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Introduction
These exemplar answers have been chosen from the 
summer 2017 examination series. 

OCR is open to a wide variety of approaches and all 
answers are considered on their merits. These exemplars, 
therefore, should not be seen as the only way to answer 
questions but do illustrate how the mark scheme has 
been applied. 

Please always refer to the specification (http://www.ocr.
org.uk/Images/170128-specification-accredited-a-level-
gce-history-a-h505.pdf ) for full details of the assessment 
for this qualification. These exemplar answers should 
also be read in conjunction with the sample assessment 
materials and the June 2017 Examiners’ Report to Centres 
available on the OCR website http://www.ocr.org.uk/
qualifications/. 

The question paper, mark scheme and any resource 
booklet(s) will be available on the OCR website from 
summer 2018. Until then, they are available on OCR 
Interchange (school exams officers will have a login for 
this). 

It is important to note that approaches to question 
setting and marking will remain consistent. At the same 
time OCR reviews all its qualifications annually and may 
make small adjustments to improve the performance of 
its assessments. We will let you know of any substantive 
changes.

http://www.ocr.org.uk/Images/170128-specification-accredited-a-level-gce-history-a-h505.pdf
http://www.ocr.org.uk/Images/170128-specification-accredited-a-level-gce-history-a-h505.pdf
http://www.ocr.org.uk/Images/170128-specification-accredited-a-level-gce-history-a-h505.pdf
http://www.ocr.org.uk/qualifications/
http://www.ocr.org.uk/qualifications/
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Question 1(a)

Which of the following was of greater importance in the introduction of the NEP?

(i) The Kronstadt Rising

(ii) Famine in the countryside

Explain your answer with reference to both (i) and (ii). 

 [10]

Level 5 answer – 7 marks



Exemplar Candidate Work

5

A Level History A

© OCR 2017

Examiner commentary
The introduction shows that the candidate is aware of the two 
factors as relevant knowledge develops each point. A clear view 
is also provided. 

The first argument is a clear explanation of how famine in 
the countryside, caused largely by the grain requisitioning 
measures of War Communism, led to the introduction of NEP. 
The knowledge deployed is relevant and accurate, and the 
explanation is very good, using peasant rebellions like Tambov as 
the means to explain why the Bolsheviks had to act.

The Kronstadt Rebellion is covered and there is some link to the 
introduction of NEP but this coverage is limited. The explanation 
lacks depth and fails to fully explain the links between the 
rebellion and NEP. However, there is some consideration of 
significance.

The final point assesses the most significant factors in the 
introduction of NEP. The final judgement is a reasonable one, 
considering scale and impact. However, it is not particularly well-
developed. 

To achieve Level 6 the response would need to develop the 
judgement further and provide a more detailed link between 

events during the Kronstadt Rebellion and the introduction of 
the New Economic Policy. A structural improvement could be 
to jettison the introduction and spend more time on the other 
factor and the development of any judgements made.
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Question 1(b)

How important was the First World War in the abdication of Nicholas II in 1917?

  [20]

Level 5 answer – 13 marks
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Examiner commentary
The introduction does not decisively state which factor caused 
the abdication of Tsar Nicholas II although it does state that 
World War I was important alongside other factors. This is quite 
a typical causation essay introduction and could certainly be 
more decisive in addressing relative significance in a causation 
question.

The impact of World War I is considered from a range of angles, 
the absence of the Tsar due to his role as Commander-in-Chief, 
and the ecomonic impact of the vodka ban are explained as 
causes of unrest. 

The second argument, considering the impact of revolutionary 
opposition, is a fair explanation of how opposition caused the 
abdication. However, the accuracy of knowledge used could 
be greater although the attempted judgement does relate 
opposition to events during the war.

The explanation of Rasputin’s role in the abdication of the Tsar is 
clear and also considers significance effectively enough, i.e. the 
impact was greater as it turned the nobility against the Tsar.

The conclusion gives an overview but does little to develop any 
judgements previously made, it is a summative account and 
lacks a decisive voice to explicitly address the question. Overall, 
the response does provide generally accurate knowledge but 
judgements are not consistently well-developed. 
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Question 1(a)

Which of the following was of greater importance in the introduction of the NEP?

(i) The Kronstadt Rising

(ii) Famine in the countryside

Explain your answer with reference to both (i) and (ii). 

 [10]

Level 1 answer – 1 marks
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Examiner commentary
The intial argument on Kronstadt adds nothing of any relevance 
and therefore is a highly generalised account. There is no 
additional knowledge deployed. 

