Stage 2 Modern History: Essay
To what extent did Stalin have a devastating impact on the Russian people and the Soviet Union during the period 1928-1938? 
Joseph Stalin ruled the Soviet Union as a virtual dictator between 1928 and 1954. During the first ten years of his rule Stalin introduced dramatic change to the Soviet Union in the areas of industrialisation, agriculture, culture and education. While there were some benefits for both the nation and the people with respect to the consequences of his policies on industrialisation and education, the impact of his policies regarding agriculture, and culture was overwhelmingly damaging to the Russian people, and consequently, the nation as a whole. Therefore, it can be said that between 1928 and 1938 Stalin had a largely devastating impact on the people, but a less damaging one on the Soviet Union itself. 
To a large extent Stalin’s transformation of the Soviet Union into a strong industrial nation had a positive effect on the nation. This was required as the Soviet Union was 50 to 100 years behind the world’s major industrial powers at that time. Stalin’s transformation of the Soviet Union into an industrial nation was achieved through the introduction of a series of five year plans designed to develop the Soviet economy.  The first Five Year Plan was introduced in 1928. This plan required heavy industry such as coal, steel and oil to triple their output. Light industry including furniture, clothes and shoes needed to double their output. To facilitate this increase, electrical production was to increase sixfold. [Brooman, J 1988. p. 10] The enormity of this unrealistic task meant that “The atmosphere of Russia became feverish with effort.” [Baker, P, P and Basset, J, J 1988. p. 25] However, by the end of 1932, while failing to meet the required targets, an incredible increase in industrial production was accomplished. The output of oil, for example, increased from 11.7 to 21.4 millions of tonnes, the output of steel increased from 4 to 5.9 millions of tonnes, and the output of coal increased from 35.4 to 64.5 millions of tonnes. [Brooman, J 1988. p. 11] The second Five Year Plan which ran from 1932 to 1937 produced similarly spectacular results. Between 1932 and 1937 the output of oil in millions of tonnes increased from 21.4 to 28.5, the output of steel in millions of tonnes increased by 5.9 to 17.7, and the output of coal in millions of tonnes increased from 64.3 to 128. [Brooman, J 1988. p. 11] 
From this it can be seen that “There is no doubt that under the Five Year Plans Russian industry was boosted enormously.” [Baker, P, P and Basset, J, J 1988. p. 25] It is clear the Stalin’s policies on industrialisation were effective in transforming the Soviet Union into a great industrial power in the world. As well as this, there were some benefits for the Russia people, as hard work was generously rewarded with better conditions, higher pay and superior housing. [Brooman, J 1988. p. 12] Furthermore, the Soviet workers were better off than those in other countries which were suffering from the Depression as there was no unemployment. Therefore it cannot be said that Stalin’s policy of industrialisation had a damaging impact on the Soviet Union or all of its people. 
However, these undoubtedly amazing results for the Soviet Union were only made possible by the mostly devastating consequences borne by the Russian people. The targets of the Five Year Plans had the force of government orders and thus failure to meet them could be punished as treason. Additionally, in 1929 Stalin introduced the uninterrupted work week. This meant that factories worked a full seven day week with workers taking alternate days off. [Brooman, J 1988. p. 12] This was damaging to home life of the workers as it meant families often saw little of each other. A strict code of labour discipline was also introduced. Absenteeism could be punished with loss of ration cards, fines or sacking. The implication of this was that “Workers were intimidated so that they would work harder.” [Fiehn, T 1996. p. 89] While increasing productivity, the resulting creation of a culture of fear at work was ruinous to the Russian people. Another harmful effect of industrialisation was the overcrowding of towns and cities as a result of the influx of industrial workers, leading to families sharing housing. Despite some benefits for the Soviet Union, industrialisation had an undeniably harsh impact on many Russian workers. 

