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Gen er al  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 appropr iately.  

•            All the marks on the mark scheme are designed to be 

awarded. Exam iners should always award full marks 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, mark schemes 

will provide the principles by which marks will be awarded 

and exemplif icat ion m ay be lim ited.  

•                     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. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

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

  

 

Qu est ion  

Nu m b er  

An sw er  Mar k  

( a)  Frederick William  I V of Prussia refuses to becom e 

Em peror of Germ any (1849) , Bism arck becom es 

Minister-President  of Prussia (1862) , the m eet ing 

between Bism arck and Napoleon I I I  at  Biarr it z (1865) , 

the set t ing up of the North Germ an Confederat ion 

(1867) , the Proclam at ion of the Germ an Em pire 

(1871) . 

 

2 in correct  consecut ive sequence                                  

1  m ar k  

3 in correct  consecut ive consequence                             

2  m ar k s 

4/ 5 in correct  consecut ive 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 )                      

 

Lev el  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.  

 

e.g. The North Germ an Confederat ion united the 

northern states. 

 

e.g. This ended at tem pts at  unificat ion.  

( 1 – 2 )  

Lev el  2  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

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

 

The student  gives an explanat ion supported by 

relevant  contextual knowledge.  

 

e.g. This united the northern states under the cont rol 

of Prussia and was the first  stepping-stone to full 

unificat ion… 

 

e.g. This was a severe blow to the Frankfurt  Assem bly 

which soon began to break-up… 

( 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 )                    

 

Lev el  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 io n  

 

The student  gives an explanat ion which lacks 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions.  

 

e.g. Prussia wanted to defeat  France. 

 

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 o r t ed  ex p lan at io n  o f  cau sat ion  

 

The student  supports the explanat ion, select ing 

relevant  contextual knowledge.  

 

e.g. One reason was because Prussia wanted to 

defeat  France. Napoleon I I I  was a barrier  to the 

unificat ion of Germ any.. . 

 

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 qualit y of the 

explanat ion. 

 

( 3 – 5 )  

Lev el  3  Dev e lop 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. 

 

e.g. As Level 2. Further explanat ion of the opposit ion 

of Napoleon I I I  to unificat ion. This could be linked to 

the need to convince the Southern Germ an states to 

j oin a united 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 )   

 

Lev el  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 io n  u sin g  t h e  

sou r ce o r  ow n  k n ow 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.  

 

e.g. Defeat  of Aust r ia by st ronger Prussian arm ies. 

  

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 o r t ed  ex p lan at io n  o f  cau sat ion   

 

The student  supports the explanat ion select ing 

relevant  inform at ion.  

3–4 m arks for  a supported explanat ion using the 

source or  own knowledge. 

4–5 m arks for  a supported explanat ion using the 

source an d  own knowledge. 

 

Award m arks according to the qualit y of the 

explanat ion. 

 

e.g. Explains the st rength of the Prussian arm ed 

forces...  

( 3 – 5 )  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Lev el  3  Dev e lop ed  ex p lan at io n  o f  on e f act o r  su p p o r t ed  

b y  p r ecise ly  se lect 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.  

 

e.g. As Level 2.More details of the st rength of the 

Prussian arm ed forces and the weakness of the 

Aust r ian arm ed forces… 

 

( 6 – 7 )  

Lev el  4  Dev e lop ed  ex p lan at io n  an d  an a ly sis o f  m o r e 

t h an  on e f act o r  u sin g  t h e  so u r ce  an d  o w n  

k n ow led g e 

 

( 8 – 1 0 )  



 

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. 

 

e.g. As Level 3. Could link the weakness of Denm ark 

to the weaknesses of Aust r ia… 

 

To t 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 Bat t le of Solferino (1859) , Garibaldi’s invasion of 

Sicily (1860) , Garibaldi’s first  at tem pt  to capture Rom e 

(1862) , Venet ia becom es part  of I taly (1866) , Rom e 

becom es part  of I taly (1870) . 

2 in correct  consecut ive sequence                                    

1  m ar k  

3 in correct  consecut ive sequence                                    

2  m ar k s 

4/ 5 in correct  consecut ive 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 )        

               

Lev el  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. 

