowledge. 
 
e.g. As Level 2. Source C suggest s he was not  an impressive leader. 
Source D provides ot her reasons for emergence of  Sol idarit y, 
especial ly poor social  and economic condit ions.  
 

9-12 

Level 4 Sustained argument , explicit ly focused on the quest ion, which 
reviews alternat ive views before giving a balanced j udgement . The 
answer is supported by precisely selected details from sources and 
own knowledge. 
 
13-14 marks for explicit  j udgement  on one factor. 
15-16 marks for explicit  j udgement  comparing the relat ive 
importance of a number of  factors. 
 
e.g. As Level  3. Int er-act ion of  variet y fact ors. More long t erm 
discont ent  wit h Soviet  cont rol  and communism, suppression of  
Cat hol ic Church, poor economy, inf lat ion and t he leadership of  
Walesa. 

     13-15 

 



SECTION C 
 

C1 (a) : Target : Source comprehension (A02)                                                        (3) 
 

Quest ion Answer Mark 

(a) One factor      1 mark 
Two factors      2 marks 
Three factors      3 marks 
 

 

 e.g. Belgians disl iked union, Cat hol ic Flemings disl iked being 
wit h Prot est ant  Dut ch, Dut ch dominat ed t op j obs, Dut ch 
cont rol led educat ion, few Belgians got  higher posit ions in 
government  and army. 
 3 

 
(b) Target : Key feat ures/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                         (7)  
 

Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of  key features 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
e.g. The French king was overt hrown. Met t ernich resigned. 
 
1 mark for one simple statement . 
2 marks for two or more. 
 

(1-2) 

Level 2 Developed statements of key features 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
e.g. Second Republ ic set  up. Louis Napoleon -President . Event s in 
Vienna. Promise of  parl iament . Emancipat ion Law. 
 
3 marks for one developed statement . 
4-5 marks for two or more. 
 

(3-5) 

Level 3 Developed exposit ion of key features 
 
An exposit ion of more than one factor supported by selected 
knowledge. (One explained factor should be marked at  the top of 
Level 2.) 
 
e.g. As Level 2. Could include more det ails of  unpopularit y of  Louis 
Phil ippe and t he new Republ ic in France and reasons for out break 
of  revolut ion in Aust ria and event s in Vienna .  
 
6 marks for two or more factors. 
7 marks for answers which show links between factors. 

(6-7) 



(c) Target : Analysis of  change/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                (15) 
 
 

Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of  change 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
Low level 1 (1-2) Repet it ion of the provided st imulus material with 
no development .  
Higher Level (3-4) For unfocused descript ion. 
 
e.g. There was a Greek rising against  t he Turks which began in 
1822. 
 

(1-4) 

Level 2 Developed statements of change 
 
Developed statements using the st imulus and/ or addit ional 
material.  Most ly relevant  and accurate but  with an implicit  focus 
on the quest ion. 
 
Low level 2 (5-6) Mainly narrat ive or one st imuli  only 
 
e.g. The Great  Powers had dif ferent  aims in t he Greek War of  
Independence. Russian support  for Greeks – desire for great er 
inf luence and cont rol  of  St rait s. Brit ish desire t o st op Russian 
expansion. Great  Powers dif ferent  aims in Belgium. Brit ish 
det ermined t o st op growt h of  French inf luence. 
High level 2 (7-8) Develops two or more of st imuli or other relevant  
informat ion. 
 

(5-8) 

Level 3 Developed explanat ion of change 
 
Developed explanat ion of more than one factor f rom st imulus 
and/ or addit ional material and is able to make links between some 
factors. The answer mainly focuses on the quest ion. 
 
Low level 3 (9-10). Considers a variety of factors but  links implicit .  
High level 3 (11-12). Considers a variety of factors and links 
explicit .  
 
e.g. Level 2 but  l inks Russian aims t o Bri t ish fears. Explains 
reasons for and ef fect s of  int ervent ion of  Mehemet  Al i and Bri t ish 
at t i t ude t o decision Louis-Phil ippe t o wit hdraw candidat e. 
 

