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Introduction 

 

Candidates across the ability range 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 handwriting. 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 relevant to both enquiries, also 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. 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. 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 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.  



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 relevant to the enquiries from the source material  

• Candidates should avoid stock evaluation, for example, 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. 

 

 

 

 

Q1. There were some very good responses to this question. Most candidates were able to make 

inferences to the changes introduced in the USSR following the Twentieth Party Congress, the 

move to re-establish revolutionary legality for example, and to develop these with accurate and 

relevant knowledge. Similarly, reference to the strength of the anti-party group, many were able 

to infer from their seniority that Malenkov and his supporters were a significant threat. When 

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

made about the decree of the Central Committee being intended to confirm Khrushchev’s 

triumph over the anti-party group and to exaggerate both his differences with Stalin and the 

strength of his opposition. 

On the other hand, weaker responses knew little about the Twentieth Party Congress or the 

opposition to de-Stalinisation in the CPSU subsequently. Candidates struggled to make use of 

the source as a result. 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. 

 

Q2. There were responses to this question from across the ability range. The stronger candidates 

made reasoned inferences with reference to China’s policy of maintaining economic and 

administrative continuity in Hong Kong following its return to Chinese rule, as part of the ‘one 

country, two systems’ approach. Some very effectively teased out the degree to which Deng’s 



assurances could be trusted on this with reference to his comments on ‘change’ and the nature 

of his audience. When considering the Sino-British relationship of the time, several were able to 

examine the protestations of co-operation with the difficulties of the negotiations in the years 

before. Many noted the tone and language of Deng’s remarks in attempting to weigh the value of 

the source to the two enquiries. 

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

content of the source, instead writing at length about what happened subsequently. 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.  

Q3. This question was often answered very well. It was clear that candidates had a very good 

understanding of the nature and of Alexander II’s reforms and were able to use extensive 

knowledge to come to nuanced judgements on the extent to which they did, or were ever 

intended to, reform the political system in Russia. For example, as well as the municipal and 

zemstvos reforms, many used their understanding of Alexander’s legal reforms, as well as the 

University Statutes and relaxation of censorship, to discuss the extent to which a more open 

political climate was created. Weaker answers tended to describe reforms, for example, the 

military reforms, with little concern for how they may have, or may have not, had implications for 

the political system.  

Q4. This question was less popular than Q3 but again, was answered well in the main. Reasons 

for the failure of Gorbachev’s reform programme were often known well and, in some detail, for 

example, long-term economic stagnation, the effects of the Afghanistan War, the impact of the 

anti-alcohol campaign. Often however, the weakest part of answers related to Yeltsin’s role 

though some did convincingly analyse this. Weaker answers were often able to recount, these 

factors though were less proficient in linking them to the failure of Gorbachev’s reforms. They 

frequently knew little that was precise and accurate about Yeltsin. 

 

Q5. The responses to this question were usually well versed in the consequences of the Treaty of 

Tianjin, whether this was the further weakening of the Xing dynasty, the impetus given to the 

Self-Strengthening movement, or the impact of the extraterritoriality allowed to Christian 

missionaries. The better answers were also able to effectively examine the impact of the British 

influence in Shanghai and the Yangtze valley and to make a substantiated judgement on the 

question relating to all the consequences discussed. However, the weaker responses found this 

element challenging and were far more comfortable discussing the alternatives as 

consequences. Their answers often lacked depth and accuracy, and judgements were asserted 

rather than being based on valid criteria. 

 

Q6. This was a popular question and often done very well. Many good answers were able to 

evidence examine the extent of the Sino-Soviet split during this period, often making distinctions 

between different elements of the relationship, for example, with regards to ideology and 

personal relationships. Some concluded with some conviction that the relationship was already 

under some strain in 1958 and did not decline massively by 1969. Weaker answers often knew 

something of the Sino-Soviet split but were unable to use this to consider the extent of change in 



the relations between the two during the 1960s. Depth of knowledge, and accuracy, was often a 

serious impediment. 

 

Q7. This was by far the most popular of the Section C questions for paper 38.1. Candidates who 

attempted it often knew a great deal about the concession of peasant plots and other measures 

taken to improve the condition of the peasantry in Russia during this period and were able to 

write, at length, about the effects of the Emancipation Decree, Stolypin’s reforms 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 evaluation of the question. They also had a 

limited or mistaken understanding of the peasant plots, some conflating them with 

collectivisation. Candidates are reminded that any feature detailed in the specification can be the 

subject of a question. 

 

Q8. There were few responses to this question. Though some candidates did address the 

significance of the import of western grain during the 1970s, it was clear that others had little 

understanding of it. The better answers used their knowledge of Brezhnev’s imports to make 

some comparisons with other attempts by Tsarist and Communist governments to feed the 

Russian people, but few were able to address the implications of the phrase ‘turning point’ in the 

question and examine the consequences of these attempts.  

