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Introduction



Component 1: Breadth study


Component 1 involves the study of significant developments over an extended period of time (around 50 years at AS and 100 years at A-level) and an evaluation of historical interpretations.


Tsarist and Communist Russia, 1855–1964


The specification lists the content of Tsarist and Communist Russia in two parts, each part being divided into two sections.


Part 1  Autocracy, reform and revolution: Russia, 1855–1917





•  Trying to preserve autocracy, 1855–94



•  The collapse of autocracy, 1894–1917





Part 2  The Soviet Union, 1917–64





•  The emergence of communist dictatorship, 1917–41



•  The Stalinist dictatorship and reaction, 1941–64





Although each period of study is set out in chronological sections in the specification, an exam question may arise from one or more of these sections.


The AS examination


The AS examination, which you may be taking, includes all the content in Part 1.


You are required to answer:





•  Section A: one question on two contrasting interpretations: which interpretation is the more convincing? You need to identify the arguments in each extract and assess how convincing they are, using your knowledge, and then reach a judgement on which is the more convincing. The question is worth 25 marks.



•  Section B: one essay question out of two. The questions will be set on a broad topic, reflecting the fact that this is a breadth paper, and will require you to analyse whether you agree or disagree with a statement. Almost certainly, you will be doing both and reaching a balanced conclusion. The question is worth 25 marks.





The exam lasts one and a half hours, and you should spend about equal time on each section.


At AS, Component 1 will be worth a total of 50 marks and 50 per cent of AS examination.


The A-level examination


The A-level examination at the end of the course includes all the content of both parts.


You are required to answer:





•  Section A: one question on three interpretations: how convincing is each interpretation? You are NOT required to reach a conclusion about which might be the most convincing. You need to identify the arguments in each extract and use your knowledge to assess how convincing each one is. The question is worth 30 marks.



•  Section B: two essay questions out of three. The questions will be set on a broad topic (usually covering 20–25 years). The question styles will vary but they will all require you to analyse factors and reach a conclusion. The focus may be on causation, or consequence, or continuity and change. Each question in this section is worth 25 marks.





The exam lasts two and a half hours. You should spend about one hour on Section A and about 45 minutes on each of the two essays.


At A-level, Component 1 will be worth a total of 80 marks and 40 per cent of A-level examination.


In both the AS and A-level examinations you are being tested on the ability to:





•  use relevant historical information (Sections A and B)



•  evaluate different historical interpretations (Section A)



•  analyse factors and reach a judgement (Section B).





How to use this book


This book has been designed to help you develop the knowledge and skills necessary to succeed in the examination.





•  The book is divided into four sections – one for each section of the A-level specification.



•  Each section is made up of a series of topics organised into double-page spreads.



•  On the left-hand page you will find a summary of the key content you will need to learn.



•  Words in bold in the key content are defined in the glossary (see pages 95–96).



•  On the right-hand page you will find exam-focused activities.





Together, these two strands of the book will provide you with the knowledge and skills essential for examination success.
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Examination activities


There are three levels of examination-focused activities:





•  Band 1 activities are designed to develop the foundation skills needed to pass the exam. These have a green heading and this symbol: [image: ]




•  Band 2 activities are designed to build on the skills developed in Band 1 activities and to help you to achieve a C grade. These have an orange heading and this symbol: [image: ]




•  Band 3 activities are designed to enable you to access the highest grades. These have a purple heading and this symbol: [image: ]






Some of the activities have answers or suggested answers on pages 99–104. These have the following symbol to indicate this: [image: ]


Each section ends with an examination-style question and sample answers with commentary. This will give you guidance on what is expected to achieve the top grade.


You can also keep track of your revision by ticking off each topic heading in the book, or by ticking the checklist on the contents page. Tick each box when you have:





•  revised and understood a topic



•  completed the activities.





Mark schemes


For some of the activities in the book it will be useful to refer to the mark schemes for this paper. Below are abbreviated forms.


Section A – Interpretations






	
Level  

	AS-level examination

	A-level examination






	1

	Unsupported, vague or general comments. Little understanding of the interpretations.

