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Introduction
These exemplar answers have been chosen from the
summer 2018 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 https://www.ocr.
org.uk/Images/170128-specification-accredited-a-levelgce-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 2018 Examiners’ report or Report
to Centres available from Interchange https://interchange.
ocr.org.uk/Home.mvc/Index
The question paper, mark scheme and any resource
booklet(s) will be available on the OCR website from
summer 2019. Until then, they are available on OCR
Interchange (school exams officers will have a login for
this and are able to set up teachers with specific logins –
see the following link for further information http://www.
ocr.org.uk/administration/support-and-tools/interchange/
managing-user-accounts/).
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.
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Question 1(a)
Print Script
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Exemplar 1 (Medium)

Level 4, 5 marks
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Examiner commentary
The response begins with a clear, decisive viewpoint i.e. the greatest impact of the NEP was political division, and then goes on
to explore the economic impact of the NEP. The evaluation of the economic impact is quite limited; there is a simple comment
regarding modernity and some inaccuracy about the famine of 1921-2. However, there is also some accuracy about the end of grain
requisitioning and the resultant economic stimulation. Overall, the economic impact is evaluated in a partial manner.
The second argument is more developed, explaining the division within the Bolshevik Party due to the capitalist nature of the NEP.
There are also key terms used to develop the evaluation, including the ‘nepmen’ and ‘kulaks.’ However, there is an error regarding
Bukharin’s
initial
support for the NEP. This was not the case; Bukharin did move over to support the NEP and encouraged
Print
Script
Page peasants
8 of 14 to
‘enrich themselves’ but his was not at the point of the NEP’s inception.
There is no conclusion but overall, the response does evaluate both factors. There is some relevant and accurate knowledge used,
despite the errors. However, the response is also somewhat uneven, more accomplished in its treatment of the divisions caused
rather than the economic impact.

Exemplar 2 (Low)

Level 1, 1 mark
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Examiner commentary
Only one fact, the impact of NEP on divisions within the Bolshevik Party, is pursued with any accuracy. The divisions are explained,
with reference to the ‘left’ and ‘right’ of the political spectrum. Although the knowledge is not extensive, there is enough to show
reasonable analysis and evaluation. For example, the links between the divisions and Stalin’s exploitation of these in the power
struggle. However, there is no accuracy at all relative to the consideration of the NEP’s economic impact. Consequently, the response
is consigned to Level 1 because both factors require at least some evaluation for the response to be credited with Level 2 or above.
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Examiner commentary
The response begins with a fair introduction, illustrating events and outlining a few factors that caused the November Revolution,
namely the First World War, other Provisional Government weaknesses, including their temporary rule, and the role of Lenin.
The first argument addresses the impact of remaining in the First World War. Although the knowledge is not extensive with regards
to specific terminology, for example, referring to Kerensky’s failed June Offensive, there is a clear explanation that does show an
awareness of the impact of the prolongation of war, and there is some good analysis where it is conveyed as a tsarist continuity. The
following argument is also clearly explained, relating to Bolshevik strengths and the influence of Lenin, particularly his slogans like
‘Peace, Land and Bread’ and ‘All power to the soviets.’ Again, there is a link between the evidence and the question. The response
explains how these slogans resonated with the peasants due to the Provisional Government’s failure on land reform and the failure
of tsarism to address these grievances. Thus, there is some good analysis of the factors using relevant knowledge even though a
broad range of specific terms are not extensively deployed.
The penultimate argument, addressing the Kornilov Affair, is clearly communicated, and links the impact of releasing the Bolsheviks
after the July Days to a reversal in their fortunes. However, this section is not as analytical as the two preceding arguments. The final
argument, addressing socio-economic factors is a very limited address of the question because there is very little specificity and it is
rather generalised.
However, there has already been some substantial development of the idea that the Provisional Government failed due to its links to
the old order. Moreover, these arguments have not been asserted. Hence, the concluding judgement is a valid one and finishes the
response to demonstrate a well-developed line of reasoning and a mostly consistent focus on the question.
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Question 2(a)

Exemplar 1 (High)

