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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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SECTION A

Exemplar Candidate Work

Question 1 Read the two passages and then answer Question 1.
1

Evaluate the interpretations in both of the two passages and explain which you think is more
convincing about the consequences of Alexander II’s Great Reforms.
[30]

Passage A
The Great Reforms changed the social fabric profoundly…in a manner that the legislators had not
planned. The 1860s and 1870s saw a sudden explosion of culture, as towns acquired real meaning
as the focus of political, legal and cultural life. The population of small towns doubled. Railroads
began slowly to bridge the vast distances of European Russia with the construction of a line from
St Petersburg to Warsaw and from Moscow to Nizhny Novgorod. Factories sprouted on the outskirts of
towns and on ambitious landowners’ estates: industry flourished in the central industrial region, textiles
in Ivanovo; mining and metallurgy underwent a revival. The drab provincial town of Livny, which before
the reforms produced agricultural products, boasted eighteen major factories by the 1890s. A serious
effort was made to improve the sanitary conditions in the towns and villages as pipelines and sewage
systems were installed and roads were paved. The atmosphere of the towns and estates changed, as
well, as energetic young scientists, priests, teachers and physicians working the countryside attended
the zemstvo. The zemstvo became the cornerstone of a distinctive and original political culture. It
gave people experience of politics [and it was] the defining institution of the era that followed the great
reforms.
Adapted from C. Evtuhov et al, A History of Russia, published in 2004.
Passage B
It is possible to level criticisms at most of the reforms that ensued [after 1861]. Peasants remained
the poorest and most heavily exploited section of the population. Those who engaged in agriculture
were not only short of land but also saddled with redemption payments. By retaining the Poll Tax and
introducing new courts, the government made it plain that it had no intention of granting the peasantry
economic or judicial parity with the nobility.
The zemstvo became the nests of the gentry. The peasantry could have played a larger part in their
activities, but the former serfs were unable to rid themselves of the habit of deference. At district
level, the new assemblies were too remote from the peasants’ concerns to justify the risk of throwing
caution to the wind. Although the chairmen of the zemstvo were elected by the assemblies, they had
to be approved by the Ministry of Internal Affairs. In the eyes of the government, the zemstvo were
fundraising bodies rather than forums for political discussion yet because zemstvo lacked the power of
enforcement they found it difficult to collect taxes.
Indeed, the major drawback of the reforms was the Tsar’s refusal to establish a national assembly.
There can be no doubt that this was a decision made by the Tsar himself, for his own brother and
a number of highly placed officials recognised the advantages of establishing some sort of central
representative body. The Tsar, however, was not to be persuaded. Since the Tsar made law on his own,
it may be that the reforms of the 1860s were a grand illusion. The measures enacted by Alexander II
were conceptually limited, poorly executed, incomplete, unsustained and insecure.
Adapted from D. Saunders, Russia in the Age of Reaction and Reform 1801–1881, published in 1992.
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Examiner commentary
The introduction is strong with the response placing the reforms in the context of the historical debate and explaining the views
offered in the two passages. The views are clearly explained and the response offers a view as to which it finds the most convincing.
The response then goes on to explain Passage A and uses detailed contextual knowledge to evaluate it. A number of issues raised by
the passage are considered and there is some detailed knowledge used to test the view offered. The discussion is balanced with the
response noting some of the limitations. In places the depth of knowledge used is excellent, but in a few places it is a little general
and this stops the response from reaching the very top of the level. A similar approach is seen in discussing Passage B; the main
issues raised by the passage are evaluated and again there is evidence of some very good detailed knowledge being used to test
the views put forward. As with Passage A, the response also considers the limitations of B to produce a balanced analysis of the two
passages, but the analysis of the limitations would need to be developed
further if the response was to reach the top of Level 6. The
12/13/2018
Print Script
overall judgement is very thorough and well supported, reinforcing the impression that this is a very strong answer.

Exemplar 2 (Medium)

Level 4, 18 marks

9

© OCR 2019

A Level History A

Exemplar Candidate Work

12/13/2018

Print Script

10

© OCR 2019

A Level History A
12/13/2018

Print Script

12/13/2018

Exemplar Candidate Work

Print Script

11

© OCR 2019

A Level History A

Exemplar Candidate Work

Examiner commentary
The opening does set the reforms in context and offers a brief summary of the views of the two passages and suggests which is the
more convincing. However, when the response begins to consider the two passages the focus is more on what is missing rather
than evaluating what is actually there. The response was credited for the
evaluation and use of knowledge, but the focus really
12/13/2018
Print Script
should be on what is actually there. The passages are limited in length and therefore it cannot be expected that they would cover
every aspect of a topic as wide-ranging as Alexander’s reforms. There is some evaluation of how the peasants were treated, although
the level of knowledge to support the claim is rather limited. However, it is slightly stronger in discussing the Zemstvos and a
supported judgement is reached. In considering Passage A the answer also begins by considering what is missing. However, there is
some evaluation of issues such as railways, but the supporting evidence is limited. The response does reach a supported judgement.
The answer does evaluate both passages but the focus on what is missing and the limited contextual support in evaluating what is
in the two passages does keep the response in Level 4.

