
2023

AP
®

 European History
Sample Student Responses  
and Scoring Commentary
Set 2

© 2023 College Board. College Board, Advanced Placement, AP, AP Central, and the acorn logo are registered 
trademarks of College Board. Visit College Board on the web: collegeboard.org.

AP Central is the official online home for the AP Program: apcentral.collegeboard.org.

Inside: 

Long Essay Question 4

   Scoring Guidelines 

   Student Samples 

   Scoring Commentary 



AP® European History 2023 Scoring Guidelines  

© 2023 College Board 

Question 4: Long Essay Question, First vs. Second World War Economic Effects 6 points 
 

General Scoring Notes 
• Except where otherwise noted, each point of these rubrics is earned independently; for example, a student could earn a point for evidence 

without earning a point for thesis/claim. 
• Accuracy: The components of these rubrics require that students demonstrate historically defensible content knowledge. Given the timed nature 

of the exam, essays may contain errors that do not detract from their overall quality, as long as the historical content used to advance the 
argument is accurate. 

• Clarity: Exam essays should be considered first drafts and thus may contain grammatical errors. Those errors will not be counted against a student 
unless they obscure the successful demonstration of the content knowledge, skills, and practices described below.  

 

Evaluate the most significant difference between the economic effects of the First World War and the economic effects of the Second World War.  
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Reporting 
Category Scoring Criteria 

Row A 
Thesis/Claim 

 
(0–1 points) 

 
 

 

0 points 
Does not meet the criteria for one point. 

1 point 
Responds to the prompt with a historically defensible thesis/claim that establishes a line of 
reasoning. 

Decision Rules and Scoring Notes 
Responses that do not earn this point: 
• Are not historically defensible. 
• Only restate or rephrase the prompt. 
• Do not respond to the prompt. 
• Do not establish a line of reasoning. 
• Are overgeneralized.  

Responses that earn this point: 
Provide a historically defensible thesis or claim about the most significant difference between 
the economic effects of the First World War and the economic effects of the Second World 
War. The thesis must suggest at least one main line of argument development or establish the 
analytic categories of the argument.  
 

Examples that do not earn this point: 

Do not focus on the topic of the prompt 
• “The most significant difference between the two wars was the 

level of casualties.” 

Do not provide a historically defensible claim 
• “The most significant difference was the use of industry in the 

Second World War.” 

Provide a historically defensible claim, but do not establish a line 
of reasoning  
• “The European Economic Community was a major change after 

World War Two.”  

Restate the prompt or are overgeneralized  
• “The economic effects of the First and Second World Wars were 

very different.”  
 

Examples that earn this point: 

Establish a line of reasoning that evaluates the topic of the prompt 
• “The most significant difference between the economic effects of the World Wars was the 

formation of economic blocs after the Second World War.”  

Establish a line of reasoning that evaluates the topic of the prompt with analytic categories 
• “The most significant difference was that after the Second World War Western Europe was 

under a liberal capitalist system while eastern Europe lived under a communist system.” 

Establish a line of reasoning 
• “The most significant difference in the two wars was a depression eventually resulted from 

the First.” (Minimally acceptable thesis/claim) 
 

 Additional Notes: 
• The thesis or claim must consist of one or more sentences located in one place, either in the introduction or the conclusion (which may not be limited to the first 

or last paragraphs). 
• The thesis or claim must identify a relevant development(s) in the period, although it is not required to encompass the entire period. 
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Reporting 
Category Scoring Criteria 

Row B 
Contextualization 

 
(0–1 points) 

 
 

0 points 
Does not meet the criteria for one point. 

1 point 
Describes a broader historical context relevant to the prompt. 

Decision Rules and Scoring Notes 
Responses that do not earn this point: 
• Provide an overgeneralized statement about the time period 

referenced in the prompt. 
• Provide context that is not relevant to the prompt. 
• Provide a passing phase or reference.   

Responses that earn this point: 
Accurately describe a context relevant to the difference between the economic effects of the 
First World War and the economic effects of the Second World War. 

Examples that do not earn this point:  

Provide an overly generalized attempt at contextualization 
• “The two wars were very destructive.”    
• “Europe went through lots of economic ups and downs.” 

Provide a passing phrase or reference  
• “Industry was important to war production.”    
 

 

Examples of relevant context that earn this point include the following, if appropriate 
elaboration is provided: 
• Industrialization of Europe before 1914 
• Nationalism and imperialism 
• Decolonization 
• Political radicalism 
• Marxism and other socialist ideas 
• Alliance systems 
• Industrial reform movements 
• Labor patterns prior to the First World War 
•  Air raids on civilian and industrial targets/ war damage 

Examples of acceptable contextualization:  
• “Europe before World War I was experiencing a major period of economic growth 

spurred by the Second Industrial Revolution.”  
• “International rivalries and a system of alliances led to the outbreak of World War I.” 

