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Gen er a l  Mar k in g  Gu id an ce  
 
 

• All candidates must  receive the same t reatment .  Exam iners must  

mark the first  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 om issions.  

•   Exam iners 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. 

Exam iners should always award full m arks if deserved, i.e. if the answer 

matches the mark scheme.  Exam iners 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, m ark schemes will provide the 

pr inciples by which marks will be awarded and exemplificat ion may be 

lim ited.  

•  When exam iners 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. 
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1  ( a)  Target :  Recall of knowledge (AO1) ( 3 )  
 

Qu est ion  

Nu m b er  
An sw er  Mar k  

( a)  The Erfurt  Union (1850) , the alliance between Prussi 

and and I taly (1866) , the establishm ent  of the North 

Germ an Confederat ion (1867) , the Em s Telegram  (J 
1870) , the the Bat t le of Sedan (Septem ber 1870) .  
1  m ar k  

3 in correct  sequence 

2  m ar k s  

4/ 5 in correct  sequence 
3  m ar k s 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Max im u m  3  

m ar k s 
 

( b )  Target :  Recall,  select ion and com m unicat ion of knowledge of history (AO1: 2) , 

explanat ion of consequence (AO2: 2)  
 

( 4 )  
 

Level  Descr ip t o r  Mar k  

0  No r ew ar d ab le m at er ia l  0  
Level  1  Sim p le ex p lan at ion  o f  con seq u en ce  

 
The student  gives an explanat ion which lacks any 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions. 
 
eg This led to the Franco-Prussian War. 

 
eg This was a m ajor victory for Prussia during the 

Franco-Prussian War. 

( 1 - 2 )  

Level  2  Ex p lan at ion  o f  con seq u en ce  

 
The student  gives an explanat ion supported by 

relevant  contextual knowledge. 
 
eg The Em s Telegram  led to the French declarat ion 

of war on Prussia because Bism arck am ended the 

original telegram  to m ake it  appear that  William  of 

Prussia had snubbed the French am bassador...  

 
eg This was the bat t le that  decided the outcom e of 

the Franco-Prussian War.  France was defeated by 

the Prussians with the loss of 82,000 pr isoners 

including Napoleon I I I … 

( 3 - 4 )  

 



( c)  Target :  Recall,  select ion and com m unicat ion of knowledge of history (AO1: 4) , 

explanat ion and analysis of causat ion (AO2: 4)  

 

 
 

( 8 )  
 

Level  Descr ip t o r  Mar k  

0  No r ew ar d ab le m at er ia l  0  
Lev el  1  Sim p le ex p lan at ion  o f  cau sat ion  

 
The student  gives an explanat ion which lacks 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions. 
 
eg Because of the superior Prussian arm ies. 

 
1 m ark for one sim ple explanat ion. 

2 m arks for two or m ore. 

( 1 - 2 )  

Level  2  Su pp or t ed  ex p lan at ion  o f  cau sat ion  

 
The student  supports the explanat ion, select ing 

relevant  contextual knowledge. 
 
eg One reason was because of the superior  

Prussian arm y which had the advantage of 

excellent  leadership, a well-developed railway 

network and superior arm am ents including the 
breech- loading needle gun... 

 
3-4 m arks for explanat ion of one cause. 
4-5 m arks for explanat ion of two or m ore causes 

Award m arks according to the quality of the 

explanat ion. 

( 3 - 5 )  

Level  3  Dev elop ed  ex p lan at io n  an d  an a ly sis o f  

cau sat ion  

 
An explanat ion of factor (s)  supported by precisely 

selected knowledge. At  this level the explanat ion 

should show how the cause(s)  led to the outcom e. 
 
eg As level 2. Further explanat ion of the superior  

Prussian arm y. This could be linked to the 

diplom at ic isolat ion of Aust r ia.. .  

 
6  m arks for one explained factor which shows how 

the cause led to the outcom e. 

7  m arks for two or more explained factors which 

show how the cause led to the outcom e. 
8  m arks for answers which show how causes 

com bined to produce an outcom e. 

( 6 - 8 )  

 



( d )  Target :  Recall,  select ion and com m unicat ion of knowledge of history (AO1: 3) , 

explanat ion and analysis of causat ion (AO2: 4) , com prehension of source (AO3: 3)  

 

 
 
( 1 0 )  

 
Level  Descr ip t o r  Mar k  

0  No r ew ar d ab le m at er ia l  0  
Lev el  1  Sim p le ex p lan at ion  o f  cau sat ion  u sin g  t h e 

sou r ce o r  ow n  k n o w led g e  
 
The student  gives an explanat ion which lacks 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions, or selects from  the 

source without  elaborat ion. 
 
eg This was due to the benefits of the Zollverein.  

 
1 m ark for one sim ple explanat ion. 

2 m arks for two or m ore. 

( 1 - 2 )  

Level  2  Su p p or t ed  ex p lan at io n  o f  cau sat i on  

 
The student  supports the explanat ion select ing 

relevant  inform at ion. 

3-4 m arks for a suppor ted explanat ion using the 

source or  own knowledge. 

4-5 m arks for a suppor ted explanat ion using the 

source an d  own knowledge. 

 
Award m arks according to the quality of the 

explanat ion. 

 
eg Explains the benefits of the Zollverein especially 

increased t rade between the m em ber states... 

( 3 - 5 )  

Lev el  3  Dev elop ed  ex p lan at ion  o f  o n e f act o r  
su p p or t ed  b y  p r ecisely  select ed  k n ow led g e  

 
At  this level the explanat ion should show how the 

cause led to the outcom e. 

 
6  m arks for one explained factor using own 

knowledge only. 
7  m arks for one explained factor using the source 

and own knowledge. 

 
eg As level 2. More details of the developm ent  and 

benefits of the Zollverein including the leadership of 

Prussia and the absence of Austr ia.. .… 

( 6 - 7 )  

Lev el  4  Dev elop ed  ex p lan at ion  an d  an a ly sis o f  m o r e 

t h an  o n e f act o r  u sin g  t h e sou r ce an d  ow n  

k n ow led g e  

 
At  this level the explanat ion should show how the 

causes led to the outcom e. 

8 m arks for explanat ion of two causes linked to the 

stated outcom e. 

( 8 - 1 0 )  

 



 

 9-10 m arks for answers which show how the 

causes com bined to produce the outcom e. 

 
eg As Level 3. Could link the growth and benefits of 

the Zollverein to the developm ent  of railways …. 