 

e.g. I taly got  cont rol of it s m ain city.  

 

e.g. I taly gained Venice.  

 

 

( 1 – 2 )  

Lev el  2  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

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

 

The student  gives an explanat ion supported by 

relevant  contextual knowledge.  

 

e.g. Rom e becam e part  of the Kingdom  of I taly 

during the Franco-Prussian War which com pleted the 
m ovem ent  for I talian unificat ion...  

 

e.g. The acquisit ion of Venet ia cam e after the Aust ro-

Prussian War. I taly now gained the im portant  port  of 

Venice... 

 

( 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 )           

                                                                              

Lev el  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 io n  

 

The student  gives an explanat ion which lacks 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions.  

 
e.g. Because Orsini t r ied to kill him .  
 

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 o r t ed   ex p lan at ion  o f  cau sat ion  

 

The student  supports the explanat ion, select ing 

relevant  contextual knowledge.  

 

e.g. One reason was because of the Orsini Plot  when 

an I talian nat ionalist  threw a bom b at  Napoleon I I I . 

Napoleon was im pressed with the react ions of Victor 

Em m anuel. ..  

 

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 qualit y of the 

explanat ion. 

 

( 3 – 5 )  

Lev el  3  Dev e lop 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 

 

e.g. As Level 2. Links Orsini bom b with aim  of 

Napoleon I I I  to weaken Aust r ia. Could include desire 

to st rengthen his posit ion in France, wanted influence 

in Northern I taly, t radit ion of sym pathy with I talian 

nat ionalism ... 

 

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 change (AO2: 4) , com prehension of source (AO3: 3)                                   

                                                                                                               ( 1 0 )   

Lev el  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 g e u sin g  t h e  so u r ce  

o r  o w 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.  

 

e.g. Cavour m ade Piedm ont  m ore m odern.  
   
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 o r 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 supported explanat ion using the 

source or  own knowledge. 

4–5 m arks for  a supported explanat ion using the 

source an d  own knowledge 

 

Award m arks according to the qualit y of the 

explanat ion. 

 

e.g. Cavour wanted ‘a free Church in a free state’ 

and reduced the power of the Church through the 

Law of Convents...  

( 3 – 5 )  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Lev el  3  Dev e lop 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 ecise ly  select ed  k n o w 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 

 

e.g. As Level 2. Addit ionally m ore detail on the 

changes to the church and econom ic reform s…  

( 6 – 7 )  



 

 

Lev el  4  Dev e lop ed  ex p lan at io n  an d  an a ly sis o f  m o r e 

t h an  on e ch an g e u sin g  t h e  sou r ce an d  o w 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. 

 

e.g. As Level 3. Links econom ic and religious changes 

and st rengthening of Piedm ont  t o the leadership of 

the m ovem ent  for I talian unificat ion… 

( 8 – 1 0 )  

To t 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 Revolut ionary Party (1901) , 

Bloody Sunday (1905) , the second dum a (1907) , the 

Lena Goldfield st r ike (1912) . 

2 in correct  consecut ive sequence                               

1  m ar k  

3 in correct  consecut ive sequence                               

2  m ar k s 

4/ 5 in correct  consecut ive 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 )                    

 

Lev el  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. 

 

e.g. Death of peaceful protestors.  

 

e.g. Led to lots of deaths. 

( 1 – 2 )  

Lev el  2  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

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

 

The student  gives an explanat ion supported by 

relevant  contextual knowledge.  

 

e.g. The death of peaceful dem onst rators great ly 

reduced support  for the Tsar and was the final spark 

for  the 1905 Revolut ion ...  

  

e.g. Violent  react ion by authorit ies and the deaths of 

st r ikers showed that  Nicholas I I  was st ill repressive 

and increased discontent  … 

( 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 )                   

 

Lev el  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 io n  

 

The student  gives an explanat ion which lacks 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions.  

 

e.g. The peasants and workers were unhappy. 

 

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 o r t ed   ex p lan at ion  o f  cau sat ion  

 

The student  supports the explanat ion, select ing 

relevant  contextual knowledge. 

