A-Level History: Summer Independent Learning 2026.

Task 1:

Use your planning sheet to write up the AO1 section of your History coursework. Your coursework must:

e Be word processed

e Be no longer than 2,400 words. Remember, exceeding the overall word count automatically results
in a 10% markdown.

e  Must be footnoted.

o Include bibliography (footnotes and bibliography do not contribute to the word count).

e The deadline for this will be the first week of Y13.

Ensure you have selected and completed the three AO2 primary sources which you wish to include in your final
answer. The word limit for all three AO2 sources should be around 1,200 words.

You are also encouraged to spend extra time completing additional reading/research to develop your
understanding/arguments. What do you know that other students might not? For each monarch, ensure you have
accessed the wider reading on Teams.

Task 2:

Complete the reading looking at the impact of Stalin’s policy of collectivisation. This will be the first topic we will
cover in September.

Consider: Why did Stalin collectivise the peasantry?

What was the impact of collectivisation?
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. about Stalin’s plans was their scale, speed and intensity. Under Stalin,

State control was to be comprehensive and all-embracing. Historians
are still not entirely sure of Stalin’s motivation. He had no great
reputation as an economic thinker before 1928 and seems to have relied
heavily on the theories of Preobrazhensky, the leading economist
among the Left Bolsheviks. Perhaps the strongest probability is that

Stalin saw a hard-line policy as providing the means of consolidating his
political authority over Party and government. As was seen in
Z, it is not possible entirely to separate political and economic
considerations when studying the power struggle of the 1920s. It is also
noteworthy that when he introduced his radical economic changes
Stalin proclaimed that they marked as significant a stage in Soviet
Communism as had Lenin’s fateful decision to sanction the October
rising in 1917, This comparison was obviousl).' intended to enhance his
Own status as a revolutionary leader following in the footsteps of Lenin.
However, it would be wrong to regard Sta}m’s policy as wholly a m:g;
of political expediency. Judging from his speeches and acpoasul d be
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ulaks were defined as rich peasants who , ;
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jabour to farm it. By hoarding their farm produce and €ap peasant
artificially high food prices, they were exploiting the nwt:fmng
workers and poorer peasants to make themselves increasingly py the
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However, the concept of a Kulak class has been
have been a Stalinist myth. The so-called Kulaks ;ma%yymm
industrious peasants who, by their own efforts, had proved somewhat
more efficient farmers than their neighbours. In no sense did they
constitute the class of exploiting land-owners described in Stalin’s
propaganda campaign ggainst them. Nonetheless, given the tradition of
landlord oppression going back to Tsarist times, the myth of a2 Kulak
class proved a very potent one and provided the pretext for the coercion
of the peasantry as a whole — middle and poor peasants, as well as
Kulaks.

*Stalin justified his measures towards the peasants in terms of Party
principles. Bolshevism was a proletarian creed. It taught that the days
of the peasantry as a revolutionary social force had passed. The future
belonged to the urban workers. October 1917 had been the first stage in
the triumph of this proletarian class. Therefore it was perfectly fitting
that the peasantry should, in a time of national crisis, become wholly
subservient to the demands of industrialisation. That subservience took
the form of a simple formula. The USSR needed industrial investment
and manpower. The land could provide both. Surplus grain would be
sold abroad to raise investment funds for industry; surplus peasants
would be recruited into the industrial labour force. ;

One part of the formula was correct; for generations the Russian
countryside had been overpopulated, creating a chronic land shortage.
The other part was a gross and deliberate misrepresentation. There was
no grain surplus. Indeed, even in the best years of the NEP food
production had seldom matched requirements. Yet Stahn‘ms_xsted that
e problem was not a lack of food supplies but their meﬁeletllll!
distribution. He asserted that the apparent food shortages mth e
result of grain-hoarding by the rich peasants. T{n§ argument was ?}
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ince it provided them with an excuse to settle old scoser;sed it 49
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it effectively prevented the introd:
the distress. Since the famin
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could not appeal, as had been don
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man-made famine in history’ went unacknow 1 in .
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*De-Stalinisation in the 1950s revealed Stalin’s crimes
Party. However, it was not until the 1980s that Stalin’s offenc
the Russian people began to be publicly admitted in the USSR.

atmosphere of glasnost, associated with the Gorbachev reforms of
late 19805, it became possible to say the previously unsayable. In ]
the Soviet historian, Dmitri Volkogonov, produced the first une
gated Russian biography of Joseph Stalin. In his book Volkog
confirmed many of the suspicions iong entertained in the Wes
Stalin's inhumanity. Of special interest in relation to the collectivisation
period wag Volkogonov’s discovery from official Soviet records that
... Went into the countryside on only one occasion, in 1928, and
visited a factory only twice. .

lowr: 38 aside humanitarian considerations, it is difficult to justify
co ecuvnsgmo.n €ven on economic grounds. Historians find little evi-
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