(9-12) 



 

Level 4 A sustained argument    
 
This considers the inter-relat ionship between a range of factors 
from the st imulus and/ or addit ional material  and makes 
j udgements on the extent  of  change and/ or cont inuity. 
 
Low level 4 (13-14) Addresses inter-relat ionship between various 
factors. 
High level 4 (15) Addresses the extent  of change and/ or cont inuity. 
 
e.g. As Level 3. Links Mehemet  Al i t o Great  Power int ervent ion and 
considers impact  of  Russo-Turkish War and Treat y of  Adrianople on 
t he course of  t he Greek War of  Independence.  Could address slow 
pace of  change due t o great  power dif ferences in early years of  
revol t .  Judgement  of  ext ent  Great  Powers ensured success of  
Belgian revol t . . . .  

(13-15) 

 
 



C2 (a) : Target : Source comprehension (A02)                                                    (3) 
 
Quest ion Answer Mark 

(a) One factor      1 mark 
Two factors      2 marks 
Three factors      3 marks 
 

 

 e.g. French use very dest ruct ive grapeshot , at t acked on 
horseback, successful  at  f irst , new Brit ish t act ics, French 
defeat ed 

 

 
(b) Target : Key feat ures/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                          (7) 
 

Level Descr iptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of key features 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. Napoleon defeat ed t he Russian and Aust rian armies.  
      The French reached f rom Moscow. 
 
1 mark for one simple statement . 
2 marks for two or more. 
 

(1-2) 

Level 2 Developed statements of key features 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. Af t er reaching Moscow Napoleon’ s army was forced t o ret reat . 
The French faced severe weat her condit ions. 
French t act ics at  Aust erl i t z and how defeat ed t he Coal it ion forces. 
 
3 marks for one developed statement . 
4-5 marks for two or more. 
 

(3-5) 

Level 3 Developed exposit ion of key features 
 
An exposit ion of more than one factor supported by selected 
knowledge. (One explained factor should be marked at  the top of 
Level 2.) 
 
e.g. As Level 2. Links ret reat  wit h weather. Could include 
Borodino and ef fect s of  ret reat .  
Links French t act ics t o weaknesses of  Coal it ion forces. Could 
include ef fect s of  bat t le on Coal it ion.  
 
6 marks for two or more factors. 
7 marks for answers which show links between factors. 

(6-7) 



(c) Target : Analysis of  change/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                       (15) 
 

Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of  change 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
Low level 1 (1-2) Repet it ion of the provided st imulus material with 
no development .  
 
Higher Level 1 (3-4) For unfocused descript ion. 
 
e.g. In 1805 t here was a bat t le bet ween t he Bri t ish and French 
navies. 
 

(1-4) 

Level 2 Developed statements of change 
 
Developed statements using the st imulus and/ or addit ional 
material.  Most ly relevant  and accurate but  with an implicit  focus 
on the quest ion. 
 
Low level 2 (5-6) Mainly narrat ive or one st imulus  only 
e.g. As Level 1. More det ails of  bat t le.  
 
High level 2 (7-8) Develops two or more of st imuli or other relevant  
informat ion. 
 

(5-8) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Level 3 Developed explanat ion of change 
 
Developed explanat ion of more than one factor f rom st imulus 
and/ or addit ional material and is able to make links between some 
factors. The answer mainly focuses on the quest ion. 
 
Low level 3 (9-10). Considers a variety of factors but  links implicit .  
High level 3 (11-12). Considers a variety of factors and links 
explicit .  
 
e.g. Level 2 but  great er focus on changes brought  about  by t he 
bat t le and l inks t his wit h lat er development s in st eam power and 
iron ships. 
 

(9-12) 



 

Level 4 A sustained argument    
 
This considers the inter-relat ionship between a range of factors 
from the st imulus and/ or addit ional material  and makes 
j udgements on the extent  of  change and/ or cont inuity. 
 
Low level 4 (13-14) Addresses inter-relat ionship between various 
factors. 
High level 4 (15) Addresses the extent  of change and/ or cont inuity. 
 
e.g. Links developments in st eam power and iron ships t o 
dreadnought . Could make j udgement s on extent  of  change 1803-
1905. Lack of  change or slow pace especial ly mid-nineteent h 
cent ury. 

