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Depth Study A: Germany, 1918-1945. 
 
 (a) (i) Study Source A.  What can you tell from this source about post-war 

Germany?  Support your answer with reference to the source. 
 
 Level 1 Repeats material stated in source, no inference made. [1-2] 
 
 Level 2 Makes valid inference(s) unsupported from source e.g. It all looks very 

hazardous etc. [3-4] 
 
 Level 3 Makes valid inferences, supported from source e.g. Many have been killed and 

injured by the violence judging by the number of bodies; The drawing of the 
officer gives extra evidence of the madness of the time etc. [5-6] 

 
  (ii) Study Source B.  How far does this source show that the Free Corps was 

a military organisation?  Explain your answer. 
 
 Level 1 Agrees OR disagrees, unsupported from the source. [1-2] 
 
 Level 2 Agrees OR disagrees, supported from the source e.g.  
   Yes, it contained former officers and ex-soldiers etc.   
   No, it contained unemployed youths and there is no evidence of a chain of 

command etc. [3-5] 
 
 Level 3 Agrees AND disagrees, supported from the source.  Addresses the issue of 

‘How far?’ [6-7] 
 

  (iii) Study both sources.  Is one source more useful than the other as 
evidence about the Free Corps?  Explain your answer. 

 
 Level 1 Useful/not useful – Choice made on the basis that one is more detailed/gives 

more information, but does not specify what information. [1] 
 
 Level 2 Useful/not useful – One source is a drawing and the other is British, so they 

could both be biased/unreliable. [2] 
 
 Level 3 Choice made on the nature or amount of information given.  Must specify what 

information. [3-5] 
 
 Level 4 Choice made on the grounds of reliability. 
   Discussion of utility must be made on valid evaluation of source(s) in context.  

Include at this Level answers that cross-reference between A and B to show 
reliability. 

   6 marks for one source, 7 marks for both. [6-7] 
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 (b) (i) What powers did Article 48 of the Weimar Constitution give to the 
President of the Weimar Republic? 

 
   One mark for each valid power to a maximum of two marks e.g. Rule by decree 

in emergency, enforce duties of the state, and maintain public order with the 
use of armed forces, may suspend other Articles that protect fundamental rights 
of citizens etc.  [1-2] 

 
  (ii) Describe the Kapp Putsch of 1920. 
 
 Level 1 Identifies general aspects of the Putsch. [1-2] 
 
 Level 2 Develops aspects e.g. Leaders Kapp and Luttwitz; 5 000 march on Berlin; Min. 

of Defence, Noske, only had 2 000 – army not keen to defend Republic.  
Triumphant entry, new government proclaimed, Kapp Chancellor; Legal 
government escaped, General Strike in Berlin, city paralysed.  Kapp resigned 
and fled to Sweden. [2-4] 

 
  (iii) Why did monarchists and army officers oppose the Weimar Government? 
 
 Level 1 Single reason.  One for the reason, one for explanation. [1-2] 
 
 Level 2 Multiple reasons.  One for each reason, one for each reason explained e.g. 

Monarchists etc. lost power and influence.  Many held key positions as judges, 
police, military, civil service.  Did not want to be dominated by liberals, 
socialists, Catholics, Jews etc.  Objected to the way the treaty was made and 
also its terms.  ‘November criminals’ etc. [2-6] 

 
  (iv) ‘The hyperinflation of 1923 did more damage to the Weimar Republic than 

the signing of the Treaty of Versailles.’  Do you agree?  Explain your 
answer. 

 
 Level 1 Simple assertions. 
   Yes, hyperinflation ruined so many people. [1] 
 
 Level 2 Explanation of Hyper. OR T of V, single factor given. 
   Hyper.  Affected most Germans.  Middle class lost money and businesses; 

savings; collapse of currency; some profited; Undermined confidence in Weimar 
Republic etc. etc. 

   T of V.  Hated because of terms re. territory, military, colonies, war guilt and 
reparations.  This helped to cause hyperinflation through inability to pay 
reparations, legalised the French and Belgian occupation of Ruhr, strike and 
printing of money etc. [2] 

 
 Level 3 Explanation of Hyper OR T of V with multiple factors given.  Allow single factors 

with multiple reasons. 
   OR 
   Undeveloped suggestions on BOTH sides of the argument  
   (Annotate BBB – Balanced but Brief). [3-5] 
 
 Level 4 Answers that address both sides of the argument. 
   BOTH sides of Hyperinflation AND the Treaty of Versailles must be addressed. [6-8] 
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Depth Study B: Russia, 1905-1941. 
 
