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Introduction



About Paper 2


Paper 2 Option 2C.2: Russia in revolution, 1894–1924, is a depth study. Therefore it requires a detailed knowledge of the period that you are studying. Paper 2 tests you against two Assessment Objectives: AO1 and AO2.


AO1 tests your ability to:





•  organise and communicate your own knowledge



•  analyse and evaluate key features of the past



•  make supported judgements



•  deal with concepts of cause, consequence, change, continuity, similarity, difference and significance.





On Paper 2, AO1 tasks require you to write an essay from your own knowledge.


AO2 tests your ability to:





•  analyse and evaluate source material from the past



•  explore the value of source material by considering its historical context.





On Paper 2, the AO2 task requires you to write an essay which analyses two sources from the period you have studied.


At A-level, Paper 2 is worth 20 per cent of your qualification. At AS Level, Paper 2 is worth 40 per cent of your qualification. Significantly, your AS grade does not count towards your overall A-level grade. Therefore, you will have to take this paper at A-level in order to get the A-level qualification.


Structure


At AS and A-level, Paper 2 is structured around four key topics which cover the period 1894–1924. The AS and A-level exams are divided into two sections. Section A tests your source analysis skills, whereas Section B tests your ability to write an essay from your own knowledge. Both sections focus on the four key topics. The question may deal with aspects of one of the topics, or may be set on issues that require knowledge of several or all of the topics.






	Aspect of the course

	AO

	Exam






	
Key Topic 1: The rule of Nicholas II, 1894–1905


Key Topic 2: The end of Romanov rule, 1906–17


Key Topic 3: The Provisional Government and its opponents, February–October 1917


Key Topic 4: Defending the Bolshevik revolution, October 1917–24



	

 


AO1 


&


AO2 



	

 


Section A and Section B









The exam


At AS and A-level, the Paper 2 exam lasts for 1 hour and 30 minutes. It is divided into two sections, both of which test the depth of your historical knowledge. Section A requires you to answer one compulsory question on two sources. Section B requires you to write one essay. As this is a depth paper, questions can be set on single events or programmes but may cover more extended periods.


How to use this book


This book has been designed to help you to develop the knowledge and skills necessary to succeed in the exam. The book is divided into four sections – one for each of the key topics. 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 need to learn. Words in bold in the key content are defined in the glossary. On the right-hand page, you will find exam-focused activities. Together, these two strands of the book will take you through the knowledge and skills essential for exam success.


There are three levels of exam-focused activities:





•  Band 1 activities are designed to develop the foundational skills needed to pass the exam. [image: ]




•  Band 2 activities are designed to build on the skills developed in Band 1 activities and to help you achieve a C grade. [image: ]




•  Band 3 activities are designed to enable you to access the highest grades. [image: ]






Each section ends with an exam-style question and model high-level answer with commentary. This should give you guidance on what is required to achieve the top grades. [image: ]





1 The rule of Nicholas II, 1894–1905



The nature of autocratic rule: the Tsarist principles of autocracy, nationality and Orthodoxy


Nicholas II became Tsar of the Russian Empire in 1894. He ruled as an autocrat: the sole and absolute ruler of Russia. Nicholas II’s rule was particularly reactionary and oppressive.


Autocracy


Nicholas II had total power within the Russian Empire. The Tsar was assisted by the cabinet, the Senate and the State Council. However, these bodies were merely advisory; having no power independent of the Tsar.


The Tsar and the law


The Tsar’s power was not constrained by any constitutional checks. Therefore:





•  the Tsar’s power was not limited by law



•  Russian subjects had no right to free speech or a fair trial because these rights would effectively limit the Tsar’s power.





The consequences of autocracy


Autocracy led to the development of a corrupt government, and a society that depended on the state.


Corruption


Corruption was widespread because government officials claimed to be representatives of the Tsar, and therefore acted as if they had absolute power.


Limited civil society


Tsarist autocracy also limited the growth of civil society. Nicholas II’s government outlawed some groups such as trades unions, and persecuted religious groups which could have played a role in generating civil society.


The Tsar’s isolation


The Tsar refused to recognise Russia’s problems, and his advisers were unwilling to contradict him. As a result, the Tsar had little understanding of the poverty in Russia, or of the government’s corruption.


