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[bookmark: _Toc435777747]GCSE History (1HI0) – Grade characteristics
On the 18th of March the Secretary of state announced that the 2020 exam series in England would be cancelled to help fight the spread of Coronavirus (COVID-19). Exam boards will be contacting schools, colleges and other exam centres asking them to submit:
· a centre assessment grade for every student in each of their subjects (the grade they would most likely to have achieved if they had sat their exams and completed any non-exam assessment)
· the rank order of students within each grade for each subject (for example, for all those students with a centre assessment grade of 5 in GCSE maths, a rank order where 1 is the most secure/highest attaining student, and so on)

This document has been created to provide guidance on the key characteristics we would expect to see students display at specific grades, in order to help you make informed decisions when you review your students work in a subject.

[bookmark: _Toc442638993]Holistic approach to grades
You will need to grade your students using all the evidence available to you to determine what grade they would have most likely achieved had they sat the examination in the summer.  To reach this decision you and all the teaching staff will want to consider a wide range of information where it is available.  This may be through mock examinations results, non - examined assessments (NEA) and other general records or evidence of performance across the course of study.  It is only through reviewing all evidence available that you will be able to form a holistic view of likely candidate performance based on professional judgement. 
Keep in mind there are lots of different ways a student could make up the marks needed to achieve a grade, a student who performs very well on paper 1 and poorly on paper 2, may achieve the same grade as a student who has a solid performance on both papers
We are unable to show student examples of a specific grade due to the number of ways a grade can be achieved. However, each year we release indicative grade boundaries for each paper and NEA that give an indication of a student’s performance on that part of the qualification.
Past papers, mark schemes and indicative grade boundaries are available on our qualification subject pages.
Grade Characteristics
We have worked closely with our senior examining team to get their expert views and review student work at key grades for GCSE History. We have used this expertise to develop grade characteristics for students at Grade 7 and 4 for GCSE and International GCSE qualifications and Grade A and C for A levels and International A levels.

We have provided three descriptions for each of these grades, highlighting characteristics of students who are high achieving within the grade, securely with the grade and those who have only just achieved the grade. This will enable you to start to place students within grades and also allow you to start the process of rank ordering your students.





GCSE History - Grade 7 Characteristics

	[bookmark: _Hlk38797612]Grade 7
Most secure students
	AO1
· Demonstrates knowledge of content and is able to describe two key features of a development/event/issue.
AO1/2 – will show a good awareness and understanding of second-order concepts – answers will focus well on specific second-order concepts and relevant knowledge of the specific topic but may not be fully sustained.
· Causal explanation – an explanation is provided utilizing three aspects of content; there is a line of reasoning that is generally sustained and with accurate and relevant information showing good knowledge and understanding of the topic and its context – there may be some evidence of a more organized analytical explanation or relevant knowledge making clear the causal link between the detail provided and the focus of the question (Paper 1 Q4, Paper 2 (B) Qb, Paper 3 Q2).
· Evaluation and judgement – an explanation is given showing some analysis and which is mainly directed at the content focus and second-order concept; there will be a general line of reasoning in which an evaluation is made usually by addressing supporting and counter arguments. There will often be an element of an analytical explanation within the discussion but it may not always be coherently organised. Accurate and relevant information will be included which shows good knowledge and understanding and will cover three aspects of content. An overall judgement will be given with some justification and which is consistent with the overall line of reasoning. The most secure will often provide more precisely selected information or attempt to provide relevant criteria by which to measure/evaluate the proposition made in the question statement. (Paper 1 Q5/6, Paper 2 (B) Qc(i)/c(ii)).
· Narrative analysis – a narrative is written in which a clear sequence of events is presented with a beginning, middle and end centred on a focused development and time period; the account of events will use analytical language of causation/consequence/change to create a coherent narrative covering 3 aspects of content; information will be accurate and relevant with good knowledge and understanding (Paper 2 (P) Q2).
· Analysis of similarity and difference (Paper 1 Q3) and consequence (Paper 2 (P) Q1) will be able to explain and provide some good information in support; this could be evidence from both time periods in a Thematic Study or specific information in the Period Study.
· Analysis of importance/ significance (Paper 2 (P) Q3) – there is an explanation showing the impact of a key development (x) on an issue of relevance (y); accurate and relevant knowledge is used to show coherently the effect of (x) specifically on (y); an answer will focus effectively on the (y) element rather than a general statement of impact but may not be wholly focused.