 

e.g. One reason was peasant  discontent  due to harsh 

condit ions and the refusal of Nicholas I I  t o reform  

due to his belief in autocracy … 

 

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 qualit y of the 

explanat ion. 

 

( 3 – 5 )  

Lev el  3  Dev e lop 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. 

 

e.g. As Level 2. Could link peasant  and workers 

discontent  with the refusal of Nicholas I I  to carry out  

m uch needed reform … 

 

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 )   

Lev el  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 ow 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.  

e.g. Because of the assassinat ion of Alexander I I . 

  

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 o r t ed  ex p lan at io n  o f  on e f act o r  

 

The student  supports the explanat ion select ing 

relevant  inform at ion.  

3–4 m arks for  a supported explanat ion using the 

source or  own knowledge. 

4–5 m arks for  a supported explanat ion using the 

source an d  own knowledge. 

 

Award m arks according to the qualit y of the 

explanat ion. 

 

e.g. Explains details of t he effects of the 

assassinat ion of Alexander I I  on Alexander I I I .  

 

( 3 – 5 )  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Lev el  3  Dev e lop ed  ex p lan at io n  o f  on e f act o r  su p p o r t ed  

b y  p r ecise ly  se lect 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. 

 

e.g. As Level 2. Explains why Alexander I I ’s death 

led to repression and why Alexander I I I  carr ied out  a 

policy of Russificat ion. 

( 6 – 7 )  

 



 

 

Lev el  4  Dev e lop ed  ex p lan at io n  an d  an a ly sis o f  m o r e 

t h an  on e f act o r  u sin g  t h e  so u r ce  an d  o w 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. 

 

e.g. As Level 3. Could link im pact  of assassinat ion of 

Alexander I I  t o the influence of the ext rem e 

conservat ive and react ionary, Pobedonostsev… 

( 8 – 1 0 )  

 

To t 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)  The Versailles Peace Set t lem ent  (1919) , Giolit t i resigns 

as Prim e Minister (1921) , the start  of the Bat t le for 

Births (1925) , I talian ent ry into the Second World War 

(1940) , the set t ing up of the puppet  Salo Republic 

(1943) . 

 

2 in correct  consecut ive sequence                                   

1  m ar k  

3 in correct  consecut ive sequence                                   

2  m ar k s 

4/ 5 in correct  consecut ive 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 )   

                    

Lev el  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 rewards for m others who gave 

birth to m ore children… 

 

e.g. Mussolini entered on the side of the Nazis … 

( 1 – 2 )  

Lev el  2  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

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

 

The student  gives an explanat ion supported by 

relevant  contextual knowledge.  

 

e.g. The Bat t le for Births did not  succeed in increasing 

the birth rate in I taly in the late 1920s and the 

1930s... 
 

e.g. The war was a disaster for  I taly with hum iliat ing 

defeats in North Afr ica and the Balkans and it  

increased the unpopular it y of Mussolini … 

( 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 )                   

 

Lev el  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 io n  

 

The student  gives an explanat ion which lacks 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions.  

 

e.g. Because I talian people were unhappy. 

 

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 o r t ed  ex p lan at io n  o f  cau sat ion  

 

The student  supports the explanat ion, select ing 

relevant  contextual knowledge. 

 

e.g. Discontent  with term s of Treaty of Versailles and 

the appeal of Mussolini and the Fascist  Party.  

 

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 qualit y of the 

explanat ion. 

 

( 3 – 5 )  

Lev el  3  Dev e lop 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. 

 

e.g. As Level 2. Could link discontent  with t erm s of 

Treaty of Versailles with the appeal of Mussolini and 

the Fascist  Party.. . 

 

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 )   

 

Lev el  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 io n  u sin g  t h e  

sou r ce o r  ow n  k n ow 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.  

 

e.g. 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 )  

Lev el  2  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Su p p o r t ed  ex p lan at io n  o f  cau sat ion  

 

The student  supports the explanat ion select ing 

relevant  inform at ion.  

3–4 m arks for  a supported explanat ion using the 

source or  own knowledge. 

4–5 m arks for  a supported explanat ion using the 

source an d  own knowledge. 

Award m arks according to the qualit y of the 

explanat ion. 