 (a) (i) Study Source A.  What can you tell from this source about Russia’s 

industrial workers?  Support your answer with reference to the source. 
 
 Level 1 Repeats material stated in source, no inference made. [1-2] 
 
 Level 2 Makes valid inferences, unsupported from source e.g. They were demanding a 

better life etc. [3-4] 
 
 Level 3 Makes valid inference with reference to the source e.g. Wanted a shorter 

working day, thought the Tsar could help them, remained loyal to the Tsar etc. [5-6] 
 
  (ii) Study Source B.  How far does this source show that the Tsar wanted to 

help his people?  Explain your answer. 
 
 Level 1 Agrees OR disagrees about the Tsar’s desire to help, with no reference to the 

source. [1-2] 
 
 Level 2 Agrees OR disagrees about the Tsar’s desire to help, supported from source e.g. 

Yes, offered reforms, extended them in November etc.   
   No, he split opponents, brought his best troops home and crushed rebellions etc. [3-5] 
 
 Level 3 Agrees AND disagrees about Tsar’s desire to help, supported from the source.  

Addresses the issue of ‘How far?’ [6-7] 
 
  (iii) Study both sources.  Is one of these sources more useful than the other 

as evidence about the 1905 revolution? 
 
 Level 1 Useful/not useful – Choice made on the basis that one is more detailed/gives 

more information, but does not specify what information. [1] 
 
 Level 2 Useful/not useful – One is from a petition of complaints, the other is from a 

British author so they could both be biased/unreliable. [2] 
 
 Level 3 Choice made on the nature or amount of information given.  Must specify what 

information.  [3-5] 
 
 Level 4 Choice made on the grounds of reliability. 
   Discussion of utility must be based on valid evaluation of source(s) in context.  

Include at this Level answers that cross-reference between A and B to show 
reliability. 

   6 marks for one source, 7 marks for both. [6-7] 
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 (b) (i) What was the Okhrana? 
 
   One mark for each valid factor to a maximum of two e.g. Tsar’s secret police, 

enforcers, removers of opponents, secured control through fear etc. [1-2] 
 
  (ii) Describe what happened on Bloody Sunday, 22 January 1905. 
 
 Level 1 Identifies elements.  
   One mark for each valid element. [1-2] 
 
 Level 2 Describes elements. 
   Award an extra mark for each valid element described in additional detail e.g. 

Peaceful march by loyal workers asking for improvements in life and work, 
attacked by Cossacks and fired upon.  Large number killed and wounded etc. [2-4] 

 
  (iii) Why were Stolypin’s attempts at agricultural reform not a success? 
 
 Level 1 Single reasons.  
   One for the reason, one for explanation. [1-2] 
 
 Level 2 Multiple reasons. 
   One for the reason, one for explanation e.g. The transfer of title to individuals 

and the consolidation of land holdings undermined the peasant land tenure.  
Population growing too fast (1.5 million extra a year), inefficient farming 
methods could not cope etc. [2-6] 

 
  (iv) How loyal were the Russian people to Tsar Nicholas II up to the outbreak 

of war in 1914?  Explain your answer. 
 
 Level 1 Simple assertions. 
   Yes, most Russians loved the Tsar. [1] 
 
 Level 2 Explanation of loyalty OR lack of loyalty, single factor given e.g.   
   Yes.  Few outbreaks between 1905 and 1914; work of Stolypin (necktie) and de 

Witte.  Many satisfied with the Duma.  The old system seemed to be working 
normally etc.   

   No.  Use of Okhrana, increasing criticism and demands, exiled groups, Siberian 
camps well used, underground critics etc. [2] 

 
 Level 3 Explanation of loyalty OR lack of loyalty, with multiple factors.  Allow single 

factors with multiple reasons. 
   OR 
   Undeveloped suggestions on BOTH sides of the argument  
   (annotate BBB – Balanced but Brief) [3-5] 
 
 Level 4 Answers that deal with both sides of the argument. 
   BOTH sides of loyalty AND lack of loyalty must be addressed. [6-8] 
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Depth Study C: The USA, 1919-1941. 
 
 (a) (i) Study Source A.  What can you tell from this source about American 

society in the 1920s?  Support your answer with reference to the source. 
 