AO3 – inferences are made from contemporary sources with information being identified in support – the sources are being more than comprehended. The ability to frame and substantiate relevant historical questions and to identify appropriate sources of evidence will be shown. 
· Source utility – judgements are made on two sources using valid criteria, such as reliability, typicality with judgements usually related either to content or provenance – provenance here is approached with an understanding of purpose; it may be used to assess typicality in terms of author or date or is approached with an understanding of purpose in attempt to apply awareness of purpose or effect on intended audience to the utility of the source. Contextual knowledge is used to directly support comments made – usually on the content of the source. Usefulness is the focus and there is a sense of reasoning.  Where relevant criteria are considered, they are weighed in order to reach an overall judgement on the usefulness of the sources for the enquiry (Paper 1 Q2a; Paper 3 Q3a).

AO4 – secure understanding of interpretations is shown by identifying the difference in view between two different interpretations and supporting them from the extracts provided (Paper 3 Q3b) but only a simple explanation may be provided as to why the interpretations differ (Paper 3 Q3c) and with only limited analysis – there is a limited awareness that historians are constructing the views – where analysis is provided this is often by reference to Sources that have been used.

· Evaluation of interpretations – a view on the interpretation is explained either agreeing or disagreeing with an analysis of both interpretations shown and deployed – contextual knowledge will be used to support the view but there will begin to be a more precise analysis of the interpretation to convey and discuss the difference. An overall judgement is given with some justification and a line of reasoning is generally sustained with the explanation being organized.    (Paper 3 Q3d).

	Grade 7 
Secure students
	AO1
· Demonstrates knowledge of content and is able to describe two key features of a development/event/issue.
AO1/2 – will show a good awareness and understanding of second-order concepts – answers will show some focus on specific second-order concepts – linked to relevant knowledge of the topic.
· Causal explanation – an explanation is provided with some analysis usually utilising three aspects of content; there is a line of reasoning that is generally sustained and with accurate and relevant information showing good knowledge and understanding (Paper 1 Q4, Paper 2 (B) Q1b, Paper 3 Q2).
· Evaluation and judgement – an explanation is given showing some analysis and which is mainly directed at the content focus and second-order concept; there will be a general line of reasoning in which an evaluation is made usually by addressing supporting and counter arguments, although comments may be less secure on one side than the other. Accurate and relevant information will be included which shows good knowledge and understanding and will generally cover three aspects of content. An overall judgement will be given with some justification but lacking a clear reference to criteria by which to measure/evaluate the proposition made in the question statement. (Paper 1 Q5/6, Paper 2 (B) Qc(i)/c(ii)).
· Narrative analysis – a narrative is written in which a clear sequence of events is presented with a beginning, middle and end centred on a focused development and time period; the account of events will use analytical language of causation/consequence/change to create a coherent narrative covering 3 aspects of content; information will be accurate and relevant with good knowledge and understanding (Paper 2 (P) Q2).
· Analysis of similarity and difference (Paper 1 Q3) and consequence (Paper 2 (P) Q1) will be able to explain and provide some good information in support; this could be evidence from both time periods in a Thematic Study or specific information in the Period Study.
· Analysis of importance/ significance (Paper 2 (P) Q3) – there is an explanation showing the impact of a key development (x) on an issue of relevance (y); accurate and relevant knowledge is used to show coherently the effect of (x) specifically on (y); an answer will focus effectively on the (y) element rather than a general statement of impact but may not be wholly focused.

AO3 – inferences are made from contemporary sources with information being identified in support – the sources are being more than comprehended. The ability to frame relevant historical questions and to identify potential sources of evidence will be shown.
· Source utility – judgements are made on two sources using valid criteria, such as reliability, typicality with judgements usually related either to content or provenance or both but with provenance being limited to stereotypical statements with regard to utility, e.g. he was an eyewitness, newspapers are prone to exaggerate. Contextual knowledge is used to directly support comments made – usually on the content of the source. Usefulness is the focus.  Where relevant criteria are considered, the final judgement on the sources’ usefulness tends to be asserted rather than weighed (Paper 1 Q2a; Paper 3 Q3a).

AO4 – secure understanding of interpretations is shown by identifying the difference in view between two different interpretations and supporting them from the extracts provided (Paper 3 Q3b) but only a simple explanation may be provided as to why the interpretations differ (Paper 3 Q3c) and with only limited analysis – there is a limited awareness that historians are constructing the views – where analysis is provided this is often by reference to Sources that may have been used but may lack a clear explanation of the link.
· Evaluation of interpretations – a view on the interpretation is explained either agreeing or disagreeing with an analysis of both interpretations shown and deployed – there may be a reliance on contextual knowledge to support the view rather than an analysis of the interpretation to convey and discuss the difference. An overall judgement is given with some justification and a line of reasoning is generally sustained with the explanation being organized (Paper 3 Q3d). 