Nationalism and Russification


Between 1894 and 1905 Nicholas II used Russification to control the Russian Empire. Russification meant the aggressive promotion of Russian culture and the forceful suppression of other national cultures.


Russification was a response to the development of nationalist feeling in various parts of the Empire, which the Tsar believed threatened the unity of the Empire. Indeed, in the late nineteenth century there had been considerable growth of nationalism in the Ukraine, Finland, Georgia and Poland. Russification took a variety of forms:





•  The imposition of Russian as the official language of government and the justice system in the government of the Baltic states.



•  The promotion of Russian culture through primary schools.



•  The suppression of non-Russian cultures.



•  Establishing Russian-language universities such as Iur’ev University in Estonia.





The consequences of Russification


Russification was counterproductive. It led to a backlash among groups who had been loyal to the Empire. Indeed, cultural persecution turned the Finns, the Armenians and the people of the Baltic against the Tsar:





•  The nationalism in Poland and the Baltic states became a powerful anti-government force, which would later feed into the 1905 Revolution.



•  In Russia, nationalism led to anti-Polish, anti-Finnish and anti-Semitic feeling, which sometimes led to violence against minority communities living in Russia.







[image: ]


Russification in Finland


Russification had a major impact on Finland. In 1899 General Nicholas Bobrikov, the governor general of Finland, abolished the Finnish legal system and replaced it with Russian law. He also effectively abolished the Finnish parliament and the Finnish army.


In 1903 ‘Temporary Regulations’, which had been introduced in 1881 in Russia, were extended to Finland, giving the Okhrana wide-ranging powers (see page 8). The result was widespread unrest. Bobrikov was assassinated in 1904 and the Finns played an active part in the 1905 Revolution.
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[image: ] Support or challenge?


Below is a sample exam question which asks how far you agree with a specific statement. Below this are general statements which are relevant to the question. Using your own knowledge and the information on the opposite page, decide whether these statements support or challenge the statement in the question and circle the appropriate response.




‘The fundamental problems with autocracy were the main reason for the collapse of Tsarism in the period 1894–1917.’ How far do you agree with this statement?









	 

	Support 

	Challenge 






	Autocracy led to widespread corruption.

	 

	 






	The government of Russia was based on the sole authority of the Tsar.

	 

	 






	The Tsar’s subjects did not have legally defensible rights.

	 

	 






	The Tsar’s advisers argued that autocracy saved the people of Russia from living godless lives.

	 

	 






	There was an increasing gap between the people and the Tsar under Nicholas II.
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[image: ] Identify the concept      [image: ]


Look at the six sample exam questions based on some of the following concepts:





•  Cause – questions concern the reasons for something, or why something happened.



•  Consequence – questions concern the impact of an event, an action or a policy.



•  Change/continuity – questions ask you to investigate the extent to which things changed or stayed the same.



•  Similarity/difference – questions ask you to investigate the extent to which two events, actions or policies were similar.



•  Significance – questions concern the importance of an event, an action or a policy.





Read each of the questions and work out which of the concepts they are based on.





1  ‘The fundamental problems with autocracy were the main reason for the collapse of Tsarism in the period 1894–1917.’ How far do you agree with this statement?



2  How far did Tsarist rule change in the period 1894–1905? [image: ]




3  How accurate is it to say that Nicholas II’s rule was fundamentally unstable in the years 1894–1905?



4  How far do you agree that Russification was responsible for the political stability of Russia in the years 1894–1904? [image: ]




5  How far was political unrest the most important consequence of Nicholas II’s autocratic rule in the period 1894–1905?



6  ‘Nicholas II’s policies fundamentally undermined autocratic rule in the period 1894–1914.’ How far do you agree with this view?
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The nature of autocratic rule: Orthodoxy, anti-Semitism and the Okhrana


Tsarism relied on Orthodoxy, anti-Semitism and the Okhrana, as well as Russification to control the Russian people.


Promoting Orthodoxy


Konstantin Pobedonostsev advised the Tsar to promote Orthodoxy as an essential part of Russian identity. Consequently, between 1894 and 1902 Nicholas introduced the following measures:





•  The number of parish clergy increased by around 60 per cent.



•  There was a tenfold increase in church schools, and the number of students they educated increased around 15 times.



•  Orthodox missionaries were sent to establish new churches in the Baltic states where Protestantism was popular.





