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Introduction 

This exemplar booklet has been created using student responses from the exam 
paper in GCSE History Paper 3: Modern depth study (Option 30: Russia and the 
Soviet Union, 1917-41). The answers and examiner commentaries in this guide 
can be used to show the application of the mark schemes in the GCSE History 
assessment. 

The exam duration is 1 hour and 20 minutes. The paper is marked out of 52 
marks and is worth 30% of the qualification. The examination paper covers AO1, 
AO2, AO3 and AO4. 

The examination paper is divided into Section A (Q1-2) and Section B (Q3a-d). 

The structure of the question paper is as follows: 

The question papers provide answer spaces to give guidance as to the maximum 
length of response that might be expected (although candidates may use more 
space). Tables and structured spaces are provided for some question types (Q1) 
and stimulus points are provided as prompts on higher-tariff questions (Q2). 

The questions used are 3(b), 3(c), and 3(d). The questions selected are those 
that assess AO4 skills relating to the analysis of interpretations which is only 
assessed on Paper 3.  
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Question 3(b) 

Study Interpretations 1 and 2. They give different views about the problems 
faced by the Provisional Government. 

What is the main difference between these views? 

Explain your answer, using details from both interpretations. (4) 

 
 

Mark scheme 
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In this question candidates need to identify the difference between the views 
given in Interpretations 1 and 2 about the specified enquiry, in this case the 
problems facing the Provisional Government. Candidates are expected to identify 
a difference and evidence this by selecting relevant points from the 
interpretations. Candidates are expected to offer a difference in the overall view 
presented in each interpretation and support this with details from the 
interpretations. In this question there is a single Assessment Objective (AO4) 
being tested. 
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Candidate answers to question 3(b)  

Response 1 

 

 

Examiner comments 
 
This response was awarded Level 2, 4 marks. 
 
The candidate shows a clear understanding of the main difference in view 
between the two interpretations. They have identified that Interpretation 1 
identifies the Dual Authority as being the biggest problem for the Provisional 
Government. Interpretation 2, however, suggests that it was the war which 
was the biggest problem for the Provisional Government. 
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Response 2 

 

Examiner comments 
 
This response was awarded Level 2, 3 marks.  
 
The answer clearly identifies that the interpretations discuss different problems 
with Interpretation 2 suggesting the war was the biggest problem. This is 
evidenced from the interpretation and is therefore Level 2. However, the 
candidate merely quotes from Interpretation 1 about the limitations caused by 
the Soviet without identifying the key difference keeping this part of the 
answer at Level 1. Overall the mark given was Level 2, 3 marks.  
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Question 3(c) 
Suggest one reason why Interpretations 1 and 2 give different views about the 
problems faced by the Provisional Government. 

You may use Sources B and C to help explain your answer. (4) 

 
 

Question  
3 (c)  

Suggest one reason why Interpretations 1 and 2 give different views 
about the problems faced by the Provisional Government. 
You may use Sources B and C to help explain your answer. 

Target: Analysis of interpretations (why they differ). 
AO4: 4 marks. 

Level Mark Descriptor 
 0 No rewardable material. 
1 1–2 • A simple valid explanation is offered but displaying only limited analysis. Support 

for the explanation is based on simple undeveloped comment or on the selection 
of details from the provided material or own knowledge, with only implied 
linkage to the explanation. 

2 3–4 • An explanation of a reason for difference is given, analysing the interpretations. 
The explanation is substantiated effectively. 
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Marking instructions 
Markers must apply the descriptors above in line with the general marking guidance. 

 
Indicative content guidance 
Answers must be credited according to candidates’ deployment of material in relation to the qualities 
outlined in the mark scheme. The indicative content below is not prescriptive. The examples below 
show different approaches to explaining difference, any one of which may be valid. Other valid material 
must be credited. 

• The interpretations may differ because they have given weight to different sources. For example, 
Source B provides some support for Interpretation 2, which stresses the problems caused by the 
war, while Source C provides some support for Interpretation 1, which emphasises the problems 
caused by the dual authority of the Petrograd Soviet and the Provisional Government. 

• They may differ because the authors have chosen to place an emphasis on different details – 
Interpretation 2 is dealing with the problems facing the people as a result of the war; Interpretation 
1 is dealing with the political set up which restricted the power of the Provisional Government. 

• The interpretations may differ because the authors have approached the topic from different 
perspectives – Interpretation 1 considers the problems from a political perspective whereas 
Interpretation 2 considers the problems from a social and economic perspective. 

 

Moving on from identifying the differences in view in question 3(b), in question 
3(c) candidates need to explain a reason for those differences. Only one reason, 
effectively substantiated, is required to get into Level 2.  