(1–5)



	Mostly general or vague comments or shows an accurate understanding of one extract only.

(1–6)








	2

	Partial understanding of the interpretations. Undeveloped comments with a little knowledge.

(6–10)



	Some accurate comments on interpretations given in at least two of the extracts. Some analysis, but little evaluation.

(7–12)








	3

	Reasonable understanding of interpretations. Some knowledge to support arguments.

(11–15)



	Some supported comments on the three interpretations with comments on strength, with some analysis and evaluation.

(13–18)








	4

	Good understanding of interpretations. A supported conclusion, but not all comments well substantiated and judgements may be limited.

(16–20)



	Good understanding of the interpretations, combined with knowledge of historical context, with mostly well-supported evaluation but minor limitations in depth and breadth.

(19–24)








	5

	Good understanding of interpretations. Thorough evaluation of extracts, leading to a well-substantiated judgement.

(21–25)



	Very good understanding of interpretations, combined with strong awareness of historical context to analyse and evaluate with well-supported arguments.

(25–30)









Section B – Essays






	
Level  

	AS-level examination

	A-level examination






	1

	Extremely limited or irrelevant information. Unsupported, vague or generalising comments.

(1–5)



	Extremely limited or irrelevant information. Unsupported, vague or generalising comments.

(1–5)








	2

	Descriptive or partial, failing to grasp full demands of question. Limited in scope.

(6–10)



	Descriptive or partial, failing to grasp full demands of question. Limited in scope.

(6–10)








	3

	Some understanding and answer is adequately organised. Information showing understanding of some key features.

(11–15)



	Understanding of question and a range of largely accurate information showing awareness of key issues and features, but lacking in precise detail. Some balance established.

(11–15)








	4

	Understanding shown with range of largely accurate information showing awareness of some key issues and features, leading to a limited judgement.

(16–20)



	Good understanding of question. Well organised and effectively communicated with range of clear and specific supporting information showing good understanding of key features and issues, with some conceptual awareness.

(16–20)








	5

	Good understanding. Well organised and effectively communicated. Range of clear information showing good understanding and some conceptual awareness. Analytical in style, leading to a substantiated judgement.

(21–25)



	Very good understanding of full demands of question. Well organised and effectively delivered, with well-selected, precise supporting information. Fully analytical with balanced argument and well-substantiated judgement.

(21–25)












1 Trying to preserve autocracy, 1855–94



Political authority and the state of Russia


Background


Mid-nineteenth century Russia was a large but economically underdeveloped empire with a ratio of village to town dwellers of 11:1. Around 85 per cent of the population were illiterate peasants, mostly either privately or state-owned serfs. Most serfs belonged to village communes, or mirs, where their village elders regulated their primitive strip-farming. They paid their master for the land in rent or labour and could be bought, sold and beaten by him.


In 1855, Russia was an empire ruled by an autocratic Tsar. The Tsar was also the head of the Russian Orthodox Church. He was believed to possess semi-divine powers. His edicts were law and he could choose his own advisers.


The impact of the Crimean War


Alexander II became Tsar in March 1855. Russia was in the final stage of a disastrous war in the Crimea (north of the Black Sea). They had been fighting the British, French and Turkish there since 1853 and had suffered several defeats, including the Battles of Balaclava and Inkerman in 1854. In August 1855, they lost Sebastopol, a major naval base. The final defeat in 1856 highlighted both the problem of Russia’s reliance on serf armies (where harshly treated conscripts served for 25 years) and the country’s economic backwardness, particularly its lack of railways and outdated weaponry. Despite spending 45 per cent of annual expenditure on the army, Russia suffered incompetent officers, humiliation and an increase in serf uprisings.


Alexander II and the background to emancipation


Having travelled the empire, served on his father’s Council of State and led a serfdom committee, Alexander II believed in serf emancipation to curb tensions and stimulate the economy. His brother, Grand Duke Constantine, and his aunt, Grand Duchess Elena Pavlovna, as well as other enlightened bureaucrats, such as the brothers, Nicholas and Dmitri Milyutin, shared his views.