 

e.g. As Level 1 with m ore details of the rem oval of 

opposit ion including the m urder of Mat teot t i… 

( 3 – 5 )  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Lev el  3  Dev e lop ed  ex p lan at io n  o f  on e f act o r  su p p o r t ed  

b y  p r ecise ly  se lect 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. 

 

e.g. 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 e lop ed  ex p lan at io n  an d  an a ly sis o f  m o r e 

t h an  on e f act o r  u sin g  t h e  so u r ce  an d  o w 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. 

 

e.g. As Level 3. Could link rem oval of opposit ion to 

establishing Fascist  m aj orit y through the Acerbo Law 

of 1923… 

 

To t 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 Spartacist  uprising (1919) , The French occupat ion 

the Ruhr (1923) , The Locarno Treat ies (1925) ,  Von 

Schleicher becom es Chancellor (1932) , Kristallnacht  

(1938). 
 

2 in correct  consecut ive sequence                               

1  m ar k  

3 in correct  consecut ive sequence                               

2  m ar k s 

4/ 5 in correct  consecut ive 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 )                  

     

Lev el  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. 

 

e.g. I t  set t led the borders with Germ any’s 

neighbours.  

 

e.g.  I t  showed the weakness of the Weim ar 

Governm ent .  

( 1 – 2 )  

Lev el  2  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

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

 

The student  gives an explanat ion supported by 

relevant  contextual knowledge.  

 

e.g. The Locarno Treat ies brought  Germ any back into 

European affairs and led to it  j oining the League of 

Nat ions.. . 

 

e.g. Weim ar Republic was shown to be weak as it  

had to call upon the Freikorps to put  down the 

uprising… 

( 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 )                                        

                                                                                                                      

 

Lev el  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 io n  

 

The student  gives an explanat ion which lacks 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions.  

 

e.g. Because Hit ler rem oved all opposit ion. 

 

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 o r t ed   ex p lan at ion  o f  cau sat ion  

 

The student  supports the explanat ion, select ing 

relevant  contextual knowledge. 

 

e.g. Hit ler set  up the police state including the 

Gestapo and the SS and they rem oved any 

opposit ion… 

 

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 qualit y of the 

explanat ion. 

 

( 3 – 5 )  

Lev el  3  Dev e lop 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 

 

e.g. As Level 2. Could link the police state and the 

rem oval of opposit ion to Night  of the Long Knives… 

 

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 )   

 

Lev el  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 io n  u sin g  t h e  

sou r ce o r  ow n  k n ow 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.  

 

e.g. The Depression led to unem ploym ent .  

  

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 o r t ed  ex p lan at io n  o f  cau sat ion  

 

The student  supports the explanat ion select ing 

relevant  inform at ion.  

3–4 m arks for  a supported explanat ion using the 

source or  own knowledge. 

4–5 m arks for  a supported explanat ion using the 

source an d  own knowledge. 

Award m arks according to the qualit y of the 

explanat ion. 

 

e.g. As Level 1. More details of unem ploym ent  which 

led to increased support  for the Nazis. ..  

( 3 – 5 )  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Lev el  3  Dev e lop ed  ex p lan at io n  o f  on e f act o r  su p p o r t ed  

b y  p r ecise ly  se lect 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. 

 

e.g. As Level 2, explains why the use of propaganda 

increased support  for  the Nazis…  

( 6 – 7 )  



 

 

Lev el  4  Dev e lop ed  ex p lan at io n  an d  an a ly sis o f  m o r e 

t h an  on e f act o r  u sin g  t h e  so u r ce  an d  o w 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.  
 

e.g. As Level 3. Could link the growth in 

unem ploym ent  to Goebbels and the effect ive use of 

propaganda… 

( 8 – 1 0 )  

 

To t 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 Treaty of St  Germ ain (1919) , the Corfu I ncident  

(1923) , the Kellogg-Briand Pact  (1928) , Hit ler  

withdraws from  the Disarm am ent  Conference 

(1933) , the Hoare-Laval Pact  (1935) .  

 

2 in correct  consecut ive sequence                               

1  m ar k  

3 in correct  consecut ive sequence                               

2  m ar k s 

4/ 5 in correct  consecut ive 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 )                      

 

Lev el  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. 