(13-15) 

 



C3 (a) : Target : Source comprehension (A02)                                                           (3) 
 
Quest ion Answer Mark 

(a) One factor      1 mark 
Two factors      2 marks 
Three factors      3 marks 
 

 

 e.g. Not  wel l  t reated, no ambulance or t ransport ,  given 
infect ed wat er, lack of  hygiene, t et anus caused more 
problems 
 3 

 
(b) Target : Key feat ures/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                        (7)    
 

Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of  key features 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. Florence  nursed wounded soldiers. 
  El izabet h became a doct or. 
       
1 mark for one simple statement . 
2 marks for two or more. 
 

(1-2) 

Level 2 Developed statements of key features 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. Florence’ s work in hospit al  at  Scut ari,  lat er improvement s in 
nursing. 
El izabet h and role model as doctor, New Hospit al  for Women. 
 
3 marks for one developed statement . 
4-5 marks for two or more. 
 

(3-5) 

Level 3 Developed exposit ion of key features 
 
An exposit ion of more than one factor supported by selected 
knowledge. (One explained factor should be marked at  the top of 
Level 2.) 
 
e.g. As Level 2. Could include more det ails of  Florence’ s work in 
Scut ari and af t er and of  El izabet h and t he New Hospit al  and 
London School of  Medicine for Women.  
 
6 marks for two or more factors. 
7 marks for answers which show links between factors. 

(6-7) 

 



(c) Target : Analysis of  change/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                (15) 
 

Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of  change 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
Low level 1 (1-2) Repet it ion of the provided st imulus material with 
no development .  
 
Higher Level 1 (3-4) For unfocused descript ion. 
 
e.g. Describes Past eur’ s experiment s wit h f lasks. 
  

(1-4) 

Level 2 Developed statements of change 
 
Developed statements using the st imulus and/ or addit ional 
material.  Most ly relevant  and accurate but  with an implicit  focus 
on the quest ion. 
 
Low level 2 (5-6) Mainly narrat ive or one st imulus  only 
e.g. As Level 1. More det ails of  Past eur’ s  experiment s wit h f lasks 
and l ink wit h germ t heory and work of  Koch. 
 
High level 2 (7-8) Develops two or more of st imuli or other relevant  
informat ion. 
 

(5-8) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Level 3 Developed explanat ion of change 
 
Developed explanat ion of more than one factor f rom st imulus 
and/ or addit ional material and is able to make links between some 
factors. The answer mainly focuses on the quest ion. 
 
Low level 3 (9-10). Considers a variety of factors but  links implicit .  
High level 3 (11-12). Considers a variety of factors and links 
explicit .  
 
e.g. Level 2 but  great er focus on changes brought  about  by 
Past eur’ s and Koch’ s work and compet it ion between t wo. Link 
work of  t hese two to Ehrl ich and t he development  of  t he Magic 
Bul let . 
 

(9-12) 



 

Level 4 A sustained argument    
 
This considers the inter-relat ionship between a range of factors 
from the st imulus and/ or addit ional material  and makes 
j udgements on the extent  of  change and/ or cont inuity. 
 
Low level 4 (13-14) Addresses inter-relat ionship between various 
factors. 
High level 4 (15) Addresses the extent  of change and/ or cont inuity. 
 
e.g. Could compare si t uat ion 1850 to 1950 but  addresses 
short comings of  work of  Past eur, Koch, Ehrl ich and Fleming. 

(13-15) 

 



C4 (a) : Target : Source comprehension (A02)                                                     (3) 
 
Quest ion Answer Mark 

(a) One factor      1 mark 
Two factors      2 marks 
Three factors      3 marks 
 

 

 e.g. Repaired sprayers, showed how t o chlorinat e wat er, 
removed refuse, inoculat ed against  bubonic plague 
 3 

 
 
(b) Target : Key feat ures/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                        (7) 
 

Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of  key features 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. Refugee Commission helped refugees. 
 WHO has improved heal t h al l  over t he world. 
 
