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Introduction 

It was pleasing to see candidates continue to be able to engage effectively with the A Level paper 38 

which deals with The Making of Modern Russia, 1855-1991 (38.1) and The Making of Modern China, 

1860-1997 (38.2). 

The paper is divided into three sections. Section A contains a compulsory question which is based on 

two enquiries linked to one source. It assesses source analysis and evaluation skills (AO2). Section B 

comprises a choice of essays that assess understanding of the period in depth (AO1) by targeting five 

second order concepts - cause, consequence, change and continuity, similarity and difference, and 

significance. Section C comprises a choice of essays that relate to aspects of the process of change 

over a period of at least 100 years (AO1). Most candidates appeared to organise their time 

effectively and there was very little evidence of candidates being unable to attempt all three 

sections of the paper within the time allocated this summer. Examiners continued to comment on 

the fact that a significant minority of scripts posed some problems with the legibility of hand writing. 

Examiners can only give credit for what they can read. 

In Section A, the strongest answers demonstrated an ability to draw out and develop reasoned 

inferences from the source for both enquiries and to evaluate the source thoroughly in relation to 

the demands of the two enquiries on the basis of both contextual knowledge and the nature, origin 

and purpose of the source. It is pleasing to note that last summer’s advice was taken on board by 

many candidates and there were fewer examples this summer of candidates suggesting that weight 

can be established by a discussion of what is missing from a source. This summer there was some 

evidence of more candidates using often extensive contextual knowledge to drive an answer to the 

enquiry, rather than using it to illuminate and discuss the source. This resulted in candidates not 

dealing with the source adequately. 

In Section B, examiners were impressed by the number of responses that clearly understood the 

importance of identifying the appropriate second order concept that was being targeted by the 

question. However, it continues to be the case that weaker candidates often wanted to turn 

questions into a main factor/other factors approach, even where this was not appropriate to the 

focus of the question. Candidates should be aware of key dates, as identified in the specification, 

and ensure that they draw their evidence in responses from the appropriate time period. 

In Section C, most candidates were able to engage with the elements of the process of change that 

are central in this section of the examination.  This is a breadth question and the questions that are 

set encompass a minimum of 100 years. Candidates are reminded again that this has important 

implications for the higher levels in bullet point 2 of the mark scheme. To access bullet point 2 at 

level 5 candidates are expected to have responded ‘fully’ to the demands of the question. The 

requirements of questions will vary and key developments relating to the question may be more 

specific to the entire chronological range in some questions and options than in others. However, it 

was judged not possible for candidates to have ‘fully met’ the demands of any section C question 

unless at least 75% of the chronological range of the question was addressed. To access bullet point 

2 at level 4 candidates need to meet most of the demands of the question. It was unlikely that most 

of the demands of the question would be met if the answer had a restricted range that covered less 

than 60% of its chronology. 

In both Sections B and C when dealing with AO1, not all candidates demonstrated a secure 

understanding of what is meant by 'criteria' in terms of bullet point 3 of the mark scheme. Some 

candidates explicitly state in the introduction to the essay that they are naming the criteria that they 



plan to use, when in actual fact they are referring to the issues or the factors that will be discussed in 

the response. 'Criteria' in bullet point 3 of the mark scheme refers to the basis on which candidates 

reach their judgement, not the issues that are discussed in the process of reaching that judgement. 

There was some tendency this summer, in all sections of the paper, for some candidates to replicate 

the words and phrases of the mark scheme in their responses. It is the application of the 

requirements of the mark scheme that is crucial. 

 

9HI0_38_Q01 

 

Question Introduction 

 There were some very impressive responses to this question. Most candidates were able to make 

inferences with regard to the influence of Rasputin and to develop these with accurate and relevant 

knowledge. Similarly, with regard to position of the Tsar in late 1916, many were able to infer from 

his apparently deteriorating control of events at home that this was weak and to explore why. When 

considering the weight of the source to the enquiry, there were some excellent comments made 

about Purishkevich’s attitude to Rasputin and, as a monarchist, his possible desire to deflect 

attention away from Nicholas’ shortcomings. 

On the other hand, weaker responses wrote extensively about Rasputin or Russia’s difficulties during 

the war with scant attention to the content of the source. Sometimes, the second enquiry was 

neglected entirely. Comments on the nature, origin or purpose of the source were often generic and 

not applied in coming to a judgement on its use to the enquiries specified in the question. 