 

 

Tot a l  f o r  Qu est ion  1  =  2 5  m ar k s 

 



2  ( a)  Target :  Recall of knowledge (AO1) ( 3 )  
 

Qu est ion  

Nu m b er  
An sw er  Mar k  

( a)  The Law of Convents (1855) , the Orsini Bom b Plot  (Janua 
1858) , the Pact  of Plom bières (July 1858) , Garibaldi’s ar  
enter the Papal States (1860) , the death of Cavour (1861  

2 in correct  sequence 

1  m ar k  

3 in correct  sequence 
2  m ar k s  

4/ 5 in correct  sequence 

3  m ar k s 

 
m  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Max im u m  3  

m ar k s 
 

( b )  Target :  Recall,  select ion and com m unicat ion of knowledge of history (AO1: 2) , 

explanat ion of consequence (AO2: 2)  
 

( 4 )  
 

Level  Descr ip t o r  Mar k  

0  No r ew ar d ab le m at er ia l  0  
Lev el  1  Sim p le ex p lan at ion  o f  con seq u en ce  

 
The student  gives an explanat ion which lacks any 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions. 
 
eg This alarm ed Cavour who sent  an army. 

 
eg This encouraged Napoleon I I I  to support  I talian 

unificat ion. 

( 1 - 2 )  

Level  2  Ex p lan at ion  o f  con seq u en ce  

 
The student  gives an explanat ion supported by 

relevant  contextual knowledge. 
 
eg Cavour feared Garibaldi m ight  m arch on Rom e 

and provoke the Catholic powers of Europe. He sent  

an arm y which stopped this advance... 

 
eg This encouraged Napoleon I I I  to support  I talian 
unificat ion as he now believed Austrian involvem ent  
in I taly would lead to m ore terror ism .. . 

( 3 - 4 )  

 



( c)  Target :  Recall,  select ion and com m unicat ion of knowledge of history (AO1: 4) , 

explanat ion and analysis of causat ion (AO2: 4)  
 

( 8 )  
 

Level  Descr ip t o r  Mar k  

0  No r ew ar d ab le m at er ia l  0  
Lev el  1  Sim p le ex p lan at ion  o f  cau sat ion  

 
The student gives an explanat ion which lacks 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions. 

 
eg I t  was because of the quality of Garibaldi’s 

leadership.  

 
1 m ark for one sim ple explanat ion 

2 m arks for two or m ore 

( 1 - 2 )  

Lev el  2  Su p p or t ed  ex p lan at io n  o f  cau sat ion  

 
The student  supports the explanat ion, select ing 

relevant  contextual knowledge. 

 
eg One reason was the quality of Garibaldi’s 

leadership which inspired support  from the people 

of Naples and Sicily.. . 
 
3-4 m arks for explanat ion of one cause. 
4-5 m arks for explanat ion of two or m ore causes. 

Award m arks according to the quality of the 
explanat ion. 

( 3 - 5 )  

Level  3  Dev elop ed  ex p lan at ion  an d  an a ly sis o f  

cau sat ion  

 
An explanat ion of factor(s)  suppor ted by precisely 

selected knowledge. At  this level the explanat ion 

should show how the cause(s)  led to the outcom e 
 
eg As Level 2. Links quality of Garibaldi’s leadership 

to the weaknesses of the opposit ion – king’s t roops 
badly led, dem oralised and very unpopular... 

 
6  m arks for one explained factor which shows how 

the cause led to the outcom e. 

7  m arks for two or m ore explained factors which 

show how the cause led to the outcom e. 
8  m arks for answers which show how causes 

com bined to produce an outcom e.  

( 6 - 8 )  

 



( d )  Recall,  select ion and com m unicat ion of knowledge of history (AO1: 3) , explanat ion 

and analysis of causat ion (AO2: 4) , comprehension of source (AO3: 3)  
( 1 0 )  

Level  Descr ip t o r  Mar k  

0  No r ew ar d ab le m at er ia l  0  
Lev el  1  Sim p le ex p lan at ion  o f  on e f act o r  usin g  t h e 

sou r ce o r  ow n  k n o w led g e  
 
The student  gives an explanat ion which lacks 
support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions, or selects from  the 

source without  elaborat ion. 

 
eg Napoleon I I I  allied with Piedmont  and fought  

against  Austria. 

 
1 m ark for one sim ple explanat ion. 

2 m arks for two or m ore. 

( 1 - 2 )  

Level  2  Su p p or t ed  ex p lan at ion  o f  on e fact o r  

 
The student  supports the explanat ion select ing 

relevant  inform at ion. 

3-4 m arks for a suppor ted explanat ion using the 
source or  own knowledge. 

4-5 m arks for a suppor ted explanat ion using the 

source an d  own knowledge 

 
Award m arks according to the quality of the 

explanat ion. 

 
eg More details of Franco-Piedm ontese defeat  of 

Aust ria in 1859... 

( 3 - 5 )  

Lev el  3  Dev elop ed  ex p lan at ion  o f  o n e f act o r  

su p p or t ed  b y  p r ecisely  select ed  k n ow led g e  

At  this level the explanat ion should show how the 
cause led to the outcom e 

 
6  m arks for one explained factor using own 

knowledge only 

7  m arks for one explained factor using the source 
and own knowledge 

 
eg As level 2. Addit ionally m ore detail on the 

Franco-Piedm ontese defeat  of Austr ia leading to the 

Treaty of Villafranca and the acquisit ion of 

Lom bardy… 

( 6 - 7 )  

 



 

Level  4  Dev elo p ed  ex p lan at ion  an d  an a l ysis o f  m or e 

t h an  o n e f act o r  u sin g  t h e sou r ce an d  ow n  
k n ow led g e  

At  this level the explanat ion should show how the 

causes led to the outcom e. 

 
8 m arks for explanat ion of two causes linked to the 

stated outcom e. 

9-10 m arks for answers which show how the 
causes com bined to produce the outcom e. 

 
eg As Level 3. Links the im portance of diplom acy 

and allies with the alliance with France against  

Aust r ia to gain Lom bardy in 1859 and the alliance 

with Prussia in 1866 which led to the acquisit ion of 

Venet ia… 

( 8 - 1 0 )  

Tot a l  f o r  Qu est ion  2  =  2 5  m ar k s 

 



3  ( a)  Target :  Recall of knowledge (AO1) ( 3 )  
 

Qu est ion  

Nu m b er  
An sw er  Mar k  

( a)  Wit te appointed Minister of Finance (1893) , the 
form at ion of the Social Dem ocrat ic Party (1898) , the 

outbreak of the Russo-Japanese War (1904) , the 

Potem kin Mut iny (1905) , the assassinat ion of Stolyp 
(1911) .  

2 in correct  sequence 
1  m ar k  

3 in correct  sequence 
2  m ar k s  

4/ 5 in correct  sequence 

3  m ar k s 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Max im u m  3  

m ar k s 

 

( b )  Target :  Recall,  select ion and com m unicat ion of knowledge of history (AO1: 2) , 
explanat ion of consequence (AO2: 2)  

 

 
 

( 4 )  
 

Level  Descr ip t o r  Mar k  

0  No r ew ar d ab le m at er ia l  0  
Lev el  1  Sim p le ex p lan at ion  o f  con seq u en ce  

 
The student  gives an explanat ion which lacks any 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions. 

eg This supported revolut ion in Russia. 

eg Russia was defeated in the war. 