1 mark for one simple statement .  
2 marks for two or more. 
 

(1-2) 

Level 2 Developed statements of key features 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. Achievement  of  Refugees Commission in ret urning refugees t o 
t heir original homes. General  work of  eit her WHO or gives specif ic 
examples, e.g. WHO and t ackl ing cholera epidemic in Egypt  in 
1947.  
 
3 marks for one developed statement . 
4-5 marks for two or more. 
 

(3-5) 

Level 3 Developed exposit ion of key features 
 
An exposit ion of more than one factor supported by selected 
knowledge. (One explained factor should be marked at  the top of 
Level 2.) 
 
e.g. As Level 2.Great er exposit ion of  general  and specif ic feat ures 
of  work of   Refugees Commission or WHO. 
 
6 marks for two or more factors. 
7 marks for answers which show links between factors. 

(6-7) 

 



(c) Target : Analysis of  change/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                (15) 
 

Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of  change 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
Low level 1 (1-2) Repet it ion of the provided st imulus material with 
no development .  
 
Higher Level 1 (3-4) For unfocused descript ion. 
e.g. The League fai led in Corfu. The UN was successful  over t he 
Suez Crisis. 
 

(1-4) 

Level 2 Developed statements of change 
 
Developed statements using the st imulus and/ or addit ional 
material.  Most ly relevant  and accurate but  with an implicit  focus 
on the quest ion. 
 
Low level 2 (5-6) Mainly narrat ive or one st imulus only 
e.g. As Level 1. More det ails of  League’ s fai lure in Corfu and UN 
success over Suez Crisis.. . . . .  
 
High level 2 (7-8) Develops two or more of st imuli or other relevant  
informat ion. 
 

(5-8) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Level 3 Developed explanat ion of change 
 
Developed explanat ion of more than one factor f rom st imulus 
and/ or addit ional material and is able to make links between some 
factors. The answer mainly focuses on the quest ion. 
 
Low level 3 (9-10). Considers a variety of factors but  links implicit .  
High level 3 (11-12). Considers a variety of factors and links 
explicit .  
 
e.g. Level 2 but  l inks fai lures of  League in Corfu and Manchuria or 
successes of  UN in Korean and Suez Crisis... . . . .  
 

(9-12) 



 

Level 4 A sustained argument    
 
This considers the inter-relat ionship between a range of factors 
from the st imulus and/ or addit ional material  and makes 
j udgements on the extent  of  change and/ or cont inuity. 
 
Low level 4 (13-14) Addresses inter-relat ionship between various 
factors. 
High level 4 (15) Addresses the extent  of change and/ or cont inuity. 
 
e.g. As L3 but  j udgement  on ext ent  success/ fai lure of  t wo 
organisat ions in t heir peacekeeping role... . . .  

(13-15) 

 



C5 (a) : Target : Source comprehension (A02)                                                        (3) 
 
Quest ion Answer Mark 

(a) One factor      1 mark 
Two factors      2 marks 
Three factors      3 marks 
 

 

 e.g. A lot  of  Jewish immigrat ion in 1920s, increased even more 
in mid-1930s, many Jews escaping Nazi persecut ion, 
proport ion Jews t o Arabs increased, Bri t ish t ried t o cont rol  
 

 

 
 
(b) Target : Key feat ures/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                       (7) 
 

Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of key features 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. Jewish t errorist s at t acked t he Arabs and the Bri t ish. 
Un Part i t ion Plan seemed t o favour Jews. 
 
1 mark for one simple statement . 
2 marks for two or more. 
 

(1-2) 

Level 2 Developed statements of key features 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. At t ack on King David Hot el  and murder of  Bri t ish t roops, 
Det ails of  plans.  
 
3 marks for one developed statement . 
4-5 marks for two or more. 
 

(3-5) 

Level 3 Developed exposit ion of key features 
 
An exposit ion of more than one factor supported by selected 
knowledge. (One explained factor should be marked at  the top of 
Level 2.) 
 
e.g. As Level 2. Could describe react ions of  Brit ish t o Jewish 
t errorism. Could include react ion of  Palest inians and Arab st at es. 
 