The argument on famine is again generalised with no specific 
links to the time period in hand. It does outline a valid point 
that famine was affecting many however this is a consequence 
of famine in general and again, not specific to the period in 
question. The famine did not affect soldiers; it was the Red Army 
who were fed to the detriment of the peasantry. The mention of 
bread riots shows confusion with events surrounding February 
1917.

The conclusion is repetitive so the response overall shows very 
little contextual knowledge and the candidate has used no 
precise terms from the period. Consequently, the response was 
awarded Level 1 - very limited and generalised knowledge of 
the period with neither factor addressed with any degree of 
accuracy. 
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Question 1(b)

How important was the First World War in the abdication of Nicholas II in 1917?

  [20]

Level 2 answer – 5 marks
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Examiner commentary
The introduction shows that the candidate is aware of at least 
three reasons for the abdication of the Tsar; the named factor 
(World War I); the events of 1905, and the revolutionary upheaval 
of 1917. The introduction fails to state how significant the First 
World War was in causing the abdication, relative to these other 
factors.

The argument that deals with the named factor, World War I, is 
not accurate, it is a generalised account of why Russia did badly, 
for example, communications were poor, etc. 

The next argument, discussing 1905, could be valid but 
describes what happened in general rather than why this 
actually made the abdication occur in February; there is a 
disconnect between events and this hinders attempts at 
developing explanations. The response fails to make links 
between events cited and the abdication. These attempts are 
further limited by the lack of quality evidence. 

The events of February 1917 are also confused with October 
1917. The events of February were not planned, the candidate is 
muddled at this point and evidence is not accurately marshalled. 

There is a fair explanation for how the Tsar’s personality was 
linked to the 1905 ‘Revolution’ but the links to the abdication in 
1917 are tenuous. 

Overall, the question drifts between 1905, and February and 
October 1917. This shows a lack of precision and an awareness 
of the topic rather than the specific demands of the question. 
The response does not convincingly address the abdication 
of February 1917 with accuracy hence knowledge and 
understanding is limited and not well used, Level 2. 
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Question 2(a)

Which of the following had a greater impact on the fall of the Provisional Government in November 1917?

(i)  The Kornilov Revolt

(ii)  The actions of Lenin

Explain your answer with reference to both (i) and (ii). 

 [10]

Level 6 answer – 10 marks
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Examiner commentary
There is no introduction, again demonstrating that an 
introduction is not necessary for this question. 

The first argument explains what the Kornilov coup was and why 
it caused the fall of the Provisional Government. This is done in 
a way that clearly links the actions of Kornilov to the fortunes 
of the provisional Government. Knowledge is relevant and 
accurate.

The second argument, the role of Lenin, clearly defines Lenin’s 
actions, in detail, and how these helped the Bolsheviks to 
promote the downfall of the Provisional Government. There is no 
attempted judgement until the conclusion. Again, knowledge is 
relevant and accurate.

The conclusion contains a slight degree of contradiction but the 
candidate does more than enough to develop the argument 
that the Kornilov Affair was the most significant factor in the 
fall of the Provisional Government. There are some clear links 
between events and the response considers timings and the 
interplay of the two named factors.  
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Question 2(b)

Assess the importance of the purges in maintaining Stalin’s control over the USSR in the period 1929–
1941.

  [20]

Level 6 answer – 20 marks
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Examiner commentary
The introduction effectively outlines a range of factors and 
provides a clear, early viewpoint as to the most important reason 
behind Stalin maintaining control of the USSR, this is Stalin’s 
personality.

The named factor is dealt with very well. There is a raft of 
relevant knowledge deployed, show trials, the murder of Kirov, 
and ‘Yezhovschina’ are just some of the points developed to 
accurately explain how the purges helped Stalin to maintain 
control. This is a good demonstration of how knowledge is a 
staple in any good historical argument. 

The second argument develops the view that Stalin’s personality 
was key to maintaining control over the USSR. The response 
again uses a range of key terms, like Stalin’s cult of personality 
and his paranoia, to explain how control was maintained. There 
is a good cause and effect link developed at this point; Stalin’s 

personality is exhibited as the underlying cause and it was his 
paranoia that drove the purges and the show trials. The two 
factors are skilfully evaluated alongside one another. 

The analysis of the Five-Year Plans also develops credible links 
between economic developments and Stalin’s ability to maintain 
control over the USSR. Relevant knowledge is used again to 
promote the quality of this explanation. 

The conclusion further develops the premise that Stalin’s 
personality was crucial in the maintenance of control. It is a 
detailed explanation of how Stalin’s personality is what drove 
the purges and is therefore the most significant factor in 
maintaining control from 1929-1941. Thus, the response exhibits 
an accurate and detailed range of knowledge and a sustained 
and convincing argument throughout.
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