 

e.g. This led to the failure of the Disarm am ent  

Conference.  

 

e.g. This condem ned war. 

( 1 – 2 )  

Lev el  2  

 

 

 

 

 

 

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

 

The student  gives an explanat ion supported by 

relevant  contextual knowledge.  

 

e.g. This led to the failure of the Disarm am ent  

Conference and then Hit ler felt  able to begin Germ an 

rearm am ent… 

 

e.g. This increased internat ional cooperat ion as it  

condem ned war as an inst rum ent  of diplom acy … 

( 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 )                                        

                  

                                                                                                                             

Lev el  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 io n  

 

The student  gives an explanat ion which lacks 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions.  

 

e.g. Because the Japanese invaded Manchuria. 

 

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 o r t ed  ex p lan at io n  o f  cau sat ion  

 

The student  supports the explanat ion, select ing 

relevant  contextual knowledge. 

 

e.g. The Japanese invaded Manchuria and the League 

failed to act  decisively… 

 

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 qualit y of the 

explanat ion. 

 

( 3 – 5 )  

Lev el  3  Dev e lop 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 

 

e.g. As Level 2. Could link the Japanese invasion of 

Manchuria to breaking the Covenant .. .  

 

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 )  

Lev el  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 g e u sin g  t h e  so u r ce  

o r  o w 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.  

 

e.g. Britain and France gave way to Hit ler.  

  

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 o r 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 supported explanat ion using the 

source or  own knowledge. 

4–5 m arks for  a supported explanat ion using the 

source an d  own knowledge. 

 

Award m arks according to the qualit y of the 

explanat ion. 

 

e.g. More details of how Britain and France gave way 

to Hit ler over the Rhineland and Sudetenland… 

( 3 – 5 )  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Lev el  3  Dev e lop 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 ecise ly  select ed  k n o w 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.  

 

e.g. As Level 2. Shows how relat ions between Britain 

and France changed after  Germ an invasion of 

Czechoslovakia in March 1939...  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

( 6 – 7 )  



 

Lev el  4  Dev e lop ed  ex p lan at io n  an d  an a ly sis o f  m o r e 

t h an  on e ch an g e u sin g  t h e  sou r ce an d  o w 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.  

 

e.g. As with Level 3. Links French and Brit ish 

appeasem ent  at  Munich to change in policy after 

March 1939… 

( 8 – 1 0 )  

 

To t 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 m urder of Kirov 

(1934) , the beginning of the Moscow Show Trials 

(1936) , the purges of the arm ed forces (1937) , the 

beginning of the Fourth Five–Year Plan (1946) .  

 

2 in correct  consecut ive sequence                               

1  m ar k  

3 in correct  consecut ive sequence                               

2  m ar k s 

4/ 5 in correct  consecut ive 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 )   

                    

Lev el  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. 

 

e.g. This weakened the arm ed forces...   

 

e.g. I t  led to the purges. 

( 1 – 2 )  

Lev el  2  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

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

 

The student  gives an explanat ion supported by 

relevant  contextual knowledge.  

 

e.g. This rem oved experienced leaders and left  the 

arm ed forces weakened when Hit ler  invaded in 

1941...  

 
e.g. St al in used t he excuse of  his murder t o begin a series 

of  purges and t he Show Trials. . .  

( 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 )                                        

                                                                                                            

 

Lev el  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 io n  

 

The student  gives an explanat ion which lacks 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions.  

 

e.g. Because of Stalin’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 o r t ed  ex p lan at io n  o f  cau sat ion  

 

The student  supports the explanat ion, select ing 

relevant  contextual knowledge. 

 

e.g. More details of Stalin’s st rong leadership. Could 

include his use of scorched earth policy… 

  

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 qualit y of the 

explanat ion. 

 

( 3 – 5 )  

Lev el  3  Dev e lop 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. 

 

e.g. As Level 2. Shows how Stalin’s leadership 

ensured that  the Soviet  Union did not  collapse.  

