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Introduction
Our examiners’ reports are produced to offer constructive feedback on candidates’ performance in the
examinations. They provide useful guidance for future candidates. The reports will include a general
commentary on candidates’ performance, identify technical aspects examined in the questions and
highlight good performance and where performance could be improved. The reports will also explain
aspects which caused difficulty and why the difficulties arose, whether through a lack of knowledge, poor
examination technique, or any other identifiable and explainable reason.
Where overall performance on a question/question part was considered good, with no particular areas to
highlight, these questions have not been included in the report. A full copy of the question paper can be
downloaded from OCR.
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Paper Y249/01 series overview
More candidates attempted Question 2 when making their selection from Section A. However, a range of
candidates still attempted Question 1. Almost all candidates attempted the essay question first. It was
common for both Section A and Section B responses to be at least several pages in length however, the
number of responses that required an additional booklet was very limited in number. All candidates were
able to attempt both questions however the level of general contextual knowledge was commonly limited
to sound. The depth of the knowledge, in terms of specific detail and range, was frequently very limited,
or lacked accuracy, and this was one of the limiting factors in terms of candidates reaching the higher
parts of the mark scheme. The level of generalised knowledge acted as a brake on the level of
sophistication of the responses. This was particularly the case with regards to the interpretation question
and the Russo-Japanese War, but also hindered responses in Section A. The level of written
communication was relatively poor, with key terms commonly spelt incorrectly.
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Section A overview
Question 1 was the least popular, although not uncommon. Responses lacked accuracy and
development, confusing specific events like Lenin’s time in exile, and in some cases, the February and
October Revolutions. The lack of accurate knowledge made arguments limited in their analysis; they had
little substance and were often asserted or hindered by simple comments. Convincing essays, like
Exemplar 1 below, were rarely seen for Question 1. Exemplar 2 exemplifies the more common standard
of Question 1 response.
Question 2 was a more popular choice. Akin to Question 1, it was common for key words to be spelt
incorrectly. Many of these terms are not necessarily specific to the power struggle, e.g. testament,
others, like Kamenev, Zinoviev and Bukharin, are specific to this era and were commonly spelt wrong.
The quality of information used was also diminished by inaccuracy, Trotsky being a member of the ‘right’
for example, or terms like General Secretary and permanent revolution not fully recalled. Overall the
largest area of misconception surrounded Stalin’s vacillation from ‘left’ to ‘right’ and back again;
responses did not fully convey Stalin’s movement across the Bolshevik party spectrum.

Question 1

Candidates were generally accurate surrounding the role of Lenin and the April Theses, and the fact that
Trotsky could be considered the leading player in the Civil War, diminishing Lenin’s strength as a leader.
Candidates could usually identify a range of factors that contributed to the strength or weakness or
Lenin, however, it was the depth of analysis relative to each factor, commonly due to limited knowledge,
that caused responses to be generalised or partial. In other cases, responses became confused over
what makes a strong leader and what makes a popular or successful leader; these are not the same
thing. The most convincing use of knowledge, to analyse the question, usually surrounded the impact of
War Communism and NEP.
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Exemplar 1
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Exemplar 1 is a good example of what can be achieved when knowledge is accurate and detailed. The
response develops explanations to fully assess factors and provide convincing arguments to evaluate
Lenin’s strengths and weaknesses as a leader. Such a response was uncommon. Most responses did
not command this level of knowledge and this diminished the quality of analysis.
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Exemplar 2
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Exemplar 2 contrasts well with Exemplar 1. This response encapsulates much of what was seen
regarding knowledge and its communication in terms of generalisation, inaccuracy and limited
application. Thus, the response exemplifies a limited response where knowledge is weak and not well
used.
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Question 2