(Minimally acceptable contextualization) 
 

 
 Additional Notes: 

• The response must relate the topic of the prompt to broader historical events, developments, or processes that occur before, during, or continue after the 
time frame of the question.  

• To earn this point, the context provided must be more than a phrase or reference. 
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Reporting 
Category Scoring Criteria 

Row C 
Evidence 

 
(0–2 points) 

 
 

0 points 
Does not meet the criteria for one 
point. 

1 point 
Provides specific examples of evidence relevant to the topic 
of the prompt. 

2 points 
Supports an argument in response to the prompt using 
specific and relevant examples of evidence. 

Decision Rules and Scoring Notes 
Responses that do not earn points: 
• Identify a single piece of evidence. 
• Provide evidence that is not 

relevant to the topic of prompt.  
• Provide evidence that is outside the 

time period or region specified in 
the prompt. 

• Repeat information that is specified 
in the prompt.  

Responses that earn 1 point: 
Identify at least two specific historical examples relevant to 
the topic of the difference between the economic effects of 
the First World War and the economic effects of the Second 
World War. 

Responses that earn 2 points:  
Use at least two specific historical examples to support 
an argument regarding the difference between the 
economic effects of the First World War and the 
economic effects of the Second World War. 

Examples of evidence that are specific and relevant include 
the following (two examples required): 
• The European Economic Community / European Union 
• The “Economic Miracle” 
• The Great Depression 
• COMECON 
• Austerity/rationing during and after both wars 
• Destruction of industry and cities in World War II 
• Economic role of the United States in Europe (Dawes Plan 

after World War I, Marshall Plan after World War II) 
• Growth of postwar consumerism 
• The role of women in war production 
• The growth of the welfare state 
• Hyperinflation in Germany after World War I 
• Reparations payments 

Example of a statement that earns one point for evidence: 
• “In both wars, women took on new roles in the economy, 

working in weapons production and also in agriculture.”  
(Mention of two separate types of war work counts as two 
pieces of evidence.) 

Examples that successfully support an argument with 
evidence:  
• “When the Second World War ended, the US pushed 

Western Europe to greater economic cooperation 
through the Marshall plan and encouraging the 
Coal and Steel pact, in contrast to the more 
isolationist policies implemented after the First 
World War.” (Functions as part of an argument that 
the Second World War led to greater economic 
integration) 

• “While Germany had requisitioned labor in the First 
World War in occupied territory, during the Second, 
Nazi Germany created a vast system of slave labor 
camps particularly focused on exploiting people the 
Nazis deemed racially inferior.” (Functions as part of 
an argument that the Second World War had a 
greater effect on civilian economic lives)  

• “The creation of the NHS and other welfare state 
provisions in Britain was in contrast to the Post-
WWI failure to create what was called a ‘land fit for 
heroes’ but really just marked an attempt to return 
to the status quo.” (Presents a piece of evidence 
about the NHS and links it to the post-WWI 
economy)  

Examples that do not earn points: 

Provide evidence that is outside the 
time period  
• “The unification of Germany made it 

an economic powerhouse.”  

Additional Notes: 
• Typically, statements credited as evidence will be more specific than statements credited as contextualization.  
• If a response has a multipart argument, then it can meet the threshold of two pieces of evidence by giving one example for one part of the argument and 

another example for a different part of the argument, but the total number of examples must still be at least two.  
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Reporting 
Category Scoring Criteria 

Row D 
Analysis and 
Reasoning 

 
(0–2 points) 

 

0 points 
Does not meet the criteria 
for one point. 

1 point 
Uses historical reasoning (e.g., comparison, causation, 
continuity, and change) to frame or structure an argument 
that addresses the prompt. 

2 points 
Demonstrates a complex understanding of the historical 
development that is the focus of the prompt, using evidence to 
corroborate, qualify, or modify an argument that addresses the 
question. 

Decision Rules and Scoring Notes 
Responses that do not 
earn points: 
• May include evidence 

but offer no reasoning 
to connect the 
evidence to an 
argument. 

• May assert the use of 
historical reasoning 
but does not use it to 
frame or structure an 
argument. 

Responses that earn 1 point: 
Must demonstrate the use of historical reasoning to frame or 
structure an argument that addresses the difference between 
the economic effects of the First World War and the 
economic effects of the Second World War, although the 
reasoning may be uneven, limited, or imbalanced. 