( 1 - 2 )  

Level  2  Ex p lan at ion  o f  con seq u en ce  

 
The student  gives an explanat ion supported by 

relevant  contextual knowledge. 
 
eg The Social Dem ocrats followed the ideas of Karl 

Marx and encouraged revolut ion and the overthrow 

of the Tsar... 
 
eg Russian defeat  against  Japan led to even greater 

opposit ion to the Tsar and was a m ajor reason for  

the 1905 Revolut ion… 

( 3 - 4 )  

 



( c)  Target :  Recall,  select ion and com m unicat ion of knowledge of history (AO1: 4) , 

explanat ion and analysis of causat ion (AO2: 4)  

 

 
 

( 8 )  
 

Level  Descr ip t o r  Mar k  

0  No r ew ar d ab le m at er ia l  0  
Lev el  1  Sim p le ex p lan at ion  o f  cau sat ion  

 
The student gives an explanat ion which lacks 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions. 
 
eg Because of the assassinat ion of Alexander I I . 

 
1 m ark for one simple explanat ion. 

2 m arks for two or m ore. 

( 1 - 2 )  

Lev el  2  Su p p or t ed  ex p lan at io n  o f  cau sat ion  

 
The student  supports the explanat ion, select ing 

relevant  contextual knowledge. 
 
eg One reason was the assassinat ion of Alexander  

I I ,  the father of Alexander I I I .  Repression was 

brought  in to remove all opposit ion to the Tsar… 
 
3-4 m arks for explanat ion of one cause. 
4-5 m arks for explanat ion of two or m ore causes. 

Award m arks according to the quality of the 
explanat ion. 

( 3 - 5 )  

Level  3  Dev elop ed  ex p lan at ion  an d  an a ly sis o f  

cau sat ion  
 
An explanat ion of factor(s)  suppor ted by precisely 

selected knowledge. At  this level the explanat ion 

should show how the cause(s)  led to the outcom e. 
 
eg As level 2. Could link im pact  of assassinat ion of 

Alexander I I  to the influence of the ext reme 

conservat ive and react ionary, Pobedonostsev… 

 
6  m arks for one explained factor which shows how 

the cause led to the outcom e. 

7  m arks for two or m ore explained factors which 
show how the cause led to the outcom e. 

8  m arks for answers which show how causes 

com bined to produce an outcom e.  

( 6 - 8 )  

 



( d )  Target :  Recall,  select ion and com m unicat ion of knowledge of history (AO1: 3) , 

explanat ion and analysis of causat ion (AO2: 4) , com prehension of source (AO3: 3)  
 

( 1 0 )  

Level  Descr ip t o r  Mar k  

0  No r ew ar d ab le m at er ia l  0  
Lev el  1  Sim p le ex p lan at ion  o f  on e f act o r  u sin g  t h e 

sou r ce o r  ow n  k n o w led g e  
 
The student  gives an explanat ion which lacks 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions, or selects from  the 

source without  elaborat ion. 

 
eg Nicholas I I  would not  give any real power to the 

dum as. 

 
1 m ark for one sim ple explanat ion. 

2 m arks for two or m ore 

( 1 - 2 )  

Level  2  Su p p or t ed  ex p lan at ion  o f  on e fact o r  

 
The student  supports the explanat ion select ing 

relevant  inform at ion. 
3-4 m arks for a suppor ted explanat ion using the 
source or  own knowledge. 

4-5 m arks for a suppor ted explanat ion using the 

source an d  own knowledge. 

 
Award m arks according to the quality of the 

explanat ion. 

 
eg More details of Nicholas I I ’s failure to give power 

to the four dum as... 

( 3 - 5 )  

Level  3  Dev elop ed  ex p lan at io n  o f  o n e fact o r  
su p p or t ed  b y  p r ecisely  select ed  k n ow led g e  

 
At  this level the explanat ion should show how the 

cause led to the outcom e. 

 
6  m arks for one explained factor using own 

knowledge only. 
7  m arks for one explained factor using the source 

and own knowledge. 

 
eg As level 2. Explains how Nicholas’s refusal to 

allow any real power in the dum as led to increasing 

opposit ion from  liberal part ies such as the Cadets 

and Octobr ists.  

( 6 - 7 )  

 



 

Level  4  Dev elo p ed  ex p lan at ion  an d  an a l ysis o f  m or e 

t h an  o n e f act o r  u sin g  t h e sou r ce an d  ow n  
k n ow led g e  

 
At  this level the explanat ion should show how the 

causes led to the outcom e. 

 
8 m arks for explanat ion of two causes linked to the 

stated outcom e. 
9-10 m arks for answers which show how the 
causes com bined to produce the outcom e. 

 
eg As Level 3. Could link increased opposit ion due 

to Nicholas and the dum as to the repressive 

policies of Stolypin… 

( 8 - 1 0 )  

 

Tot a l  f o r  Qu est ion  3  =  2 5  m ar k s  

 



4  ( a)  Target :  Recall of knowledge (AO1) ( 3 )  
 

Qu est ion  

Nu m b er  
An sw er  Mar k  

( a)  D’Annunzio occupies Fium e (1919) , the start  of the Bat  
of Wheat  (1925) , the set t ing up of the Balilla (1926) , t  

Lateran Treaty (1929) , the set t ing up of the Salo Repu 

(1943) .  
2 in correct  sequence 

1  m ar k  
3 in correct  sequence 

2  m ar k s  
4/ 5 in correct  sequence 

3  m ar k s 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Max im u m  

3  m ar k s  

 
 

( b )  Target :  Recall,  select ion and com m unicat ion of knowledge of history (AO1: 2) , 
explanat ion of consequence (AO2: 2)  

 

( 4 )  
 

Level  Descr ip t o r  Mar k  

0  No r ew ar d ab le m at er ia l  0  
Lev el  1  Sim p le ex p lan at ion  o f  con seq u en ce  

 
The student  gives an explanat ion which lacks any 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions. 
 
eg. This was signed with the Pope. .. 

 
eg This led to increased wheat  product ion… 

( 1 - 2 )  

Level  2  Ex p lan at ion  o f  con seq u en ce  

 
The student  gives an explanat ion supported by 

relevant  contextual knowledge. 
 
eg. This rem oved differences between the Church 

and the state and im proved relat ions with Pope by 

set t ling long term  problem s...  
 
eg This led to an increase in grain product ion by 

100%  as m ore land given over to wheat  but  at  the 

expense of other crops… 

( 3 - 4 )  

 



( c)  Target :  Recall,  select ion and com m unicat ion of knowledge of history (AO1: 4) , 

explanat ion and analysis of causat ion (AO2: 4)  
 

( 8 )  
 

Level  Descr ip t o r  Mar k  

0  No r ew ar d ab le m at er ia l  0  
Lev el  1  Sim p le ex p lan at ion  o f  cau sat ion  

 
The student  gives an explanat ion which lacks 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions. 
 
eg because of the weakness of the polit ical system. 