Candidates identified a range of different reasons for Stalin’s success; his role in the party or his ‘jobs’,
the weaknesses of his opponents, especially Trotsky, Lenin’s funeral and sometimes the role of luck.
Lenin’s funeral commonly featured in many of the responses and this was probably the best explained,
and sometimes the only explained factor, in weaker answers. The weaknesses of Stalin’s opposition
were not really analysed with much accuracy, Trotsky being the staple for the opposition weakness
argument. The role of Trotsky was largely illustrated, except relative to Stalin’s role at Lenin’s funeral.
Thus, candidates conveyed a series of limiting factors about Trotsky, his Menshevik past, being a Jew,
and being arrogant, but many of these remained unexplained in terms of Stalin’s rise to power. Stronger
responses highlighted his criticism of party bureaucracy and how this harmed his position in the power
struggle. Some mentioned his limited power base in contrast to Stalin’s but with less referring to Trotsky
relinquishing command of the Red Army, and his reasons for this. Stalin’s strengths were discussed with
mixed success. Again, there was some illustration and candidates commonly expressed his role at
Lenin’s funeral, or the shelving of Lenin’s Last Will and Testament, sometimes referred to as Lenin’s
‘letter’, as a key factor in Stalin’s ascendancy. Some candidates wrote about the purges and Stalin’s use
of the NKVD, fewer commenting on later economic policies like collectivisation and the Five Year Plans;
all was deemed irrelevant.
Conclusions were often far from compelling due to the level of illustration and inaccurate, the common
higher standard of response explaining why Stalin won the power struggle using relevant, but not
extensive information.
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Exemplar 3
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Exemplar 3 demonstrates a Level 1 response; there is very little of any merit within the response despite
its length, being full of generalisation, inaccuracy and assertion and almost completely lacking in key
terms. Despite the mark given, the response still was more than five pages.
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Section B overview
Section B responses were limited by the same issue that affected many Section A responses; a lack of
detailed and accurate knowledge of the surrounding historical context, necessary to enable candidates
to effectively evaluate the interpretation in context. The analysis of the interpretation’s strengths and
weaknesses suffered considerably from a lack of knowledge to substantiate points made. Limitations
were dealt with more effectively; candidates were able to outline some elements the interpretation had
not discussed, however these sections often became descriptive, with little explicit reference to the
limitations of Lynch’s interpretation.

Question 3

The quality of supporting knowledge to contextualise defeat in the Russo-Japanese War was the severe
limiting factor, without reference to Mukden, the Treaty of Portsmouth, loss of Port Arthur, defeat at Tsu
Shima, etc. it became very difficult for candidates to go beyond a superficial analysis of the strengths.
There was a common absence of any supporting knowledge, candidates without relevant information
regurgitated large sections of the interpretation amid generalised comments about the defeat.
Where this lack of awareness was replicated regarding the other events surrounding 1905, the response
did not reach Level 2. Where knowledge was slightly better, but still generalised, and both sides
considered, Level 2 was common. As a result, many responses did not go above Level 3, where both
sides were discussed with reference to accurate contextual knowledge. It was at this point that technique
became an issue; responses gave an implied evaluation of the interpretation, or an uneven evaluation,
assessing strengths or limitations much more effectively.
Many responses provided a view and wrote the answer like an essay, attempting to meet the criteria of
Assessment Objective 1; however, a judgement is not necessary, The candidate had to evaluate the
strengths and limitations of Lynch, with reference to the Russo-Japanese War, and other specific causes
of the 1905 ‘Revolution’, and fully explore what made Lynch’s interpretation strong and what limitations,
or omissions, made it weak.
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Exemplar 4
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Exemplar 4 clearly explains the strengths and weaknesses of the interpretation using relevant
knowledge to support the analysis. There are continued, explicit links to explain how Lynch’s
interpretation is strong and how it is weak. Thus, it is consistent and analytical, as opposed to
generalised and illustrative.
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Section B, Q3
M Lynch, 'From Autocracy to Communism: Russia 1894-1941', p30, Hodder Education, 2008.
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If any of your students’ results are not as expected, you may wish to consider one of our review of results

services. For full information about the options available visit the OCR website. If university places are
at stake you may wish to consider priority service 2 reviews of marking which have an earlier deadline to
ensure your reviews are processed in time for university applications.

Active Results offers a unique perspective on results data and greater opportunities to understand
students’ performance.
It allows you to:
•

Review reports on the performance of individual candidates, cohorts of students and whole 		
centres

•

Analyse results at question and/or topic level

•

Compare your centre with OCR national averages or similar OCR centres.

•

Identify areas of the curriculum where students excel or struggle and help pinpoint strengths and
weaknesses of students and teaching departments.

http://www.ocr.org.uk/administration/support-and-tools/active-results/
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Attend one of our popular CPD courses to hear exam feedback directly from a senior assessor or drop in
to an online Q&A session.
https://www.cpdhub.ocr.org.uk
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