 Level 1 Repeats material stated in source, no inference made. [1-2] 
 
 Level 2 Makes valid inference(s), unsupported from source e.g. It was prosperous; 

making rapid progress; had more leisure time; not all shared in wealth etc. [3-4] 
 
 Level 3 Makes valid inferences, supported from source e.g. Makes inferences as for L2 

but adds details of gadgets, statistics or comparisons in support etc. [5-6] 
 
  (ii) Study Source B.  How far does this source show that women had more 

freedom in the 1920s?  Explain your answer. 
 
 Level 1 Agrees OR disagrees with no support from the source. [1-2] 
 
 Level 2 Agrees OR disagrees, supported from the source e.g.  
   Yes, women now had the vote; could adopt new fashions; break with tradition etc.  

No, only the young became flappers; no real importance; no equal pay; still seen 
as dependants; males still in control etc. [3-5] 

 
 Level 3 Agrees AND disagrees, supported from the source.  Addresses the issue of 

‘How far?’ [6-7] 
 
  (iii) Is one of these sources more useful than the other as evidence about the 

‘Roaring Twenties’?  Explain your answer. 
 
 Level 1 Useful/not useful – Choice made on the basis that one is more detailed/gives 

more information, but does not specify what information. [1] 
 
 Level 2 Useful/not useful – One source is British, the other is American so they could 

both be biased/unreliable. [2] 
 
 Level 3 Choice made on the nature or amount of information given.  Must specify what 

information. [3-5] 
 
 Level 4 Choice made on the grounds of reliability. 
   Discussion of utility must be made on valid evaluation of source(s) in context.  

Include at this Level answers that cross-reference between A and B to show 
reliability. 

   6 marks for one source, 7 marks for both. [6-7] 
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 (b) (i) Name two stars of American films of the 1920s. 
 
   Award one mark for each valid example to a maximum of two e.g. Mary 

Pickford, Douglas Fairbanks, Clara Bow, Rudolf Valentino, Charlie Chaplin, 
Buster Keaton, Al Jolson etc. [1-2] 

 
  (ii) Describe the development of the film industry in the 1920s. 
 
 Level 1 Identifies aspects. 
   One mark for each valid aspect to a maximum of two. [1-2] 
 
 Level 2 Develops aspects e.g. Describes in additional detail the dominance of 

Hollywood, major studios, talkies, rise in cinemas/audiences, publicity, technical 
developments etc. [2-4] 

 
  (iii) Why did Prohibition lead to an increase in organised crime? 
 
 Level 1 A single reason.  One for the reason, one for explanation. [1-2] 
 
 Level 2 Multiple reasons.  One for each reason, one for each reason explained e.g. 

Money to be made – Capone estimated $60m p.a. Millions willing to break the 
law; already well-organised in cities; poor enforcement of Prohibition; officials 
and police bribed; gang rivalry etc.  [2-6] 

 
  (iv) ‘The Roaring Twenties brought progress for Americans.’  Do you agree?  

Explain your answer. 
 
 Level 1 Simple assertions. 
   Yes, labour-saving devices.  No, women still not equal. [1] 
 
 Level 2 Explanation of Progress OR lack of progress, single factor given e.g.  
   Yes.  All had opportunity to buy new technology through HP; radio/cinema 

created affordable leisure activities; industry booming; mass production lowered 
prices; women could vote.  Increased life expectancy etc.   

   No.  Inequalities of wealth became more extreme; cities outpaced rural 
development; farmers, blacks and some immigrants did not share in the wealth; 
increased intolerance; increase in crime. [2] 

 
 Level 3 Explanation of progress OR lack of progress, with multiple factors given.  Allow 

single factors with multiple reasons. 
   OR 
   Undeveloped suggestions on BOTH sides of the argument  
   (annotate BBB – Balanced but Brief). [3-5] 
 
 Level 4 Answers that deal with ‘How far?’ and offer a balanced argument. 
   BOTH sides of progress AND lack of progress must be addressed. [6-8] 
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Depth Study D: China, 1945-c.1990. 
 
 (a) (i) Study Source A.  What impressions does this source give about the 

nature of Chinese communism?  Support your answer with reference to 
the source. 