 
1 m ark for one sim ple explanat ion. 

2 m arks for two or m ore. 

( 1 - 2 )  

Level  2  Su pp or t ed  ex p lan at ion  o f  cau sat ion  

 
The student  supports the explanat ion, select ing 

relevant  contextual knowledge. 

 
eg I taly had too m any polit ical part ies none of which 

could secure an overall m ajor ity.  
 
3-4 m arks for explanat ion of one cause. 
4-5 m arks for explanat ion of two or m ore causes. 

Award m arks according to the quality of the 
explanat ion. 

( 3 - 5 )  

Level  3  Dev elop ed  ex p lan at io n  an d  an a ly sis o f  
cau sat ion  

 
An explanat ion of factor(s)  supported by precisely 

selected knowledge. At  this level the explanat ion 

should show how the cause(s)  led to the outcom e. 
 
eg As level 2. Could link weakness of polit ical 

system  to failure of governments to deal with post -  

war problem s... 

 
6  m arks for one explained factor which shows how 

the cause led to the outcom e. 

7  m arks for two or m ore explained factors which 

show how the cause led to the outcom e. 

8  m arks for answers which show how causes 

com bined to produce an outcom e. 

( 6 - 8 )  

 



( d )  Target :  Recall,  select ion and com m unicat ion of knowledge of history (AO1: 3) , 

explanat ion and analysis of causat ion (AO2: 4) , com prehension of source (AO3: 3)  

 

 
 

( 1 0 )  
 

Level  Descr ip t o r  Mar k  

0  No r ew ar d ab le m at er ia l  0  
Lev el  1  Sim p le ex p lan at ion  o f  con seq u en ce u sin g  t h e 

sou r ce o r  ow n  k n o w led g e  
 
The student  gives an explanat ion which lacks 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions, or selects from  the 

source without  elaborat ion. 
 
eg He got  r id of opponents such as Mat teot t i.  

 
1 m ark for one sim ple explanat ion. 

2 m arks for two or m ore. 

( 1 - 2 )  

Level  2  Su p p or t ed  ex p lan at ion  o f  co n seq u en ce  

 
The student  supports the explanat ion select ing 

relevant  inform at ion. 

3-4 m arks for a suppor ted explanat ion using the 

source or  own knowledge. 

4-5 m arks for a suppor ted explanat ion using the 

source an d  own knowledge. 
Award m arks according to the quality of the 
explanat ion. 

 
eg As Level 1 with m ore details of rem oval of 

opposit ion including the m urder of Matteot t i… 

( 3 - 5 )  

Lev el  3  Dev elop ed  ex p lan at ion  o f  o n e f act o r  

su p p or t ed  b y  p r ecisely  select ed  k n ow led g e  

 
At  this level the explanat ion should show how the 

cause led to the outcom e. 

 
6  m arks for one explained factor using own 

knowledge only. 

7  m arks for one explained factor using the source 
and own knowledge. 

 
eg As level 2, explains the rem oval of opposit ion 

through the m urder of Mat teot t i and the banning of 

other part ies and t rade unions... 

( 6 - 7 )  

Lev el  4  Dev elop ed  ex p lan at ion  an d  an a ly sis o f  m o r e 
t h an  o n e f act o r  u sin g  t h e sou r ce an d  ow n  

k n ow led g e  

 
At  this level the explanat ion should show how the 

causes led to the outcom e. 

 
8 m arks for explanat ion of two consequences linked 

to the stated outcom e. 

( 8 - 1 0 )  

 



 

 9-10 m arks for answers which show how the 

consequences com bined to produce the outcom e. 
 
eg As level 3. Could link rem oval of opposit ion to 

establishing Fascist  m ajor ity through the Acerbo 

Law of 1923… 

 

 

Tot a l  f o r  Qu est ion  4  =  2 5  m ar k s 

 



5  ( a)  Target :  Recall of knowledge (AO1) ( 3 )  
 

Qu est ion  

Nu m b er  
An sw er  Mar k  

( a)  The set t ing up of the Weim ar Const itut ion (1919) , t  
Munich Putsch (1923) , the Wall St reet  Crash (1929)  

Von Papen becom es Chancellor (1932) , the boycot t  

Jewish shops (1933) .  
2 in correct  sequence 

1  m ar k  
3 in correct  sequence 

2  m ar k s  
4/ 5 in correct  sequence 

3  m ar k s 

h 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Max im u m  3  

m ar k s 

 
 

( b )  Target :  Recall,  select ion and com m unicat ion of knowledge of history (AO1: 2) , 

explanat ion of consequence (AO2: 2)  
 

( 4 )  
 

Level  Descr ip t o r  Mar k  

0  No r ew ar d ab le m at er ia l  0  
Lev el  1  Sim p le ex p lan at ion  o f  con seq u en ce  

 
The student  gives an explanat ion which lacks any 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions. 

eg Hit ler was arrested and put  in pr ison. 

eg This led to weak governm ents. 

( 1 - 2 )  

Level  2  Ex p lan at ion  o f  con seq u en ce  

 
The student  gives an explanat ion supported by 

relevant  contextual knowledge. 
 
eg. Hit ler  was arrested and put  on t r ial but  was 

able to use the t r ial to at tack the Weim ar Republic 

and achieved m uch publicity for the Nazis... 
 
eg This int roduced proport ional representat ion 

which led to m any sm aller polit ical part ies with no 

one party able to form  a governm ent leading to 

weak coalit ions… 

( 3 - 4 )  

 



( c)  Target :  Recall,  select ion and com m unicat ion of knowledge of history (AO1: 4) , 

explanat ion and analysis of causat ion (AO2: 4)  ( 8 )  
 
 

Level  Descr ip t o r  Mar k  

0  No r ew ar d ab le m at er ia l  0  
Lev el  1  Sim p le ex p lan at ion  o f  cau sat ion  

 
The student gives an explanat ion which lacks 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions. 

 
eg Because of the Dawes Plan which reduced 

reparat ions. 

 
1 m ark for one simple explanat ion. 

2 m arks for two or m ore. 

