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Introduction

This exemplar booklet has been created using student responses from the summer
2018 exam paper in GCSE History paper 2 — Period Studies (1H10/26/27) for the
Superpower relations and the Cold War, 1941-91 option. The answers and examiner
commentaries in the guide can be used to show the application of the mark scheme.

The exam duration is 1 hour and 45 minutes. The paper is marked out of 64 marks
and is worth 40% of the qualification. *The examination paper for 2018 was divided
into section A (Q1-3) — Period study and section B (Q4-5) — British depth study. This
exemplar book will only focus on section A - Period study which is worth 20% of the
final total.

The exam paper covers AO1 and AO2. We also use a mixture of question types,
demand levels and response structures throughout our exam papers. The structure of
the 2018 question paper was as follows:

Total Assessment . . Example question stem
marks | objective Question description
1 8 AO1 Explanation of Explain two consequences of...
AO2 consequences
2 8 AO1 Writing an analytical Write a narrative account
AO2 narrative analysing...
You may use the following in
your answer.
+ two stimulus points
3 16 AO1 Explanation of Explain two of the following:
AO2 importance The importance of...
4/5 |4 AO1 Description of key Describe two features of...
(a) features
4/5 12 AO1 Explanation of causation | Explain why...
(b) AO2 You may use the following in
your answer.
+ two stimulus points
4/5 16 + 4 | AO1 Judgement relating to ['Statement.’] How far do you
(c) SPaG AO2 one of the following: agree? Explain your answer.
causation, CONSEQUENCE, | yvoy may use the following in
change, continuity, your answer.
significance, similarity . .
and difference + two stimulus points

These examples are designed to help students engage with what they’re being asked to
do, but also understand the length and type of answer expected.

The questions provided are 1, 2 and 3 from section A - Period study. The questions are
all new question types for the Period study section.

In general, candidates who perform well on this paper are able to demonstrate
accurate, relevant knowledge of the topics being examined. When assessing AO1,
examiners look for accurate and relevant information that has been precisely selected
to show good contextual knowledge. This is characterised by detailed yet succinct
responses to the questions set. Content is carefully selected to ensure it provided an
insight into the focus of the question, particularly in the narrative account.

*(Please note from summer 2019 onwards, Paper 2 will be split into two separate question-
and-answer booklets: the Period study (booklet P), and the British depth study (booklet B).
Students will only be provided with questions for the topics they have studied. You can find out
more here.


https://qualifications.pearson.com/content/demo/en/subjects/history.updates.html?article=%2Fcontent%2Fdemo%2Fen%2Fnews-policy%2Fsubject-updates%2Fhistory%2Fedexcel-gcse-history-paper-2-change-to-exam-paper-layout&amp%3BpageTypes

Questionl

Explain two consequences of the fall of the Berlin Wall.

Mark Scheme

Question

1 Explain two conseguences of the fall of the Berlin Wall.

Target: Analysis of second order concepts: consequence [AQ2];
Knowledge and understanding of features and characteristics [AO1].
AO2: 4 marks.

AO1: 4 marks.

NB mark each consequence separately (2 x 4 marks).

Level | Mark Descriptor

0 No rewardable material.

1 1-2 # Simple or generalised comment is offered about a consequence. [AOQ2]

s Generalised information about the topic is included, showing limited knowledge and
understanding of the period. [AO1]

2 3-4 * Features of the period are analysed to explain a consequence. [A02]

+ Specific information about the topic is added to support the explanation, showing
good knowledge and understanding of the period. [AO1]

Marking instructions
Markers must apply the descriptors above in line with the general marking guidance.

Performance in AO1 and AOZ2 is interdependent. An answer displaying no qualities of AO2 cannot be
awarded more than the top of Level 1, no matter how strong performance is in AO1; markers should
note that the expectation for AO1 is that candidates demonstrate both knowledge and understanding.

Indicative content guidance

Answers must be credited according to candidates’ deployment of material in relation to the qualities
outlined in the mark scheme. While specific references are made in the indicative content below, this
does not imply that these must be included; other relevant material must also be credited.

Relevant points may include:

= FEast German protestors now saw the opportunity to end control by the Soviet Union and to call for
the reunification of Germany.

s The fall of the Berlin Wall became very symbolic and encouraged other parts of Eastern Europe to
challenge control by the Soviet Union.

= After the fall of the Berlin Wall it became clear that the Soviet Union’s control of Eastern Europe
could not continue and it led to the breaking up of the Warsaw Pact.

» The fall of the Berlin Wall meant that for the first time many German friends and relatives could visit
each other.

Comments on Question Type

Question 1 focuses on the second order concept of consequence. It requires
candidates to explain two valid consequences of an event or development. There are
4 marks available for each consequence; the AO2 strand of the mark scheme
rewards the analysis and explanation of consequence while the AO1 strand rewards
specific supporting information showing good knowledge and understanding (AO1).
There are 4 marks for each consequence so they should be given equal attention by
the candidate.