 
 Level 1 Repeats material stated in source, no inference made. [1-2] 
 
 Level 2 Makes valid inference(s), not supported from the source e.g. Khrushchev is 

insulting the Chinese etc. [3-4] 
 
 Level 3 Makes valid inference with reference to the source e.g. Khrushchev is being 

sarcastic using stereotypical images of the Chinese of watery soup, rope 
sandals to insult Chinese communism etc. [5-6] 

 
  (ii) Study Source B.  How far does this source show Khrushchev and Mao 

were enemies?  Explain your answer. 
 
 Level 1 Agrees OR disagrees with no reference to the source e.g. They did not like one 

another. [6-7] 
 
 Level 2 Agrees OR disagrees supported from the source e.g.  
   Yes, relations between them were always strained.   
   No, at least they met; relations became worse, implying this was not always the 

case.  Had own national interests which did not necessarily coincide etc. [3-5] 
 
 Level 3 Agrees AND disagrees, supported from the source.  Addresses the issue of 

‘How far?’ [6-7] 
 
  (iii) Study both sources.  Is one of these sources more useful than the other 

as evidence of relations between China and the Soviet Union?  Explain 
your answer. 

 
 Level 1 Useful/not useful – Choice made on the basis that one is more detailed/gives 

more information, but does not specify what information. [1] 
 
 Level 2 Useful/not useful – One is from Khrushchev, the other is from a Russian 

historian so they could both be biased/unreliable. [2] 
 
 Level 3 Choice made on the nature or amount of information given.  Must specify what 

information. [3-5] 
 
 Level 4 Choice made on the grounds of reliability. 
   Discussion of utility must be based on valid evaluation of source(s) in context.  

Include at this Level answers that cross-reference between A and B to show 
reliability. 

   6 marks for one source, 7 marks for both. [6-7] 
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 (b) (i) Name two foreign counties where the Chinese army has been involved in 
fighting since 1949. 

 
   One mark for each valid country to a maximum of two e.g. Korea, Tibet, India, 

Vietnam. [1-2] 
 
  (ii) Describe relations between the People’s Republic of China and the 

Republic of China (Taiwan) since 1949. 
 
 Level 1 Identifies elements. 
   One mark for each valid element to a maximum of two. [1-2] 
 
 Level 2 Describes elements. 
   Award an extra mark for each element described in additional detail e.g. Taiwan 

a base for Nationalist regime.  Economic, political, ideological rivalries.  
Propaganda.  Military threats.  USA support for Taiwan.  UNO etc. [2-4] 

 
  (iii) Why did the USSR decide to withdraw financial and technical support 

from China in 1960? 
 
 Level 1 Single reason. 
   One for the reason, one for the explanation. [1-2] 
 
 Level 2 Multiple reasons 
   One for each reason, one for each reason  explained e.g. Rivalry for leadership 

of the socialist world; personal rivalry between Khrushchev and Mao; nuclear 
secrets; differences in emphasis between the two regimes; industrial vs 
agricultural bases; revisionism vs dogmatism; Khrushchev’s ‘peaceful  
co-existence’ stance; criticism of Stalin when CCP was developing a cult of the 
personality for Mao etc. [2-6] 

 
  (iv) How far did relations between Communist China and the USA improve 

between 1949 and 1990?  Explain your answer. 
 
 Level 1 Simple assertions. 
   Yes, they started to talk. [1] 
 
 Level 2 Explanation of improving relations OR non-improving relations, single factor 

given e.g.  
   Yes.  After withdrawal of Soviet aid in 1960, to isolate USSR.  Ping-Pong 

diplomacy, Nixon’s visits, expansion of economic activity, UNO etc.   
   No.  Ideology, support for GMD during the civil war; Taiwan, Korea, Vietnam, 

India, Tibet, UNO and Taiwan representing China; mutual suspicion etc. [2] 
 
 Level 3 Explanation of improving relations OR non-improving relations, with multiple 

factors given.  Allow single factors with multiple reasons. 
   OR 
   Undeveloped suggestions on BOTH sides of the argument  
   (annotate BBB – Balanced but Brief). [3-5] 
 
 Level 4 Answers that deal with ‘How far?’ offering balanced argument. 
   BOTH sides of improving relations AND non-improving relations must be 

addressed. [6-8] 
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Depth Study E: Southern Africa in the Twentieth Century. 
 
 (a) (i) Study Source A.  What does this source tell you about the Communist 

Party in South Africa in the 1950s?  Support your answer with reference to 
the source. 