6 marks for two or more factors. 
7 marks for answers which show links between factors. 
 

(6-7) 

 



(c) Target : Analysis of  change/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                (15) 
 

Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of  change 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
Low level 1 (1-2) Repet it ion of the provided st imulus, material with 
no development .  
 
Higher Level 1 (3-4) For unfocused descript ion 
 
e.g. The USA got  involved in t he Suez Crisis. 
 

(1-4) 

Level 2 Developed statements of change 
 
Developed statements using the st imulus and/ or addit ional 
material.  Most ly relevant  and accurate but  with an implicit  focus 
on the quest ion. 
 
Low level 2 (5-6) Mainly narrat ive or one st imulus only. 
 
e.g. As Level 1. More det ails of  reasons for and ef fect s of  US 
involvement  in Suez Crisis. 
 
High level 2 (7-8) Develops two or more of st imuli or other relevant  
informat ion. 
 

(5-8) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Level 3 Developed explanat ion of change 
 
Developed explanat ion of more than one factor f rom st imulus 
and/ or addit ional material and is able to make links between some 
factors. The answer mainly focuses on the quest ion. 
 
Low level 3 (9-10). Considers a variety of factors but  links implicit .  
High level 3 (11-12). Considers a variety of factors and links 
explicit .  
 
e.g. Level 2 but  great er focus on ef fect s of  US involvement  in Suez 
Crisis. Links t his wit h US aims in area and Cold War rivalry. 
 

(9-12) 



 

Level 4 A sustained argument    
 
This considers the inter-relat ionship between a range of factors 
from the st imulus and/ or addit ional material  and makes 
j udgements on the extent  of  change and/ or cont inuity. 
 
Low level 4 (13-14) Addresses inter-relat ionship between various 
factors. 
High level 4 (15) Addresses the extent  of change and/ or cont inuity. 
 
e.g. Massive inf luence of  USA on course of  event s during Suez 
Crisis. Less inf luence on 1967, but  Soviet  int ervent ion very 
import ant  in 1973. 

(13-15) 

 



C6 (a) : Target : Source comprehension (A02)                                                           (3) 
 
Quest ion Answer Mark 

(a) One factor      1 mark 
Two factors      2 marks 
Three factors      3 marks 
 

 

 e.g. Town four t imes bigger, underground mines, pet rol  
plant s, Five-Year Plan great  success, building work, new 
bridge 
 3 

 
(b) Target : Key feat ures/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                          (7) 
 

Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of  key features 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. Deng want ed help f rom t he West . 
The Gang of  Four were support ers of  Mao. 
 
1 mark for one simple statement . 
2 marks for two or more. 
 

(1-2) 

Level 2 Developed statements of key features 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. More det ails of  Deng’ s economic changes including foreign 
loans and j oining t he IMF Aims and leaders of  t he Gang of  Four. 
 
3 marks for one developed statement . 
4-5 marks for two or more. 
 

(3-5) 

Level 3 Developed exposit ion of key features 
 
An exposit ion of more than one factor supported by selected 
knowledge. (One explained factor should be marked at  the top of 
Level 2.) 
 
e.g. As Level 2. Could include more det ai ls of  ef fect s of  Deng’ s 
economic pol icies. Could describe react ions of  Hua and Deng t o 
Gang of  Four and t heir arrest . 
 
6-7 marks for two or more factors. 
 

(6-7) 

 



(c) Target : Analysis of  change/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                (15) 
 

Level Descriptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of  change 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
Low level 1 (1-2) Repet it ion of the provided st imulus material with 
no development .  
 
Higher Level 1 (3-4) For unfocused descript ion. 
 
e.g. There was much change in support .. . . .  
 

(1-4) 

Level 2 Developed statements of change 
 
Developed statements using the st imulus and/ or addit ional 
material.  Most ly relevant  and accurate but  with an implicit  focus 
on the quest ion. 
 
Low level 2 (5-6) Mainly narrat ive or one st imulus only. 
 
e.g. As Level 1. More det ails of  changes in support  such as increase 
af t er Long March and Civi l  War 
 
High level 2 (7-8) Develops two or more of st imuli or other relevant  
informat ion. 
 