Candidate answers to question 1

Response 1

1 Explain two consequences of the fall of the Berlin Wall.
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Examiner Comments
This response was awarded Level 1, 4 marks.

Level 1, 2 marks were given for both Consequences to give an overall total of
4 marks for Question 1. In both instances, for AO2 simple comments were
offered about a consequence of the the fall of the Berlin Wall. For Consequence
1 the candidate wrote ‘East and West Berlin were reunited’ and for
Consquence 2 ‘better paying jobs’.

For AO1 there was generalised information about the topic for both
Consequences with the comment for 1 ‘they might not have seen the other
side of Berlin’ and for 2 ‘better quality houses’ and ‘use their skills for jobs that

they wanted’.

Level 1 for both AO2 and AO1 meant that the best-fit mark was top Level 1 (2
marks) for each consequence.




Response 2

1 Explain two consequences of the fall of the Berlin Wall.
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Examiner Comments
This response was awarded Level 2, 8 marks.

Both Consequences are at Level 2 for AO2 and AO1. Both responses analyse
features of the period to explain a consequence (AO2) and were awarded Level
2. Consequence 1 includes comments on the break-up of the Eastern Bloc and
that the fall of the Berlin Wall ‘signified the end of communism’. In
Consequence 2 the response comments on the end of the Warsaw Pact.

For AO1 the candidate includes specific information about the topic for both
Consequences to support the explanation and it therefore reaches Level 2.

Each answer was awarded Level 2 for both AO2 and AO1 and therefore each
answer was top Level 2, 4 marks, making a total of 8 marks.




Question 2

Question

Write a narrative account analysing the key features of détente during the 1970s.

You many use the following in your answer:
e SALT 1 (1972)
o Afghanistan (1979)

Mark Scheme

Question

2 Write a narrative account analysing the key events of détente during the 1970s.

You may use the following in your answer:
= SALTI(1972)

« Afghanistan (1979)

You must also use information of your own.

Target: Analytical narrative (i.e. analysis of causation/consequence/change) [AO02];
Knowledge and understanding of features and characteristics) [AO1].

AO2: 4 marks.
AO1: 4 marks.
Level | Mark Descriptor
0 No rewardable material.
1 1-2

* A simple or generalised narrative is provided; the account shows limited analysis
and organisation of the events included. [AO2]

s Limited knowledge and understanding of the events is shown. [AO1]

* A narrative is given, showing some organisation of material into a sequence of
events leading to an outcome. The account of events shows some analysis of the

linkage between them, but some passages of the narrative may lack coherence and
organisation. [AOQ2]

s Accurate and relevant information is added, showing some knowledge and
understanding of the events. [AO1]

Maximum 4 marks for answers that do not go beyond aspects prompted by the
stimulus points.

* A narrative is given which organises material into a clear sequence of events
leading to an outcome. The account of events analyses the linkage between them
and is coherent and logically structured. [AO2]

s Accurate and relevant information is included, showing good knowledge and
understanding of the key features or characteristics of the events. [AO1]

No access to Level 3 for answers which do not go beyond aspects prompted by the
stimulus points.




Marking instructions
Markers must apply the descriptors above in line with the general marking guidance.

Performance in AO1 and AO?2 is interdependent. An answer displaying no qualities of AO2 cannot be
awarded more than the top of Level 1, no matter how strong performance is in AO1; markers should
note that the expectation for AO1 is that candidates demonstrate both knowledge and understanding.

The middle mark in Levels 2 and 3 may be achieved by stronger performance in either AO1 or AQ2.

Indicative content guidance

Answers must be credited according to candidates’ deployment of material in relation to the qualities
outlined in the mark scheme. While specific references are made in the indicative content below, this
does not imply that these must be included; other relevant material must also be credited.

Relevant points may include:

= In 1972, Brezhnev and Nixon signed SALT T which showed the spirt of détente as it was the first time
the Superpowers agreed to limits on the number of nuclear weapons held.

» The Superpowers showed continued commitment to détente with Nixon visiting Moscow in 1972 and
Brezhnev visiting Washington the following year.

« Improving relations led to the Helsinki Conference in 1975 and détente was strengthened by both
sides agreeing to respect human rights and to promote links and exchanges.

* The joint space mission in 1975 demonstrated increased cooperation with US astronauts and Soviet
cosmonauts meeting in outer space.

= The SALT II negotiations contributed to détente with both the USA and the USSR agreeing in
principle to reduce their stocks of nuclear warheads.

« In 1979, the Soviet Union's invasion of Afghanistan contributed to the ending of détente with
renewed tension between East and West resulting in the Carter Doctrine and the US failure to ratify
SALT II.