As a result the number of people converting to Orthodoxy doubled in the period 1881 to 1902. Nonetheless, in urban areas, there was a decline in Orthodox Church attendance.


Persecuting other faiths


Nicholas II also persecuted other faiths:





•  No Christian Churches other than the Orthodox Church were allowed to proselytise.



•  Catholic, Protestant and Islamic schools were closed down and replaced by schools run by the Russian government.



•  The Russian government confiscated the property of the Armenian Church.





Anti-Semitism


Aggressive Russification and the promotion of Orthodoxy led to increased anti-Semitism.


Education


Educational opportunities for Jewish students were limited by the enforcement of quotas. Jews could make up no more than:





•  ten per cent of students at universities within the Pale of Jewish Settlement




•  three per cent in Russia’s major cities, Moscow and St Petersburg.





Residency


There were also restrictions on where Jews could live. The May Laws, introduced in 1882, banned Jews from living in Russia’s rural areas – the law was finally repealed in 1905.


In some cities, such as Moscow and Kiev, campaigns were organised to expel Jews from cities.


Violence


Under Nicholas II the number of pogroms increased dramatically. Indeed in 1903 and 1904 there were 49 pogroms in Russia.


Emigration


Due to growing violent anti-Semitism large numbers of Jews left Russia. Most went to the US but a significant minority headed for Latin America, particularly Argentina and Peru. The government viewed emigration as a good solution to the ‘Jewish problem’.


The Okhrana


The Okhrana had a reputation for being ‘all-powerful, all-knowing and all-capable’. Its goal was to destroy subversive organisations. In order to do this it had extensive powers to arrest and infiltrate opposition groups.


In reality the Okhrana was relatively small, consisting of around 2,500 agents in 1900. However, it was effective, and before 1905 it had infiltrated the leadership of the Social Democrats and the Socialist Revolutionaries (see page 12).




[image: ]


Sergei Zubatov


Sergei Zubatov became head of the Moscow Okhrana in 1896. In addition to repression, Zubatov introduced ‘Police Socialism’. Consequently, the Okhrana:





•  investigated workers’ complaints about abuses in factories



•  attempted to take control of emerging unions



•  provided sick pay and unemployment benefit.





Zubatov’s experiment spread to other Russian cities. However, the government ended the policy and sacked Zubatov in 1903.


[image: ]





University life


The Okhrana were also involved in policing Russia’s universities. The University Statute of 1884:





•  banned clubs and societies on university campuses



•  emphasised that students should study traditional subjects



•  banned women from higher education.





Surveillance


The Okhrana was engaged in widespread surveillance. By 1900 they had records on 55,000 people, collections of 5,000 publications by revolutionary groups and 20,000 photographs of suspected radicals.





[image: ]


[image: ] Select the detail


Below is a sample A-level exam question with the accompanying sources. Having read the question and the sources, complete the following activity.




How far could the historian make use of Sources 1 and 2 together to investigate the role of the Okhrana in the period 1894–1905? Explain your answer, using both sources, the information given about them and your own knowledge of the historical context.





Consider the following three claims that you could make when answering the question. Read the claims and then select quotes from the sources to support them.


Remember to keep the quotes short, never copy more than a sentence.




[image: ]




1  Both sources are useful because they contain evidence that the Okhrana was involved in surveillance.


2  Source 2 is useful because it gives a detailed account of the work of Okhrana agents.


3  The two sources are valuable to a historian because they give radically different perspectives on the work of the Okhrana.
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SOURCE 1


From the memoirs of A.T. Vassilyev, last Tsarist chief of police. His book, entitled The Okhrana, was published in the 1930s.


Much that was mysterious, enigmatical, and dreadful was associated in the mind of the Russian people with the term Police Department. For great sections of the population this office signified frankly a phantom of terror, of which the most improbable tales were told. Many people seriously believed that in the Police Department the unhappy victims of the Okhrana were dropped through a hole in the floor into the cellar, and there tortured.


[image: ]
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SOURCE 2


From Victor Serge’s book What Everyone Should Know About State Repression, published in 1926. Serge was an anarchist in his youth but joined the Bolsheviks in 1919.


In Russia, ‘secret agents’ – who in fact were spies and provocateurs – belonged to the Okhrana. Its many agents, who were paid 50 roubles a month, had only one job: to spy on the person they were assigned to, hour after hour, day after day, with no interruption.