 
 Level 1 Repeats material stated in source, no inference made. [1-2] 
 
 Level 2 Makes valid inference(s), unsupported from source e.g. They were active; 

women important in it; popular with black Africans; government was worried. [3-4] 
 
 Level 3 Makes valid inference supported from source e.g. As with inference in L2 but 

with support from details within the source. [5-6] 
 
  (ii) Study Source B.  How far does this source show that women in South 

Africa were effective in protesting about apartheid?  Explain your answer. 
 
 Level 1 Agrees OR disagrees with no support from source. [1-2] 
 
 Level 2 Agrees OR disagrees, supported from source e.g.  
   Yes, they could organise multi-racially in large numbers; good tactics; protests 

continued despite punishments; their actions are commemorated etc.   
   No, does not show any positive results of protest; only a minority of women 

involved.  Shows only one woman’s continual efforts; government clearly 
suppressing effectively. [3-5] 

 
 Level 3 Agrees AND disagrees, supported from source.  Deals with the issue of ‘How 

far?’ [6-7] 
 
  (iii) Study both sources.  Is one of these sources more useful than the other 

as evidence about the South African government’s response to 
opposition in the 1950s?  Explain your answer. 

 
 Level 1 Useful/not useful – Choice made on the basis that one is more detailed/gives 

more information, but does not specify what information. [1] 
 
 Level 2 Useful/not useful – One source is from an activist, the other is British so they 

could both be biased/unreliable. [2] 
 
 Level 3 Choice made on the nature or amount of information given.  Must specify what 

information. [3-5] 
 
 Level 4 Choice made on the grounds of reliability. 
   Discussion of utility must be based on valid evaluation of source(s) in context.  

Include at this Level answers that cross-reference between A and B to show 
reliability. 

   6 marks for one source, 7 marks for both. [6-7] 
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 (b) (i) Name two Prime Ministers of South Africa in the 1950s. 
 
   One for each Prime Minister to a maximum of two e.g. Malan to 1953; Strijdom; 

Verwoerd to 1958. [1-2] 
 
  (ii) Describe the Defiance Campaign of 1952. 
 
 Level 1 Identifies aspects e.g. protest against apartheid; led by ANC [1-2] 
 
 Level 2 Develops aspects in more detail e.g. Peaceful protest against apartheid; to 

coincide with 300th anniversary of Boers arriving in SA; Indian Congress and 
ANC broke apartheid laws to provoke arrests – 8 000 arrested; worldwide 
publicity; ANC membership jumped from 7 000 to 100 000; by October rioting, 
blacks and whites killed; government introduced more severe punishments. [2-4] 

 
  (iii) Why was the Pan-Africanist Congress formed in 1959? 
 
 Level 1 Single reason.  One for the reason, one for explanation. [1-2] 
 
 Level 2 Multiple reasons.  One for each reason, one for each explanation e.g. 

Disagreed with ANC multi-racial basis; worried that whites and Indians had too 
much influence in ANC; Sobukwe saw Luthuli as too passive; wanted more 
radical protest; wanted to appeal to young in townships; to politicise rural areas.  
To link with other African independence movement like Ghana.  [2-6] 

 
  (iv) ‘The white population of South Africa supported apartheid in the 1950s 

and 1960s because it gave them economic benefits.’  Do you agree?  
Explain your answer. 

 
 Level 1 Simple assertions.  Yes, they had better pay.  No, some opposed. [1] 
 
 Level 2 Explanation of support OR opposition, single factors given e.g.  
   Yes.  Monopoly of the better jobs, higher pay; cheap labour; Strongest support 

among Afrikaners etc.   
   No.  Not all whites supported; liberals, socialists, Communists, some Trades 

Unions.  Church opponents – Rev Huddleston; Government censorship, control 
of media.   

   Other motives: Social; racist; fear of majority – IC and ANC acting together from 
1952; Defiance Campaign; Sharpeville; International opposition.  [2] 

 
 Level 3 Explanation of support OR opposition with multiple factors.  Allow single factors 

with multiple reasons. 
   OR 
   Undeveloped suggestions on BOTH sides of the argument  
   (annotate BBB – Balanced but Brief). [3-5] 
 
 Level 4 Answers that deal with ‘How far?’ and offer a balanced argument. 
   BOTH sides of support AND opposition must be addressed. [6-8] 
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Depth Study F: Israelis and Palestinians, 1945-c.1994. 
 