Comments on Question Type

Question 2 focuses on analytical narrative, in which candidates are expected to write
an account that not only describes what happened (AO1), but to also find
connections and make sense of events through an analysis of the links between
events as they unfolded (AO2). It is vital they understand the narrative concept, with
the sense of a beginning, development and end, rather than produce three
paragraphs which do not directly link to each other.




Candidate answers to question 2

Response 1
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Examiner Comments
This response was awarded Level 3, 8 marks.

For AO2 the response meets the criteria for Level 3 as there is a clear linkage
of events and an analysis which is coherent and logically structured. This is
shown with the linking of the Superpowers’ need to cut spending to SALT 1
and then, as a result of improving relations, to the agreements made with the
Helsinki Accords.

The response also meets the criteria for Level 3 at AO1 with relevant
information such as the details given for SALT 1 and the contents of the
baskets agreed in 1975.

This answer is securely Level 3 for both AO2 and AO1 and therefore the mark
given was at the top of the Level.
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Examiner Comments

This response was awarded Level 2, 5 marks.

For AO2 the candidate demonstrates sufficient links within the account of

events to be awarded Level 2. The answer shows SALT 1 leading to the
Helsinki Conference and then to SALT 2.

There is also accurate and relevant information showing some knowledge,
which meets the AO1 requirements for Level 2, such as the comments on
agreements at Helsinki, the failure for SALT 2 to be ratified and how détente

came to an end.

The answer is a secure Level 2 for both AO2 and AO1 and therefore received

the top mark in Level 2.
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Question 3

Question

The importance of the USA’s development of the atomic bomb for relations
between the superpowers in the years 1945-49.

The importance of the Bay of Pigs incident for relations between the USA and the
Soviet Union.

The importance of the Brezhnev Doctrine for the Soviet Union’s control of
Czechoslovakia.

Mark Scheme

Question
3 Explain two of the following:

* The importance of the USA's development of the atomic bomb for relations
between the Superpowers in the years 1945-49,

* The importance of the Bay of Pigs incident for relations between the USA and
the Sowiet Union.

*  The importance of the Brezhnev Doctrine for the Soviet Union's control of
Czechoslovakia.

Target: Analysis of second order concepts: conseguence/significance [AD2];
Knowledge and understanding of features and characteristics [A01].
AO2: 8 marks.
AO1: 8 marks.
MB mark each part of the answer separately (2 x 8 marks].
Level Mark | Descriptor

0 Mo rewardable material.

1 1-2 » A simple or generalised answer is given, showing limited development and
orgamisation of matenal. [A0Z]

» Limited knowledge and understanding of the topic is shown. [A01]

An explanation is given, showing an attempt to analyse importance. It shows some
reasoning, but some passages may lack coherence and organisation. [A02]

# Accurate and relevant information is added, showing some knowledge and
understanding of the period. [A01]

3 6-8 # An explanation is given, showing analysis of importance. It shows a line of
reasoning that is coherent and logically structured. [A0Z]

» Accurate and relevant information is included, showing good knowledge and
understanding of the required features or characteristics of the period studied.
[AD1]

Marking instructions

Markers must apply the descriptors above in line with the general marking guidance.

Performance in AO01 and AOQ2 is interdependent. An answer displaying mo qualities of ADZ cannot be
awarded more than the top of Level 1, no matter how strong performance is in AO1a; markers should
note that the expectation for AD1 is that candidates demonstrate both knowledge and understanding.

The middle mark in Levels 2 and 3 may be achieved by stronger performance in either 401 or ADQ2Z.

Indicative content guidance

Answers must be credited according to candidates’ deployment of material in relation to the qualities
outlined in the mark scheme. While specific references are made in the indicative content below, this
does not imply that these must be included; other relevant material must also be credited.

The importance of the USA's development of the atomic bomb in for relations between the
Superpowers in the years 1945-49.
Relevant points may include:

+  Truman believed that the USA's development of the atomic bomb would give the USA the upper-
hand in post-war negotiations with the Soviet Union.

+  The USA's testing of the atomic bomb made relations between the Superpowers during the
negotiations at Potsdam much mare difficult.

*  HMNews of the USA's secret development of the atomic bomb increased hostility making Stalin
maore determined to protect the Sowviet Union by creating a 'buffer zone' of communist states in
Eastern Europe.

s [t meant the beginning of an arms race with Soviet scientists working faster on the development
of their own atomic bomb.
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The importance of the Bay of Pigs incident for relations between the USA and the Soviet
Union.

Relevant points may include:

* The UsSA’s support for Cuban exiles showed its anti-communist position and led to a
deteriorating relationship between the USA and the Soviet Union.

*  The failure of the Bay of Pigs gave the Soviet Union and Cuba the opportunity to develop closer
ties which threatened the USA. This eventually led to the USSR giving military support to Cuba.

