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 WHI02 1C Russia, 1917-91: From Lenin to Yeltsin 
 

Introduction 
 

It was pleasing to see some well-informed and well-written responses from 
candidates on IAS Paper WHI02 1C which covers the option Russia, 1917-91: 
From Lenin to Yeltsin. The paper is divided into two sections. Section A contains 
a compulsory two-part question for the option studied, each part based on one 
source. It assesses source analysis and evaluation skills (AO2). Section B 
comprises a choice of essays that assess understanding of the period in depth 
(AO1) by targeting five second order concepts - cause, consequence, change/ 
continuity, similarity/difference and significance. 
 
It is pleasing to note that in Section A most candidates understood what was 
meant by ‘value’ and ‘weight’ in the context of source analysis and evaluation.  
Some candidates are still writing about limitations in question A which is not 
rewarded and often undermines the argument in the answer. 
 
In Section B, most responses were soundly structured. The most common 
weakness in Section B essays was the lack of a sharp focus on the precise terms 
of the question and/or the second order concept that was targeted. In some 
cases candidates struggled to develop sufficient relevant material to address the 
question and some included material that did not relate to the question. 
 
It remains important to realise that Section A topics are drawn from highlighted 
topics on the specification whereas Section B questions may be set from any 
part of any Key Topic, and, as a result, full coverage of the specification is 
enormously important. There was little evidence on this paper of candidates 
having insufficient time to answer questions from Sections A and B. 
 
The candidates' performance on individual questions is considered in the next 
section.  
 

Question 1a 

Most candidates demonstrated comprehension of the source on recruitment to 

women in the workplace in the 1930s and many were able to draw out 

inferences from the source.  Candidates were able to add to the source material 

by reference to their contextual knowledge and this enabled most candidates to 

achieve at least level 2. The better focused responses achieved level 3 by 

selecting material from the source to support inferences and using their 

contextual knowledge to develop the explanation.  Most candidates made 

relevant points regarding the value to be attached to the source either by 

reference to the inferences that could be drawn or considering the nature, 

origins and purpose of the source.  There are still too many candidates who 

devote a substantial part of the answer to looking at limitations which do not 

address the question and cannot be rewarded. 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 



 

 



This is a level 3 response which develops several inferences, e.g. on pp.1-2 it 

draws out an inference about how the provision of crèches would make 

recruitment of women easier. The candidate has used knowledge to develop and 

explain inferences. For example, on p.4 the candidate uses knowledge of female 

labour in textile factories to explain the recruitment of women and men to 

different roles in the workplace. The candidate has made a valid point about the 

value of a source drawn from Moscow because of its importance in the 

development of industry. 

Question 1b 

Many candidates achieved level 3 in answering this question but there were no 

level 4 responses.   Most candidates were able to show that they comprehended 

the source and some drew and supported inferences.  A number of candidates 

lost focus on the question and whilst they considered the weight of the source in 

general terms, they did not consider it in the terms of an enquiry into the 

reasons for the coup of August 1991.  A minority of candidates did not have a 

clear knowledge of the event and some were confused about Yeltsin’s position 
with regards to the Communist Party and the Union Treaty.  Weaker evaluation 

tended to say that the source was both value and limited without considering 

‘how much weight’ could be attached to it and therefore judgements lacked 
substantiation. 



 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 



 

 

 



 

 

This response achieves level 3 for all three bullet points although it is more 

limited in addressing bullet point one; the inferences focus more on the nature 

of the source and less on the content. Relevant support from contextual 

knowledge is provided.  Its focus is limited in places with some drift from the 

‘reasons for the coup’. 

Question 2 

There were several answers to this question.  In some cases the focus on 

illiteracy was variable, with some candidates concentrating on education policy 

with some limited reference to illiteracy, but most candidates were able to draw 

out some key points and assess them in terms of success and failure.   



 



 



 

 



 



 



 

This is a level 4 response.  It is focused on illiteracy and uses educational policy 

as the means to explore the achievements of the Soviet state. It is focussed on 

assessing successes and failures and reaches a supported judgement.  The 

knowledge is secure and provides precise examples to support the argument. 

 

 



Question 3 

There were several responses to this question.  Most candidates had a very good 

knowledge of the economic policies of Khrushchev and Brezhnev. In level three 

candidates tended to focus mainly on differences and explore the two leaders 

individually.  At level four, however, there were examples of well-crafted 

comparison drawing out differences and similarities in relation to different 

aspects of the economy. 

 



 



 



 



 

 



 



 

 



This is an excellent level 4 response.  There is very secure development of the 

differences.  The argument is supported by a good range of precise knowledge.  

The discussion of similarities is developed in a little less depth but it is developed 

with sufficient knowledge.  The judgement is supported. 

 

Question 4 

There were several answers to this question.  While some candidates struggled 

to focus on ‘political stability’ and drifted into discussion on a stable society, 

there were some well-focused responses who used their knowledge of the 

‘stability of cadres’, the emerging gerontocracy and development of corruption to 
develop their arguments effectively.   



 

 



 



 



 



 



This is a level 4 response.  It has explicit focus on the question with good 

supporting knowledge.  It develops a relevant argument about the importance of 

cultural stability in facilitating political stability. 
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