Could link this with the severity of the Russian winter 

and it s im pact  on Germ an invasion… 

 

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 consequence (AO2: 4) , com prehension of source (AO3: 3)                          

                  

( 1 0 )   

 

Lev el  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 co n seq u en ce u sin g  

t h e sou r ce o r  ow n  k n ow 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.  

 

e.g. I t  led to the growth of heavy indust ry.  
  

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 o r t ed  ex p lan at io n  o f  on e co n seq u en ce 

 

The student  supports the explanat ion select ing 

relevant  inform at ion.  

3–4 m arks for  a supported explanat ion using the 

source or  own knowledge. 

4–5 m arks for  a supported explanat ion using the 

source an d  own knowledge. 

 

Award m arks according to the qualit y of the 

explanat ion.  

 

e.g. Rapid growth of heavy indust ry.  New indust r ial 

cent res located in the west… 

( 3 – 5 )  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Lev el  3  Dev e lop ed  ex p lan at io n  o f  on e co n seq u en ce 

su p p or t ed  b y  p r ecise ly  select ed  k n o w 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 consequence using own 

knowledge only. 

7 m arks for  one explained consequence using the 

source and own knowledge. 

 

e.g. As Level 2. More details of rapid growth of heavy 

indust ry. New indust r ial cent res located in the west .  

Often poor liv ing and working condit ions for the 

workers … 

 

 

 

 

( 6 – 7 )  



 

 

Lev el  4  Dev e lop ed  ex p lan at io n  an d  an a ly sis o f  m o r e 

t h an  on e con seq u en ce u sin g  t h e sou r ce  an d  

ow n  k n o w 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 effects linked to the 

stated outcom e. 

9–10 m arks for  answers which show how the effects 

com bined to produce the outcom e. 

 

e.g. As Level 3. Could link the rapid growth of heavy 

indust ry with the developm ent  of new indust r ial 

cent res in the west… 

( 8 – 1 0 )  

To t 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 Trum an Doct rine (1947) , the Soviet  Union 

tests it s first  atom ic bom b (1949) , the beginning of 

the Korean War (1950) ,  the U2 incident  (1960) , the 

Bay of Pigs invasion (1961) .  

 

2 in correct  consecut ive sequence                               

1  m ar k  

3 in correct  consecut ive sequence                               

2  m ar k s 

4/ 5 in correct  consecut ive 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 )        

               

Lev el  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. 

 

 

e.g. The Soviet  Union drew closer to Cuba. 

 

e.g. I t  worsened relat ions.  

 

( 1 – 2 )  

Lev el  2  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

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

 

The student  gives an explanat ion supported by 

relevant  contextual knowledge.  

 

e.g. Cuba drew closer t o the Soviet  Union due to fear 

of another Am erican invasion and the Soviet  Union  

began to build m issile sites on the island… 

 

e.g. I t  worsened relat ions between the Superpowers 

because the USA refused to apologise and Khrushchev 

storm ed out  of the Paris Sum m it ...  

 

 

( 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 )                                                  

                                                                                                             

 

Lev el  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 io n  

 

The student  gives an explanat ion which lacks 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions.  

 

e.g. Stalin wanted to force the West  out  of Berlin...  

 

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 o r t ed  ex p lan at io n  o f  cau sat ion  

 

The student  supports the explanat ion, select ing 

relevant  contextual knowledge. 

 

e.g. Differences over the t reatm ent  of Berlin and 

Germ any and the Allied creat ion of Trizonia and a new 

Deutschm ark... 

 

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 qualit y of the 

explanat ion. 

 

( 3 – 5 )  

Lev el  3  Dev e lop 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. 

 

e.g. As Level 2. Could link differences over the 

t reatm ent  of Berlin and Germ any and the Allied 

creat ion of Trizonia and a new Deutschm ark...  

 

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 )  

 

Lev el  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 io n  u sin g  t h e  

sou r ce o r  ow n  k n ow 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.  

 

e.g. Hungary wanted to m ove away from  

com m unism . 

  

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 o r t ed  ex p lan at io n  o f  cau sat ion  

 

The student  supports the explanat ion select ing 

relevant  inform at ion.  

3–4 m arks for  a supported explanat ion using the 

source or  own knowledge. 

4–5 m arks for  a supported explanat ion using the 

source an d  own knowledge. 