( 1 - 2 )  

Lev el  2  Su p p or t ed  ex p lan at io n  o f  cau sat ion  

 
The student  supports the explanat ion, select ing 

relevant  contextual knowledge. 
 
eg The Dawes Plan m eant  that  reparat ions were 

reduced and, at  the sam e t im e, led to a loan with 

the US which helped econom ic recovery… 
 
3-4 m arks for explanat ion of one cause. 
4-5 m arks for explanat ion of two or m ore causes. 

Award m arks according to the quality of the 

explanat ion. 

( 3 - 5 )  

Level  3  Dev elop ed  ex p lan at ion  an d  an a ly sis o f  

cau sat ion  
 
An explanat ion of factor( s)  supported by precisely 
selected knowledge. At  this level the explanat ion 

should show how the cause(s)  led to the outcom e 
 
eg As level 2. Could link Dawes Plan with the 

Rentenm ark and the work of Stresem ann at  hom e 

and abroad… 

 
6  m arks for one explained factor which shows how 

the cause led to the outcom e 
7  m arks for two or m ore explained factors which 

show how the cause led to the outcom e 

8  m arks for answers which show how causes 

com bined to produce an outcom e 

( 6 - 8 )  

 



( d )  Target :  Recall,  select ion and com m unicat ion of knowledge of history (AO1: 3) , 

explanat ion and analysis of change (AO2: 4) , com prehension of source (AO3: 3)  
 

( 1 0 )  
 

Level  Descr ip t o r  Mar k  

0  No r ew ar d ab le m at er ia l  0  
Lev el  1  Sim p le ex p lan at ion  o f  con seq u en ce u sin g  t h e 

sou r ce o r  ow n  k n o w led g e  
 
The student  gives an explanat ion which lacks 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions, or selects from  the 

source without  elaborat ion. 
 
eg He got  r id of all r ivals. 

 
1 m ark for one sim ple explanat ion. 

2 m arks for two or m ore. 

( 1 - 2 )  

Level  2  Su p p or t ed  ex p lan at ion  o f  co n seq u en ce  

 
The student  supports the explanat ion select ing 

relevant  inform at ion. 
3-4 m arks for a suppor ted explanat ion using the 
source or  own knowledge. 

4-5 m arks for a suppor ted explanat ion using the 

source an d  own knowledge. 

Award m arks according to the quality of the 
explanat ion. 

 
eg As Level 1. Details of how he rem oved other 

polit ical part ies and the threat  of the SA...  

( 3 - 5 )  

Lev el  3  Dev elop ed  ex p lan at ion  o f  o n e f act o r  

su p p or t ed  b y  p r ecisely  select ed  k n ow led g e  

At  this level the explanat ion should show how the 
cause led to the outcom e. 

 
6  m arks for one explained factor using own 

knowledge only. 

7  m arks for one explained factor using the source 
and own knowledge. 

 
eg As level 2, explains the rem oval of other part ies 

and the Night  of the Long Knives… 

( 6 - 7 )  

 



 

Level  4  Develop ed  ex p lan at ion  an d  an a l ysis o f  m or e 

t h an  o n e f act o r  u sin g  t h e sou r ce an d  ow n  
k n ow led g e  

 
At  this level the explanat ion should show how the 

causes led to the outcom e. 

8 m arks for explanat ion of two consequences linked 
to the stated outcom e. 

9-10 m arks for answers which show how the 

consequences com bined to produce the outcom e. 

 
eg As Level 3. Could link the rem oval of r ivals with 

the use of the police state including the SS and the 

Gestapo… 

( 8 - 1 0 )  

 

Tot a l  f o r  Qu est ion  5  =  2 5  m ar k s 

 



6  ( a)  Target :  Recall of knowledge (AO1) ( 3 )  
 

Qu est ion  

Nu m b er  
An sw er  Mar k  

( a)  The beginning of the Washington Naval Conference 
(1921) , the Mukden I ncident  (1931) , the Rom e-  

Berlin Axis (1936) , the Munich Conference (1938) ,  

Germ an occupat ion of Czechoslovakia (1939) . 
1  m ar k  

3 in correct  sequence 
2  m ar k s 

4/ 5 in correct  sequence 
3  m ar k s  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Max im u m  3  

m ar k s 
 

( b )  Target :  Recall,  select ion and com m unicat ion of knowledge of history (AO1: 2) , 

explanat ion of consequence (AO2: 2)  
 

( 4 )  
 

Level  Descr ip t o r  Mar k  

0  No r ew ar d ab le m at er ia l  0  
Lev el  1  Sim p le ex p lan at ion  o f  con seq u en ce  

 
The student  gives an explanat ion which lacks any 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions. 

 
eg This led to the Sudetenland being given to 

Hit ler.  
 
eg This brought  I taly and Germ any closer together. 

( 1 - 2 )  

Level  2  Ex p lan at ion  o f  con seq u en ce  

 
The student  gives an explanat ion supported by 

relevant  contextual knowledge. 

 
eg This great ly weakened Czechoslovakia by 

handing over the Sudetenland to Germ any… 
 
eg This showed the increased fr iendship between 

the two dictators, Hit ler and Mussolini and led to 

m uch closer relat ions… 

( 3 - 4 )  

 



( c)  Target :  Recall,  select ion and com m unicat ion of knowledge of history (AO1: 4) , 

explanat ion and analysis of causat ion (AO2: 4)  ( 8 )  
 
 

 
Level  Descr ip t o r  Mar k  

0  No r ew ar d ab le m at er ia l  0  
Lev el  1  Sim p le ex p lan at ion  o f  cau sat ion  

 
The student  gives an explanat ion which lacks 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions. 
 
eg Because of the harsh m ilitary term s. 

 
1 m ark for one sim ple explanat ion. 

2 m arks for two or m ore. 

( 1 - 2 )  

Level  2  Su pp or t ed  ex p lan at io n  o f  cau sat i on  

 
The student  supports the explanat ion, select ing 

relevant  contextual knowledge. 
 
eg There was st rong opposit ion to the harsh m ilitary 

term s imposed on Germ any which great ly reduced 

the size of the Germ an arm ed forces. 
 
3-4 m arks for explanat ion of one cause. 
4-5 m arks for explanat ion of two or m ore causes. 

Award m arks according to the quality of the 

explanat ion. 

( 3 - 5 )  

Level  3  Dev elop ed  ex p lan at io n  an d  an a ly sis o f  

cau sat ion  
 
An explanat ion of factor(s)  supported by precisely 
selected knowledge. At  this level the explanat ion 

should show how the cause(s)  led to the outcom e 
 
eg As level 2. Could link harsh m ilitary term s to 

unpopularity of the territor ial changes especially the 

loss of the Polish Corridor which divided Germ any... 

 
6  m arks for one explained factor which shows how 

the cause led to the outcom e. 
7  m arks for two or m ore explained factors which 

show how the cause led to the outcom e. 