 (a) (i) Study Source A.  What does this source tell you about the attack on 

Israel?  Support your answer with reference to the source. 
 
 Level 1 Repeats material stated in source, no inference made. [1-2] 
 
 Level 2 Makes valid inference(s), unsupported from source e.g. Clever strategy by 

Egypt and Syria etc. [3-4] 
 
 Level 3 Makes valid inferences with reference to the source e.g. Clever strategy by 

Egypt and Syria to attack on Yom Kippur and the Israelis would be preoccupied 
in devotions etc. [5-6] 

 
  (ii) Study Source B.  How far does this source show that the Yom Kippur War 

was a victory for Israel?  Explain your answer. 
 
 Level 1 Agrees OR disagrees, unsupported from source. [1-2] 
 
 Level 2 Agrees OR disagrees, supported from source e.g.  
   Yes, Israel technically won the war; Saudi Arabia appealed to USA to use 

influence on Israel etc.  
   No, used up reserves of troops, many casualties; ‘revived Arab fighting spirit’. [3-5] 
 
 Level 3 Agrees AND disagrees, supported from the source.  Addresses the issue of 

‘How far?’ [6-7] 
 
 
  (iii) Is one of these sources more useful than the other as evidence about 

foreign involvement in the Yom Kippur War?  Explain your answer. 
 
 Level 1 Useful/not useful – Choice made on the basis that one source is more 

detailed/gives more information, but does not specify what information. [1] 
 
 Level 2 Useful/not useful – One is a British textbook, the other is from a British 

Dictionary of World History so they could both be biased/unreliable. [2] 
 
 Level 3 Choice made on the nature or amount of information given.  Must specify what 

information. [3-5] 
 
 Level 4 Choice made on the grounds of reliability. 
   Discussion of utility must be made on valid evaluation of source(s) in context.  

Include at this Level answers that cross-reference between A and B to show 
reliability. 

   6 marks for one source, 7 marks for both. [6-7] 
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 (b) (i) What are the Golan Heights? 
 
   One mark for each valid detail to a maximum of two e.g. They formed the 

ceasefire line after 1967 war.  Strategically very important as control of the 
Heights would permit observation, shelling, attacks on Israel. [1-2] 

 
  (ii) Describe the Egyptian and Syrian attacks against Israeli forces at the start 

of the Yom Kippur War. 
 
 Level 1 Identifies aspects e.g. Surprise attack, caught Israel unprepared.  [1-2] 
 
 Level 2 Develops aspects.  Award an extra mark for each aspect described in greater 

detail e.g. Co-ordinated surprise attacks on the holiest day in the Jewish 
calendar.  Egyptian troops advanced over the Suez Canal while the Syrians 
reached the Golan Heights.  Israel counter attacked 2 days later.   

   Max of 3 marks for only one country’s attack. [2-4] 
 
  (iii) Why did the superpowers encourage Israel and Egypt to negotiate a 

ceasefire? 
 
 Level 1 Single reason.  One for the reason, one for explanation. [1-2] 
 
 Level 2 Multiple reasons.  One for each reason, one for each reason explained e.g. 
   Did not want the war to develop into a superpower conflict.  USSR realised that 

a long war would cost Arabs, and thus USSR, very dearly; USA worried by 
limitation of Arab oil production and effect on world economy. [2-6] 

 
  (iv) How far did the Yom Kippur War help to bring peace between Israel and 

the Arab States?  Explain your answer. 
 
 Level 1 Simple assertions. 
   No, they are always fighting. [1] 
 
 Level 2 Agrees OR disagrees, single factor given e.g.  
   Yes.  Both sides had heavy losses, Israel shocked at early reversals, all would 

need time to recover; superpowers frightened of war escalating; cost of support 
of warring factions; fear of oil crisis; all led to USSR and USA to press for 
peace.  Egyptian and Israeli leaders went to Geneva (not in same room); Israel 
agreed to withdraw some distance in Sinai to allow Egypt to clear and open 
Canal.   

   No.  Arab states still resented existence of Israel; all old issues had not been 
resolved; Palestinians a problem for both sides; impact of oil action kept 
tensions high; Arab governments either could not control or did not want to 
control resistance groups etc.  [2] 

 
 Level 3 Agrees OR disagrees with multiple factors given.  Allow single factors with 

multiple reasons. 
   OR 
   Undeveloped suggestions on BOTH sides of the argument  
   (annotate BBB – Balanced but Brief) [3-5] 
 
 Level 4 Agrees AND disagrees, and offers a balanced argument. 
   BOTH sides of agreement AND disagreement must be addressed. [6-8] 
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Depth Study G: The Creation of Modern Industrial Society. 
 