Exemplar 3 (Low)

Level 3, 12 marks
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Examiner commentary
The opening provides a very brief summary of the views of the two passages and asserts that the view of B is more valid. The
response starts by explaining the view of Passage B and although there is some evidence of contextual knowledge this is not welllinked to the actual passage. The response continues to explain some of the issues, but any knowledge is imparted rather than used
and it is this approach and the limited coverage that keeps the response in Level 3. A similar approach is seen when considering
Passage A with some explanation and description, but no real use of contextual knowledge to test the views. The conclusion is brief
and the response does not consider many of the issues raised by the passages and this further limits the level of the response. There
would need to be consideration of a wider range of issues for the response to go higher and some clear evidence of the views being
tested by contextual knowledge for it to reach Level 4.

13

© OCR 2019

A Level History A

Exemplar Candidate Work

Question 2
Exemplar 1 (High)

3/5/2019

Level 6, 24 marks

Print Script

14

© OCR 2019

A Level History A

Exemplar Candidate Work

3/5/2019

Print Script

15

© OCR 2019

A Level History A

3/5/2019

Print Script

3/5/2019

Exemplar Candidate Work

Print Script

16

© OCR 2019

A Level History A

3/5/2019

Exemplar Candidate Work

Print Script

17

© OCR 2019

A Level History A

Exemplar Candidate Work

Examiner commentary
The opening clearly outlines the themes to be considered and offers a view on each of them in relation to the question. The
response begins by considering the issue of ideology and there is clear evidence of a comparison being made between tsarism
and communism at the very start of the paragraph. Comparisons are also made between tsars and not just between tsarism and
communism, with the answer using brief relevant and accurate knowledge to support the line of argument pursued. In particular,
the response compares the reforms of Nicholas II and those of the early Bolshevik rule to support the point made. The response
is then able to reach an interim judgement on the issue. In terms of discussing hierarchies of power in government, there is again
clear evidence of developed comparisons and explanations between the two ‘periods’ and once again this is well supported. The
response follows a clear argument, with the suggestion that the Communists were more willing to give the working man a voice,
which is well supported with sustained comparisons which take the response comfortably into Level 6. The overall judgement is also
well-developed and synthesis is strong throughout with the similarities and differences well explained. Although the response was
placed towards the top of Level 6 it might well have reached full marks if there had been a wider range of themes considered.

Exemplar 2 (Medium)

Level 4, 16 marks
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Examiner commentary
The opening offers a view, suggesting that the Communists wanted to reform the nature of government more than the Tsars and
provides some evidence to support the claim. The response begins by considering the issue of local government and makes a very
limited comparison between the Zemstvos and Dumas. Some support is provided, but the comparison is not really developed,
although there is some explanation of the limited nature of the impact of the Dumas. However, there is no real comparison with
developments under the Bolsheviks. The response then considers the issue of totalitarianism and explains how this is developed
under the Bolsheviks, but rather drifts with consideration of some aspects of economic policy, losing focus on the nature of
government. There is also some explanation of the level of totalitarianism under the tsars, with the response making some
comparison. There is some attempt to compare the degree of censorship between the two regimes and some support is provided.
The comparison is never fully developed in the essay and this limits the response to Level 4, but with the support it does go the top
of the level.
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Examiner commentary
The opening is very general and shows only a limited awareness of the issues but does attempt to offer a view. The response tends
to be descriptive, seen in the first main paragraph where the response describes the introduction of the Zemstvos. There is some
limited explanation of the Dumas, but this is not developed and the comments are limited. There is an attempt to compare the
developments with those under Stalin, but this is very general and not convincing. The comments about ideology are also general,
whilst the comments made about Lenin and Khrushchev are very limited and the attempts to argue are little more than assertion.
Attempts to discuss the use of the secret police are also general and not well used to address the actual demands of the question.
The conclusion is brief and adds little to the response. The answer attempts to focus on the question, but lacks depth and clear
support, but there is some explanation which takes it into Level 3, but this would need to be much clearer if it was to go higher.
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Examiner commentary
The opening offers a clear and supported view as to which had a greater impact on the Russian worker. The response identifies a
number of themes to be discussed and also offers a view as to which war had the greatest impact. In discussing the politicisation
of the working class the impact of the 1917 Revolution is thoroughly considered and there is comparison with the impact of Witte’s
Great Spurt and the 1905 Revolution. The response also considers the reason for the decline and attributes that to the Civil War. The
detailed and well-supported discussion allows a clear judgement on the issue to be reached. In discussing living conditions, the
response again considers the impact of 1917 and this is again compared with a range of other events, with some detailed support
to back up the line of argument. Once again, the range of discussion allows a supported judgement to be reached. In considering
working conditions, developments resulting from 1917 are also compared with other events and the response again puts forward
the view that war had the greater impact, particularly when considering the Second World War and Cold War. The overall judgement
would benefit from greater development and the response would benefit from greater coverage of the early period. This prevents
the response from reaching the top of Level 6, but the quality of synthesis is strong, ensuring the response reaches Level 6.
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Examiner commentary
The response is well focused on the question, with the opening paragraph establishing a clear view and some of the themes to be
discussed. The response is clearly structured and the answer starts by considering economic and living conditions. A range of events
are discussed, but the comparison and links made between them is not always strong, which is why the response will be placed in
Level 5 and not Level 6. However, the argument is well-supported with accurate and relevant material. A judgement about the issue
is reached and some support is provided. The response then considers the issue of freedom from oppression. In this section there
is clearer evidence of comparisons being made, although they would benefit from greater development and more precise support.
In discussing the social and cultural impact there is sound explanation, but again the synthesis is limited and some of the issues
discussed would benefit from greater support. The judgement is sound and does follow from the main body of the essay. There is
some synthesis shown in each paragraph but the comparisons and explanations of similarity and difference are not fully developed
and this limits the response to Level 5.
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Examiner commentary
The opening paragraph offers a view that war had a greater impact on the workers than revolutions and provides some examples
of wars where it is suggested this was the case. The response does explain the impact of the wars on the workers, but support is
quite general and this means that attempts to compare, as with Nicholas II and Alexander II are not very convincing. There is some
explanation of the impact of 1917 on the workers, but again support is quite limited and general and this continues with the
comments made about Alexander III and the Russo-Turkish war. This is also seen in the discussion of both the Cold War and Civil War,
resulting in a response that although it covers a good range of material lacks the depth of support and comparison between wars
and revolutions to go beyond the bottom of Level 4. There would need to be greater support for the response to go higher in the
level.
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Question 4