Daily reports were sent to the police to be analysed by specialists. These officers were dangerously perceptive. They would draw up tables showing a person’s actions, the number of visits, their length, regularity, etc. Sometimes, these tables brought out the importance of one member’s relationships and his probable influence.


The police chief Zubatov – who tried to gain control of the workers’ movement, by setting up his own unions in them – brought this system of espionage to its highest level of perfection. His special brigades could follow a man throughout Russia, even throughout Europe, moving with him from one city to the next, from one country to the next.


The Okhrana had the special mission of seeking out and placing under constant watch those revolutionaries considered the most dangerous, mainly terrorists or members of the Socialist Revolutionary Party who practised terrorism.
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Opposition to Tsarism



Worker and peasant opposition to the Tsar was mainly due to the harshness of conditions in Russia. Middle-class opponents of Tsarism, by contrast, wanted political reforms.


Peasant life


The peasants made up 80 per cent of the Russian population in 1894. The vast majority of Russia’s peasants lived an impoverished life of hard work, large debt and high taxes. Moreover, most Russian peasants owned little or no land.


Fearing peasant discontent, Nicholas II introduced a series of counter-reforms. These took away freedoms that Russian peasants had enjoyed since the 1860s, thus causing resentment among the peasants:





•  Land Captains replaced zemstvos (committees elected by local people) as the key authority in local government. Land Captains managed the work of peasants, and administered law and order.



•  Peasants lost the right to elect people to the local zemstvos. Land Captains made the final decision regarding which candidates were allowed to serve on the zemstvos.





The working class


Russia’s urban factory workers made up about four per cent of the population in 1894. The working class emerged as a result of Sergei Witte’s attempt to industrialise the economy in the 1890s. Witte was one of the Tsar’s most trusted and talented ministers, who oversaw the early stages of Russia’s industrialisation.


Russia’s workers were better paid than the peasants. However, factories were dangerous. Additionally, living conditions in the large slums of Vyborg, Shuliavka and Nakhalovka, in the Empire’s major cities, were squalid. Consequently, the mortality rate of workers was higher than the mortality rate of the peasants.


Working conditions were extremely tough. The majority of workers were expected to work a 12-hour day, although some were forced to work up to 17 hours a day. Factory managers could beat their employees and subject them to verbal abuse and degrading body searches.


Harsh conditions and obvious inequalities led to strikes and to the growth of socialist groups in Russia’s cities.


The League of Liberation


In 1903 middle-class opponents of autocracy formed the League of Liberation. The League was led by Pavel Milyukov and Pyotr Struve.


Russia’s bourgeoisie, which made up around 1.5 per cent of the population in 1894, tended to want to democratise Russia. Middle-class demands tended to be reformist or liberal. Generally, many politically active members of the middle class wanted:





•  a government in which elected representatives of the Russian people made laws



•  a government that respected individual rights.





The League’s demands


The newly formed League published a programme in early 1904, following its first Congress, which was held in St Petersburg. The programme put forward political, social and economic demands, including:





•  an end to autocracy



•  democratic government based on universal suffrage




•  a maximum eight-hour day for workers



•  redistribution of land to the peasants



•  self-determination for all nations that were part of the Russian Empire.





The composition of the League


The League of Liberation represented two groups. The League represented the ideas of urban middle-class intellectuals and people who held elected positions in the zemstvos. In this sense the League represented liberal opinion in the country and the cities.


Conflict with the government


The government believed that the League was dangerous. Therefore, the Okhrana arrested leading members of the League soon after its first Congress.
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[image: ] Add the context


Below are sample AS and A-level exam questions with the accompanying sources. Having read the question and the sources, complete the following activity.




Why is Source 1 valuable to the historian for an enquiry into the goals of Russian liberals in the years 1900–04? Explain your answer using the source, the information given about it and your own knowledge of the historical context. [image: ]







How far could the historian make use of Sources 1 and 2 together to investigate the goals of the League of Liberation in the years 1903–05?