 (a) (i) Study Source A.  What does this source tell you about the expansion of 

towns in England and Wales in the nineteenth century?  Support your 
answer with reference to the source. 

 
 Level 1 Repeats material stated in source, no inference made. [1-2] 
 
 Level 2 Makes valid inference(s), unsupported from source e.g. Increases in population 

in new, industrial cities has brought problems etc. [3-4] 
 
 Level 3 Makes valid inferences, supported from source e.g. Problems in named growing 

cities are because the population is growing so fast that there is insufficient 
legislation to create safely constructed house and sanitary conditions etc. [5-6] 

 
  (ii) Study Source B.  How far does this source show that towns had become 

much better places to live in by the last quarter of the nineteenth century?  
Explain your answer. 

 
 Level 1 Agrees OR disagrees, unsupported from source. [1-2] 
 
 Level 2 Agrees OR disagrees, supported from source e.g.  
   Yes, new and planned building can be seen in the foreground, also shows civic 

pride and need for facilities etc.   
   No, still the smoke and unplanned factories working and growing out of control 

in the background etc. [3-5] 
 
 Level 3 Agrees AND disagrees, supported from source.  Addresses the issue of ‘How 

far?’ [6-7] 
 
  (iii) Study both sources.  Is one of these sources more useful than the other 

as evidence about urbanisation in Britain in the nineteenth century?  
Explain your answer. 

 
 Level 1 Useful/not useful – Choice made on the basis that one source is more 

detailed/gives more information, but does not specify what information. [1] 
 
 Level 2 Useful/not useful – One is a Parliamentary report, the other is a picture, so they 

could both be biased/unreliable. [2] 
 
 Level 3 Choice made on the nature or amount of information given.  Must specify what 

information. [3-5] 
 
 Level 4 Choice made on the grounds of reliability. 
   Discussion of utility must be made on valid evaluation of source(s) in context.  

Include at this Level answers that cross-reference between A and B to show 
reliability.  

   6 marks for one source, 7 marks for both. [6-7] 
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 (b) (i) Name two industries which caused the rapid expansion of some towns in 
the nineteenth century. 

 
   One mark for each valid example to a maximum of two e.g. Textiles, iron, steel, 

potteries, coal exports etc. [1-2] 
 
  (ii) What public health problems faced the new industrial towns? 
 
 Level 1 Identifies aspects e.g. Overcrowding, problems at work, drainage etc.  [1] 
 
 Level 2 Develops aspects.  Award an extra mark for each aspect described in greater 

detail e.g. Easy spread of disease in communities, noxious gases etc. at work, 
water born diseases etc. [2-4] 

 
  (iii) Why did it take so long to improve living and working conditions in 

industrial towns? 
 
 Level 1 Single reason.  One for the reason, one for the explanation. [1-2] 
 
 Level 2 Multiple reasons.  One for the reason, one for each reason explained e.g. Living 

– lack of legislation, sheer speed of expansion, little planning, lack of concern 
with health.  Working – little legislation, lack of trade unions, vested interests, 
profit motive and little understanding that change was needed etc. [2-6] 

 
  (iv) ‘The growth of towns brought more advantages than disadvantages to 

working people.’  Do you agree?  Explain your answer. 
 
 Level 1 Simple assertions. 
   No, they were all dying of disease. [1] 
 
 Level 2 Agrees OR disagrees.  Single factor given e.g.  
   Yes.  Employment, good housing, wages gave some freedoms, education, 

trade unionism, ease of getting to work etc.  
   No.  Unemployment, bad housing, industrial slavery, long hours, no leisure, 

child labour, industrial accidents, little by way of legal protection etc. [2] 
 
 Level 3 Agrees OR disagrees, with multiple factors given.  Allow single factors with 

multiple reasons. 
   OR 
   Undeveloped suggestions on BOTH sides of the argument  
   (annotate BBB – Balanced but Brief). [3-5] 
 
 Level 4 Agrees AND disagrees, and offers a balanced argument. 
   BOTH sides of advantages AND disadvantages must be addressed. [6-8] 
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Depth Study H: The Impact of Western Imperialism in the Nineteenth Century. 
 
