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Introduction 
 

 
 
The main aim of this booklet is to exemplify standards for those teaching Cambridge International A Level 
History (9389), and to show how different levels of candidates’ performance (high, middle and low) relate to 
the subject’s curriculum and assessment objectives.  
 
In this booklet candidate responses have been chosen to exemplify a range of answers. Each response is 
accompanied by a brief commentary explaining the strengths and weaknesses of the answers.  
 
For ease of reference the following format for each component has been adopted: 

 
Each question is followed by an extract of the mark scheme used by examiners. This, in turn, is followed by 
examples of marked candidate responses, each with an examiner comment on performance. Comments are 
given to indicate where and why marks were awarded, and how additional marks could have been obtained. 
In this way, it is possible for you to understand what candidates have done to gain their marks and what they 
still have to do to improve their marks. 
 
This document illustrates the standard of candidate work for those parts of the assessment which help you 
assess what is required to achieve marks beyond what should be clear from the mark scheme. Some 
question types where the answer is clear from the mark scheme, such as short answers and multiple choice, 
have therefore been omitted.  
 
Past papers, Examiner Reports and other teacher support materials are available on Teacher Support at 
https://teachers.cie.org.uk 
 

Question 

Mark scheme 

Example candidate 

response 

Examiner comment 

https://teachers.cie.org.uk/
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Assessment at a glance 
 

 

 
 
Teachers are reminded that the latest syllabus is available on our public website at www.cie.org.uk and 
Teacher Support at https://teachers.cie.org.uk 
 
 

http://www.cie.org.uk/
https://teachers.cie.org.uk/login_form?came_from=https%3A//teachers.cie.org.uk/index_html
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Question 2: Europe of the Dictators, 1918–1941 
 

 
 

Mark scheme 
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Example candidate response – high 
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Example candidate response – high, continued 
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Example candidate response – high, continued 
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Example candidate response – high, continued 
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Example candidate response – high, continued 

 



Paper 4 – Depth Study 

 Cambridge International A Level History 9389 11 

 

Example candidate response – high, continued 
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Example candidate response – high, continued 
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Example candidate response – high, continued 

 
 

Examiner comment – high 
 
The opening paragraph is excellent and indicates that there has been careful thinking and planning before 
the writing started. It does not give too much detail or spend much time ‘scene setting’. Instead it has a clear 
focus on the question and includes evaluation from the start. A very good range of relevant points are made, 
but with not too much detail early on. There is breadth and reflection in the impressive opening sections. The 
second paragraph is a good example of why this response did so well. The point about the early failings of 
the Republic is well made and backed up with well-chosen detail. There is a good level of comment 
throughout this section. The point about the impact of the war is well made, well substantiated and also 
relevant. The supporting detail about the role of Fascism in Central and Northern Italy, for example, 
demonstrates the right amount of knowledge and understanding for Level 5 in this ‘Depth’ paper. There is 
consistent evaluation throughout and this is well demonstrated in the critique of the Liberal Party towards the 
end of the essay. The candidate could have included some comment on Versailles. 
 
To achieve full marks, the candidate could have used their own judgement to identify and rank the key 
factor(s) according to importance. Otherwise, this answer fully deserved Level 5. 
 
Mark awarded = 26 out of 30 
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Example candidate response – middle 
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Example candidate response – middle, continued 
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Example candidate response – middle, continued 
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Example candidate response – middle, continued 
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Example candidate response – middle, continued 

 
 

Examiner comment – middle 
 
This is a competent answer which shows a good grasp of the topic but does not quite do what the question 
asked, which was to evaluate the reasons for the collapse of democracy in Italy. Much of the focus tends to 
be on why Mussolini got into power, which is not quite the same thing, although some of the material is 
appropriate. There is too much listing of factors and virtually no reflection on what part they played in the 
collapse of democracy and, above all, why. The second paragraph contains relevant detail but only some 
evidence of evaluation or reflection. Much the same can be said of the paragraph dealing with the socialist 
threat. The detail is good but the point being made not is not always clear. Similar criticisms can be made of 
the sections on the rise of fascism and Mussolini himself. 
 