8  m arks for answers which show how causes 

com bined to produce an outcom e. 

( 6 - 8 )  

 



( d )  Target :  Recall,  select ion and com m unicat ion of knowledge of history (AO1: 3) , 

explanat ion and analysis of causat ion (AO2: 4) , com prehension of source (AO3: 3)  

 

 
 

( 1 0 )  

Level  Descr ip t o r  Mar k  

0  No r ew ar d ab le m at er ia l  0  
Lev el  1  Sim p le ex p lan at ion  o f  cau sat ion  usin g  t h e 

sou r ce o r  ow n  k n o w led g e  
 
The student  gives an explanat ion which lacks 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions, or selects from  the 

source without  elaborat ion. 

 
eg the Great  Depression led to the breakdown of 

internat ional cooperat ion. 

 
1 m ark for one sim ple explanat ion. 

2 m arks for two or m ore. 

( 1 - 2 )  

Level  2  Su p p or t ed  ex p lan at io n  o f  cau sat i on  

 
The student  supports the explanat ion select ing 

relevant  inform at ion. 

3-4 m arks for a suppor ted explanat ion using the 

source or  own knowledge. 

4-5 m arks for a suppor ted explanat ion using the 

source an d  own knowledge. 

 
Award m arks according to the quality of the 

explanat ion. 
 
eg More details of the im pact  of the Great  

Depression on internat ional relat ions, including 

Japanese expansion. 

( 3 - 5 )  

Lev el  3  Dev elop ed  ex p lan at ion  o f  o n e f act o r  

su p p or t ed  b y  p r ecisely  select ed  k n ow led g e  

 
At  this level the explanat ion should show how the 

cause led to the outcom e. 

 
6  m arks for one explained factor using own 

knowledge only. 

7  m arks for one explained factor using the source 
and own knowledge. 

 
eg As level 2. Shows how depression encouraged 

expansion and aggression by Japan in Manchuria 

which the League failed to prevent ... 

( 6 - 7 )  

Lev el  4  Dev elop ed  ex p lan at ion  an d  an a ly sis o f  m o r e 

t h an  o n e f act o r  u sin g  t h e sou r ce an d  ow n  
k n ow led g e  

At  this level the explanat ion should show how the 

causes led to the outcom e. 

 
8 m arks for explanat ion of two causes linked to the 

stated outcom e. 

( 8 - 1 0 )  

 



 

 9-10 m arks for answers which show how the 

causes com bined to produce the outcom e. 
 
eg As with Level 3. Links the im pact  of the Great  

Depression to the expansionist  policies of Japan 

and I taly and the weaknesses of the League of 

Nat ions… 

 

 

Tot a l  f o r  Qu est ion  6  =  2 5  m ar k s  

 



 

7  ( a)  Target :  Recall of knowledge (AO1) ( 3 )  
 

Qu est ion  

Nu m b er  
An sw er  Mar k  

( a)  The death of Lenin (1924) , the beginning of 

collect iv isat ion (1929) , the beginning of the second 

Five-Year Plan (1933) , the m urder of Kirov (1934) ,  
Soviet  victory in the Bat t le of Stalingrad (1943) .  

2 in correct  sequence 
1  m ar k  

3 in correct  sequence 
2  m ar k s  

4/ 5 in correct  sequence 

3  m ar k s 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Max im u m  3  

m ar k s 

 
 

( b )  Target :  Recall,  select ion and com m unicat ion of knowledge of history (AO1: 2) , 

explanat ion of consequence (AO2: 2)  
 

( 4 )  
 

Level  Descr ip t o r  Mar k  

0  No r ew ar d ab le m at er ia l  0  
Lev el  1  Sim p le ex p lan at ion  o f  con seq u en ce  

 
The student  gives an explanat ion which lacks any 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions. 

eg Set  targets for m ore consum er goods...  

eg This led to opposit ion from  the kulaks. 

( 1 - 2 )  

Level  2  Ex p lan at ion  o f  con seq u en ce  

 
The student  gives an explanat ion supported by 

relevant  contextual knowledge. 
 
eg At  first  led to increased product ion of consumer 

goods but  as threat  of war with Hit ler increased 

changed to focus on heavy indust ry... 
 
eg Collect iv isat ion enabled Stalin to get  r id of the 

who opposed the policy and were a threat  to his 

control over the countryside... 

( 3 - 4 )  

 



( c)  Target :  Recall,  select ion and com m unicat ion of knowledge of history (AO1: 4) , 

explanat ion and analysis of causat ion (AO2: 4)  ( 8 )  
 
 

Level  Descr ip t o r  Mar k  

0  No r ew ar dab le m at er ia l  0  
Lev el  1  Sim p le ex p lan at ion  o f  cau sat ion  

 
The student  gives an explanat ion which lacks 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions. 

 
eg Because he wanted to rem ove the “Old”  

Bolsheviks.  

 
1 m ark for one sim ple explanat ion. 

2 m arks for two or m ore. 

( 1 - 2 )  

Level  2  Su pp or t ed  ex p lan at ion  o f  cau sat ion  

 
The student  supports the explanat ion, select ing 

relevant  contextual knowledge. 
 
eg More details of the threat  posed by the “Old”  

Bolsheviks and how Stalin used the Show Trials to 

rem ove this threat ... 
 
3-4 m arks for explanat ion of one cause. 
4-5 m arks for explanat ion of two or m ore causes. 

Award m arks according to the quality of the 

explanat ion. 

( 3 - 5 )  

Lev el  3  Dev elop ed  ex p lan at ion  an d  an a ly sis o f  

cau sat ion  
 
An explanat ion of factor (s)  supported by 
precisely selected knowledge. At  this level 

the explanat ion should show how the 

cause(s)  led to the outcom e. 
 
eg As level 2. Could link rem oval of the “Old”  

Bolsheviks to the use of publicity in the Show Trials 

to just ify the purges… 

 
6  m arks for one explained factor which shows how 

the cause led to the outcom e. 

7  m arks for two or m ore explained factors which 

show how the cause led to the outcom e. 
8  m arks for answers which show how causes 

com bined to produce an outcom e. 

( 6 - 8 )  

 



( d )  Target :  Recall,  select ion and com m unicat ion of knowledge of history (AO1: 3) , 

explanat ion and analysis of change (AO2: 4) , com prehension of source (AO3: 3)  
 

( 1 0 )  
 

Level  Descr ip t o r  Mar k  

0  No r ew ar d ab le m at er ia l  0  
Lev el  1  Sim p le ex p lan at ion  o f  on e f act o r  u sin g  t h e 

sou r ce o r  ow n  k n o w led g e  
 
The student  gives an explanat ion which lacks 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions, or selects from  the 

source without  elaborat ion. 

 
eg This was because of Stalin’s posit ion as General 

Secretary. 