	Grade 7
Borderline students
	AO1
· Demonstrates knowledge of content and is able to describe two key features of a development/event/issue.
AO1/2 – will show some awareness and understanding of second-order concepts – answers will show some focus on specific second-order concepts, linked to relevant knowledge.
· Causal explanation – an explanation is provided which may only utilize two aspects of content; there is a line of reasoning, but it may lack some coherence, and deploys accurate and relevant information showing good knowledge and understanding – this may not be consistent. (Paper 1 Q4, Paper 2 (B) Qb, Paper 2 Q2).
· Evaluation and judgement – an explanation is given showing some analysis and which is usually directed at the content focus and second-order concept; there will be a general line of reasoning in which an evaluation is made usually by addressing supporting and counter arguments. These arguments may be stated with only some analysis. Accurate and relevant information will be included which shows good knowledge and understanding and may only cover two aspects of content. An overall judgement will be given with some justification but more often the justification will simply be asserted. (Paper 1 Q5/6, Paper 2 (B) Qc(i)/c(ii)).
· Narrative analysis – a narrative is written in which a clear sequence of events is presented with a beginning, middle and end but specific focus on the time period may not be secure; the account of events will use some analytical language of causation/consequence/change to create a narrative covering 3 aspects of content; information will be accurate and relevant with good knowledge and understanding but may not always be coherent (Paper 2 (P) Q2.
· Analysis of similarity and difference (Paper 1 Q3) and consequence (Paper 2 (P) Q1) will be able to explain and provide some good information in support; however, the evidence may only be specific for one of the time periods in the Thematic Study or may not be clearly explained in the Period Study.

AO3 – inferences are made from contemporary sources with information being identified in support – the sources are being more than comprehended. The ability to frame relevant historical questions and to identify potential sources of evidence will be shown.

· Source utility – judgements are made on two sources using valid criteria, such as reliability, typicality with judgements usually related either to content or provenance or both but with provenance being limited to stereotypical statements with regard to utility, e.g. he was an eyewitness, newspapers are prone to exaggerate. Contextual knowledge is used to directly support comments made, usually on the content of the source, or general knowledge is included but not directly used to evaluate the usefulness of the source. Reliability more likely to be the focus than utility (Paper 1 Q2a; Paper 3 Q3a).

AO4 – secure understanding of interpretations is shown by identifying the difference in view between two different interpretations and supporting them from the extracts provided (Paper 3 Q3b) but only a simple explanation may be provided as to why the interpretations differ (Paper 3 Q3c) and with only limited analysis – there is a limited awareness that historians are constructing the views – where analysis is provided this is often by reference to Sources that may have been used.
· Evaluation of interpretations – a view on the interpretation is explained either agreeing or disagreeing with an analysis of both interpretations shown and deployed - the view that is agreed with may be more coherently organised than the counter view– there may be a reliance on contextual knowledge to support the view rather than an analysis of the interpretation to convey and discuss the difference. An overall judgement is given with some justification but a line of reasoning may not be sustained (Paper 3 Q3d).





GCSE History - Grade 4 Characteristics

	Grade 4
Most secure 
students
	AO1
· Demonstrate knowledge of content and is able to describe two key features of a development/event/issue.
AO1/2 – will show a limited analysis and understanding of second-order concepts – answers will show some focus on specific second-order concepts and relevant knowledge but the link to the question is often implicit and the focus may not be sustained.
· Causal explanation – an explanation is provided with limited analysis utilizing two or three aspects of content generally indicated by the stimulus points; there is some development of causation moving towards a line of reasoning supported by accurate and relevant information showing some knowledge and understanding and indicating a link  between the detail provided and the focus of the question (Paper 1 Q4, Paper 2 (B) Q1b, Paper 3 Q2).
· Evaluation and judgement – an explanation is given showing limited analysis - there will be some understanding of second order concept but this will not be sustained; sometimes only a supporting argument or a counter argument is offered, which will usually be organized as assertion.. Accurate and relevant information will be included which shows some knowledge and understanding. Generally three relevant aspects of content will be deployed or two aspects with a more developed line of reasoning centred on the stimulus points. An overall judgement will be given but justification will be asserted. (Paper 1 Q5/6, Paper 2 (B) Qc(i)/c(ii)).
· Narrative analysis – a narrative is written in which a sequence of events is presented with a sense of beginning, middle and end relevant to the focus of the question ; the account of events will show simple linkage using language which indicates consequence, change and significance with some coherence – in some places the account may become a list of events; three aspects of knowledge are likely to be covered; information will be accurate and relevant with some knowledge and understanding (Paper 2 (P) Q2).
· Analysis of similarity and difference (Paper 1 Q3) and consequence (Paper 2 (P) Q1) will offer simple or generalized comments with limited relevant and accurate information; this could be evidence from only one time periods in a Thematic Study or generalised information in the Period Study.
· Analysis of importance/ significance (Paper 2 (P) Q3) – there is an explanation attempting to show the effect of a key development (x) on an issue of relevance (y) with some focus; some accurate and relevant knowledge will be used to support the explanation.