Candidates may consider a variety of different possibilities. For example, they 
may choose to focus on the weight the authors have given to different sources 
and they can use Sources A and B to support their explanation. Candidates 
might also look to explain how the authors have emphasised different details 
from the past or have considered the past from different perspectives. Answers 
must be substantiated, for example, by using details from the interpretation, 
and sources if relevant, to support the explanation in order to reach Level 2.   
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Candidate answers to question 3(c) 
Response 1 

One reason why interpretation 1 and 2 give different views is due to the fact that both writers are 

focusing on different aspects of the problems faced by the government. Interpretation 1 focuses on 

the conflict between the Petrograd Soviet and the Provisional Government, however interpretation 2 

emphasises on the persistent problem of continuing the war. The Interpretation give different views 

as the writers are highlighting different problems, so overall give different opinions. For example 

interpretation 1 may have used source C to show that the ‘order Number 1’ was a huge problem for 

Russia which is a different view to interpretation 2 as it is focussing on a different problem 

Examiner comments 
 
This response was awarded Level 2 , 4 marks 
 
The answer identifies that there may be a difference in view because the 
interpretations emphasise different details. The candidate then substantiates 
this with specific details from the interpretations. 
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Response 2 

 

Examiner comments 
 
This response was awarded Level 1, 1 mark. 
 
The candidate gives a simple, valid explanation speculating on a reason for the 
difference. This speculation has not been substantiated by evidence from the 
interpretations, for example, the interpretations are actually focusing on the 
same time period. The interpretations themselves are about the same time 
period. This question is not assessing knowledge of historiography and this is 
not a requirement of the specification. The indicative content of the mark 
scheme gives examples that the candidates could have used to explain why 
the viewpoints differ. 
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Question 3(d) 
How far do you agree with Interpretation 2 about the problems faced by the 
Provisional Government? 

Explain your answer, using both interpretations and your knowledge of the 
historical context. (16) 
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This question requires students to show how different elements of the enquiry 
addressed in 3 (a), (b) and (c) can be effectively used to explain why the 
candidate agrees and/or disagrees with Interpretation 2.  

Interpretations 1 and 2 provide alternative views about the problems facing the 
Provisional Government. These are different views and not intended to reflect a 
specific historical controversy. 

Three elements need to be addressed for candidates to be successful:  

• evaluation and judgement of the given interpretation,  
• the analysis of the provided material, i.e. the 2 interpretations,  
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• the deployment of contextual knowledge to support the evaluation.  
 

The second strand of A04 requires an analysis of the Interpretations. Candidates 
need to correctly identify what Interpretation 2 is saying - in this case that the 
continuation of the war was the most significant problem facing the Provisional 
Government - and to analyse this in relation to the view given in Interpretation 1 
and their own contextual knowledge. 

Levels are awarded for each of the individual strands with an overall ‘best-fit’ 
mark given. SPaG marks are also awarded for this question. 
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Candidate answers to question 3(d)  
 
Response 1 

 



15 
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Examiner Comments 
 
This response is awarded Level 4, 14 marks. It also achieves 4 marks 
for SPaG 
 
The candidate clearly understands the view given in interpretation 2 and the 
answer evaluates and makes a judgement on this interpretation by analysing 
the specific claims made in it.  A clearly stated judgement is also made in the 
conclusion about the extent to which the candidate agrees with Interpretation 
2 in its views about the problems facing the Provisional Government. There is 
clear analysis of the provided material, i.e. the 2 interpretations and the views 
are reviewed in relation to one another. The candidate has also indicated some 
awareness of how the differences of view in the interpretations have been 
conveyed, by considering the selection of information concerning the impact of 
the war in Interpretation 2 and of Order Number 1 in Interpretation 1. 
However, this could have been more shown more clearly to be secure in Level 
4. Some candidates were able to build on their answers to 3(b) and 3(c) 
effectively to indicate the difference in emphasis between the two 
interpretations.  It is also clear that precise contextual knowledge has been 
selected to support the evaluation with examples provided throughout. This is 
a clear strength of the answer.  
 
The candidate achieves Level 4 for each of the strands and the ‘best-fit’ mark 
is in Level 4, in this case 14.  
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Response 2
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Examiner Comments 
 
This response is awarded Level 2, 7 marks. It also achieves 3 marks 
for SPaG. 
 
The answer offers a valid evaluative comment on which of the two 
interpretations to agree with, having shown some understanding of both. An 
overall judgement is given at the end. The analysis of the interpretations is 
weak with the candidate showing an understanding of the gist, rather than the 
details of the interpretations. Some relevant contextual knowledge is included 
and linked to the evaluation of the interpretations. 
The candidate achieved Level 2 for each of the strands and the overall mark 
was a Level 2, 7. 
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