 
1 m ark for one sim ple explanat ion. 

2 m arks for two or m ore. 

( 1 - 2 )  

Level  2  Su p p or t ed  ex p lan at ion  o f  on e fact o r  

 
The student  supports the explanat ion select ing 

relevant  inform at ion. 

3-4 m arks for a suppor ted explanat ion using the 

source or  own knowledge. 
4-5 m arks for a suppor ted explanat ion using the 
source an d  own knowledge. 

 
Award m arks according to the quality of the 

explanat ion. 

 
eg More details of how Stalin used his posit ion as 

General Secretary to rem ove r ivals and prom ote 

supporters. 

( 3 - 5 )  

Lev el  3  Dev elop ed  ex p lan at ion  o f  o n e f act o r  

su p p or t ed  b y  p r ecisely  select ed  k n ow led g e 

At  this level the explanat ion should show how the 
cause led to the outcom e. 

 
6  m arks for one explained factor using own 

knowledge only. 
7  m arks for one explained factor using the source 
and own knowledge. 

 
eg As level 2. Explains why Stalin was able to use 

his posit ion as General Secretary to st rengthen his 

own posit ion in the Party and weaken that  of his 

r ivals especially Trotsky as well as take advantage 

of Left  v Right  st ruggle… 

( 6 - 7 )  

Lev el  4  Dev elop ed  ex p lan at ion  an d  an a ly sis o f  m o r e 

t h an  o n e f act o r  u sin g  t h e sou r ce an d  ow n  

k n ow led g e  

At  this level the explanat ion should show how the 

causes led to the outcom e. 

( 8 - 1 0 )  

 



 

  
8 m arks for explanat ion of two causes linked to the 

stated outcom e. 

9-10 m arks for answers which show how the 

causes com bined to produce the outcom e. 
 
eg As Level 3. Could link the st rengths of Stalin 

especially his posit ion as General Secretary to the 

weaknesses and m istakes of Trotsky… 

 

Tot a l  f o r  Qu est ion  7  =  2 5  m ar k s 

 



8  ( a)  Target :  Recall of knowledge (AO1) ( 3 )  
 

Qu est ion  

Nu m b er  
An sw er  Mar k  

( a)  The Yalta Conference (1945) , the ‘iron curtain’ 
speech (1946) , the set t ing up of Com inform  

(1947) , the set t ing up of NATO (1949) , Kadar  

becom es leader of Hungary (1956) .  
2 in correct  sequence 

1  m ar k  
3 in correct  sequence 

2  m ar k s  
4/ 5 in correct  sequence 

3  m ar k s 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Max im u m  3  

m ar k s 

 

( b )  Target :  Recall,  select ion and com m unicat ion of knowledge of history (AO1: 2) , 
explanat ion of consequence (AO2: 2)  

 
( 4 )  

 
Level  Descr ip t o r  Mar k  

0  No r ew ar d ab le m at er ia l  0  
Lev el  1  Sim p le ex p lan at ion  o f  con seq u en ce  

 
The student  gives an explanat ion which lacks any 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions. 
 
eg This increased East -West  r ivalry.  

 
eg This led to the division of Germ any and Berlin. 

( 1 - 2 )  

Level  2  Ex p lan at ion  o f  con seq u en ce  

 
The student  gives an explanat ion supported by 

relevant  contextual knowledge. 
 
eg This increased East -West  r ivalry because in the 

speech Churchill suggested that  Europe was now 

divided because of the policies of the Soviet  Union...  
 
eg This led to the division of Germ any and Berlin as 

the Allies agreed that  once Germ any was defeated 

then they would each occupy a part  of Germ any and 

Berlin… 

( 3 - 4 )  

 



( c)  Target :  Recall,  select ion and com m unicat ion of knowledge of history (AO1: 4) , 

explanat ion and analysis of causat ion (AO2: 4)  ( 8 )  
 
 

Level  Descr ip t o r  Mar k  

0  No r ew ar d ab le m at er ia l  0  
Lev el  1  Sim p le ex p lan at ion  o f  cau sat ion  

 
The student  gives an explanat ion which lacks 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions. 
 
eg This was because of the Trum an Doct r ine... 

 
1 m ark for one sim ple explanat ion. 

2 m arks for two or m ore. 

( 1 - 2 )  

Level  2  Su pp or t ed  ex p lan at io n  o f  cau sat ion  

 
The student  supports the explanat ion, select ing 

relevant  contextual knowledge. 

 
eg More developm ent  on the Trum an Doct rine and 

its im pact  on relat ions between the Superpowers...  
 
3-4 m arks for explanat ion of one cause. 

4-5 m arks for explanat ion of two or m ore causes. 

Award m arks according to the quality of the 

explanat ion. 

( 3 - 5 )  

Level  3  Dev elo p ed  ex p lan at io n  an d  an a l ysis o f  

cau sat ion  
 
An explanat ion of factor(s)  supported by precisely 

selected knowledge. At  this level the explanat ion 

should show how the cause(s)  led to the outcom e. 
 
eg As level 2. Could link Trum an Doct rine to the 

Marshall Plan and how these worsened relat ions 

between the Superpowers...  

 
6  m arks for one explained factor which shows how 

the cause led to the outcom e. 
7  m arks for two or m ore explained factors which 
show how the cause led to the outcom e. 

8  m arks for answers which show how causes 

com bined to produce an outcome. 

( 6 - 8 )  

 



( d )  Target :  Recall,  select ion and com m unicat ion of knowledge of history (AO1: 3) , 

explanat ion and analysis of causat ion (AO2: 4) , com prehension of source (AO3: 3)  

 

 
 

( 1 0 )  
 

Level  Descr ip t o r  Mar k  

0  No r ew ar d ab le m at er ia l  0  
Lev el  1  Sim p le ex p lan at ion  o f  ch an ge u sin g  t h e 

sou r ce o r  ow n  k n o w led g e  
 
The student  gives an explanat ion which lacks 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions, or selects from  the 

source without  elaborat ion. 

 
eg The USA was opposed to the Soviet  invasion of 

Hungary. 

 
1 m ark for one sim ple explanat ion. 

2 m arks for two or m ore. 

( 1 - 2 )  

Level  2  Su p p or t ed  ex p lan at io n  o f  ch an g e  

 
The student  supports the explanat ion select ing 

relevant  inform at ion. 
3-4 m arks for a suppor ted explanat ion using the 
source or  own knowledge. 

4-5 m arks for a suppor ted explanat ion using the 

source an d  own knowledge. 