AO3 – Inferences are made from contemporary sources with information being identified in support – the sources are being more than comprehended. There will be limited ability to frame historical questions and identify potential sources of evidence.

· Source utility – judgements are made on two sources using valid criteria, such as reliability, typicality with judgements usually related either to content or provenance or both but with provenance being limited to stereotypical statements with regard to utility, e.g. he was an eyewitness, newspapers are prone to exaggerate. One source may be more clearly developed that the other. Contextual knowledge is used to directly support comments made – but usefulness is asserted and stated and not applied. The answer is likely to link source content to comments about the provenance OR to additional contextual knowledge.  Reliability more likely to be the focus than utility (Paper 1 Q2a; Paper 3 Q3a).

AO4 – secure understanding of interpretations is shown by identifying the difference in view between two different interpretations and supporting them from the extracts provided (Paper 3 Q3b) but only a simple explanation may be provided as to why the interpretations differ (Paper 3 Q3c) and with only limited analysis – there is a limited awareness that historians are constructing the views – where analysis is provided this is often by reference to Sources that may have been used.
· Evaluation of interpretation – an evaluative comment either agreeing or disagreeing with the interpretation is provided – there will be some comment on both interpretations but there is likely to be more emphasis on the view that is specified as being more valid. Some analysis of the interpretations is shown and some contextual knowledge but this will often be limited in development or developed contextual knowledge is shown with limited analysis of the interpretation. An overall judgement is given but with limited development and justification (Paper 3 Q3d).


	Grade 4 
Secure students
	AO1
· Demonstrates knowledge of content and is able to describe two key features of a development/event/issue.
AO1/2 – will show a limited analysis and understanding of second-order concepts – answers will tend to provide descriptive content and show some focus on specific second-order concepts but the link to the question will often be implicit and the focus may not be sustained.
· Causal explanation – an explanation is provided with limited analysis usually utilizing two aspects of content generally indicated by the stimulus points; there is some development of causation, often focused on how rather than why, with accurate and relevant information showing some knowledge and understanding (Paper 1 Q4, Paper 2 (B) Q1b, Paper 2 Q2).
· Evaluation and judgement – an explanation is given showing limited analysis - there will be some understanding of second order concept but this will not be sustained; often only a supporting argument or a counter argument is offered, which will usually be organized as assertion. Accurate and relevant information will be included which shows some knowledge and understanding and will generally cover two or three relevant aspects of content. An overall judgement will be given but will be asserted. (Paper 1 Q5/6, Paper 2 (B) Qc(i)/c(ii)).
· Narrative analysis – a narrative is written in which a sequence of events is presented with a sense of beginning, middle and end relevant to the focus of the question ; the account of events will show simple linkage using language which indicates consequence, change and significance but may not always be coherent; two or three aspects of content will be covered; information will be accurate and relevant with some knowledge and understanding but some points may be presented as a list of events (Paper 2 (P) Q2).
· Analysis of similarity and difference (Paper 1 Q3) and consequence (Paper 2 (P) Q1) will offer simple or generalized comments with limited relevant and accurate information; this could be evidence from only one time periods in a Thematic Study or generalised information in the Period Study.
· Analysis of importance/ significance (Paper 2 (P) Q3) – there is an explanation attempting to show the effect of a key development (x) on an issue of relevance (y) but there may be an emphasis either on the (x) or (y) element  or there will be a general statement of impact rather; some accurate and relevant knowledge will be used to support the explanation.

AO3 – inferences are made from contemporary sources with information being identified in support – the sources are being more than comprehended. There will be limited ability to frame historical questions and identify potential sources of evidence.
· Source utility – judgements are made on two sources using valid criteria, such as reliability, typicality with judgements usually related either to content or provenance or both but with provenance being limited to stereotypical statements with regard to utility, e.g. newspapers are prone to exaggerate. One source may be more clearly developed that the other. Contextual knowledge is used to directly support comments made – but usefulness is asserted and stated and not applied. Reliability more likely to be the focus than utility (Paper 1 Q2a; Paper 3 Q3a).