Level 6, 9 marks
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Examiner commentary
The candidate is clear from the outset in arguing that Stolypin had a greater impact on the tsarist economy. The argument then
explains the agrarian reforms made by Stolypin and how these impacted upon the economy. There is a good degree of accuracy
here, explaining the impact using dates and production figures. Similarly, Witte is also analysed in some detail - references include
state capitalism, the Trans-Siberian railway, gold standard - but the response also evaluates Witte with reference to some of the
limitations faced by his policies, such as the negative social consequences and the failure to complete the Trans-Siberian railroad for
many years.
The concluding judgement maintains Stolypin’s precedence in terms of economic impact. However, it also introduces a new line
of argument, suggesting that Witte was a failure for ignoring the peasantry, the largest social group. This is a valid point, but the
concluding judgement would have more impetus if this was building on a prior argument. That is not to say that a conclusion
should be a repetitive summary, however, a new line of analysis dilutes prior judgements to an extent.
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Exemplar 2 (Low)

Level 3, 4 marks
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Print Script

Page 10 of 14

Examiner commentary
The response addresses both factors in a similar way. The address of the economic impact of Witte is generally accurate but not very
precise. It is true that Witte used railways to stimulate economic growth and focused on heavy industry. Similarly, the evaluation of
Stolypin’s economic impact is also generally accurate, concentrating on the peasants, encouraging land to be consolidated, etc. with
some success. Both factors are evaluated in a partial way, with the mostly general comments made being linked to the question of
economic impact. There is no attempt at formulating a judgement to explain who impacted most. Hence, Level 3, a partial address
of both factors is appropriate. There is some evaluation of both factors, in both cases using awareness but not extensive knowledge.
The final point, regarding the October Manifesto is inaccurate as Stolypin’s reforms were enacted afterwards.
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Examiner commentary
The response begins with a clear view, agreeing that the position of General Secretary was the main reason for Stalin’s rise to power,
but also outlining other contributory factors, namely his personal characteristics and opposition weaknesses.
The first argument accurately addresses the named factor. The role of General Secretary is clearly linked to the development of
Stalin’s support base, in part due to the connections between the role and the Lenin Enrolment programme. There is accuracy but
also a clearly developed line of reasoning that explains why the position as General Secretary is more significant than competition
from his rivals, in part because Trotsky was really a strong competitor in many respects. Thus, there is a developed argument that is
comparative and convincing.
The following argument accurately explains the weaknesses of Stalin’s opposition, notably Trotsky. There is accurate evidence used,
relating to Trotsky’s arrogance and aloof nature. The argument finishes with a comparative analysis of the opposition weaknesses
and Stalin’s role as General Secretary, helping to sustain earlier judgements. This is a valid line of reasoning as it is presented with
accuracy and developed to clearly address the question throughout.
The final argument emphasises Stalin’s personal attributes, and the fact that Stalin was underestimated as ‘dull’ and ‘a mediocrity’,
using these perceptions to exploit opposition weakness. Again, the argument is linked back to the ‘major differentiating factor’ Stalin as General Secretary.
The concluding argument consolidates prior judgements and provides a convincing finish without simply repeating previous points.
The interim judgements and quality of communication demonstrate a consistent focus on the question and a Level 6 response.

19

© OCR 2019

The small print

We’d like to know your view on the resources we produce. By
clicking on the ‘Like’ or ‘Dislike’ button you can help us to ensure
that our resources work for you. When the email template pops
up please add additional comments if you wish and then just click
‘Send’. Thank you.
Whether you already offer OCR qualifications, are new to OCR, or
are considering switching from your current provider/awarding
organisation, you can request more information by completing the
Expression of Interest form which can be found here:
www.ocr.org.uk/expression-of-interest
OCR Resources: the small print
OCR’s resources are provided to support the delivery of OCR
qualifications, but in no way constitute an endorsed teaching
method that is required by OCR. Whilst every effort is made
to ensure the accuracy of the content, OCR cannot be held
responsible for any errors or omissions within these resources.
We update our resources on a regular basis, so please check the
OCR website to ensure you have the most up to date version.
This resource may be freely copied and distributed, as long as
the OCR logo and this small print remain intact and OCR is
acknowledged as the originator of this work.
Our documents are updated over time. Whilst every effort is made
to check all documents, there may be contradictions between
published support and the specification, therefore please use the
information on the latest specification at all times. Where changes
are made to specifications these will be indicated within the
document, there will be a new version number indicated, and a
summary of the changes. If you do notice a discrepancy between
the specification and a resource please contact us at:
resources.feedback@ocr.org.uk.
OCR acknowledges the use of the following content:
Square down and Square up: alexwhite/Shutterstock.com
Please get in touch if you want to discuss the accessibility of
resources we offer to support delivery of our qualifications:
resources.feedback@ocr.org.uk

Looking for a resource?
There is now a quick and easy search tool to help find free resources
for your qualification:
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