 

Responses that earn 2 points:  
May demonstrate a complex understanding in a variety of ways, such 
as: 
• Explaining the nuance of an issue by analyzing multiple variables. 
• Explaining both similarity and difference, or explaining both 

continuity and change, or explaining multiple causes, or 
explaining both causes and effects. 

• Explaining relevant and insightful connections within and across 
periods. 

• Confirming the validity of an argument by corroborating multiple 
perspectives across themes. 

• Qualifying or modifying an argument by considering diverse or 
alternative views or evidence.  
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Examples that do not 
earn points: 

Provide evidence but 
offer no reasoning to 
connect the evidence to 
an argument 
• “The Soviet Union 

dominated Eastern 
Europe after the 
Second World War.” 
 

Using a historical thinking skill to frame or structure an 
argument could include: 
• Using comparative reasoning to explain significant 

economic differences between the First and Second 
World Wars. 

• Structuring an argument geographically to highlight the 
differences between the economic effects in different 
parts of Europe. 

• Arranging an argument to recount differences over the 
course of the period showing change over time. 

Examples of acceptable use of historical reasoning: 
• “The linking of national economies through free-trade 

zones was a key difference in the economic aftermath of 
the Second World war.” (Uses comparative reasoning to 
explain a significant difference between the economic 
effects of the First World War and the economic effects of 
the Second World War. This statement would need to be 
followed with at least a minimal elaboration of this 
reasoning.)  
 

Demonstrating complex understanding might include any of the 
following, if appropriate elaboration is provided: 
• Explaining changes in the level of difference of economic impacts 

into the late twentieth century, for instance by discussing the fall 
of communism and attempts to introduce free-market reforms in 
former Soviet bloc economies. (Provides insightful connections 
within and across periods) 

• Explaining the level of difference in different regions of Europe, 
for instance by making a nuanced comparison between economic 
changes in Eastern vs. Western Europe. (Explains nuance, 
multiple variables) 

• Evaluating whether the differences between the two conflicts’ 
economic effects were more significant than the similarities. 
(Qualifies or modifies an argument) 

• Considering the political changes and how they affected 
economic differences in Eastern vs. Western Europe. (Confirms 
the validity of an argument by corroborating multiple 
perspectives across themes) 

Additional Notes: 
This demonstration of complex understanding must be part of the argument, not merely a phrase or reference.  
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Long Essay Question 4 

Note: Student samples are quoted verbatim and may contain spelling and grammatical errors. 

Overview 

The Long Essay Question (LEQ) asks students to formulate a thesis/argument in response to a 
prompt about a particular historical development or episode in European history. In 2023, each LEQ 
asked students to determine the most significant difference between two events or processes in 
European history. LEQs require students to formulate arguments, utilize evidence, address historical 
context, and display an ability to employ historical reasoning skills. In the case of LEQ 4, responses 
were expected to demonstrate historical reasoning, specifically analyzing the most significant 
economic difference between the post-World War I era and the post-World War II era. Responses 
were expected to relate the topic of the prompt to the broader historical events, developments, or 
processes that occur before, during, or continue after the time frame specified in the prompt. 
Responses were expected to provide specific examples of evidence relevant to the topic of the 
economic differences between the post-World War I and post-World War II eras and to use this 
specific evidence to support an argument in response to the prompt. 

Responses were expected to demonstrate the use of historical reasoning to frame or structure an 
argument that addressed the prompt, and although the prompt directed students toward the 
historical reasoning process of comparison, responses could also frame their arguments around 
other types of historical reasoning (continuity, causation, and change over time). Responses were 
expected to demonstrate a complex understanding of the economic differences between the post-
World War I and post-World War II eras. This demonstration of understanding could be achieved in 
various ways. Responses could explain a variety of comparisons by analyzing the difference in 
economic conditions in Europe in the respective post-war eras, particularly regarding the economic 
instability created by the reparations demands of Germany after World War I as contrasted to the 
Marshall Plan-fueled economic rebuilding of Europe after World War II. Responses could also 
explain relevant and insightful connections across time by extending their argument about the post-
war economic differences to analyze the distinctions between Western and Eastern Europe in the 
1950s and 1960s. Responses were assessed on the extent to which they performed in the following 
four categories: thesis and/or claim, contextualization, evidence, and analysis and reasoning. 
 