 (a) (i) Study Source A.  What impressions does this source give you of early 

nineteenth-century India?  Support your answer with reference to the 
source. 

 
 Level 1 Repeats material seen in source, no inference made. [1-2] 
 
 Level 2 Makes valid inference(s), unsupported from source e.g. It all seems relaxed and 

everyone is happy with his lot etc. [3-4] 
 
 Level 3 Makes valid inference, supported from source e.g. It looks a calm and settled 

community, but the judge’s appears to be the centre of attention; there is a 
hierarchy of status – wife, turbaned servants, fan holder (see clothing) etc. [5-6] 

 
  (ii) Study Sources B and C.  How far do these sources show that there were 

great problems facing the British rulers of India in the first half of the 
nineteenth century?  Explain your answer. 

 
 Level 1 Agrees OR disagrees, unsupported from source. [1-2] 
 
 Level 2 Agrees OR disagrees, supported from source e.g.  
   Yes, Different customs, controlling huge area, war and expense, dust, cholera 

and heat etc.  
   No, Improvements to Indian life already made, servants and a life of luxury etc. [3-5] 
 
 Level 3 Agrees AND disagrees, supported from source. Addresses the issue of ‘How 

far?’ [6-7] 
 
  (iii) Study Sources A and C.  Is one of these sources more useful than the 

other as evidence that the British only looked after their own interests in 
India?  Explain your answer. 

 
 Level 1 Useful/not useful – Choice made on the basis that one source is more 

detailed/gives more information, but does not specify what information. [1] 
  
 Level 2 Useful/not useful – A is a picture and C is an unattributed book, so they could all 

be biased/unreliable. [2] 
 
 Level 3 Choice made on the nature or amount of information given.  Must specify what 

information. [3-5] 
 
 Level 4 Choice made on the grounds of reliability. 
   Discussion of utility must be made on valid evaluation of source in context.  

Include at this Level answers that cross-reference between A and C to show 
reliability. 

   6 marks for one source, 7 marks for both. [6-7] 
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 (b) (i) What was suttee? 
 
   One mark to a maximum of two for each valid detail e.g. Widow burning, to 

prevent the cost of the widow falling on the dead husband’s family etc. [1-2] 
 
  (ii) What were the main reforms introduced into India by Lord William 

Bentinck? 
 
 Level 1 Identifies areas of reform e.g. local customs, administration etc. [1-2] 
 
 Level 2 Develops areas of reform.  Award an extra mark for each valid area described 

in additional detail e.g. Attempts to prohibit suttee, suppress thuggee, infanticide 
and brigandage.  Revised revenue collection; reformed administration of justice 
and increased power of Indian judges.  Introduced English as the medium of 
instruction; encouraged the study of Western civilisation to replace the study of 
Indian civilisation. [2-4] 

 
  (iii) Why did many British people go to India in the nineteenth century? 
 
 Level 1 Single reason.  One for the reason, one for the explanation. [1-2] 
 
 Level 2 Multiple reasons.  One for each reason, one for each reason explained e.g. 

Employees of the East India Co.  After 1858 as members of the Indian Civil 
Service.  Army.  Traders.  To make money/fortune.  Build a railway system etc. [2-6] 

 
  (iv) ‘The history of the British in India to 1857 was one of conquest and 

exploitation.’  Do you agree?  Explain your answer. 
 
 Level 1 Simple assertions. 
   No, they were much better off under British rule. [1] 
 
 Level 2 Agrees OR disagrees, single factors given e.g.  
   Yes.  Many conquests (expect lists).  Exploitation evidence by fortunes 

amassed by British subjects.  Britons held privileged positions.   
   No.  Many tried to make Indians’ lives better (even if some reforms were 

misguided).  Education, improved communications, reduction of famine, 
opportunities in service.  Breaking down of caste barriers and power of local 
rulers and warlords helped many.  Much of the ‘good’ done after 1858. [2] 

 
 Level 3 Agrees OR disagrees with multiple factors given.  Allow single factors with 

multiple reasons. 
   OR 
   Undeveloped suggestions on BOTH sides of the argument  
   (annotate BBB – Balanced but Brief). [3-5] 
 
 Level 4 Agrees AND disagrees, and offers a balanced argument. 
   BOTH sides of exploitation AND help must be addressed. [6-8] 