Motives for reform


There were numerous motives – political, economic and intellectual – behind Alexander II’s reforms.


Political motives


Tsarist autocracy depended on the nobility, yet many nobles who traditionally shunned business and relied on serfs to make money out of their estates were in heavy debt. A growing serf population and inadequate agricultural systems meant declining incomes, and many had been forced to mortgage their land and even their serfs as security for loans from the state bank. Younger nobles had become apathetic, demotivated and critical of the regime.


Economic motives


Serfdom kept the peasants in the mirs, preventing them from moving to work in town factories and keeping the internal demand for goods low. The traditional practices of the mir prevented experimentation with new agricultural methods, and rural poverty left many serfs unable to pay their taxes. Consequently, by 1859, the state faced a debt of 54 million roubles.


Moral and intellectual motives


Westernisers believed that Russia should abandon serfdom, imitating Western Europe, while Slavophiles favoured reforming serfdom but wanted to keep Russia’s traditional peasant society. Some intellectuals presented the moral case against treating people like animals, while ‘nihilists’ believed in sweeping away all tradition – including autocracy.
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[image: ] Summarise the arguments      [image: ]


Read the following interpretation on the reasons for Russia’s backwardness. Summarise the main arguments, as opposed to the facts, and rephrase them in your own words.
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EXTRACT A


Adapted from John Gooding, Rulers and Subjects: Government and People in Russia, 1801–1991 (1996)


Russia lacked the economic, cultural and technological base to remain a great power in the mid-nineteenth century, and was more backward now than at the beginning of the century. In the intervening years Western Europe had developed by leaps and bounds – the triumphs of its new technology and its middle-class would be celebrated at the great exhibitions of the 1850s. Russia, however, had neither, having fallen behind by the deliberate choice of its ruler and ruling class. The Crimean disaster resulted in the first place from technological weakness; there were no railways to transport troops and supplies to the distant Crimea, and the army lacked up-to-date artillery and equipment. [However,] the poor performance of the armed forces in the Crimea pointed to much more in fact than technological weakness. The armed forces would not again become an effective shield without all-round modernisation of Russian life, and that in turn was incompatible with crude repression. If the country was to remain a great power it could not depend solely upon its own resources and its supposed innate virtues; it would have to open itself once more to the West, to learn not only the techniques but something of the ways of life and thought which had found reflection in the armed superiority of Britain and France.
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[image: ] Identify an argument      [image: ]


Below is a sample question which asks how far you agree with a specific statement, followed by two paragraphs in response. One suggests a high-level answer because it advances a supported argument (a view supported by reasoning and fact). The other suggests a low-level answer because it contains only description (facts but not in support of a view) and assertion (a view not supported by reasoning and fact). Identify which is which.




‘Russia’s failure in the Crimean War was the sole reason why Alexander II was interested in reform after 1855.’ Explain whether you agree or disagree with this view.





Answer 1




[image: ]


Although Russia entered the Crimean War in 1853, confident of victory, its hopes had rapidly been dashed in a series of disastrous military defeats. It was humiliated at the Battles of Balaclava and Inkerman in 1854 and, worse still, in 1855, Russia’s Black Sea naval base at Sebastopol was captured. Russia’s army was reliant on peasant conscripts who served for 25 years and were subject to brutal military discipline. The commanders were poor and there was a very limited railway system. Military weapons were outdated and Russia lacked the industrial capacity to supply its troops. The huge army used up around 45 per cent of the government’s annual expenditure while Russia’s outdated social system maintained serfdom and there were many peasant uprisings during the Crimean War. The war was the main reason for Alexander II’s interest in reform after 1855.
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Answer 2
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Russia’s failures in the Crimea certainly added to Alexander II’s personal desire for change in Russia. He came to the throne shortly before Russia’s defeat at Sebastopol in 1855 and he was acutely aware of the humiliating inadequacies the war had thrown up. Armies of serf conscripts had proved unreliable, generals incompetent and the economy unable to support the military effort. The dangers of peasant revolt were particularly frightening for an autocratic ruler. The war had also increased demands from intellectuals to tackle the outdated system of serfdom, while reformers, such as Dmitri Milyutin, with whom Alexander associated, argued for modernisation. The need to reform in order to strengthen the state and prevent a repetition of this recent disaster must have weighed heavily on Alexander II’s mind in 1855.
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Political authority and attempts at reform: emancipation of the serfs and its impact