First, look for aspects of the source that refer to the events and discussion that were going on around the time that the source was written. Underline the key phrases and write a brief description of the context in the margin next to the source. Draw an arrow from the key phrase to the context. Try to find three key phrases in each source. Tip: look at the information above the source – you should contextualise this too. Pay particular attention to the date on which the source was written.
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SOURCE 1


From the Programme of the League of Liberation, issued at the League’s First Congress held in January 1904 in St Petersburg.


The first aim of the League of Liberation is the political liberation of Russia. Political liberty in even its most minimal form is completely incompatible with the autocracy of the Russian monarchy. Therefore, the Union will seek before all else the abolition of autocracy and the establishment in Russia of a constitutional regime.


In determining the specific forms of a constitutional regime in Russia, the League of Liberation will make all efforts to have political problems solved in the spirit of extensive democracy. Above all, the League recognises as fundamentally essential that the principles of universal and equal suffrage, direct elections, and secret ballot be made the basis of political reform.


Putting political demands at the forefront, the League of Liberation recognises as essential the need to address social and economic problems. In terms of social and economic policy the League will follow the principle of democracy and defend the interests of the toiling masses.


Regarding the national question the League recognises the right to self-determination. In relation to Finland the League supports for the restoration of the constitution which existed in the country before it was illegally changed by the current Tsar.


[image: ]
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SOURCE 2


From an article by Pyotr Struve published in the first edition of Liberation in July 1903. Struve was living in exile in Germany at the time he wrote the essay. Nonetheless, Liberation was distributed illegally in Russia in the period 1903–05.


Social-democratic principles have irresistible power because they are the demands of common morality and justice. These principles are identical with the pure ideas of liberalism: a political system of freedom and equality. Hence, a liberalism which opposes social-democracy opposes its own principles, in favour of supporting privilege.


Any form of liberalism which does not put forward clear and bold political and social-democratic demands will fail to defend the interests of social progress. Hence, no important stream of the Russian Liberation League can ignore the needs of workers and peasants. The League has to include courageously in its programme demands for serious social reform to the advantage of the peasants and the workers. It is not too late for Russian liberals to adopt the correct political position – not against but alongside and united with social-democracy.
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Opposition to Tsarism: Social Democrats and the Socialist Revolutionaries



In addition to Russian liberals, the Tsar also faced socialist opponents. Between 1898 and 1902 two major socialist parties were formed.


The Social Democrats


The Marxist Russian Social Democratic Labour Party (RSDLP) were established in 1898.


Marxism


Marxism emerged as a movement in the late nineteenth century. Inspired by Karl Marx, Marxists argued that industrialisation and capitalism led to the exploitation of the proletariat. They advocated a proletarian revolution against capitalism to create a genuinely free and equal society.


Divisions in the RSDLP


Russian Marxists disagreed fundamentally on the strategy of the RSDLP:





•  Lenin and the Bolsheviks argued that the proletariat in Russia was too weak and poorly educated to create a revolution. Therefore they argued that the RSDLP should become a vanguard party: a small secretive party of professional revolutionaries who would lead a revolution on behalf of the workers.



•  Julius Martov, Fyodor Dan and the Mensheviks argued that the RSDLP should be a mass party which educated and organised the proletariat.





The Socialist Revolutionaries (SRs)


Founded in 1902, the Socialist Revolutionaries stressed the needs of Russia’s peasants. The SRs’ main aim was land reform. They also believed that peasant communes (or mirs) could become the basis of a new socialist society.


Viktor Chernov, the leading figure in the SRs, was influenced by Marxism, and argued that together the proletariat and the peasants should overthrow the Tsar.


Political violence


Some SRs, influenced by anarchism and nihilism, stressed the importance of revolutionary violence. Radical SRs and populists were responsible for the assassination of:





•  Nikolay Bogolepov – the Tsar’s Education Minister, in 1901



•  Vyacheslav von Plehve – the Minister of the Interior, in 1904.





Reasons for the failure of opposition groups


Opposition groups faced a series of obstacles. Consequently, the SRs and the RSDLP remained small, with no more than 100,000 members between them by 1905.


Divisions


Opposition to the Tsar was profoundly divided:





•  Liberals wanted reforms to guarantee political rights, whereas socialists wanted a full-scale revolution to change the economic and social structure of Russia.



•  The RSDLP was divided between Bolsheviks and Mensheviks. The SRs were divided on the issue of violence.





Repression


The government were extremely successful at neutralising opposition groups through various forms of oppression:
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