+* Relations became more confrontational between the Superpowers as Kennedy needed to show
S strenagth after the humiliating failure at the Bay of Pigs.

* The Bay of Pigs incident undermined Khrushchev's belief in co-existence and strengthened the
USA's belief in containment.

The importance of the Brezhnev Doctrine for the Soviet Union's control of Czechoslovakia.
Relevant points may include:
* The Doctrine was used to maintain the Soviet Union's control of Czechoslovakia in 1968 by

suppressing attempts at reform and enforcing adherence to communism as followed in the
USSR,

* The Doctrine declared the Soviet Union’s right to intervene in Czechoslovakia with military force
if necessary to preserve communism as accepted by the USSR,

* The Doctrine justified the removal of DubZek, ensuring that Czechoslovakia remained a one-
party communist state.

+  The Doctrine maintained control by the Sowviet Union by ensuring that Czechoslovakia continued
as a loyal member of the Warsaw Pact.

Comments on Question Type

For Question 3, candidates were required to analyse the importance of an event/
person/development. The question focuses on what difference the
event/person/development made in relation to situations and unfolding
developments. For example, in the second choice on this question, candidates are
not being asked to comment generally on the importance of the Bay of Pigs
incident, but to consider its importance for relations between the USA and the
Soviet Union. It is vital that candidates recognise this focus in the AO2 strand of
the mark scheme and then support their analysis with specific details and
understanding, as required by the AO1 strand.
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Candidate answers to question 3

Response 1
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B The importance of the USA's development of the atomic bomb for relations
between the superpowers in the years 1945-49,

The importance of the Bay of Pigs incident for relations between the USA and
the Soviet Union.

E The importance of the Brezhnev Doctrine for the Soviet Union's control of
Czechoslovakia.

N2 TR W S = "7 LT S T T wapertont ot cRiuiHEnS
hetween . peCPewers. Pliiwse % snccaRo
e | P22Q ws teece Ca, LB o CALRAD b ¥
Aovmcon. L AeR0N. L Heeak +'-~13 L neasd  oleveeoeed
i‘:ﬂ‘ o ARenoeitg . BB AR HRSR.. bRleue
MWacE  Kee A leoagl. 20 Sacke auertj'éhma.
Ths. . tedseoecd  (Rebwna . &8 . tHae (BSQ
oRilevecd. Aot reR . Gbane.. . Bube WA
o b bR oseeA od ol phreeat

The.  catons  tumn koo Al \meeFon )
beeqowe B fom YR(oHNY DRI HAR
........ oeeCpowers. . beccse. b R

L AlmSs  KTaeg betoren g | €W

13



<1 SOERCEANRTY | o8 taeo  COMrSEQal(y
WA i b o e bear Ec:f.;h QH\-QJ-’:__J
(Tal e panes” LA 'Cla oued A
e c.ref;clmq Ci— Scufest 2O
Sfcues 4 \Afe éocs. This
Werrsenerd YReeHe/ns _~::,«\~:«.'l he ysSsR
Gl A LUSA Wler€  CcopStaaf« Q)
compeplon  With ooty

HOORUET, *e@ cifom'c  bonnin  Cud©
incCerttepr Baiba~l oetooeen Y& USa
Ongr. OSSR o ey uwielp  locHin
Q—h,d.h'—'*l-'\—j _,56{}-,«-\ CmLA e +he
0N focgiht  cada AR USSe
Wit fer— \wael e AL
Usa MR Cyem’s bomb
on hrotine

Examiner Comments
This response was awarded Level 2, 5 marks.

The responses reaches Level 2 for AO2 with an explanation that attempts to
analyse importance. The first paragraph comments on why relations worsened,
with the USSR not being informed by the USA of their development of the
atomic bomb, and then explains about the start of the arms race and a sense
of competition between the Superpowers.

For AO1 there is sufficient detail to show an understanding of the features and
characteristics of the period and this reaches Level 2.

This is an answer that is securely Level 2 for both AO2 and AO1, this receives
the mark at the top of the Level.
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Response 2

M The importance of the Bay of Pigs incident for relations between the USA and
the Soviet Union.

£l The importance of the Brezhnev Doctrine for the Soviet Unlon's control of
Crechoslovakia.
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Examiner Comments

This response was awarded Level 3, 7 marks.

For both AOs this response is in Level 3. For AO2, the given explanation
provides an analysis of importance through comments on ‘increasing tensions’

and in the latter part of the response ‘this damaged relations’.

For AO1, accurate and relevant knowledge of the period has been included
regarding Castro’s actions and the USSR’s deployment of troops.

The response is a secure Level 3 for AO1 but the AO2 is not as well developed;
therefore the ‘best-fit’ approach produces an overall mid-Level 3 mark.
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