Procedure


After the Crimean War ended in March 1856, Alexander set up committees to examine emancipation and in 1858–59 he toured the country delivering pro-emancipation speeches. However, the provincial nobles failed to agree on measures and Alexander was exasperated by the prolonged debate, which took place against a background of escalating peasant unrest. Finally, he established a commission of 38, led by Nicholas Milyutin, to produce the final measure.


The emancipation of the serfs was proclaimed in Alexander’s Edict of 1861. It only applied to the privately owned serfs. The state serfs received their freedom in 1866. It permitted some greater modernisation of the economy but its terms were not as ‘liberating’ in practice as its supporters had anticipated.






	Terms of the Edict

	Assessment and significance






	




•  Serfs were declared ‘free’ and could marry who they chose, own property, set up businesses, travel and enjoy legal rights.



•  Serfs were given their own cottage and an allotment of land.






	




•  Enterprising peasants could buy up land, increase output and make money from the sale of surplus grain.



•  Those prepared to sell land could move to an industrialising city and obtain regular wages.



•  Land allocations varied; for some, these were insufficient to live on.



•  Peasant ‘rights’ often remained theoretical because of the other terms of the Edict, e.g. freedom to travel.











	




•  Landlords were granted government bonds as compensation.






	




•  Landowners could use compensation to redeem debts and invest in industrial enterprises.



•  Some could only just pay off debts and were forced to sell their remaining land.











	




•  Serfs were required to make 49 annual ‘redemption payments’ for the land they were given.






	




•  Redemption payments provoked unrest.



•  Land prices were sometimes fixed above market value, leaving freed serfs in considerable debt.



•  Some peasants had to work for their old masters or rent land from them (paid back with crops) to survive.



•  The ‘purchasing power’ of the peasants remained low; some became drifting landless labourers.











	




•  The mir was responsible for the collection of taxes, including redemption dues.



•  Freed serfs had to remain within the mir until the redemption payments were complete.



•  The mir supervised the farming of allocated land.






	




•  Mirs constrained the peasants, preventing them from leaving the countryside.



•  Mirs tended to promote restrictive and backward farming practices.











	




•  Landowners were allowed to retain meadows, pasture, woodland and personal land.



•  Communal open fields were controlled by the mir for use by everyone.






	




•  Some former serfs struggled to make a living without the use of additional land.



•  Serfs lost their landlords’ ‘protection’.











	




•  The obruk (labour service) remained for a two-year period of ‘temporary obligation’.






	




•  Peasants were resentful; there were 647 peasant riots in four months after the decree.
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[image: ] Complete the paragraph      [image: ]


Below is a sample essay question and the outline of a paragraph written in answer to the question. The paragraph begins with a relevant comment in relation to the question and ends with a further link. However, it lacks supporting examples. Complete the paragraph by providing some factual detail in the space provided.




‘The Emancipation Edict of 1861 was successful in improving the lives of the Russian peasants by 1881.’ To what extent do you agree with this view?







[image: ]


Although the 1861 Edict gave the freed serfs many legal freedoms, such as the right to marry who they chose, run businesses, own property and travel, in many respects the Russian peasants were little better off.


___________________________


Consequently, methods of farming did not significantly improve and the number of serfs able to travel to nearby towns and work in industry was limited. This restricted the opportunities the Edict might have been expected to give the peasants in order to improve their standard of living.
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[image: ] Interpretation: content or argument?      [image: ]


Read the following interpretation on the impact of emancipation on the peasants and the two alternative answers to the question. Which answer focuses more on the content and which focuses more on the arguments of the interpretation? Explain your answer.