 

Q9. There were very few answers to this question, and most were unconvincing. Some 

candidates did chart significant periods during the chronology when mining and manufacturing 

grew, under the Xing for example, and especially under Mao and Deng, but most did not address 

themselves to the importance of the word ‘steadily’ in the question.  

 

Q10. This was by far the most popular of the Section C questions for Paper 38.2. Those who 

attempted this question had a secure knowledge and understanding of several of the individuals 

who have been credited with encouraging economic growth in China during this period and were 

anxious to discuss them in detail, Mao and Deng especially. Some also knew, and were able to 

discuss convincingly, the contribution of TV Soong. They were able to examine his significance in 

establishing a financial infrastructure in China in the early 1930s, and for putting government 

finances on a more even keel. They were also able to contrast this record against his relatively 

short tenure and the fact that Jiang Jieshi was placing more emphasis on the military than other 

functions of government at the time. Weaker answers were less able to do this effectively, but 

many still did score well, reaching high L3 and L4 marks. 

 

 

 

 



Exemplars  

Q1  

 

 



 

 

 



 

 



 

 

 

 



 

 

This response analyses the source material with reference to both enquiries, making a number 

of reasoned inferences. It deploys sound contextual knowledge not just to expand or challenge 

these inferences but also to examine the claims made in the source material. Lastly, the 

candidate makes comments on the provenance of the source throughout their answer and 

attempts to weigh the value of its evidence to both enquiries though this is weakly substantiated. 

It received a top L4 mark. 



 

Q2  

 



 

 

 



 

 

 

 



 

 

 

This response attempts to draw inferences from the source regarding both enquiries though this 

treatment is slightly uneven. Contextual knowledge is added to expand upon these inferences 

but also to examine the claims made in the source material. Evaluation of the source material is 

related to the specified enquiry and does take into account relevant considerations such as the 

purpose of the source material. It was awarded a safe L4 mark. 

 

 

 



Q3  

 



 



 



 



 



 



 

This essay explores key issues relevant to the question, focusing clearly on the extent to which 

Alexander II’s reforms affected the political system in Russia. Sufficient knowledge is deployed to 

demonstrate understanding of the conceptual focus of the question and to respond fully to its 

demands. Valid criteria are established and applied in reaching a judgement and the answer is 

well organised. It received a low L5 mark. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Q4  

 



 



 

This essay includes some analysis of relevant key features related to the question and includes 

some accurate and relevant knowledge to demonstrate some understanding of its conceptual 

focus. However, it lacks depth, and its judgement is weakly substantiated. It received a mid L3 

mark. 

 

Q5  



 



 



 



 



 



 

This top L4 essay raises key issues relevant to the question, deploying sufficient knowledge to 

demonstrate understanding of the conceptual focus of the question and to meet most of its 

demands. It attempts to establish valid criteria by which the question can be judged, though less 

strongly than other features of the essay. However, the argument is logical and communicated 

with clarity. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Q6 

 



 



 



 



 

This essay focuses clearly on the degree to which the Sino-Soviet relationship changed in the 

years 1958-69. There is sustained analysis of key issues relevant to the question and sufficient 

knowledge deployed to respond fully to its demands. Valid criteria are established and applied in 

the process of coming to a judgement and the argument is communicated with clarity. It 

received a low L5 mark. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Q7  

 



 



 



 

This response does attempt to analyse the concession of peasant plots in raising the condition of 

the peasantry before going on the consider other attempts to do this introduced by the Tsars 

and other communist leaders. It has chronological range and sufficient knowledge to meet most 

of the demands of the question overall, though this is a little uneven. It was given a high L4 mark. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Q8  

 



 



 



 



 

This essay does briefly address the import of western grain in the 1970s as part of Russia’s on-

going attempts to feed its population, which are given rather more prominence. However, the 

structure of the response does not lend itself easily to analysis and the candidate does not really 

deal with the concept of ‘turning point’ that is crucial to the question. It was given a low L4 mark. 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Q9  

 



 



 



 

This essay does attempt to focus on the development of Chinese mining and manufacturing 

during the period identified and provides evidence of significant periods of growth. It is less 

assured in its treatment of the word ‘steadily’ in the question and its judgement is weakly 

substantiated. It was given a low L4 mark. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Q10  

 



 



 



 



 

This essay attempts to analyse TV Soong’s part in promoting economic growth in China and 

though it is more comfortable in discussing the contribution of other individuals, there is a clear 

effort to evaluate Soong’s significance in comparison, however weakly substantiated. It was given 

a top L4 mark.  
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