 

Doc ID: 0461003049026 

 

This response confidently explores the evidence of the source for both enquiries, making reasoned 

inferences from the content and developing them with the use of generally well-selected and 

precise knowledge. This knowledge illuminates, and helps discuss the limitations of, what can be 

gained from the source material. Throughout, there is consideration of the speaker's position in 

evaluating the weight of his evidence to the enquiries. It was awarded a mid L5 mark.  
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 Answers to this question tended to lack some balance between the two enquiries in the question. 

Candidates found it more straightforward to discuss the Marco Polo Bridge Incident, most being able 

to make inferences from the source regarding its origins and to add knowledge to support and/or 

develop these. Fewer, however, were able to place Chiang Kai-shek’s call for unity and resistance to 

the Japanese in the context of his attitude to Japan’s incursions against Chinese sovereignty since 

1931. With regard to the weight of the source to the enquiry, many noted the tone and language of 

Chiang Kai-shek’s speech, some speculating on his desire to attract international support in the 

coming war against Japan. 

Weaker responses often tended to paraphrase the source content or paid scant attention to the 

content of the speech, instead writing at length about what was not in it. Comments on the nature, 

origin or purpose of the source were often generic and not applied in coming to a judgement on its 

use to the two enquiries. 

 

Item: 0461004080189 

 

This repsonse makes reasoned inferences from the content of the source with reference to both 

enquiries. There is some development of these inferences with contextual knowledge of the Bridge 

incident and Chiang Kai-shek's response. The candidate also considers the limitations of the source's 

evidence given the confusion immediately following the incident and Chiang's uncertain tone though 

these are not fully applied. It was gien a mid L4 mark. 
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Question Introduction 

  

This question was often answered very well. It was clear that candidates had a very good 

understanding of the Khrushchev ‘thaw’ and were able to use extensive knowledge to come to 

nuanced judgements on its extent with regard, for example to his condemnations of Staliism or its 

effects on culture and the arts. Weaker answers tended to describe the reforms without really 

addressing the extent to which Khrushchev introduced greater freedom in the USSR. 

 

Item: 0461003677563 

 

This response sustains a discussion on the extent of Khrushchev's 'thaw', considering the evidence 

from a number of perspectives using a depth of precise knowledge. It establishes criteria for 

judgement throughout which inform a confident evaluation. It received a mid L5 mark. 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 



9HI0_38_Q04 

 

Question Introduction 

  

This question was marginally less popular than Q3 but again, was answered very well in the main. 

The impact of the Afghanistan war on the USSR was a subject well known to many candidates and 

they were able to evidence the military, financial, political and psychological ways in which this 

might have contributed to the break-up of the Soviet Union. This was often balanced by 

consideration of other relevant factors, the economic stagnation of the USSR since the 1960s or the 

effects of Glasnost for example, and many noted the cumulative effect of this variety of factors in 

coming to a judgement. Weaker answers were often able to recount, in some detail, these factors 

though were less proficient in linking them to the fall of the USSR. 

 

Item: 0461003049160 

 

This response considers a number of different factors relevant to the fall of the USSR. It does address 

the impact of the Afghanistan war and attempts to place this in the context of these other factors 

but struggles overall to construct a convincing analysis of how this contributed to the end of Soviet 

communism. It was awarded a mid L4 mark. 
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Question Introduction 

  



There were few responses to this question. The better answers were able to evidence the manner in 

which foreign missionaries contributed to increasing anti-western feeling during the 1860s. Weaker 

responses found the stated factor challenging and were far more comfortable discussing the 

alternatives as causes, notably the effects of the unequal treaties. 

 

Item: 0461004080199 

 

There is some attempt to address the role of missionaries in contributing to the growth of anti-

western feeling in China after 1860 in this answer but this is rather general. Other factors relevant to 

the question are introduced but the response generally lacks depth and precision. It was given a high 

L3 mark. 
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Question Introduction 

  

This was a popular question and often done very well. Many good answers were able to evidence 

fully the reasons for the Sino-Soviet split, paying particular regard to ideological differences.These 

included, for example, Mao’s decision to ditch the Soviet economic model during the late 1950s and 

his desire for continuing revolution worldwide as opposed to peaceful co-existence. This was often 

balanced by a discussion of other relevant causes, notably the personality clashes between Mao and 

Khrushchev. Weaker answers struggled to define ‘ideological’ or lacked precise knowledge of the 

issue and the period. 