 
Award m arks according to the quality of the 

explanat ion. 

 
eg More details of the Soviet  invasion of Hungary 

and the US react ion to it… 

( 3 - 5 )  

Level  3  Dev elop ed  ex p lan at io n  o f  on e ch an g e 

su p p or t ed  b y  p r ecisely  select ed  k n ow led g e  

 
6  m arks for one explained change using own 

knowledge only 
7  m arks for one explained change using the source 
and own knowledge 

 
eg As level 2. Shows how the Soviet  invasion of 

Hungary worsened relat ions between the two 
Superpowers as Soviet  Union annoyed with react ion 

of USA... 

( 6 - 7 )  

 



 

Lev el  4  Dev elop ed  ex p lan at ion  an d  an a ly sis o f  m o r e 

t h an  o n e ch an g e u sin g  t h e sou r ce an d  ow n  
k n ow led g e  

 
8 m arks for explanat ion of two changes 
9-10 m arks for answers which show explicit  

links/ com parisons between the changes.  
 
eg As Level 3. Links the U2 Crisis with the building 

of the Berlin Wall,  with both worsening relat ions 

between the Superpowers… 

( 8 - 1 0 )  

 

Tot a l  f o r  Qu est ion  8  =  2 5  m ar k s 

 



9  ( a)  Target :  Recall of knowledge (AO1) 
 

 
( 3 )  

 
Qu est ion  

Nu m b er  
An sw er  Mar k  

( a)  The Rosenbergs found guilty (1951) , Ed Murrow’s 

television program m e on McCarthyism  (1954) , 

King’s “ I  have a dream ”  speech (1963) , the Vot ing 
Rights Act  (1965) , the form at ion of the Nat ional 

Organisat ion for Wom en (1966) .  
2 in correct  sequence 

1  m ar k  
3 in correct  sequence 

2  m ar k s  

4/ 5 in correct  sequence 

3  m ar k s 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Max im u m  3  

m ar k s 

 
 

( b )  Target :  Recall,  select ion and com m unicat ion of knowledge of history (AO1: 2) , 

explanat ion of consequence (AO2: 2)  
 
 

Level  Descr ip t o r  Mar k  

0  No r ew ar d ab le m at er ia l  0  
Lev el  1  Sim p le ex p lan at ion  o f  con seq u en ce  

 
The student  gives an explanat ion which lacks any 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions. 

 
eg This encouraged support  for his peaceful 

m ethods.  
 
eg This cam paigned for im proved r ights for women. 

( 1 - 2 )  

Level  2  Ex p lan at ion  o f  con seq u en ce  

 
The student  gives an explanat ion supported by 

relevant  contextual knowledge. 
 
eg This speech encouraged greater support  from  

black and white Am ericans for King’s peaceful 

m ethods of cam paigning for civ il r ights… 
 
eg This organisat ion achieved greater publicity for  

wom en’s r ights and broadened women’s 

part icipat ion in protest . 

( 3 - 4 )  

 



( c)  Target :  Recall,  select ion and com m unicat ion of knowledge of history (AO1: 4) , 

explanat ion and analysis of causat ion (AO2: 4)  

 

 
 

( 8 )  
 

Level  Descr ip t o r  Mar k  

0  No r ew ar d ab le m at er ia l  0  
Lev el  1  Sim p le ex p lan at ion  o f  cau sat ion  

 
The student  gives an explanat ion which lacks 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions. 
 
eg This was because of the Watergate break- in.  

 
1 m ark for one sim ple explanat ion 

2 m arks for two or m ore 

( 1 - 2 )  

Level  2  Su pp or t ed  ex p lan at io n  o f  cau sat ion  

 
The student  supports the explanat ion, select ing 

relevant  contextual knowledge. 

 
eg More details of the Watergate break- in and the 

subsequent  invest igat ions of the Washington Post… 
 
3-4 m arks for explanat ion of one cause. 
4-5 m arks for explanat ion of two or m ore causes. 

Award m arks according to the quality of the 

explanat ion. 

( 3 - 5 )  

Level  3  Dev elo p ed  ex p lan at io n  an d  an a l ysis o f  

cau sat ion  
 
An explanat ion of factor(s)  supported by precisely 

selected knowledge. At  this level the explanat ion 

should show how the cause(s)  led to the outcom e. 

 
eg As level 2. Could link break- in with later evidence 

provided by the White House tapes… 

 
6  m arks for one explained factor which shows how 

the cause led to the outcom e. 

7  m arks for two or m ore explained factors which 

show how the cause led to the outcom e. 

8  m arks for answers which show how causes 
com bined to produce an outcome. 

( 6 - 8 )  

 



( d )  Target :  Recall,  select ion and com m unicat ion of knowledge of history (AO1: 3) , 

explanat ion and analysis of causat ion (AO2: 4) , com prehension of source (AO3: 3)  

 

 
 

( 1 0 )  
 
 

Level  Descr ip t o r  Mar k  

0  No r ew ar d ab le m at er ia l  0  
Lev el  1  Sim p le ex p lan at ion  o f  ch an ge u sin g  t h e 

sou r ce o r  ow n  k n o w led g e  
 
The student  gives an explanat ion which lacks 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions, or selects from  the 

source without  elaborat ion. 

 
eg Brown v Topeka and Lit t le Rock led to changes 

in educat ion. 

 
1 m ark for one sim ple explanat ion. 

2 m arks for two or m ore. 

( 1 - 2 )  

Level  2  Su p p or t ed  ex p lan at io n  o f  ch an g e  

 
The student  supports the explanat ion select ing 

relevant  inform at ion. 

3-4 m arks for a suppor ted explanat ion using the 

source or  own knowledge. 

4-5 m arks for a suppor ted explanat ion using the 
source an d  own knowledge. 

 
Award m arks according to the quality of the 

explanat ion. 

 
eg More details of Brown v Topeka and Lit t le Rock 

High School.. .  

( 3 - 5 )  

Lev el  3  Dev elop ed  ex p lan at ion  o f  o n e ch an g e 

su p p or t ed  b y  p r ecisely  select ed  k n ow led g e  
 
 
6  m arks for one explained change using own 

knowledge only. 

7  m arks for one explained change using the source 
and own knowledge. 

 
eg As level 2. Greater explanat ion of how Brown v 

Topeka and Lit t le Rock High School changed the 

educat ion of black children... 

( 6 - 7 )  

 



 

Lev el  4  Dev elop ed  ex p lan at ion  an d  an a ly sis o f  m o r e 

t h an  o n e ch an g e u sin g  t h e sou r ce an d  ow n  
k n ow led g e  

 
8 m arks for explanat ion of two changes 
9-10 m arks for answers which m ake explicit  

links/ com parisons between the changes.  
 
eg As Level 3. Could link success in educat ion to 

the achievem ents of the Montgom ery Bus Boycot t  

in connect ion with segregat ion in public t ransport… 

( 8 - 1 0 )  

Tot a l  f o r  Qu est ion  9  =  2 5  m ar k s 
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