For higher marks there would need to be more evidence that the candidate had really thought about why 
democracy had failed. Which were the key reasons and why? Was it ‘doomed’ from the start or was it the 
incompetence of those in leadership positions? Did Mussolini merely give an institution in terminal decline a 
small push, or was his accession to power solely the result of his own brilliant efforts? There is no ‘right’ 
answer, but the question was looking for more than a list of factors which might be considered. 
 
Mark awarded = 19 out of 30 
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Question 1: Europe of the Dictators, 1918–1941 
 

 
 

Mark scheme 
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Example candidate response – low 
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Example candidate response – low, continued 
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Example candidate response – low, continued 
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Example candidate response – low, continued 

 
  



Paper 4 – Depth Study 

24 Cambridge International A Level History 9389  

 

Example candidate response – low, continued 

 
 

Examiner comment – low 
 
This response did not start well. There seemed to be no connection between the first and second sentences. 
There was just a statement in the second sentence with no supporting reasons or any indication of balance. 
More successful answers to this question began by describing the nature and extent of the economic 
problems facing Russia in the period 1917 to 1924 and then indicated whether Lenin did or did not succeed 
in dealing with them. The second paragraph gained no credit as it was not linked to economic issues. The 
lack of any identification of what the economic problems were resulted in low marks. There seemed to be an 
assumption that there were some problems, but what they were was never made clear. The point about 
Brest-Litovsk was not developed, and the link between it and the actual question was not apparent. Much the 
same could be said of the paragraph about the CHEKA. It was only towards the end of the essay with the 
sections on War Communism and the NEP that credit started to be gained for relevant material and there 
were signs of a response to the question set. The conclusion did not really seem to fit in with the earlier 
detail. 
 
For higher marks there needed to be much more focus on the question and careful reflection on the nature 
and extent of the economic (not political) problems which faced Lenin when he seized power. There needed 
to be a much higher level of supporting detail linked to the question. Paragraphs needed to have a clearer 
point made followed by relevant supporting information. 
 
Mark awarded = 14 out of 30 
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Questions 7 and 5: The History of the USA, 1945–1990 
 

 
 

Mark scheme 
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Example candidate response – high
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Example candidate response – high, continued 
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Example candidate response – high, continued 

 
 

Examiner comment – high 
 
This started sensibly and immediately started to gain credit. The term ‘Reaganomics’ was defined and 
reasons for this economic policy was included in the answer. There was not too much initial detail and there 
were indications of balance as well. The second paragraph was a little too descriptive; there was a need to 
make the point more firmly and link it directly to the possible success/failure issue. The section on the 
recession of 1982 was well done, as were the comments on the ‘trickle down’ effect (or intention).  There 
was consistently good focus in this answer and a good level of comment and understanding which lifted it 
just into Level 5. For the very top marks there needed to be greater depth and more emphasis in the answer 
on the degree of ‘success’ attained. 
 
Mark awarded = 25 out of 30 
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Example candidate response – middle 
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Example candidate response – middle, continued 

 
 

Examiner comment – middle 

This was a brief, but quite good response which started with a clear definition. More reflection on the criteria 

by which successes could be judged would have been helpful. The first paragraph looked at how 

Reaganomics could be seen as a success whilst the second considered how it could be seen to have failed. 

In both cases relevant points were made, but what kept this response at a middle level was the shortage of 

relevant points and supporting detail. While the response was convincing and it was clear that the candidate 

fully grasped the topic there are questions about how ‘deep’ the study has been. The whole answer was 
relevant and accurate, but it was too brief and undeveloped. To improve this essay needed more points and 

supporting facts whilst sustaining the focus and analysis needed to answer the question. 

Mark awarded = 23 out of 30 
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Mark Scheme 
 

 
 
  



Paper 4 – Depth Study 

32 Cambridge International A Level History 9389  

 

Example candidate response – low 
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Example candidate response – low, continued 

 
  



Paper 4 – Depth Study 

34 Cambridge International A Level History 9389  

 

Example candidate response – low, continued 

 
 

Examiner comment – low 
 

This answer had a poorly developed opening paragraph. Answers which achieved higher marks identified a 
range of reasons and reflected on which might have been the most significant and why. Some argued that 
the factors which were important in the early fifties later declined in significance and others eventually 
replaced them as drivers of growth. The section in the first paragraph about the ‘dip’ after the war gained no 
credit as it was not relevant. There were valid points about the growth of defence spending as a result of 
NSC-68 and the Korean War and the Marshall Plan, but no attempt was made to assess these or reflect on 
their actual importance. There was an absence of any statistical evidence to back up points. The section 
about the American family had limited relevance and the reason why women were staying at home was 
linked to economic growth was not explained.  Major points about interstate highways and motor 
manufacturing were not included. 
 