 

Award m arks according to the qualit y of the 

explanat ion. 

 

e.g. Reform s under Nagy, possibilit y leaving Warsaw 

Pact , Khrushchev wanted to m aintain the Eastern 

European bloc … 

( 3 – 5 )  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Lev el  3  Dev e lop ed  ex p lan at io n  o f  on e cau sat ion  

su p p or t ed  b y  p r ecise ly  select ed  k n o w 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 

 

e.g. As Level 2.Explanat ion of reform s under Nagy. 

Shows how the possibilit y of Hungary leaving the 

Warsaw Pact  brought  about  invasion...  

( 6 – 7 )  



 

 

Lev el  4  Dev e lop ed  ex p lan at io n  an d  an a ly sis o f  m o r e 

t h an  on e f act o r  u sin g  t h e  so u r ce  an d  o w 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. 

 

e.g. As Level 3. Links Nagy’s reform s with the 

possibilit y that  Hungary could leave the Warsaw 

Pact… 

( 8 – 1 0 )  

 

To t 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 Hollywood Ten (1947) , the beginning of 

desegregat ion at  Lit t le Rock High School (1957) , the 

Equal Pay Act  (1963) , t he Watergate break in ( 1972) , 

the Privacy Act  (1974) . 

 

2 in correct  consecut ive sequence                               

1  m ar k  

3 in correct  consecut ive sequence                               

2  m ar k s 

4/ 5 in correct  consecut ive 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)                              

                                                                                                                               

   

Lev el  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. 

 

e.g. This led to the Watergate Crisis...  

 

e.g. The Hollywood Ten were found guilt y 

( 1 – 2 )  

Lev el  2  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

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

 

The student  gives an explanat ion supported by 

relevant  contextual knowledge.  

 

e.g. This led to a crisis when two Washington Post  

reporters discovered that  the Watergate burglars were 

linked to CREEP… 

 

e.g. The Hollywood Ten were put  on t r ial and refused 

to answer. They were sacked and spent  a year in 

prison...  

( 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 )                    

 

Lev el  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 io n  

 

The student  gives an explanat ion which lacks 

support ing contextual knowledge or m akes 

unsupported generalisat ions.  

 

e.g. This was because wom en wanted m ore r ights.  

 

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 o r t ed  ex p lan at io n  o f  cau sat ion  

 

The student  supports the explanat ion, select ing 

relevant  contextual knowledge. 

 

e.g. I nfluence of Bet ty Friedan and her book Fem inine 

Myst ique. Eleanor Roosevelt  also changed 

expectat ions… 

 

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 qualit y of the 

explanat ion. 

 

( 3 – 5 )  

Lev el  3  Dev e lop 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. 

 

e.g. As Level 2. Could link Bet ty Friedan to changed 

expectat ions. I nfluence of other protest  m ovem ents, 

the pill and the clim ate of the 1960s… 

 

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 )  

 

 

Lev el  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 g e u sin g  t h e so u r ce  

o r  o w 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.  

 

e.g. There were new m ethods such as sit - ins and the 

Freedom  Rides.  
  

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 o r 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 supported explanat ion using the 

source or  own knowledge. 

4–5 m arks for  a supported explanat ion using the 

source an d  own knowledge. 

 

Award m arks according to the qualit y of the 

explanat ion. 

 

e.g. Changes in m ethods such as sit–ins, Freedom  

Rides and the m arches of 1963...   

( 3 – 5 )  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Lev el  3  Dev e lop 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 ecise ly  select ed  k n o w 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. 

 

e.g. As Level 2. Greater explanat ion of changes in 

m ethods such as the Freedom  Rides, the m arches of 

1963 and Malcolm  X and m ore violence… 

( 6 – 7 )  



 

 

Lev el  4  Dev e lop ed  ex p lan at io n  an d  an a ly sis o f  m o r e 

t h an  on e ch an g e u sin g  t h e  sou r ce an d  o w 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. 

 

e.g. As Level 3. Could link peaceful m ethods of the 

Freedom  Rides to the protest  m arches of 1963 and 

the Selm a m arches… 

( 8 – 1 0 )  

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


