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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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Examiner comment – high 
 
Part a 
Credit has been awarded for the fact that the candidate displays detailed understanding of the situation 
which confronted the Tsar in 1917. The candidate selects appropriate evidence to demonstrate how the 
impact of the First World War inflamed ongoing discontent with Tsarist rule. It is argued that, in response, the 
‘Tsar, acting the only way he knew how, ordered troops to crush the revolution’. The candidate might have 
included more analysis of the fact that the troops failed to obey this instruction by arguing, for example, that 
failure to maintain control over the armed forces was the most crucial factor in the Tsar’s loss of power. 
 
The response is fully-focused on the requirements of the question and demonstrates impressive 
understanding of a wide range of relevant causal factors. In order to achieve higher marks, a little more 
analytical depth was required at times. 
 
Mark awarded for part a = 8 out of 10 
 
Part b 
The candidate displays detailed understanding of the question’s requirements, and has developed a fully-
focused and balanced argument. The response begins by establishing criteria by which to evaluate how 
successful the reforms of Witte and Stolypin actually were. It is then argued that, as a result of Witte’s 
reforms and backed by foreign investment, Russia ‘underwent massive economic and industrial growth’. This 
apparent success is then counterbalanced by the fact that Russian output was ‘still dwarfed by her Western 
rivals’.  
 
In places, greater factual depth was required to substantiate the points being made. For example, evidence 
was needed to support the argument that industrial and agricultural output grew as a direct result of the 
policies of Witte and Stolypin respectively. The response would also have benefited from a stronger 
conclusion. The final sentence reads almost as an afterthought and does not provide a focused ending to an 
otherwise sustained argument. In general, however, this is a good response, based on impressive 
understanding of both the topic and the question in particular. 
 
Mark awarded for part b = 16 out of 20 
 
Total marks awarded = 24 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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Examiner comment – middle 
 
Part a 
The candidate has identified a number of relevant factors to explain why the Tsar abdicated in 1917. That 
‘people blamed him’ for the fact that ‘the war was going badly’ is perceived as the most crucial factor. Credit 
has been awarded for the statement that the Tsar survived the 1905 Revolution ‘because the army 
supported him and were loyal, but now they disobeyed his orders’. This analysis is based on sound 
understanding of how the threat facing the Tsar was far greater in 1917 than it had been previously. 
 
The response is, however, lacking in range and depth. For example, the candidate argues that the Tsar 
abdicated ‘because he lost the support of the Duma and the army’. It was necessary to explain why he had 
lost this support and to provide factual evidence to back it up. Similarly, more detail was needed to explain 
the increasing discontent of the Russian people and the growth of radical opposition to Tsarist rule. In 
particular, the response needed to demonstrate greater understanding of the context in which the Tsar made 
his decision to abdicate, following a revolution and an ultimatum from his generals. 
 
In general, therefore, the response shows some understanding of the requirements of the question, but lacks 
the range and depth required to achieve higher marks. 
 
Mark awarded for part a = 5 out of 10 
 
Part b 
The candidate shows good understanding of the question’s requirements, and makes a genuine attempt to 
develop a fully-focused argument, supported by some relevant evidence. 
 
Although the aims of Witte and Stolypin are not explicitly outlined, it is clear that the candidate has some 
understanding of them. The response does, however, suffer from a lack of factual depth. For example, detail 
provided of the reforms themselves is very limited. It is simply asserted, without factual support, that Witte 
built a railway and created a situation whereby ‘Russia can be industrialised’ and ‘export its own iron and 
steel’. Similarly, the statement that Stolypin ‘encouraged the peasants to plant more crops so agricultural 
goods can increase’ is too vague. 
 
The response also lacks a sense of balance. Greater analytical depth is provided in support of the view that 
the reforms were unsuccessful than in support of the opposing view. At times, the candidate relies on vague 
and unsubstantiated assertions, such as that Stolypin was successful because ‘he opens the peasant bank 
where they can take loans to sustain their farms’. This approach is particularly evident in the concluding 
statement that Witte and Stolypin succeeded because ‘they both tried to help Russia’.  
 
In general, the response contains relevant material, but it lacks factual and analytical depth.  
 
Mark awarded for part b = 12 out of 20 
 
Total marks awarded = 17 out of 30 
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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 
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Example candidate response – low, continued 
 

 
 

  



Paper 2 – Outline study 

 Cambridge International AS Level History 9389 21 

 

Examiner comment – low 
 
Part a 
Credit has been awarded for the fact that the candidate begins by identifying some relevant factors to explain 
why the Tsar abdicated in 1917. After this fully-focused opening, however, the response drifts into 
consideration of longer-term factors whose relevance to the immediate situation in 1917 is not sufficiently 
explicit. Defeat in the war against Japan in 1905, the impact of the 1905 Revolution, the Tsar’s failure to 
keep the promises made in the October Manifesto, and his introduction of the Fundamental Laws are used to 
support the rather vague assertions that ‘the growing unpopularity of the Tsar added up over time’ and, 
therefore, ‘more people were willing to overthrow’ him. To give these points more relevance to the context of 
1917, it was necessary to show how the Tsar had survived these earlier threats because he maintained the 
support of key groups, such as the army. Evidence was required to demonstrate how and why, by 1917, he 
could no longer rely on this support. 
 
While making some valid points, the response does not fully address the specific requirements of the 
question. 
 
Mark awarded for part a = 4 out of 10 
 
Part b 
Credit has been awarded for the fact that the candidate shows some understanding of the requirements of 
the question and, in particular, highlights the restrictions imposed on both Witte and Stolypin in their attempts 
to modernise Russia. The Tsar’s ‘reluctancy to reform’ and the determination of the influential classes to 
‘solidify their power’ by resisting change, for example, are seen as key factors which limited the impact of the 
ministers’ policies. This leads to the conclusion that, overall, the reforms of Witte and Stolypin were 
unsuccessful. The evidence used to support this conclusion is, however, lacking in range and depth. There 
is, for example, no attempt to explain what Witte and Stolypin were hoping to achieve through their reforms; 
establishing their aims would have provided ‘success criteria’ by which to evaluate the extent to which those 
aims were achieved. Similarly, detail regarding the reforms themselves is both vague and generalised. In 
order to address the question effectively, it was necessary to analyse the impact of these attempted reforms. 
For example, the statement that ‘Russia mainly relied on foreign capital’ could have been expanded to 
demonstrate how this significantly limited Witte’s industrial reforms. 
 
In general, therefore, the response tends to focus on the reasons why the reforms of Witte and Stolypin were 
resisted by the Tsar and those with influence over him, rather than on the key issue of the impact of those 
reforms on Russia. While the essay contains some implicitly relevant argument, supporting factual evidence 
is limited. 
 
Mark awarded for part b = 8 out of 20 
 
Total marks awarded = 12 out of 30 

  