(5-8) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Level 3 Developed explanat ion of change 
 
Developed explanat ion of more than one factor f rom st imulus 
and/ or addit ional material and is able to make links between some 
factors. The answer mainly focuses on the quest ion. 
 
Low level 3 (9-10). Considers a variety of factors but  links implicit .  
High level 3 (11-12). Considers a variety of factors and links 
explicit .  
 
e.g. Level 2 but  l inks increase in support  af t er Long March and 
during t he Civi l  War, especial ly act ions of  Red Guards v peasant s. 

(9-12) 



 

Level 4 A sustained argument    
 
This considers the inter-relat ionship between a range of factors 
from the st imulus and/ or addit ional material  and makes 
j udgements on the extent  of  change and/ or cont inuity. 
 
Low level 4 (13-14) Addresses inter-relat ionship between various 
factors. 
High level 4 (15) Addresses the extent  of change and/ or cont inuity. 
 
e.g. Level 3. Makes j udgement s on ext ent  of  change in years 1934-
70 

(13-15) 

 



C7 (a) : Target : Source comprehension (A02)                                                       (3) 
 
Quest ion Answer Mark 

(a) One factor      1 mark 
Two factors      2 marks 
Three factors      3 marks 
 

 

 e.g. Black Sout h Af ricans had poor l iving condit ions, t hey 
worked as servant s, had poor clot hing, no money, second class 
in everyt hing 
 

 

 
 
(b) Target : Key feat ures/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                          (7) 
 

Level Descr iptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of key features 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. Bot ha gave blacks some right s. 
      de Klerk got  r id of  apart heid. 
 
1 mark for one simple statement . 
2 marks for two or more. 
 

(1-2) 

Level 2 Developed statements of key features 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. More det ai ls of  r ight s given t o black South Af ricans, such as 
al lowed t o j oin t rade unions and removal of  Pass Laws. 
More det ails, e.g.,   removal of  apart heid laws and release of  
Mandela under de Klerk.  
 
3 marks for one developed statement . 
4-5 marks for two or more. 
 

(3-5) 

Level 3 Developed exposit ion of key features 
 
An exposit ion of more than one factor supported by selected 
knowledge. (One explained factor should be marked at  the top of 
Level 2.) 
 
e.g. As Level  2. React ions and/ or l imit at ions of  Bot ha’ s measures. 
More on t ransit ion t o black majori t y rule or dif f icul t ies in t alks 
wit h Mandela. 
6 marks for two or more factors. 
7 marks for answers which show links between factors. 

(6-7) 



(c) Target : Analysis of  change/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                (15) 
 

Level Descr iptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of change 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
Low level 1 (1-2) Repet it ion of the provided st imulus material with 
no development .  
 
Higher Level 1 (3-4) For unfocused descript ion 
e.g. Kenyat t a was t he f irst  president  of  Kenya. 
 

(1-4) 

Level 2 Developed statements of change 
 
Developed statements using the st imulus and/ or addit ional 
material.  Most ly relevant  and accurate but  with an implicit  focus 
on the quest ion. 
 
Low level 2 (5-6) Mainly narrat ive or one st imulus only. 
e.g. As Level  1. More det ai ls of  achievement s of  individuals as 
leaders. 
 
High level 2 (7-8) Develops two or more of st imuli or other relevant  
informat ion. 
 

(5-8) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Level 3 Developed explanat ion of change 
 
Developed explanat ion of more than one factor from st imulus 
and/ or addit ional material,  and is able to make links between some 
factors. The answer mainly focuses on the quest ion. 
 
Low level 3 (9-10). Considers a variety of factors but  links implicit .  
High level 3 (11-12). Considers a variety of factors and links 
explicit .  
e.g. Level  2 but  greater l inks bet ween  independence movement  
and colonial period t o t he changes made by t he individuals. 
 

(9-12) 



 

Level 4 A sustained argument    
 
This considers the inter-relat ionship between a range of factors 
from the st imulus and/ or addit ional material  and makes 
j udgements on the extent  of  change and/ or cont inuity. 
 