 

Item: 0461004080188 

 

This detailed and precise response sustains an analysis of the causes of the Sino-Soviet split paying 

particular attention to its ideological dimension. It comes to a reasoned and justified judgement and 

was given a low L5 mark. 
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Question Introduction 

 

Candidates who attempted this question often knew a great deal about the various attempts to 

improve the condition of the peasantry in Russia during this period and were able to write, at length, 

about Stolypin’s reforms, the effects of the Emancipation Decree and various measures undertaken 

under the communists, the Land Decree or the Virgin Lands scheme for example. Where they 

sometimes faltered was in the ability to maintain a structure which enabled them to be consistently 

analytical in their response. Weaker answers tended to use a chronological approach which often 

didn’t help them evaluate the question convincingly. They also had a limited chronological range, 

especially towards the end of the period, running out of evidence when it came to the premiership 

of Brezhnev especially. 

 

Item: 0461003049156 

 

This response considers the condition of the peasantry in Russia across the chronological range with 

particular attention to the stated factor, Stolypin's reforms. There is some depth as well as breadth 

to the evidence it introduces and it establishes clear criteria for judgement. It was awarded a top L4 

mark. 
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Question Introduction 

Good answers to this question focussed fully on the successes and failures of Stalin’s various 

attempts to improve agricultural productivity, notably collectivisation, ‘tractorisation’ and 

Lysenkoism. There were some very impressive considerations of why it was that these and most 

other attempts failed, under both the Tsars and communists, whether that was due to the political 

vision of the Tsars or the ill-conceived, top-down schemes of the likes of Khrushchev. Weaker 

answers tended to lack the knowledge necessary to construct a convincing argument. Also, as with 

Q7, some candidates found it difficult to maintain a structure which enabled them to be consistently 

analytical in their response. 

 

 

Item: 0461003049035 

 

This answer does consider the agricultural policies of Russian leaders across the chronological range 

specified in the question including Stalin. Where it is weaker is in linking these policies to increasing 

agricultural output, therefore some of its judgements lack conviction. It was given a low L4 mark. 
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Question Introduction 



There were some good answers to this question which covered, in some detail the attempts by Mao 

and Deng to boost Chinese industry. Alongside this, the role of the Self-Strengtheners was also 

considered as was the record of the Republican governments of the 1930s and sometimes, the role 

of the Japanese. Among weaker responses, there was a lack of precise and detailed knowledge and 

some lack of chronological range 

Item: 0461004080198 

 

This response does address issues relevant to the question from across the chronological range but 

it lacks depth to its explanations and, as a result, its judgements are not supported. It received a mid 

L3 mark. 
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Question Introduction 

Those who attempted this question were often able to identify the ways in which the Self-

Strengthening movement promoted economic growth under the Qing dynasty, though their ideas, 

and the reasoning behind these ideas, were often glossed over. Also, some candidates did not read 

the dates in the question carefully enough and, as a result, included long considerations of the ideas 

of Deng Xiaoping in their answers which were clearly not relevant. 

 

Item: 0461004080186 

 

This response does cover the industrial policies of Chinese leaders from across the period specified 

in the question. The ideas behind these policies however, is less clear with the answer focussing 

more on outcomes. It was given a mid L4 mark. 

 



 

 

 

 

 

Paper Summary 

  
Based on their performance on this paper, candidates are offered the following advice: 
 

Section A 



 

• Candidates should ensure that they deal with both enquiries 

• Candidates should not simply paraphrase the content of the source; they should develop 
valid inferences supported by the arguments raised in the source 

• Candidates should avoid stock evaluation, e.g. it is a newspaper report so it is exaggerated 
because it is designed to sell papers 

• There is no requirement to argue that the source is better suited to one enquiry than the 
other; any comments made in relation to this will be rewarded according to how they fit 
with the three strands of the mark scheme. 

 
 

 Sections B and C 

• Candidates should avoid a narrative/descriptive approach; this undermines the analysis that 

is required for the higher levels 

• Planning of essays will help candidates develop an analytical approach 

• Candidates must be aware of key dates, as identified in the specification, so that they can 

address questions with chronological precision 

• Candidates should aim to range across the breadth of the chronology in Section C questions. 
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