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Question 2 
 

Compare and contrast the economic and social development of Russia with that of the 
Netherlands in the period 1600–1725. 
 
9–8 Points 

• The thesis is clearly stated and compares and contrasts Russia with the Netherlands.  
• The organization is clear. 
• The essay is well balanced and deals with EITHER economic OR social development in BOTH 

Russia and the Netherlands.  
• Assertions in the essay are supported by at least TWO pieces of relevant evidence and historical 

specificity. 
• The essay makes connections between economic factors and social factors. 
• The essay may contain some errors.  
 

7–6 Points 
• The thesis is clearly stated and compares and contrasts Russia with the Netherlands. 
• The essay is well balanced and deals with EITHER economic OR social development in BOTH 

Russia and the Netherlands. 
• Assertions in the essay are supported by at least ONE piece of relevant evidence or historical 

specificity. 
• The essay makes connections between economic factors and social factors.  
• The essay may contain some errors. 

  
5–4 Points 

• The thesis is clearly stated but uneven OR just restates the question. It tends to focus too much on 
similarities OR too much on differences OR too much on Russia OR too much on the Netherlands.  

• The organization is unbalanced and not necessarily very effective. 
• Assertions tend to be general statements supported by only ONE piece of evidence.  
• The historical narrative is mostly factual with little analysis. 
• The essay may contain minor errors that do not get in the way of the argument. 
 

3–2 Points 
• There is no thesis or the thesis just restates the question.  
• The organization is unclear and ineffective. 
• The essay shows serious and major imbalance. 
• Statements are superficial and general without any factual support. 
• There is little historical specificity for analysis. 
• There is little or no analysis. 
• The essay contains major errors that detract from the argument. 
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Question 2 (continued) 
 
1–0 Points 

• There is no thesis. 
• The essay is poorly organized. 
• The essay is off task and nonresponsive to the question. 
• The discussion is irrelevant.  
• The argument is general, superficial, vague and simplistic. 
• There is little or no supporting evidence.  
• There is no analysis or historical connections. 
• Major errors get in the way of the argument  
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Question 2 — Historical Background Notes 
 
The purpose of this question is to investigate the similarities and differences in Dutch and Russian 
socioeconomic development from 1600 to 1725. Though the time parameter begins in 1600, the majority of 
the essays will focus primarily on the periods after 1648 in the Netherlands and after 1689 in Russia. The 
year 1725 saw the death of Peter the Great, so this is a clue as to the focus of many of the essays. There are 
obviously more profound differences than there are similarities between the Dutch Republic and Russia. 
For this reason the essays will appear somewhat unbalanced, focusing more on contrasting than on 
comparing. In the spirit of the prompt, however, essays that receive scores in the higher ranges must both 
compare and contrast. 
 
In the 17th century four common themes characterized both the Dutch Republic and Russia: 

• Both were faced with the challenge of restive nobility. 
• Both were struggling to finance massive military expenditures. 
• Both were trying to make their economies modern to compete with powerful neighbors. 
• Both were experimenting with ways to increase government revenues.  

Because of the common fiscal issues similar to both countries, discussion of similarities will focus much 
more on economic issues than on social issues. 
 
On closer examination, the Dutch Republic and Russia were far more different than they were similar: 

• Russia had a relatively large noble class — 7 percent of the population; the nobility in Holland was 
restricted primarily to two thousand families out of a population of roughly two million.  

• Russia was desperately trying to domesticate a large and dangerous boyar class; the primary 
challenge to the Dutch government from the nobility was found in the States General.  

• Peter the Great was trying to transform the Russian service nobility from a social class based on 
blood to an aristocracy based on merit; the nobility of the Netherlands was defined by commercial 
excellence.  

• Russia was clamping down on its serfs after numerous Cossack and agrarian revolts; serfdom in the 
Netherlands had disappeared almost two centuries earlier.  

• Russia was a rigidly stratified society divided between noble and serf; the Dutch Republic was 
socially much more fluid and dynamic.  

• Women in Russia were a major source of labor; women in the Dutch Republic were beginning to 
emerge as a truly modern class of leisure.  

• There was no commercial class in Russia; the middle class in the Netherlands was what virtually 
defined the country.  

• Russia was primarily agricultural; the Netherlands was the world’s leader in commerce and 
mercantilist polices.  

• Russia was frozen in a backwater of medieval agricultural practices; the Netherlands was the 
world’s economic leader.  

• Russia was trying to secularize the Church and rein in the Old Believers; the Dutch Reformed 
Church had been an institution of religious toleration for over a century. 
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Question 2 
 
Sample: 2A 
Score: 7 
 
This essay provides a good thesis. It considers both Russia and the Dutch Republic, treating both the 
similarities and the differences between them well. It demonstrates extensive knowledge of economics in the 
Dutch Republic and also shows a good general understanding of Russia. It did not earn a higher score 
because there are too many chronological errors concerning Russia. It shows a more sophisticated 
understanding of Russian and Dutch Republic history and includes a more extensive discussion of economic 
and social differences between the two than essays that earned lower scores.  
 
Sample: 2B 
Score: 5 
 
This essay provides a good thesis and a solid discussion of economic differences between Russia and the 
Dutch Republic. However, it only considers economic differences between the two. It did not merit a higher 
score because it did not consider similarities. The essay is better than a typical essay that earned a lower 
score because of the quality of the thesis and the amount of detail included. 
 
Sample: 2C 
Score: 1 
 
The thesis of this essay is not acceptable. Neither the discussion of religious toleration nor the discussion of 
enlightened despotism is acceptable. The only redeeming feature of the essay is the brief second paragraph 
that includes a factual statement about the Netherlands. It did not earn a higher score because too much 
of it is off task, irrelevant and factually wrong.  