Exemplar 1 (High)

Level 6, 25 marks
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Examiner commentary
The response is particularly strong and was given full marks. Not only is the range of supporting material most impressive, but
the response is well focused and there is a very high level of synthesis throughout the answer. The opening offers a clear view
about Russification, but argues that repression had the greatest impact, notably under Stalin. The response shows a very good
understanding of the policy of Russification and its impact. This is well explained and developed, with comparisons made between
the different rulers and with Stalin’s policy of forced resettlement and Stalinisation. This depth of comparison allows a strong
judgement to be reached. The policy of Russification and the repression associated with it is then compared with Stalin’s policies,
notably collectivisation and its impact on the Ukraine and also his repression of Polish officers during the war. This development is
also compared with the repression witnessed in Hungary in 1956, allowing the response to draw on a very good range of examples
to make a conclusion. The issue of centralisation is also considered and once again there response draws on an excellent range of
examples and makes a number of comparisons between different periods and rulers, showing once again a response that is in full
12/13/2018
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control of the material and able to show strong synthesis throughout, allowing
an interim judgement to be reached. The overall
judgement is also very strong, drawing on the argument put forward in the main body of the response. There is strong synthesis
throughout with comparisons and explanations of the highest level that could be expected.

Exemplar 2 (Medium)

Level 4, 14 marks
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Examiner commentary
The opening offers a view as to whether Russification had the greatest impact on the lives of the nationalities and suggests that the
use of military force was more significant. The response starts by explaining the impact of military force and provides a list of ways
and examples of the impact. There is an attempt at judgement but this is simply asserted with no evidence provided to show that
it had a greater impact. The response then considers the issue of religion and language, with the focus on explanation, however
the support is quite general and there is no attempt to develop a judgement. The response then considers the issue of persecution
and again the focus is on explanation with an assertion at the end of the paragraph. The final issue considered is that of diversity
and there is some comparison between the tsars and communists with some evaluation. The conclusion is brief and there is no real
supported judgement. Although the response is focused on the question, there is no real synthesis across the period or genuine
attempt to compare Russification with other policies and this keeps the answer in Level 4. In order to reach Level 5 there would need
to be more support and clearer evidence of comparison.
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Examiner commentary
The opening is very general, but does show some understanding of the issue of Russification. The answer is heavily descriptive in
its approach, seen in the coverage of the Polish revolt and the response by the tsar with attempts at explanation or analysis being
no more than basic. The discussion of nationalist opposition is also very general with no precise evidence provided to support
the claims made. The response tends to become quite repetitive with the answer being built around very limited knowledge of
developments – the Polish Revolt, Virgin Land Scheme and uprisings- and very little consideration or reference to different regions,
which is limited to Poland and Kazakhstan. The response does attempt to consider the issue of the Jews, but again this is very
general. The conclusion is also limited and there is no real attempt to explain a range of policies or compare them. The answer has
only limited focus and knowledge and is therefore placed in Level 2; to move into Level 3 there would need to be greater support
and explanation.
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