AO4 – secure understanding of interpretations is shown by identifying the difference in view between two different interpretations and supporting them from the extracts provided (Paper 3 Q3b) but only a simple explanation may be provided as to why the interpretations differ (Paper 3 Q3c) and with only limited analysis – there is a limited awareness that historians are constructing the views – where analysis is provided this is often by reference to Sources that may have been used.
· Evaluation of interpretation – an evaluative comment either agreeing or disagreeing with the interpretation is provided – there will be some comment on both interpretations but there is likely to be more emphasis on the view that is specified as being more valid. Some analysis of the interpretations is shown and some contextual knowledge but this will often be limited in development or developed contextual knowledge is shown with limited analysis of the interpretation. An overall judgement is given but with limited development and justification (Paper 3 Q3d).

	Grade 4
Borderline students
	AO1
· Demonstrate knowledge of content and is able to describe two  key features when familiar with the content being assessed. If uncertain about content then generally may only be able to describe one key feature.
AO1/2 – will show a limited analysis and understanding of second-order concepts and some contextual knowledge – answers will show some focus on specific second-order concepts but often implicit and the focus may not be sustained.
· Causal explanation – an explanation is provided with limited analysis usually utilizing two aspects of content generally indicated by the stimulus points; there is some development of causation, focused on how rather than why, with accurate and relevant information showing limited knowledge and understanding (Paper 1 Q4, Paper 2 (B) Q1b, Paper 2 Q2).
· Evaluation and judgement – an explanation is given showing limited analysis - there will be some understanding of second order concept but this will not be sustained; only a supporting or a counter argument is offered which will usually be organized as assertion. Accurate and relevant information will be included which shows some knowledge and understanding and will generally cover two relevant aspects of content usually centred on the stimulus points. An overall judgement will be given but will be asserted. (Paper 1 Q5/6, Paper 2 (B) Qc(i)/c(ii)).
· Narrative analysis – a narrative is written in which a sequence of events is presented with a sense of beginning, middle and end relevant to the focus of the question ; the account of events will show some linkage using language which indicates consequence, change and significance but with limited organisation; two aspects of content are likely to be covered mainly centred on the stimulus points; information will be accurate and relevant with some or limited knowledge and understanding(Paper 2 (P) Q2).
· Analysis of similarity and difference (Paper 1 Q3) and consequence (Paper 2 (P) Q1) will offer simple or generalized comments with limited relevant and accurate information; this could be evidence from only one time periods in a Thematic Study or generalised information in the Period Study.

AO3 – inferences can be made from contemporary sources with information being identified in support but there may be a tendency towards comprehension. There will be limited ability to frame historical questions and identify potential sources of evidence.

· Source utility – judgements are made on two sources using valid criteria, such as reliability, typicality with judgements usually related either to content or provenance or both but with provenance being limited to stereotypical statements with regard to utility, e.g. newspapers are prone to exaggerate, only a snapshot of one person. One source clearly more securely developed that the other.  Contextual knowledge is asserted and stated and not applied. Limited sense of criteria (Paper 1 Q2a; Paper 3 Q3a). 

AO4 – understanding of interpretations is shown by identifying the difference in view between two different interpretations but support may be limited using only surface detail or a paraphrase from only one extract (Paper 3 Q3b). Only a simple explanation may be provided as to why the interpretations differ (Paper 3 Q3c) and with only limited analysis – there is a lack of awareness that historians are constructing the views.
· Evaluation of interpretation – an evaluative comment either agreeing or disagreeing with the interpretation is provided – there will be some comment generally on both interpretations but it will be focused on one interpretation with a very brief mention of the other. Some analysis of the interpretations is shown and some contextual knowledge but this will often be limited in development or developed contextual knowledge is shown with limited analysis of the interpretation. An overall judgement is given but with limited development and justification or judgement may be missing (Paper 3 Q3d).



Support 
We understand it is an uncertain time for you and your students at the moment. Our overriding aim this summer, as with any exam series, is to make sure that every learner receives a grade or award that reflects their knowledge and understanding of the subject they have studied. 

We are eager to make sure that you have all the necessary information and support that you need during this time
· there is a large range of support available via the subject pages on our website (including exam papers and NEA with commentaries and marks)
· we will be providing guidance on rank ordering your students shortly
· you can contact us via our Ask the Expert Service
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