The essay consisted of a limited list of reasons which were not evaluated. It could have included a much 
wider range of factors, considered and supported with more relevant detail. It could also have included an 
attempt to assess those factors and indicate which were the most important, when and why. 
 
Mark awarded = 13 out of 30 
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Question 10: International History, 1945–1991 
 

 
 

Mark scheme 
 

 
  



Paper 4 – Depth Study 

36 Cambridge International A Level History 9389  

 

Example candidate response – high 
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Example candidate response – high, continued 
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Example candidate response – high, continued 
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Example candidate response – high, continued 
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Example candidate response – high, continued 
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Example candidate response – high, continued 

 
 

Examiner comment – high 
 
This was an impressive answer. It started with minimal background and kept everything very precisely on the 
central issue of détente. There was a brief, fully focused introduction. Initially, there was perhaps a little too 
much focus on the detail and the central argument did get a little obscured. However, by the second page, it 
was obvious that there was a consistently analytical focus. The comments on the other ‘outside’ factors were 
very perceptive and clear, and the way in which supporting detail was utilised was excellent. Overall the 
grasp of the topic and the level of understanding were impressive. The point about the ultimate breakdown 
was typical: clear, well-made and well supported with detail. 
 
The objective of each paragraph and its key points were clearly stated and then the right level of supporting 
detail brought in. The ‘blame’ was spread wide, the Brandt issue being a good example of this. There was a 
good conclusion which did not simply repeat what went before. Arguably there could have been more focus 
on the impact of the election of Reagan. There could have been a little more use of sustained judgement as 
this would have helped to know exactly which factor the candidate felt was critical and why. Otherwise, this 
answer fully met the criteria for Level 5. 
 
Mark awarded = 29 out of 30 
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Question 12: International History, 1945–1951 
 

 
 

Mark scheme 
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Example candidate response – middle 
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Example candidate response – middle, continued 
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Example candidate response – middle, continued 
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Example candidate response – middle, continued 
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Examiner comment – middle 
 
This was a competent response. There was a fairly sound level of knowledge and understanding and grasp 
of the topic. The opening paragraph had a sensible analytical focus and tried to set out the issues quite well, 
but it lacked clarity. The point about ‘legality’ for example was not clear enough. More time spent on planning 
and ensuring that the answer was clear in the candidate’s mind would have helped.  
 
There is an attempt at a focused answer. It looks at the roles of Israel, France and the UK and then 
broadens out to consider other influences such as the World Bank and the USSR. However, there is little or 
no comment here and it is not related to the issue of Nasser’s responsibility. The answer seems to imply that 
it was not all his fault, but this is not clearly stated. The lack of certainty in this response is illustrated by the 
phrase ‘now we shall attempt to’. While the points about ownership of the Suez canal and the profits that the 
UK and France had made were valid in their own way, they were not linked to the question. 
 
To earn higher marks, the candidate needed to make a judgement about how far Nasser was responsible at 
a much earlier stage in the essay and develop this. More depth was also required. While there was some 
knowledge, understanding and analysis, there was just not enough of all three to gain a higher mark. 
 
Mark awarded = 20 out of 30 
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Question 10: International History, 1945–1991 
 

 
 

Mark scheme 
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Example candidate response – low 
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Example candidate response – low, continued 
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Example candidate response – low, continued 

 
 

Examiner comment – low 
 
This was a basic pass essay. While it contained some relevant knowledge and understanding and there was 
some focus on the question, it was limited. There was a very abrupt start and no indication of how the 
argument might develop. The first paragraph is not well written and very vague. While there is a valid point 
made about the build-up to war, it lacks both clarity and appropriate supporting detail. There is a lack of 
focus in the point about Angola, for example. Was it a ‘defeat for the USSR’? The subsequent point about 
the USSR being ‘distrustful’ is also lacking in detail and, above all, in supporting evidence. While it is not 
possible to include everything in an A Level response, the impact of the arrival of Reagan and the ‘neo-cons’ 
should have been made as well.  
 
Mark awarded = 15 out of 30 
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