In addition to this, the labour camps set up by Stalin to use slave labour to meet the rising labour needs of industrialisation had devastating effects on the Russian people. [Brooman, J 1988. p. 14] The labour camps contained a range of people who opposed Stalin’s policies in some way. Some of the worst camps were located in the Kolyma region in Russia, where the temperature could drop to -60°C at night [Brooman, J 1988. p. 15] and “Conditions were appalling in the camps. Only the toughest could survive the combination of mental and physical hardship.” [Baker, P and Basset, J 1988 p. 37] The prisoners worked predominantly without machinery. For example, the building of the Belomar canal was completed by prisoners who “dug the ground with picks and shovels, moved huge rocks by hand and carted earth in wheelbarrows” [Brooman, J 1988. p. 14] The conditions were so atrocious in these camps that according to Alexander Solzhenitsyn, “every tent in the settlement was surrounded with piles of frozen corpses on three or four sides, except where the door was.” [Brooman, J 1988. p. 15]  By 1938 approximately 8 million Russians were in labour camps with a fifth of all prisoners dying each year. [Baker, P and Basset, J 1988 p. 37] One of the main problems for people in the labour camps was that food rationing was based on the amount achieved by the worker. This meant that a worker could get into a vicious cycle where according to one prisoner “We were never in a condition to do what was demanded of us to have enough to eat.” [Brooman, J 1988 p. 14] The labour camps had a negative impact on the Russian people as the threat of being sent to one resulted in constant fear, which was compounded by the uncertainty of the fate of other family members serving in the camps. Furthermore the camps denied basic needs such as food and appropriate shelter from the weather, essentially violating basic human rights. However the camps provided unpaid labour for industrialization, which was essential in realizing the great feats that were achieved during the industrialization of Russia. Therefore to some extent the labour camps had a positive impact on the Soviet Union, although the negative implications for the Russian people were more significant. 
Stalin’s agricultural policies revolved around the collectivisation of farms, they proposed profits from which were intended to fund industrialisation. To a very large degree, however, these policies had a very shattering impact on the Russian people and subsequently the Soviet Union. Despite good harvests in the late 1920s there were severe food shortages in the cities which Stalin blamed on the rich peasant class, the Kulaks, for hoarding their grain, because government prices were too low. [Fiehn, T 1996. p. 93] Stalin’s radical solution to this problem was to collectivise farms. A collective farm consisted of approximately 50-100 families farming approximately 450 hectares of land. [Brooman, J 1988. p.8] The government planned to pay a fixed low price for the grain with peasants receiving wages for their work. [Brooman, J 1988. p. 8] Many peasants were opposed to collectivisation, as they felt it was a return to the oppression associated with Tsarism, and they responded by burning crops and houses and slaughtering their animals. [Baker, P, P and Basset, J, J 1988. p. 29] The kulaks in particular were victimised. Their land, livestock and tools were taken and given to nearby collectives, and the kulaks themselves were deported or sent to labour camps. [Baker, P, P and Basset, J, J 1988. p. 29]The disruptions resulted in further food shortages and widespread famine, the amount of grain decreasing from 73.3 to 69.6 millions of tonnes during the period 1928 to 1932 [Brooman, J 1988 p. 11] Despite widespread famine and food shortages Stalin continued to seize grain and did not ask for international aid to assist the starving peasants. [Fiehn, T 1996. p. 102] Instead “Stalin used starvation as a means of punishing areas which resisted his policies.” [Baker, P, P and Basset, J, J 1988. p. 30] It is estimated that thirteen million peasants died as a result of collectivisation. [Fiehn, T 1996. p. 102] The money obtained from collectivisation was used to support the massive increase in industrial output during the period of 1928 to 1938 which was constructive for the Soviet Union. However, collectivisation resulted in mass suffering and loss of life. Therefore it had a largely destructive impact on the Russian people. 

Furthermore, Stalin’s cultural and religious reforms amplified the devastating experience of the Russian people. During the period of 1928 to 1938, religion was strongly discouraged. Approximately 40 000 Christian churches and 25 000 mosques were closed and used for other purposes such as cinemas and schools. [Brooman, J 1988 p. 18] Religious leaders and promoters of religion were imprisoned or sent to labour camps. These restrictions had a catastrophic impact on the Russian people as they removed the basic human right of free thought and belief [Fiehn, T 1996. p. 115]. Books and articles were censored, and artists were forced to produce work that glorified the everyday worker who contributed to building a better society under Stalin. If writers did not submit to these restrictions, their books were never published, they forfeited their state paid wages, and if they overstepped the line too often they were sent to labour camps. [Fiehn, T 1996. p. 115]. The Russian people, therefore, only had access to books that supported communism and Stalin’s policies. This censorship interfered with artistic freedom and limited the Russian peoples’ right to express themselves and thus it had a devastating impact on them. 
Nonetheless, some areas of Russian life improved under Stalin’s rule. His strict approach to education resulted in the increase of literacy throughout the Soviet Union. By the end of 1938, the literacy of people aged 9 to 49 years old residing in towns was 94% while in rural areas it was 86%. [Brooman, J 1988. p. 19] In addition, technical colleges and short courses for adults to train specialists were provided. [Baker, P, P and Basset, J, J. 1988. p. 39] These improvements were beneficial both to the Russian people and the Soviet Union. Other aspects of life which improved during the late 1930s were living standards and leisure. In addition, a free health service and work accident insurance was introduced for families. In addition, high ranking party officials and skilled factory workers were given added benefits and better housing. [Fiehn, T 1996. p. 122] Sports and fitness were encouraged, and workers were entitled to holidays each year. [Fiehn, T 1996. p. 123] Thus it can be seen that the effects of Stalin’s cultural and religious policies were not entirely ruinous. 