With reference to your understanding of the historical context, assess how convincing the arguments in this extract are in relation to the impact of emancipation on the peasants.





Answer 1




[image: ]


This extract states that, although the serfs gained certain rights, such as to own property and to marry without permission, they had to continue to work for the landowners for two years. Also, the peasants’ land was given to the commune which would still control the peasants’ lives. This shows that the peasants were still not completely free.
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Answer 2




[image: ]


This extract acknowledges that the serfs gained certain legal freedoms, such as the right to own property and marry without permission. However, it argues that the serfs were still highly restricted. Their rights were severely limited, especially for the next two years, during which they would continue to have to ‘fulfil their former obligations’. The author argues that, as a result, the peasants were far less free than their European counterparts. Also, the land taken from the landowners was put under the control of the communes and they, not the peasants, decided how the land would be farmed.
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EXTRACT A


Adapted from John Gooding, Rulers and Subjects: Government and People in Russia, 1801–1991 (1996)


The serfs remained disadvantaged, and their freedom was so circumscribed that to many Europeans it might not have seemed like freedom at all. True, they were to enjoy the rights of free persons – to own property, for example, and to marry without permission, and in general to shape their lives without regard to the landowners. But these rights were only for the future. For the next two years, the existing order was to remain: the ex-serfs would have to be ‘obedient towards their nobles and scrupulously fulfil their former obligations’, and the lords would keep their police powers over them …


A further limitation of the peasant’s ‘freedom’ was that the land transferred from the lord would be allotted not to him but to the community as a whole. As a result he could not farm independently even if he wanted to, and the communal agricultural system would continue as before. The elders and officials of the commune would in fact have to replace the lord.
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Political authority and attempts at reform: Alexander’s other reforms


Reasons for further reform





•  There was disappointment at the emancipation measure on the part of peasants and landlords, with continued unrest in the countryside.



•  The emancipation left issues needing resolution, e.g. conscription and control of local government and justice.





The main reforms and their success


Military reforms, 1874





•  Conscription (for those over 20 years old) was made compulsory for all classes.



•  Length of service was reduced from 25 to 15 years, nine years of which were spent ‘in reserve’.



•  Welfare improvements, e.g. the abolition of corporal punishment and army service was no longer to be given as a punishment.



•  Military colleges were established to train officers.



•  Modern weaponry was introduced.





Assessment of succcess





•  A smaller but better-trained army was created.



•  Costs of the military to the government were reduced.



•  Literacy was improved through army education campaigns.



•  Officers were still mainly aristocrats and the upper classes served less time, or ‘bought’ their way out of service.



•  In the war against Turkey from 1877 to 1878, victory took longer than expected; in 1914, Russia suffered defeat.





Local government reforms, 1864 and 1870





•  Rural councils (known as Zemstva) were established at district and provincial levels (1864).



•  Councils were to be elected through an indirect system giving an initial vote to the nobles, townspeople, Church and peasants but weighted in favour of the nobility.



OEBPS/OEBPS/images/tp.gif
my revision notes

AQA AS/A-level History

TSARIST AND
COMMUNIST
RUSSIA

1855-1964

Michael Scott-Baumann

Series editor

EEEEEEEEE
EEEEEEEEEEEEE





OEBPS/OEBPS/images/6-1.gif
¥ Key historical content ¥ Exam-focused activities

Trying to preserve autocracy,

Polical auhortyandthe site o Pussia =

F [ ———— IS ———






OEBPS/OEBPS/images/a.png





OEBPS/OEBPS/images/cover.jpg
my revision notes

AQA AS/A-level History

TSARIST AND
COMMUNIST
RUSSIA ¢

1855-1964

Michael Scott-Baumann

HODDER
£y HOPDER

LEAR





OEBPS/OEBPS/images/g.png





OEBPS/OEBPS/images/rules.jpg





OEBPS/OEBPS/images/p.png





OEBPS/OEBPS/images/o.png