Low level 4 (13-14) Addresses inter-relat ionship between various 
factors. 
High level 4 (15) Addresses the extent  of change and/ or cont inuity. 
 
e.g. As level  3 but  could make j udgement s on ext ent  of  change and 
cont inuit y and whet her changes brought  about  by leaders were for 
success/ fai lure.  

(13-15) 

 
 
 
 



C8 (a) : Target : Source comprehension (A02)                                                     (3) 
 
Quest ion Answer Mark 

(a) One factor      1 mark 
Two factors      2 marks 
Three factors      3 marks 
 

 

 e.g. Dif f icul t  t o ident if y t he Viet cong, t hey hid in t he j ungles, 
t hey disappeared int o t unnels, t hey ki l led American t roops 
wit h booby t raps  
 3 

 
 
(b) Target : Key feat ures/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                          (7) 
 

Level Descr iptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of key features 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
e.g. The U-boat s used wol f -pack t act ics. 
The Japanese at t acked Pearl  Harbor. 
 
1 mark for one simple statement . 
2 marks for two or more. 
 

(1-2) 

Level 2 Developed statements of key features 
 
The candidate supports their statement  with relevant  contextual 
knowledge.  
 
e.g. Det ails of  wolf -pack t act ics, ant i U-boat  measures. 
Det ails of  Pearl  Harbor, Bat t le of  Midway. 
 
3 marks for one developed statement . 
4-5 marks for two or more. 
 

(3-5) 

Level 3 Developed exposit ion of key features 
 
An exposit ion of more than one factor supported by selected 
knowledge. (One explained factor should be marked at  the top of 
Level 2.) 
 
e.g. As Level  2. Could include reasons for eventual Al l ied success 
in At lant ic. In Pacif ic, could describe impact  of  aircraf t  carrier on 
war. 
 
6 marks for two or more factors. 
7 marks for answers which show links between factors. 

(6-7) 

 



(c) Target : Analysis of  change/ recal l  of  knowledge (A01)                                (15) 
 

Level Descr iptor Mark 

Level 1 Simple or generalised statements of change 
 
The candidate makes statements which lack any support ing 
contextual knowledge or makes unsupported generalisat ions.  
 
Low level 1 (1-2) Repet it ion of the provided st imulus material with 
no development .  
 
Higher Level 1 (3-4) For unfocused descript ion. 
e.g. Brief  descript ion of  t act ics of  Bl i t zkrieg. 
 

(1-4) 

Level 2 Developed statements of change 
 
Developed statements using the st imulus and/ or addit ional 
material.  Most ly relevant  and accurate but  with an implicit  focus 
on the quest ion. 
 
Low level 2 (5-6) Mainly narrat ive or one st imulus only. 
e.g. As Level  1. More det ai ls of  t act ics of  Bl i t zkrieg wit h examples 
of  i t s successes 1939-40.  
High level 2 (7-8) Develops two or more of st imuli or other relevant  
informat ion. 
 

(5-8) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Level 3 Developed explanat ion of change 
 
Developed explanat ion of more than one factor from st imulus 
and/ or addit ional material.and is able to make links between some 
factors. The answer mainly focuses on the quest ion. 
 
Low level 3 (9-10). Considers a variety of factors but  links implicit .  
High level 3 (11-12). Considers a variety of factors and links 
explicit .  
e.g.As level 2. Could show l inks bet ween Bl it zkrieg 1939-43 and 
t act ics of  Israel  1967 or combined operat ions D-Day and f i rst  Gulf  
War. 
 

(9-12) 



 

Level 4 A sustained argument    
 
This considers the inter-relat ionship between a range of factors 
from the st imulus and/ or addit ional material  and makes 
j udgements on the extent  of  change and/ or cont inuity. 
 
Low level 4 (13-14) Addresses inter-relat ionship between various 
factors. 
High level 4 (15) Addresses the extent  of change and/ or cont inuity. 
 
e.g. Judgement  on ext ent  of  change and cont inuit y during and 
af t er Second World,  more especial ly use of  bl it zkrieg and 
combined operat ions. 

(13-15) 

 
 