During the period of 1928 to 1938, Joseph Stalin’s rule had a largely devastating impact on the Russian people. Stalin’s policies including collectivisation, labour camps, his stance on religion and the arts, and the treatment of workers all to a large extent had a harmful impact on the Russian people. This created a tense and fearful environment in the Soviet Union and violated the civil and human rights of the people. However the results of these policies were used to fund and drive the industrialisation which transformed the Soviet Union into a powerful industrial nation. Therefore, although Stalin’s policies did have a positive impact on the Soviet Union by modernising it into a more powerful nation, the effect that these policies had on the Russian people was far more substantial.
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Performance Standards for Stage 2 Modern History

	
	Knowledge and Understanding
	Inquiry and Analysis
	Reflection and Evaluation
	Communication

	A
	Comprehensive and relevant knowledge and understanding of people, places, events, and ideas in history.
Astute formulation of hypotheses and/or focusing questions, and their application in explaining historical concepts.
	Perceptive application of the skills of historical inquiry, including critical analysis.
Astute and thorough construction of reasoned historical arguments based on a critical understanding of evidence from sources.
	Perceptive reflection on the short-term and long-term impacts of individuals, events, and phenomena.
Comprehensive and insightful evaluation of why individuals and groups acted in certain ways at particular times.
	Well-structured and coherent communication of well-informed and relevant arguments.
Consistent, clear, and appropriate use of subject-specific language and conventions.

	B
	Well-considered and relevant knowledge and understanding of people, places, events, and ideas in history.

Clear and effective formulation of hypotheses and/or focusing questions, and their application in explaining historical concepts.
	Well-considered application of the skills of historical inquiry, including critical analysis.

Well-conceived and well-developed construction of reasoned historical arguments based on a critical understanding of evidence from sources.
	Well-informed reflection on the short-term and long-term impacts of individuals, events, and phenomena.

Well-considered evaluation of why individuals and groups acted in certain ways at particular times.
	Structured and mostly coherent communication of informed and relevant arguments.

Clear and appropriate use of subject-specific language and conventions.

	C
	Considered and relevant knowledge and understanding of people, places, events, and ideas in history.

Mostly clear formulation of hypotheses and/or focusing questions, and their application in explaining historical concepts.
	Considered application of the skills of historical inquiry, including some critical analysis.

Organised construction of reasoned historical arguments based on a critical understanding of evidence from sources.
	Informed reflection on the short-term and long-term impacts of individuals, events, and phenomena.

Considered evaluation of why individuals and groups acted in certain ways at particular times.
	Generally coherent communication of informed and relevant arguments.

Mostly appropriate use of subject-specific language and conventions.

	D
	Recognition and basic understanding of people, places, events, and ideas in history.

Formulation of one or more focusing questions and description of one or more related historical concepts.
	Basic application of some skills of historical inquiry, including some superficial analysis.

Some basic construction of a historical argument based on some understanding of evidence from sources.
	Some superficial reflection on one or more short-term or long-term impacts of individuals, events, and/or phenomena.

Superficial consideration of why individuals and groups acted in certain ways at particular times.
	Some basic communication of aspects of an argument.

Some appropriate use of subject-specific language and conventions, with inaccuracies.

	E
	Limited awareness of people, places, events, or ideas in history.

Attempted formulation of one or more focusing questions and attempted description of a related historical concept.
	Limited application of one or more skills of historical inquiry.

Attempted description of a historical event based on a limited understanding of evidence from sources.
	Limited description of a short-term or long-term impact of an individual, event, and/or phenomenon.

Description of the actions of individuals and groups at particular times.
	Attempted communication of one or more aspects of an argument.

Limited use of any appropriate subject-specific language and conventions.


Knowledge and Understanding 


Demonstrates astute formulation of a question with a clear focus that identifies a specific and manageable time frame, location and concept focusing on the role of the individual in history. 





Knowledge and Understanding 


Demonstrates comprehensive and relevant knowledge and understanding by using precise facts and statistics.





Inquiry and Analysis


Develops a thoughtful counter-argument based on critical use of precise information from the sources. Demonstrates evidence of the application of critical analysis.





Reflection and Evaluation


Perceptive reflection and evaluation of the impact of Stalin’s policies on industrial workers and families.





Communication


Demonstrates consistent, clear and appropriate use of subject-specific language and conventions such as a diverse vocabulary and a well structured, convincing conclusion to the argument.





Communication


Demonstrates well-structured and coherent communication of well-informed and relevant arguments. Each paragraph begins with an effective topic sentence. The paragraphs and essay present evidence for both sides of the argument before a final balanced judgment.





Additional comments


A review of the student’s work provides evidence of:


comprehensive knowledge and understanding of people (e.g. Stalin), places (e.g. Soviet Union), events (e.g. cultural and religious reforms) and ideas (e.g. collectivism) in history throughout the essay (Knowledge and Understanding)


perceptive application of the skills of historical inquiry, including critical analysis. (Inquiry and Analysis)





Reflection and Evaluation


Comprehensive and insightful evaluation of why individuals and groups acted in certain ways at certain times. 
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