Sample: 4A  
Score: 6 
 
Thesis: 1 
Contextualization: 1 
Evidence: 2 
Analysis and Reasoning: 2  

A. Thesis/Claim (0–1 points): 1 
 
The response earned 1 point for thesis in the first paragraph by arguing that economic conditions 
worsened after WWI and improved after WWII and by establishing a line of reasoning for economic 
differences between the two post-war eras. 
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Long Essay Question 4 (continued) 
 
B. Contextualization (0–1 points): 1 
 
The response earned 1 point for contextualization by discussing the Weimar Republic and the 
economic theories of John Mayard Keynes in the second paragraph. 
 
C. Evidence (0–2 points): 2 
 
Providing Specific Examples of Evidence 
The response earned 1 point for specific evidence by using two relevant pieces of evidence 
(discussion of the Versailles Treaty Article 231 and reparations in paragraph three and the Marshall 
Plan in paragraph four). 
 
Using Specific Evidence in Support of a Relevant Argument 
The response earned 1 point for using evidence in support of an argument by providing evidence in 
every paragraph to support arguments. Paragraph two includes an argument on post-WWI economic 
devastation in Germany, including economic conditions for the rise of Hitler, and paragraph four has 
a detailed argument on American post-WWII economic intervention in Europe. 
 
D. Analysis and Reasoning (0–2 points): 2  
 
Using Historical Reasoning 
The response earned 1 point for using historical reasoning by framing a comparative argument 
around the difference between post-WWI and post-WWII economic conditions, primarily through a 
discussion of post-WWI German punishment versus post-WWII fears of a return to totalitarian 
dictatorship leading to economic intervention and stability. 
 
Demonstrating Complex Understanding 
The response earned 1 point for complexity in the final body paragraph because it successfully 
explains (through different variables) how political decisions, including the fear of Communism by 
the U.S., influenced economic policy in post-war Europe. 
 
Sample: 4B  
Score: 4 
 
Thesis: 1 
Contextualization: 0 
Evidence: 2 
Analysis and Reasoning: 1 
 
A. Thesis/Claim (0–1 points): 1 
 
The response earned 1 point for thesis by asserting a direct contrast in the first paragraph between 
the post-WWI era being followed by “inflation and a crippled economy” while the post-WWII era 
brought “benefit programs” and “financial aid.” 
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Long Essay Question 4 (continued) 
 
B. Contextualization (0–1 points): 0 
 
The response did not earn 1 point for contextualization. The reference at the beginning of the second 
paragraph to “total war” and attempt to link warfare to the Great Depression is a passing phrase that 
does not describe an accurate broader historical context. 
 
C. Evidence (0–2 points): 2 
 
Providing Specific Examples of Evidence 
The response earned 1 point for evidence by using specific and relevant examples (the Great 
Depression and the Marshall Plan). 
 
Using Specific Evidence in Support of a Relevant Argument 
The response earned 1 point for using evidence in support of an argument that compares the dire 
economic situation of post-WWI Europe in the second paragraph to the stabilizing economic post- 
WWII benefits of the Marshall Plan in the third paragraph. 
 
D. Analysis and Reasoning (0–2 points): 1  
 
Using Historical Reasoning 
The response earned 1 point for using historical reasoning by using a comparative structure overall, 
particularly explaining in the third paragraph how the economic conditions in the post-WWII Europe 
were better than post-WWI due to the United States’ assistance, which establishes a comparative 
historical argument between the two post-war eras. 
 
Demonstrating Complex Understanding 
The response did not earn the point for demonstrating complex understanding because the response 
does not attempt to corroborate, qualify, or modify its argument. 
 
Sample: 4C  
Score: 2 
 
Thesis: 0 
Contextualization: 1 
Evidence: 0 
Analysis and Reasoning: 1  

A. Thesis/Claim (0–1 points): 0 
 
The response did not earn the point for the thesis. While the response makes a claim (“means for 
production”), the statement does not establish a line of reasoning to earn the thesis point. 
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Long Essay Question 4 (continued) 

B. Contextualization (0–1 points): 1 
 
The response earned 1 point for contextualization because it discusses the Great Depression in the 
introductory paragraph. 
 
C. Evidence (0–2 points): 0 
 
Providing Specific Examples of Evidence 
The response did not earn 1 point for evidence due to vague statements regarding agricultural and 
industrial production without specific evidence. 
 
Using Specific Evidence in Support of a Relevant Argument 
The response did not earn 1 point for using specific evidence in support of an argument because it 
does not utilize any evidence to support an argument. 
 
D. Analysis and Reasoning (0–2 points): 1  
 
Using Historical Reasoning 
The response earned 1 point for using historical reasoning by making an argument contrasting post- 
WWI agricultural production and post-WWII industrial production and consumer trade. 
 
Demonstrating Complex Understanding 
The response did not earn 1 point for complex understanding because it does not attempt to 
corroborate, qualify, or modify the argument. 
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